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A REPORTER AT LARGE

GREAT "many Americans
must have reyoaded with some
measure of dewildermentwhen,
on March 1, 1907, they heard the news
that Jim Garrca, the Dntrict: At-
torney of Orleans farwdy, Louisiana,

< had arrest~d 2 prraninent New Orleans
<citicen, Clay L. Shaw, for “participa- -
. tion in a enasiracy o murder John F,

“Kennedy." The conclusiing of the
Warren Commasun, publshed some
two and a half vears hefore, had of-
fered the authocitztive judgment that
Lee Harvey Oxwald alone was respon-
sble for the asusdnation, And although
a host of doubts were suhscquently

the Warren Commission’s investigation
and the rediability of ity conclusions, it
scemed incredible that the New Or-
leans Diserict Atterey could declare, as
Garrison had, My statf and [ solved
the assassinatinn weeks ago. U wouldn't
ay this if we daln’t bave the cvidence
beyond a shadow of a doubt.” [ndeed,
the possitulity: that 4 local prosccutor
had fmmd the snswers to q\u\xmm that
had baffled the investigative resaurces
of the federal government scemed so

remote to most journalises that, soon .

after the initial stir provoked by Shaw's
arrest, news of the “asassination plot”
was generally relegated to the hack
pages and treated about as scriously as
fiving-saucer reparss

I, for one, however, was prepardd to
believe that Distrve Awtorney Garri-
son’s claims might Fave some substance
to them. [n the o\u«c of writing my
book “Inquese,” hJJ fourd tlmt the
Warren Cnmm&a a’s investigation had
been severely constrained both by bu-
reaucratic pressures exerted. from with-
in and by limits of tine imposed from
without, Far from being the rigor-
ous and cxhaustive examination that
it was taken to b, the Commission’s
work was, at certin crucial points,
redaced to little .meee than an ex-
ercise i the chndettion of super-
ficial evidence. When one delved minre
deeply, same far mere ditheult problems
than any acknowicdzed by. the Com-
mission hegan to appear. Even members
of the Commission’s wwn stafl found
this to be true. For example, when one
staff lawyer suggestni, late in the in-
vmuu:mn that it agint be worthwhile
w look further o the pastly cor-
roborated claim of onc witness that
Oswald had been sseviated not Jong
before the assassinatvea with twa un-
identified Cuban exdes, hi3 superior

GARRISON

curtly told him, “At this «tage, we are
supprrerd ta be clining doors, not open-
ing them." 1€ laer turned out that
sane of the doors leit ajar but un-
opened led to asociates of Oswald’s in
New QOrlcans, so it scemed entirely
concrivahle tn me that Garrison just
might have stunbled upon some valu-
able information that the: Coministion
had, for one reaton or another, side-
stepped,

Lunmkr, for c\.unpl'.. a story at
the root of Garrison's investigation,
which involved a mecting amaong (s
wiald and three men—David William
Ferrie, Carlos Quiroga, and W, Guy

raicd concerning the adequacy of -Banister—all of whom the Warren

Commismion had had reason to be in-
terested in. Ferrie, whe, according to
the testimony of one Commission wit-
ness, commanded a unit of the Civil
Air Pateal in which Oswald may have
been a member bricfly, had been ar-
rested in New Orleans shortdy after the
asawination, on a tp that he was in-
volved with Oswihd, and then released,
Carles Quiroga, a prominent Cuban
exile, had visited OQawald's home several
tines in New Ovrleans, for dhe parpose,
he alleged, of appraising Oswald's pro-
Castro activities. WV, Guy Banister, a
private detective known to he associated
with anti-Castro activists in New Or-
teans, had an office in 3 huilding whese
address appeared on some of the pros
Castra Literature that Oswald occasion-
ally handed out on the strects. All
this information was in the hands of the
Commission, yet none of these three
men was questioned by the Conunis-
sion or its stall. [t secmed to me that
leads such as these, if they had heen
pursucd, could have provided a possible
bridge between the known and un-
known worlds of Lee Harvey Qswald
in New Orleans. And once such a

bridge was crossed, a whole new set of
clues to why Oxwald killed the Presi-
dent night have been found.

Could Garrison have drcovered such
a bridge? Skeptics tended o dismuss
the possnility on the ground that Gar-
rison was a flambayant and extreme.
ly ambitious politician.  According to
Aaron M. Kohn, the managing dircc-
tor of the Mectropolitan Crime Com.
mission of New Orleans, “Garrion
ncver lets the responubilities of being
a prasccutor wnterfere with being a poli-
tician.” However, the fact that Gar-
rson was politically motivated did not
accesarily—to my mind, at Jeast—
preclude the possibility that he mighe
be on to somcthing. Whereas it might
not always have been in the interests of
the Warren Commission, which was
concerned  as much with  dinpelling
doubts as with ascertaining facts, to
pursue leads that might geuerare fure
ther doubts, or posably damage the ef-
fectiveness of federal ngcndci, an am-
bitious  politician, it scemed 1o me,
might well pursue leads o their con-
clusion, especially since solving “the case
of the centuey,” as Garricon called it,
would certainly enhance his regutation,
Convinced that it was passible—indeed,
probable—that Garrison could find dee
tails of Oswald's affairs that the Com-
misston had missed, [ weat to New Qv
Yeans shordy after Garrison anaounced
that he wis getting to the hottom of
the “assassination plot” and arrested
Shaw,

VER since he was first elected Dis-

trict Attorney, in 1961, Jim Gar-
rissn—he legally changed his given
name to Jim from Earling Carothers—
has heen a controversial figure in New
Orleans, He has fought long and hard
against prostitutes, homaosexoals in the
French Quarter, and the more vule
nerable purveyors of vice, but, accarding
to his critics on the Metropolitan Crime
Commission, he has negleczed the
problem of organized crime in New
Orleans. “People worry  about “the
crime ‘syndicate,” ” Garrison ance sad,
“but dhe real danger is the political
establishment, power massing against,
the individual. R hen the city’s cngh(
cruninal-court justices excrcised  their’
statutory right to oversee the financing -
of his anti-vice campaign, Garrison
charged that their actions “raised in-
teresting questions about racketeer in
fuences,”” A court subsequently con




the cight judges, but the conviction was
reversed by tie US, Supreme Court,
in a decision that held that indiviluals
have the right to criticize public ofh-
cials even though the charges may turn
aut to be unfounded. Garrison is popu-
larly referred to in New Orleans as

the Jolly Green Glant—an image con-.

Jjured up by his' imposing  physical
stature (six feet six inches) and his
political glad hand. Whei | met him,
in_mid-April, his welcome was gra-
cious, if -shghtdy fulsome; he told
me, almost solemnly, that it was his
reading of my buok that first set him
thinking about launching an investiga-

tion of - his own, {Later, | learncd
that this was a standard greeting, ex-

Ctended to almost all enitics “of the

o2a

tion, Six cardboard cartons were

" hrought out containing peisonal bee

Iongings of Clay Shaw: fetters, photos

graphs, financial records, Muceprints for |
renovating  houses in the  French -

Quarter, the manuscripts of plavs he
had  written  years  ago, calendar,
checkhaoka, address books, In one box
were a black costume, a net mask, and
some  plastic  slippers—all of which
Shaw had claimed were part of his
1965 Mardi Gras costume, Alcock
sard that the Ihstrict Attorney’s stalt
had yet to examine all this material,
and he suggested that Hareis and |
look through Shaw's address books and
financial records in hopes of discover-
ing some information that might intere
est Garrison, We were leit alone with

i Warren Commission.) Over a leisure-"; the evidence,

, g0 to tcll me about the conspiracy he

far as [ could sec after examining them,

had uncovered. {t was a diffuse pare | hal anything directly o do with the

rative, in which ‘it appearcd that Os-,
wald "had anly heen feigning e rofc
he went to considerable Jengths to €s-
tablish for himsclf as a pra-Castroite
and had in fact been part of an anti-
Castro assassination  team trained by
David Ferrie. Ferrie, in turn, was in
some important way—Garrison never
explained exactly how—personally in-
volved with Clay Shaw. When a plan
i to shoot Castro was aborted hecause.
: Oswald could not obtain a visa to Cuba,
the assassination team turned its atten-
tion to President Kennedy, and, onj
November 22, 1963, carricd out its
mission,

“How had Garrison dxscuvcrcd this
conspiracy? “I’s exactly like a chess;
prablemn,” he explained.  “The War-
ren Commission moved the same pieces :
back and forth and got nowhere, [
made a new move and solved the
: problem.” ‘The move he meant was the
tarrest of Clay Shaw. He pointed out
that after Shaw was. arrested men from
the District Attorney’s office searched

Shaw’s home, in-the French Quarter,

“and found in it a cache of new cvi-

" dence, which he suggested that [ should
sce, because it would givt me “a new
perspective on the case,”

Early thé next mornmb. I went to
the District Attorney’s office, which is
housed, next to the Parish Prison, in
the Criminal District Court Building,

-~ a massive structure at Tulane Avenuce:
; and South Broad. Garrison had riot yet |
arrived, but one of his assistants, James

C. Alcock, told me that Garnson had

i left word that I should “start going
¢ through the evidence.” I did so with
- Jones Harris, 2 New Yorker of inde-

pendent means who has devoted the
better part of the last three years to a
private investigation of the assasina-

assassination, the odd way in which
Garrison treated them dul give me,
when { thought about iv later, “a new
perspective on the case.” 1 recalled that
a judge’s order had forbidden discus-
sion or disclosure of any cvidence in
the case. The very fact that Harris and
I were allowed to examine objects

seized from Shaw's home and desig-

nated “evidence” scemed o be a direct
violation of that order. Why, 1 won-
dered, should the Distncr Atorney
risk having his case thrown out of
court on a technicality by letting
outsiders ge frecly” through the evi-
dence?  Morcover, it scemed  curious
thae Clay Shaw's papers had not al-
ready been rigoremnly scrutinized by
Garrison or his staff, especially since
Garrison had told several peaple, in-
cluding me, that onc of the main réa-
sons for arresting Clay Shaw on March
Ist was to prevent him from destroy-
ing his personal papers. Six weeks had
passed, and yet from what [ saw it
appeared that no real investigation of
Clay Shaw was going on at all bt
{ only a search for peripheral characters
cnnncc(cd with David Ferre, I Gar-
rison beheved  that Shaw
had.openly conspired to kill
the President, why was the
inquiry. into his activities
being treated with such ap-

parcnt nonchalance?
A discovery that Jones
Harris made while we were
“going through the papers
. prm\dcd considerable in-
sight into the nature of
Garrison’s investigation.
What Harris found was a
five-digit number that was

common to both Shaw’s"

;and  Oswald's address

"y dinnee at Broussard's, Garrison he- ;. Though none of these materialy, as .

booke. The entry in Shaw's
Inmk was “Le¢ Odom, %)
Box 19106, Dallas, "Fea,”
In Owald’s book, the
numher 19106 was pec-
ceded by the  Cyrillic
letters JU J{ (which, Nke
other Russinn letters  an
the page, the Warren Com-
mission. had assumed were
made during Oswiild’s two-
and-a-half-ycar  stay
in the $ovict Unionl.
Though  the coingi-
dence  of numbers
proved nothing in ite
sclf, it was srking, and
Garrison decided  that
further investigation
was  merited.  Shortly
thereafter, Garrison
announced o the press
that he had feund the
entry “PO 19106” in
hoth  Oswald's  and
Shaw's address books,
and  that the nume
ber was a “nancxistent
or fictional number,”
which removed  “the
passihility of coingi-
dence.”  Morcover,
Garrison said  that
“PO 19106 was a
code that, when deci-
phered, produced Jack
Ruby's unlisted  tele-
phone  number, WH
1-5601, anu “no oth-
er number on earth,”
Ihc method by which Garrison “deci-
phered™ the .cade is worth following.
Starting with the “scrambled” number
19126, Garrison *unscrambled” ic (by
choosing the ncarest digit, then the
farthest, the® the next nearest, cte.)
to praduce the number 16901, Ruby’s
number was 15601, so by unscram-
bling the- digits Garrisen managed to
match the last two digits in the two
numbers. The next step was to subtrace
1300 from 16901, and—presto—
15601, Finally, Garrison converted the
prefix “PO™ ¢
that, :xccnrdmg to the prominent cryp-
m.\nphcr Irwin Mann, \nclds at least
six different prefixes; Garnsun chose
Ruby’s,

A few days after Garrison  an-
nounced that he had deciphered the
code, it became known that the num-
ber 19106 in Shaw’s address book was
by no means “nonexistent or fictional.”
PO Box 19106 had been, as Shaw's
address boek indicated, the address in
Dailas of a man named Lee Odom.
Odem stated that he had been intro-
duced to Shaw in 1966 by the mamgur

o “WH" by a system




of the Ressevelt Hotel in New Onleans,
and had breefly dicused  with, Shaw
the posstubity of brnging blondles bull-
fghte to New Orleans; he had lefe
s husiness’ uldrru—-]‘() Bax 19106,
Dallas, Texas—-with Shaw., In fact,
Odom’s post-oflice box could not paose
sibly have been the nwaber i Oswalid's
bouk, because the post-office-boy nume
ber 19106 did not eaist in Dallas hes
fore it was asigned ta Qdom, n
1965—lang after Oswald’s death, in
1963, Tt was clear that Garrison had
done some questionable interpolating of
his own in moving from a coipcidence
to a congpiracy. First, he had told news-
mien that the number in Oswald’s book
was PO 19106, although in fact it
was J ;T 19106, (When a television
inteeviewer Jater asked him, how he
had determined that the prefix was
PO, rather than I ]I, he answered,
with perfect aplomb, “More or less by
looking at it.”) Then, on the basis of

his deductions, he had announced that
Sversation was reported in New Ors

Heans, e official magazine of the city’s

the post-otfice-box number was fic-
- tional, And, fnatly, he had converted
the number in Shaw’s book mta Jack
Ruby’s phone number hy rearranging
the digits, subteacting an arbitrary
“number, and changing the letters “PO™
by “WHLY Garrison had constructed
a picce of evidence against Clay Shaw
and had Jdisclosed it to the press. Yet
the Ditrict Attorney did not scem
particularly pertuebed when questions
were raised about the Jogic of his de-
ductions. When he was asked on a lo-
cal televjsion show how the number of
a post-oflice box that dida’c exist unel
1965 could have been used 1o represent
Jack Ruby's phone numbere in 1963,
he replied, “Well, that’s 2 problem for
you to think over, because yon obvious-
Iy missed the point.” Indeed, Garrison

counterattacked in a press conference,
e uf the assassinztion,’

saying, “We are very interested
konowing who introduced Mr. Odom
to Mr, Shaw, how many ballfights
Mr. Odom has actually produced’ —
as if this fact were relevant to his in-
vestigation—and *“We are particalarly
interested in clarifying now why there
is also coded in Lee Oswald's address
book the lucal*phone number of the
Central Intelligence Agency.” Using
an eatircly different system of deci-

pherment, Garrison managed to con--

vere the number 1147, which appeared
in Oswald's book, to 522-8874, the
C.LAs phone number. Oswald's codes
were “subjective,” Garrison said, in
that they varied from number to num-
ber. ‘There scemed little point in Os-
wald’s having gone through such an
elaborate procedure, however, because

New Oileas telephane book,

What was Garrisen®s purpose in all
thi? He himgelf noted, in an extended
interview in Playloy  for Qctober,
1967, that pre-trial publicity prejudicial
to the defendant “conld get our whale
case thrown out of ‘court,” yet he him-
seif had jropardized his case by releas-
mg infoemation  that was not only
prejudicial to - Chy Shaw but un-
fnundcd

T was aboard 3 jet flight ‘Between
New Orleans and New York i

late November of 1966 that the Gar--

nison investigation started taking shape,

Prompted by a cover story in Life-

that called for a rew investigation into
" He trained for the pricsthond, and was

the assassination, threé prominent pas-
sengers—Senator Russell B. Long, of
Lovisiana; Joseph M. Rault, Jr, a
wealthy New  Orleans oilman; ™ and
District Attorney  Jun Gareison—be-
wan speculating abouc the events - i
Dallus three years before. As their con-

Chamber of Commerce, the three
agreed that, in Rault's iwards, .. 0t
would be almint preposterons to believe
that ane man, an individual such as
Oswald, could have been the only one

volved in this  thing.”
Senator Long cited  deh-
ciencies i the  Warreh

Commission’s investigation.
“1 think if 1 were investi-
gating,” he said, “I'd find
the handred best " riflemen
in the world and find the o,
anes who were in Dallas
that day.” Garrison recalled
that in 1963 his office had-
been interested in “a very unusual tpe
of peesan whoe mm_ic a very curious trip

" and the District
Attorney added that he
to now gn back into some of those
evems.”

The irdividual whom Garrison had
in mind was David Willem  Ferrie,
and he wag, to say the least of it, ¢
very unusual type of person.” Garrison
later characterized Ferrie as both an
“evil gentus" and “a pathetic and tor-
tired creatre,” To compepsate for
beng compietely hairless, Ferrie pﬁ(cd
what hwoked like dumps of red mon-
key fur on his head and” wore artificial
cvebraws, { Explanations of how Ferrie
lost his hair have become part of the
folklore of the assassination, William
V. Turner, author of a so-called “of-
ficial history” of the Garrison investiga-
ton which appeared in Ramparts, re-

the C.LLA. number that G1rnson re- tpurted one spcculatmr‘ that the loss

ferred to was~—and xs—hs(ed in Lhc

amight have bccn
-3-.

o very curious time about the date!

“might want!

{

‘a ph) siological reac-

tion o caposnre o the extreme alie
tudes required for clandestine flight,”
He went an to wy that Chinese Nae
tpabies U-2 piluts have  repartedly
evpericnced the same “haireloss phc-
nomeaon.” Fred Powledge, after in-

hnu‘wmg Garrivay,  wrote in the

: New Republic that Ferrie's “interest in

homaosexuality led him to shave off all
his body hair,” However, the question
was decisively answered by Harcokl

* Weisherg, a critic of the Warren Comy-

“political undergronnd cult called the
\; Orthadox  Old
" North

missinn, whase stephrother, Dr. Jack
Kety, had treated Ferrie for the discase
alnpcrla. which can render its victims
.urlc\‘.)

Rather like Oswald, Ferrie was a
failire at virtually everything he tricd.

dissnissed  from two seminarics as a
result of eccentric personal behavior,
Later, he heeame a “hishap” in a quasi-

Cathalic . Church  of
America, Ferric ran a scrvice
statien in New Orleans, His greatese
ambition seems to have beea to become
a fighter pilat. In 1950, he wrote t
Secretary of Defense Louis A, Johne
son, demanding, “When am 1 going to
get the commission, when the Russians

are bombing the hell out of

Cleveland?” In a letter ta

the commanding officer of

the First Air Force, he

wrote, ““I'here is nothing [

would enjoy hetter  than

hlowing the hell out of

every damn Russian,

Communist, Red or what«

have-youw. ... Between my

friends and I we can cook
up a crew that can really blow them to
hell. ... T want to train killers, how-
ever bad that sounds. [t is what we
need.” Ferrie never received an Air
Force commission, but he did succeed
in becoming the leader of a unit in the
Civil Air Patral (a civilian organization
made up of volunteers), and ite also sct
himself 'to training youths in jungle-
warfare tactics. Qswald, according toa
witness before the Warren Cominis-
sion named Edward Vachel, may have
belonged to Ferrie’s outfit for a bricf
time in the nincteen-fiftics,
was a teea-ager. Ferrie was alio ens
gaged in a long-term praject to dis-
cover a cure for cancer, and it was
said that at one time he housed thou-
sands of white mice in his aparunent in
New Orleans. For a while, he was em-
ployed as a pilot for Eastern Airlines,
but he was suspended, in 1961, as a
consequence of an arrest on a morals
charge, and later dismissed. After that,
he managed 1o make a meagre living
as a free-lance pilot, an independent
psychologist, and a private detective,

when he - -



At about the tme of the Bay of Pigs
wvasion, w1961, he became
sociated with seme Cuban eades, and,
according to one of them, he few fires
bomb rakds againg Cuba and helped
anti-Castra refugees escape. It has also
been rcpnrmi that, in puirsuit of his
i desire to “train killers,” he-decame in-
: volved in teaching p\r:mﬂltar\' tactics
cto anti-Castroites v St. Tamunany
. Parish, “across  Lake  Pontchartrain
from I\cw Orleans. )
In 1963, Ferric was employed as a
private investigator for the law firm

As.

!

then representing Carlos Marcells, who
was reputed to be the head of the New
Orleans Mafia. Marcclo had been de-
ported in an extralegal manner—he
was, abducted by Justice Department
agents and put on a plane to Guate-
- mala, According to one story, Ferrie

this country. On the day- of the asassi-
i nation, Ferme claimed, he was in
. court, listening o a juch declare
! the MarceHo deportation illegal. To
i cclchruc the n\(nrv Ferrie drove. to
Texas an a “goosc-hunting” expedi-
- tion with two friends. Meanwhile, Gar-
rison’s officc received a tip from a
New Orleans pavate detective named
Jack S, Martin ta the cffcct that
i Ferrie had trained QOswald in marks-
manship and was his “‘getaway pi-
lot.” Martin was said to be 2 member
_of the same cult in which Ferric was a
hishop. On his return to New Qrleans,
Ferric was arrested and  questioned, ;
but, according 1o F.B.L. reports, Mar+
tin admitted that he had mule up the
whale story, and Ferrie was released.
The F.B.I. may not have thought
much of Martin's tip, but it was this
tlp that cnabled Garrison te begin his
investigation, in Dcacmhcr,_l966 with
a specific suspect in mind—David Fer-
rie. Garrison set about his work with
thé assistance of a small but industrious
staff. His chief investigator, a police-
man pamed Louis Ivon, had requisi-
. tioned other members of the New Or-
leans Police Department w do the
necessary legwark. William H: Gur-
vich, a partaer in one of the city's larg-
est private-detective agencies, handled
interrogations and the extraterritorial
aspects of the investigation. Thomas
Bethell, a young Briush writer who
. was living in New Orleans, was put in
charge of research, Assistant District
Attorneys Aleock, Andrew J. Sciam-
bra, Richard V. Burnes, and Alvin V.
Oser questioned the more important
witnesses  and  prepared  the  legal
. groundwork. QOther tasks were per-
. foraied by some of Garrison’s personal
fncnds—:mang them Max Gonzales,
a law clerk in the criminal court and a

{ telephoned the Ihstrict Attorney’s

‘tioning  Banister's

. -4~

kY

plot, who made 1 nunther of figh
with Ferrie i order to gain b qons
dence, and Alherte Fowler, a Lul\m
extle and the Direcsor of International
Relatwtas for the City of New Orleans, .
who made discreet inquines about Fere
rie’s activitics among anti-Castro eniles.
Lam‘, a sclf-siyled intelligence expert
mml\ the pscudnn_\m Bal Boaley
joined Garrson's saff.,

The first step was to compile a dose
sier on Ferrie, Cameras were secretly
st up across from Fernie's apartment,
he was followed everywhere he went,
and his frends were questioned about
his acuvites. Little came of this sur-
veillance.  For  further information,
Garrison turned hack to Martin, whose
tip had first linked Oswald and Fereie. |
Martin, who told Sccret Service agen
that he suffers from  “telephonitis

clandestively flew Marcello back into . when ‘he has taken a drink and that

1t was on such an occasion that he

ot-
fice about Ferrie, continued to narrate
a vast pumbder of diconnected varns |
about Ferme and the asassination, Ac-
cording te a typical one of these, Fervie -
hvpnotized Oswald and then dispatched |
him on the asasination misson, Ac-
cording to anather, Ferrie had a work-~
ing associrtion with certain anti-Castro
activities conducted by the private de-
tective W, Guy  Banister. Garrison

found this conacction especially pro-

vocative, because Banister, up to the
time of his death, in 1964, main-
ctained offices in a building
Camp Street, a bk from the Wil
liam B. Roly Company, where
Oswald  worked, and  one
of the questions the Warren
Commission had  kft unan
swered was why the address
“344 Camp St.” appeared 2s
Oswald's headquarters on
some pro-Castro literatuce
that he handed out. Since
Banister’s office was, as Gar-
rison put i, “a mare’s-nest. of
anti-Castro activity,”  Garris
son postulated  that Oswald
might be'an Yagent proveca-
tur” in Banister's emaploy.

Garrison followed up this
lead by svstematically  ques-
former em-
pln\ ¢es. One of them, a ship-
ping clerk and sometime pri-
vate vestigator named David
F. L;wn, Jr., added richly to
the developing drama, Lewis
claimed that he had been wit-
ness to a meeting among Ban-
wter, Ferrie, the ant-Castro
leader Carlos Quirdga, and a
person he called Leon Os-
wald, who he later thought

at 5447

2t he Lee Harey (hwahi,

.-‘lll‘.|

Al
vertam tihat s mectng had
sweurred in i Yol q tae when
Onwald was knewn s e live
ing in Tenas, and although
Qx..mu categoralh deniod
that <mh asmecting-had ever
“taken place, Garrman intensi-
- fied his efforts in this dicection.
He began digging into the ac-
tvitees of ant-Castro Cuhans,
:md discovered the sites of

Lewn sani fie was

what had been two wecret training
camps in 8t. Tammaav Parih. Prrnc
was rumared to have used one of them
o train his corps of commandos, In
; the hope of Wentifsing the men under
i Ferrie's command, Garrison hired Ber-
j narda Turres, a private detective from

$Mami whe claimed to have assisted

the Sceret Service by spotting poten-
tially dangercus Cubans during a visit
President Kennedy made ta \ll.\ml in
1903, In December, 1936, and Janu-
arv, 1967, the investy gation was broad-
ccnul to include various cfforts to track
;down, with Torres's help, any Cubans
m \Innu wha might have known Fere
These efforts tened out o be un-
pr-x‘mmc but guite expensive——more
than half the toral capenditures—and
Garrison began 1o suspect that Torres’s
acuvity did not justify the expense, T'o-
ward the end of January, the Florida
manhunt was called off.

But Garrison had other h.ldx to ful-
low—autably an old ciue from a New
;()r!r:ms lawyer named Dean Adams
fAndrews, Jro Andrews” original story,
which he twld ta the Secret Service
shortly after the asassination, was that
COswald had come to his office a few
tmes during the summer of 1963 in
the heope of fnding some means by
which the “undesirable” discharge he
had been given by the Marine Lnrps
could b converted into an kenorable
one. The day after the asussination,
Andrews, who was in the hospital un-
der sedation recovering from pacumo-
na, sad he received a phone call from
a man he knew as Clay Bertrand, "
“whom he described as “a lawyver with-
out a bricfease” for local homuosexuals.
According to Andrews, Bectrand askeli
him fo go to Dallas and defend Os-
wald. When Andrews was Guestionesd
by the F.BI, he gave several dif-
ferent descriptions of Bertrand, and
finally said that the character bearing
that name was merely a figment of his_
imagination. A few months later, he'
again changed his storv, telling the
-Warren Commission that he had re-
cently seen Bertrand in 2 bar, and de-
scnbing him as “a boy™ who was “3

foot § inches” and had “sandy hair,”
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thihkk  he's toa important.”
Ferrie was sull, at this tine,

the only suspect, .

Na other dues ta Bertrand’s identity
wrned up, however, and Wedey |,
“Licheler, a Commision lawyer who
conducted the investigation in this arca, By Februasy, 1967, the in-
sid he was convinced that no such ° S vestigation scemed to be at a
: standstill, Ferrie  obviously
knew that he was under sus-
picion, and it was highly un-

person existed. )

Garrison nevertheless .now  decided
to pursuc the matter {ucther, and gave
Awistant Disteict Attorney Sciambra, a likely that he would do any-
former boxer known by the nickname thing to incriminate himsclf,
Muo, a task he referred to as “squecze  “T'he Cuban-exile trail had petered out
Jng® the French Quarter. A crack- “in- Miami. The Bertrand matter had
dewn' on hamesexials that Garnson  peen shelved. Garrison's chicf witness
bad carried out in 1962 was generally  yoae David Lewis, and, of the four

thought to have-produced a number. ‘?_f;p.uu'cip.\ms in the mecting that Lewis:

imformers, but Sciambra was unable to described, Oswald and Banister were
find anyone who had ever heard of  dead, Quirnga (according to Garrison )
Clay Bertrand. Garrison reasoned that  could pot be found, and Ferric un-
Dean Andrews was probably protecting * equivocally denicd eveeything.

2 wealthy clicnt with homosexual ase At dhis point, Gordon Novel, 2a
sociates, and came up with the idea that  guecialist in anti-cavesdropping devices,
Clay Bertrand was in geality Clay  was reccommended to Garrison by Wil-

Shaw, a socially prominent retired di-  Jard E. Robertson, a New Orleans

rector of the International Trade Mart quromaobile dealer who wis one of
in New Orleans, David L. Chandler,  Garrison’s political supporters. (Gar-
a Life reporter who worked dosely  rison had been so concerned that the
with Garrison in the carly <lays of the FLIL mvight be apping his telephones
investigation, was present when Gar- that he had made pl.m‘s.; few weeks be-
rison first put forward this hyputhesis * foee 1o excente a midnight raid on the
to his staff, Accnnling to Ch.’ln(”ér, F.B.I. ficld office in New ()r’cn;ls'
Garrison offered three arguments for using a water pistol loaded with a
it. First, Shaw had the same first name  charge of red pepper to disarm the of-
as Bertrand, decond, Shaw was r~ ficer on duty; he even invited Chan-
mored to have fricnds in the homo-  (dler, the Life reporter, to accompany
sexual world. And, finally, Shaw spoke  him an the mission, but for some reason
" fluent Spanish and, although Andrews * the plan was scrapped.) Upon learning
had never said’ that Bertrand spoke  that Ferric was under suspicion, Novel
Spanish, Garrison was Jooking for a  told Garrison that he knew a good deal
ator involved in anti-Castro ac-~ ubout Ferrics activitics in 1961, Ac-

tivitics, Garrison brushed over the fact cording te Garrison, Novel claimed
that Shaw-—six fect four and a quarter  that Ferrie, a Cuban-exile leader
inches tall, fifty-four years old, and panied Sergio Arcacha Sinith, and twao
whitc-haired—hardly fitted Andrews’  unidentified Cubans had been involved
description of a  five-foot-cight-inch in a “pickup” of arms from a bunker |

boy with sandy hair. He als ignored Houma, Louisiana, belonging to the

the question of why Andrews, having Schlumbergee Well Surveying Carpo-

¢ given a. falsc description and a false last  pagjon. Some of the arts were re-
pame o protect his chient, portedly deposited in the offices of W,

would give the client’s orretl Guy Banister. “The purpose of ' the

first name. vaid was to néquin—' arms for an anti-

In any cvent, Shaw was Castro militia, and Novel stated that a

hrought in for questioning in LA contact had indulgently pro-

late “f‘c“‘"h"’ o the PrEtENt  ided a key to the bunker, Novel
that Garrison was atempting 0 o o one of Garrisin’s

to ticup a few Joose ends in ieas fur breaking the stalemate his in-’

shc \V:x.rrcn ch(.ar:. .:\Cmrd' vestigation had apparently reached in-
ing to Chandler, it quIckl)' be- vulved a plot to kidnap Ferrie, Accord-
came apparent that Shaw had ing to this story, Ferrie was to be shot
no information w offer ahout - o) atropine dart, injected with
Ferrie or his activitics, and the sodium pentothal, and forced to con-

matter was dropped, The Dis= dg P a0 said, “Garnson asked

. trict Auorney ,t,nld his staff to Imc to order him such 2 dart gun 5o

' “forget Shaw.” In January, e wouldat appear on his
when asked if he knew the o purchase records” after the -
)d?‘n(l()' of Cl.’l‘)‘.Bcr(rand by District Attarney” “had  read
Richard N. }?lnmgs, nnnt‘htr ;about the idéa in one of the books
member of Lif's stafl, Gar- "y the CLAY "
‘rison rcp]{cd, “His. real name The entire investigation might
i Clay Shaw, but T don’t ‘have expired quictly for want of’
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any trudy tangible Jeads i it had
not been for “same resaurceful
meves by three reporters for the
“New Orleans States-ltem—Rosemary
Jamee, Jack Dempsey, and  David
Suvder. In New Grleans, she financial
vauchers of the district attorney’s of-
fice are a matter of public record. By
piccing together information gleaned
Afrom these records and through various
Jeaks from Garrison’s office, the ree
“porters were able to come up with a
Aairly accurate picture of the investiga-
tion, even though it was still_being kept
secree. Mrs, James wrote an article on
ithe subject and showed it to Garrison
on February 16, 1967, He simply
shrugged  and  told  her, I will
neither confirm nor deny it.” The
next day, the story broke. Garrison's in-.
vestigation into the assassination  of
President Kennedy was now a puhlic
issue. Garcison charged that the news
story had seciously interfered with his
effarts; arrests that were to” have been
made immediately, he cliimed, had
now ta be deferred for months, More-
over, he announced that he would seck
private financing in order not to have
to conduct the ingquiry in a “fishe
bawl” Fwoe political allics, Joseph
Raule, Jr., and Willard Robertsan,
thereupon organized fifty New Or-
leans businessmen into a group that
-called ieself Truth or Consequences,
ne. lts function was to supply Gar-
rrison with both funds and  moral
support. Meanwhile, David Feerie told
a newspaperman that Garrison's inves-
tgation, i which he was suspected of
being Oswald’s getaway pilot, was
nothing but “a big joke.” He denied
that he knew Oswald, and, for good
. measure, added that he was conducting
; his own inquiry into the assassination,
For wwo days, shartly after the
States-ltem broke the news of Gare
rison's investigation, Ferrie was kept
under “protective  custody,”  Billings
i has reported, at the Fontainebleau
P Maotor Hotel in New Orleans, Ac-
cording ta a member of Garrison’s
staff, this was donc at Ferric’s requst.
i In any cvent, he returned to his own
apartmicnt an the evening of February
21st. The next day, Ferrie was found
dead. An autopsy indicated that hic had
died of a cerchral hemorrhage caused
by. the rupture of a blood vessel. The
*coroner, Dr. Nicholas Chetea, ruled
©out suwide, because a person is
rarcly aware that an aneurysm,
or weak spot, exists in a blowd
vessel, and it would be virtually
impassible to induce a “blow-
out.” He also ruled out murder,
on the ground that if the rupture
had been caused by an external
blaw there would necessarily




aad
that

tissue  damage,
He concludad

have been
none was fuund.

Ferric had dicd from natural carses

But the mere fact that a man sugeets
of having conspired to ascassinate the
President had  died  five
che was publicly implicated w0 the
crime was sensational news, and res
porters flocked to New Orieans, Gar-
nson, without waiting for the rewults
of the autopsy, had proclaimed Fers
ric's death a suicide and had interpreted
a somewhat ambiguous letter that Fers
ric wrote to a friend shortly detore
his death as a “suicide note.” Garrsn
called Ferrie “onc of history’s mweg un
portant individuals,” and clamal that
an arrest had been only davs away.
“Appareatly, we waited too bong,” ke
said, No mention was tade of tie fact
that Ferric had already heen placcd

* under protective custody for two darvs

" prime suspect.

Forric’s death brought a windiail of
puhhcm, but Garrison had ket b3
And the bundeeds of
newsmen who had come o New Or-

" leans could hardly be expected ta con-

© tinuc reporting cryptic comments trom
. Garrison such as “The key

o the
whale case is through the lpoking g
Black is white; white is black.” Waen
they asked for hard news, Garrson wld
them that he had “positively salved the
assassination of President John F. Kens
nedy,” and he added that
course of time” he would make arrests,
At that point, most of the out-ai~towr
reparters left,

Garrison had promised that armesss
would be forthcoming, and apgurent-

ly a number of possible “suspects were -

considered. Some were drawn trom |
! thonght he had. seen this man twice bes

Ferrie’s twilight world of adventurers

and. sclf-styled secret agents. (hiaers, !
according to William Gurvich, were!

prominent citizens of New Ocleans: At

this point, Garrison reccived a beef,

letter from Perry Raymond Russy 2

twenty-fiye-year-old Baton Rouge -

surance salesman, who claimed m have
known Ferrie. Russo had prevaousiy
approached « number of local reporters,
but they had shown no interest in tim
after he said that he had never seen
Oswald and. knew nothing sevific
about the assassination. Garrison, how-
ever, was very much intcrested i Res-
so’s assertion that he possessed wsetul
information on Ferrie, On February
25th, the day after Garrison receiveld
Russo’s Jetter, Moo Sciambra was sent
to Baton Rouge to question Russa,
" The greater part of the interview
was confined to uncovering Ruse's re-
lacionship with Ferrie. Russo tedd So~
. ambra that he had first met Ferre
11962, whea he attemptcd to gt 2
yyoung friend of his in Ferric’s Civ

4

davs after

“in e

6=

 Nir Patrel vt out from ander what
“Re calied the “geli”
" Ruser aiidd that at onc pont, after he
had sievecded i breaking Ferrie's hold
sover his friend, Ferric had threateaad
w kil him, Later, however, he and
Ferewe becatne {fricids, and worked 26
partners in selling pornngraphic Alms
imported from Cuba, Ferric's main in-
terests, Russo continued, were, first,
instructing members of his Civil Air
Patrol outbt in “the art of fighting
jungle warfare” and, sccond, .
his medival rescarch; he was
developing an aphrodisiac as

well as -a cure for cancer.

But Ferric had said very lit-.

tle to him on the subject of
asasdination, except for some

vague reanarks about how?

casv it wauld be to shoot a

President and flce by air-

pane to Cuba or Brazil

Russo indicated that Ferrie

prodably had in mind either
Encnbower or the President of Meui-
e, He did remember, however, that
Ferrie had said a few times in the
summter of 1963 that he would “get™
Kennedy, Sciatubra then showed Russo
seme photographs. The first one he
Mentified was of Sergio Arcacha Smith,
the Cuban-exile leader. Russo said it
resenbled an actor in one of the por-

comziander’s

“nographic films, “T'a bhe pericetly hon-

he said, “I looked at the flm
quite a bit.” { Russo was mistaken in
hs identification. Garrison's investiga-
itors later ascertained that the actor in
“the Alm was not Arcacha Smith.) The
secoad photograph he recognized was
of Clav Shaw, Russo said that ke

fore but that he had never met hinu
The List photograph showed Lee Har-
vey Oswald. Russo thaught this person
was & roommate of Ferric’s, who had
a beard. .
The next day, back in New Orleans
Sumbra gave Garrison a prelimmary
vral report on his interview with Russo
in the presence of Richard Billings, of

[ECN

By ted that he did not
raanvimber  ever met anvone
ranted Berteand, Gareison: ;ll(('lﬁplfd’
to rewhve ths emdarvasing diserepancy
B ouggesting to Biliings that the trath
Snnm prnhahu m'“ul Rus.ms e
v, “They askat me a Jot of etvss
tons,” Ruso & repartzd to have ree
calid later. T could figure out what
thev wanted to know,”
The following dav, Gnrrimu Hrnught
Ruses to Shaw'’s home in the
French Quarter for a look at
Shaw, and on March st
Gareson summoned Shaw to
his ofhice and had Jim inter-
rogatad for two and a half
hours, Shaw categorically de-
nicd that he knew cither Fer-
ric or Oswald and that he
knew anvthing about the as-
sassinatan, When the topic
of usng truth serum eame
up, Shaw sent for a L‘l\!’)‘&'l‘,
Sohatore Panzeca, Panzeea agreed to
it Shaw take a Be-detector test, proe
yuded that the defease had the right to.
|m'.\(mns‘

N R\!\V\
.‘-.l\xu;

.x;\pru\\ the wonding of the ¢
that the results of the test were not dis-
closed except at 2 duly authorized court
proceading, and that Shaw had a day’s
rest before the st Garrison replied
that he did not have 1o agree o any
conditons, A moment later, he de-
clared that Shaw was under arrest, had
him handcuffed, and led him before
news photographers to be booked, This
move, Garrison later told me, was ¢
command decmian.,” He sud he was
.-.pprrhrmivc that i i released Shaw
the suspect might ““destroy vieal evie
dence.” This exphnation made litle
wcnse, for (_mrm\n could e ub
tained a search warcant without arrest-
ing Shaw; no mare cause was required
than that be have a confidential in-
{ormant,_and he had——Perry Russo,
Morcover, he had questioned Shaw in
December, and if Shaw had had in-

s cominating evidence in Dis home it

would seem likeiv that he would have
dispused of it thea, But, whatever Gar-

Liic. Garrison then asked Sciambsa to 78oa’s metives were, on March 1,
arrange a test for Rusea using “truth 1907, a week afwer the death of Fer-
terum,” or sodinm  peatothal. The i, Clay Shaw was arrested for con-

“truth serum™  was administered o
Russo the neat day hy Dr. Nicholas
Chetta. While under the influence ot
the drug, Russo was again questionsd
by Sciambra, though no transcript was
made of the interrogation. Afterwand, 3
Ruso " had  dinnee with  Garnson,
Sciambra, and Billings, and Sclambra
tald Russu that after 1aking truth s~

rum he had identificd a tall. man wih

white kinky. hair, and that he had aks
sand that he had been introduced o
ths man as “Bertrand.” According to

siring to murder John F, Kennedy.

N Louisiana, after an arrest has heen

made, the diarict attorney cither
presents the case toa graad jury or files

“bill of information,” which, undec
the Lowsiapa onde of criminal pro-
cedure, allows a district attorney ta’
dbrng a case to tral without a grand-
juty indictment. In the case of Clay
Shaw, however, Garrison decided to do
semething that was, in his own words,
vrm_nh unheand of,” Instead of go-

- o



ing hefore a grand jury mecting n
clased s, be requested a predane
nary hr.mu,,, wluch takes place before
a judge and a public. The purpose of a

prebmvinary hearing under  Louisiana

law is to determine whether or nnt the
- state has sufficient evidence 1o warrant
a trial. Although it is not vaususl for
the defense to request a preliminary
hearing, if only 10 attempt to compxl
the state to tip ats hand and disclose.
vital evidence hefare the ace-
tual trial, such a hearing is
rarcly, if ever, requested by
the prosccution, Why, then,
should Garrison, the prose-
cutar, “have -clected to dis-
close some of his evidence
before the trial—an appar-
ently gratuitous favor to the
defense? Garrison has said =
that he did s in order to
“Iean over backward and give the de-
fendant every chance.” A preliminary
hearing, however, has at least one ex-
tralegal conwquence that a political-
minded prasccutor might find advan-
tageous: it provides the prasccution
with a dramatic opportunity to reveal
publicly far in advance of the trial some
“of the mare sensational aspects of the
case, thus helping to stimulate public
interest. Whether or not Garrison's
‘entraordinary move did, as he climed,
enhance the defeadant’s prospects for
justice,
focus national attention on the case.

With a full complement of reporters !

in attendance, the hearing began ‘on
March 14th, before a panel of three
judges, with the testimony of Per-
ry Russo. Russo stated that he had
attended a meeting at Ferrie’s apart-

.ment in September, 1963, at whuh'

the assassination of President Ken- |
nedy  was planned by three men:
Ferric, a man he calied “Leon Qs-
wald,” and annther he called “Clem
Bertrand.” Russo identitied Leon Os-
wald as Lee Harvey Oswald from
a photograph. Then Garrison asked
Russa whether he recognized the nan
he called Clem Beruand in the conrt-
room, Russo pointed out Clay Shaw
He testified thae after the three men
had discussed such details as the need
for "(li\trsiun.!r} tactics,” the
gulation™ of cmssﬁrc, and the <c!cclmn
of an appropriate “scapegoat,”  they
cnded  the c'nm'crs:n_mn by bickering
over various methods of escape.

" Under cress-examination the fallow-
ing day, Russo admitted that he had not
hccn able to )dcnufy Oswald positively
until afn:r an artist in the Districe At-
tarney’s office spent six hours drawing
different beards on photographs of Os-
wald. It ‘was also revealed that, belore

it unquestionably  worked to

“trian-

(;:\rrivﬂ;\'jﬂ(rrrn‘g',ltrd . he kad e
mied in 2 panber of wterviews that he
had ever seen Oswald or that Ferrie
Liad eves specifically dicused the as-
sassination - of  President  Neanedy.
Many of the details of Rusa’s story,
it turned out, were developed unde
hypnosis—a mcthod that Garrion wid
he used in arder to “ohjectity™ testi-
mony. *Mofcover, it was leained that
Russo had been unider pev-
chiatric treatment for cight~
cen maonths, endinig in late
1960, and had fast densulted
a paychiatrist just two months
before he went to see_Gar-
rson.:

The District Attorney
found his only other witness,
: Vernon B, Bundy, in the

< Parish Prison after the hear-

ing had hegun. Assistant District At-
torney Charles Ray Ward and other
members of Garrison's staff strenvously
objected to using Bundv as 2 witaess,
but Garrison put him on the stand any-
way. Bundy, a narcotics addict and
peity thicf, testified that in the sunnner
of 1963, while he was preparing to
inject the contents of two capsules of
heroin intg hiy arm, he saw two
men meet on the shore of  Lake,

Pontchartrain, on the outskirts of \'cw‘

()r!cnns. One, whom Bundy denbed[
as “a junkie or beatnik tpe” with a
light growith of beard, he had lucr!
recagnized from phomgra,\hs as Lee
Harvey Oswald. T'he ather man Rundy
ientified as Clay Shaw, Like Russs,

Bundy had never before told anmvone,
about his encounter with Oswald, The'

three-judge panel roled that there was
suflicient evidence fer a tral. The deci- -
sion was hy na means startding; it mere-
Iy established that there was evidence
i that merited judgment. Yet o many
people the suling suggested thixe Gari
son had won some st of legal victorn
‘ Ag it turaed out, the cvidence used
at the prclnmmnry hc-mug was even less
Ixnuml than it may have appeared ot
the time. Abaut six weeks after the
hearing, James R Phelan reported in
ithe Satrerday Evening Post that Ruso
vh;ul told two contradictory staries—ane
in his first interview with Sciambra, the
uther in conrt, after heing questioned
under hypnosis. Phelan discovered the
discrepincy when Garrisan, with his
customary generosity to  journalsts,
supplied him  with 2 memorandum
af Russo’s first interview, Nawhere
in this, document, which ran to thirty-
five hundred words, was the supposed
weeting among  Shaw, Ferae, and
Oswald mepuioned, cither directly or
implicitly. Yet (wo wecks - later, in
court, Ruseo stated that it had definitc-

)

oy

In b fest interview,
morcover, aot state  that
he had ever et Shaw, and he hime
sclf made no mentea whatever of
a Bertrand—cither, Clay or Clem,
Assistamt [istrice. Attorney Sciambra,

W taken place.
R Uy l* ‘\!

r- who conducted this fist interview and

wrote up the memorandum, later said
that Ruwser did teil hun

of the asasdnation plot .

hiat that he forgat to

include it in his report.

Yet Sciambra’s owa

words in the memes

randum would appear

te belic this explana-

“tion: *“The next picture

that he | Russo} idenui-

fied was that of Cly

Shaw. He said that he

saw this man twice, The first time
was when he pulled inte Ferrie’s scrve
e station ta get his car fixed, Shaw
was the person sitting i the compact
car talking with Ferme. He remembers
seeing him again at the Nashville Strect
Wharf when he went to we LFK,
speak.” Here Sciambra specifically states
that Russo said he caw Shaw twice, and’
neither accasion involved 2 rendezvous
in Feerie's apartment during  which
Shaw, lcrnc, and Oswald plinned the
assassination. Jf Russo went on to dee
scribe a third encounter, and that was
the only anc relevant t Garrison's
case, it is difficnlt to understand how
Sciambra could have neglected to in<
clude it in the memorandum. Mores
over, nc(urdmg to Billings, ‘:nu.uuhn
dut not mention the a“cz\'d “third cne
counter” in an aral report he made to
Garrivn the day after the interview.,
Sciambra reported that Russo said he
had s«cen Shaw only twice—once at
Ferrie's service station and once at the
Nashville Street Wharf. In fact, the

. first time Billings heaed of the chird

encounter, during which Russo was
supposed ta dhave averheard Berteand,
Ferrie, and Qswald planning . the as-
sassination in Ferne's apartment, was
when Sciambra himeelf rold Russo that
e had mentioned the name Bees
trand and had described the meeting
in Ferrie's apartment. This was after
Russo had taken the “truth serum.”
And Rusw sull, at this une, sad_ that
he could not remember anvone n1mul
Bertrand,

If a witness tells twa contradictory
storics, external evidence mav make it
possible ta choase between them. In
Russa's case, the corroborative evidence
available casts doubt on his second sto-
ry—the one he tald ia court. He tese
tified that Oswald was Ferric’s room-
mate in early Seprember, 963, vet
there is cvulencc that at that time Os-




wall was huag with hx wiiv and theie
infant daughter va Mezazae Steet
New Oslcans Rusns dewedal (hwald
as having 1 deand cx'.\ and mid-
September, vet generallv relable wit.
nesses repartald that Oswall wae clean-

“shaven ot that time. Russo claimed that
hc aw Owwald in Fer-

e's apattment in the
hrct week of October,
vet Oswald was knawn
to have heen tn Menico

- and Dallas during this
pered. Rusn siid that
a friecnd of b, Niles
Peterson, was at a par-
tvat Ferne'sapartment
the “night that he siw
Oswald  and  Shaw
there, yet Petersun fatly denies that he
aw anvene fitting the destription of
. either Shaw or Qswald, (Peterson did,
¢ however, recall a deanded man who
' way six feet tall and otherwise fitted
" the description of the man who was
known to be Ferres roommate at the
*time—James R, Lewalien.)  Ruso
o claimed, further, that a young woman,
. Sandra Maigiu, an\um;nnnl him _to
" Ferrie's apartment the night af the
meeting, yet she denies this and says
that she did notaneet Ferre until 1964,
In sum, Russo's court testimony ap-
prars to be at andds with a great many
of the external puints of reference he
Dimself provided. After the preliminary
hearing, Ruse began expressing-douhts
about his sdentiication of Shaw, He
told  James Phelan, who had spemt
more than forty heurs questioning him
for his Sarnnday Evening Post article,
that he wished e could have an “op-
“portunity to talk o Shaw for a few
“haurs so [ can be sure he'was the right
man," He tld Rihard Towaley, a
“reporter for WDSUSTV, in New Or- ¢
Jeans, that he was unsure of his testi-

mmony,
The testimony of Garrisn'’s other
witness, Vernon Bundy, alw rassed a
number of questhns. One of Bundy's
fcllow-inmates i the Parsh Puison,
Miguel Torres, tolt an N.B.C. inter-
viewer that Bundy had admitted o
hisa that he was testitving for Garrison
i “hecause #'s the only way that T can
‘ ©get cut loase”—indiating that waless
 he did testify, his prohavon would be
“revoked and he would have to com-
cplete a five-vear sentence in prison.
Bundy was subsequenty arrestad on a
charge of robbery. Anotber unmate,
Joha (the Baptxe) Cancler, saxl in an
“interview that Bundy had wid him
that his account of the ¢vents at Lake
Puntchartrain was a fabricatan, Of
conrse, felons are notknown for tleir
probity, and Garrson dismissed the
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satements ot tewand Candler M
view of their cnm::\.x] receds” Bug of
no credence &t e placed v the testia

mony of Bundy s fellowecana vy, what
of the testimony of Bundy Mansle!

Grarran’s entire case at the gachimi-
nary hearing, then, was hasad on the
allegations of twy witnesses whe had
both waited four vears before dmclise
ing uncorrohuated stanes and whe
both  subsequently  cast awnsderable
doubt on their own westimony,

A few months after the haring,
there was another legal skirmedh that
strengthenad the appearance, i ot the
substance, of Garrson's
Andrews, the New Orleans biwver
who had clamed that shortly afwer the
assassination a shadowy figure nauned
Clay Bertrand appealed o bm to go
to Dallas and defend Oswald, decame
invalved in perjury prceedings. An-
drews, after telling a number of gories
ahaut Bertrand, and at one peéne claim-
ing thatc Bertrand was a figwent of
his imagination, had nevertheless stated
“categorically when Garrison questioned
him in Deccmber that Shaw was not
Bertrand. In late February, after Ruiso
had come  forward, Garrisn “again
“met with Andrews, According to An-
drews, the District Aunorney sail he
had other evidence that Shaw was ine
volved, and asked Andrews pot-to deny
“that Shaw and Bertrand were ene and
the same. Andrews agreed—because, he
has said, he was afraid that “atherwise
the Jolly Green Giant would pounnce’
on me like a thousand-pound canaey”

“When called before 2 grand juey in’

March and asked i Cliy Shaw was
Clay Bertrand, he replicd, under aath,
“I can't say that he is and T can't sy
that he ain’t.” Three months later, on
 June 28th, Andrews volunteered t ap-
pmr apain before the grand j jury, H’m
itime, he told of 2 l!(.ﬂ with Garrson
and testified that he had never thopghe
for a moment that Shaw was Rertrand.
Bertrand, he admiteed, was 1 fivptous

name he had used in onder to protect .

a friend of his, a bhartender in the
French Quarter. Andrews acknowl-
edged thar he had perjured himself
previously, and said, “It doesn’t nuake
any difference w me if I'm ooavice-
ed... . Clay Shaw 5 not Clav Bees
trand. Indict me if you want ta”
Andrews  was tub«-qucm‘r ar-
raigned, tried, and convicted for per-
jury. Adthaugh the convicgion i Mg
appealed, Garrison declared that thi
represented “a major convictian . . in
connection with this case” It wzs if
anything, a Pyrrhic vwrory, Asssaant
District Attorney Aloock charped that
the name Bertrand had been “ioiseed
on the world” by "Andrews, but if

caerPean-

Bertrand swacindeed a fetinn, invented
b Andrewsafter the ascassnation, haw
could Ruswr testify that he fiad met
Shaw hefore the asasination undee
the' preudonyin Bertrand?
According ta the Sciambra
memorandum,  Rusa  had
not  mentioned  the name
Bertrand i his initial intere
view, Jt was only after Scin
ambra told Russo that he
had identificd onc of the pare
ticipants at the meecting, in
Ferrie's apartment as Beee
trand while under the influ-

ence of wdivm pentothal—an

identification which, accord-
ing to-Billings, Russo did not

recall at the time—and after Ruseo -
was allowed to ask leading questions.

ahout the case so that, in his own
words, e “could figure out ‘what they
wanted to know,” that the name Ber-
trand found its way into his story.

NTER the preliminary  hearing,
there was a second notable shift
in the nature of the investigation.
Whereas the first phase had concentrae-
cd on the activities of David Ferrie,
and the sccond was devoted principally
to cfforts to substantiate Russa’s al-
legations about Clay Shaw, the third
phase had no single specific ohjective,
It was, in etfect, a hunt withoue a
quarry, a search for any nformation
fram any saurce that might relate to
any aspect of the asassination. For
this desultory  pursuit, Garrison  re-
inforced  his permancit staff  with
volunteer recruits from the growing
corps of critics of the Warren Com-
mision, A pumber of these people
who' might best be described as peri-
patetic demanologists found in New
Orleans an uaexpected rallying poine;
they were attracted to Garnison like the
children of Hamelin to the Pied Piper.
At the head of the line stood Mark
Lane, fhe author of “Rush w Judg-
ment,” whe, together with William
Turner, 2 «aff writee for Ramparts,
spent months assiduously combing Gar-
rison’s files on the case for new clues
and devising ingenious schemes to pro-
duce new disclosures. {(\When one as-
sistant district attorney protested that

by making NXcrox copics of the evis- -

dence Lane might be jeopardizing the
case, Garrison replicd that Lane and
Turacr were “writing the oficial his
tory of the investigation.”) Reports on
developments in Texas came  from
Penn Jones, Jr., the editor of the Mid-
lothian, Texas, Mirror and the author
of a serics of booklets called “Forgive
My Griel,” the most celebrated feature

of which was 3 death count of indi- _ )




viduale wha were even peripheralhy
connccted with the asawination, and
from Allag Chapinan, a knight-creant
in a two-hundredeyear<old
crusade against the [Huminat
(supposcdly a2 worldwide
conspiracy of intcllectuals
who now contral the tele-

vision netwarks), Harold ]

Weisherg, the author of a

numecrically consecutive senes

of hooks  called  “White-

wash,” was charged with the

task of going through the:

twenty-six  volumes of the

Warren Commision's testi-

mony and cvidence for new
leads rclevant to Garrison's invest
gation. “T'wo specialists in photographic
interpretation, Raymond Marcus and
Richard ﬂaraguc, scanned  films of
the assassination " to detect previouss’
Iy ncglected  picces  that mlgh! fit:
into what Garrison calls his “jigaw
puzzle.” ‘Three trouble-shooters<at-
Yarge also assisted— Jones Haeris, with
whom [ had gone through the evie
dence when [ first arrived in New
Orleans; Richard H. Paopkin, a profes-
sor of philosophy at the University of
California at San Dicgo and the author
of “I'he Second Oswald,” a conject-
urat essay ongnally published in the
New York Revirw of Books which
suggests that the assassination was per~
formed not by Oswald bt by his
Doppelginger; and  the night-club

. comedian Mort Sahl, Although these

‘amateur sleuths, whao somelimes refer
to themselves as the Dealey Plaza Ir-
regulars, have provided Garssan avith
the bulk of the new “evidence” that
‘he has cited in numcrous public ap-
pearances—he appeared on numerous
radio and television shows in the course
of a coast-to-coast tour arranged
connection  with  the Plavboy  inter-
view-—they have occasionally proved
.a source of friction for the professional
lm\cmpmrs on Garrison’s st ff,

A member of Garrisen’s staff who
has worked on the investigation since
its inception has describied !hc contribus
tion of the amatears this way: “The
trouble with these third-rate students
ts that the only way they can make a
strong impression on Garrison s by
coming up with flambeyant nonsense,
thus hoping to be lured as samcone
with original ideas. They therefore
represent a serious threat to the sanity
of the nvestigation. One of theay has
a bad habit of steering Garrison into
crackpot directions, such as the ‘Storm
Drin Theory,” to which Garnison
tends to he susceptible.” When Allan
:Chapmarn, the Hluminati  specialist,
kent his support to the theory that a

“shot had been fired from a storm drain_

n “v:ls‘)‘ Plaza that Jdav s Diablas,
Guarrnon stated on televison that the
ballet that kifled President Kennedy
wat “fired by a man standing in a
sewer manhale,” Thuy, Garrran add-
ed a sixteenth man to the team that he
clume carried ot the asassinaton and
a fifth spot from which he has sadd the
shors were fired, Siv maonths before,
1 Garrison had theorired that there were
only’ two asassins—aone in the Teaas
School Book l)rpm:mrv Rulding and.
qone on the so-called grassy knwll, just
beyond the buillding and on the same
lvdc of the street. After discuseng the
casc with Weisherg, who bebieves that
Tthere was another rileman in the near-
by Dal-Tex Building, Garrison accoms
‘modatingly  added  a  third rideman
Pthere, znd  also exoncrated swald
from having fited anw of the shots,
“Then Marcus cané alang with 4 Mawe
cup of some trees and shadows on the
grassy knoll, claiming that this revealed
four gunmen in cowboy hats, and Gar-
“rison added four more asassing o the
band. (T'wo of them, he has suggested,
were there to pick up stray cartndge
cascs.) Next, Jones Harein showed
Garrison a blowup of 4 truck @\Arknl
behind a pnckct fence, and the © rum-f
mando team” grew by two. By wind-,
June, Garrison was saving that t?\ci
assassination was pcrinruml by a feurs?
teen-man team  of Cubidn guernila
fighters. Finally, after discussing the
matter ‘at some length with Professor
Papkin, Garrison posited 2 “scvond
Oswald,” wha was’sent to impersanate
the first Oswald at the scene. (This una,
derstamdably disconcerted some mem-
bers of his staff, since the presence of
a second Oswald would tend to vitute
the legal case against Clay Shaw: i
Shaw conspire with Oswald, as Y s
accused of doing, or with an wnpees
sonator? ) The asassins were support-
ed, acenrding w Garnison, by Jack
Ruby and sonie members of the Dallas
Polive Department.

Although the exact number of as--
sassins changed from one public state-
ment 1o the next, the “forces behind
the contpiracy” grew steadily. In the
carly stages of the investigation, Garn-
son told Senator Russell Long that waly
a few insignificant men were invaived,
Then, after Ferrie's' death, Garrsan
hegan 1o specify the guilty partes
wenviving themn as a bond of perverest
and ann-Castro Cuhans With the ar-t
mal of the demonologists, h\\\\‘t\_‘tt.j;
the conspiracy was rapidly esealated o
include Minutemen, C.LA. agenrs, o
millionaires, Dallas policemen, munie
tons eaporters, “the Dallas cstablsh-
ment,” reactionaries, White Russans,
and certain elements of “the inviaMe:
Nazi substructure,” - . !
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Oy what vt ad cvdence was this:
Nl pr\'JK‘.\(u”

eatranndmnary conger
Gatrpen's micthad of Golueng the lam
mcln.‘kr of the team & \vh:ms indica«
tive. The figure of whst mav be recke-
oncd ac the unleenth seaun was cxe
teapolated from two pheegraphs taken
about e minutes after the asassnas
tion, The fust shows 2 wan in a dark
suit apparently examineg 3 curh near
the. spot Where Presdes: Kenncdy was
shot, with twa policemxa shown Jooke
ing on. Garron clams that he can
detect in this photngrapk a pebblelike

_ohject partly concealed 3w the heavily
.matted grass, and he s2axs that this

object s a $5-calihre allet “which
killed John Kennedy, wixch has mark-
ings on it that would shew [that] the
autemat gun from wiwch it came
[was a} handgun.” Tkt Sullet is not
readidy visble to the nakad eve; i fact, .
according to one memter £ Garrisan's
staff, the photograph & s grainy that it
is dithenle even to disnngesh the curh
from the grass. The ethor phatograph,
taken sceonds later, shows the man in
the dark suit walking away with his,
hands closed. Flading 1hi photograph
in front of television camezzs in Dallas,
Garrison declared that the man (from
his appezrance (.:.lrr:mn bzt somchow
surmised him to be a “fedenal agent™)
had “got the bullet chasi«d in s
hand, the bullet that killed fchn Kene
nedy.” Garrison has never explained
how he could determine Fvm a photae
graph that a bullet was horg held in a
man's closed fist—and cwa discern its
calibre. However, this xus the “evi-
dence” thar Gareison citsd i support
of the theory that an s was in a
sewer, and of his own chazze on tele
vision that “the bulict wiuch kitled
John Kennedy, which fcki xx the grass
with picees of the President’s head,

_was in the hands of the fodemal govern-

ment ten minutes after the President
was dead.”?And Garrison went even
further, “This means ther the federal”
government knowingly p‘*\:-pakd i
frwmmg Lee Oswa!d sridl “L)u~
don Johnson had to knnw o™
.»\lthnugh most of the mssns were
ientified onlv as projectinzs of con-
nected dots in enlargemens of photo-
graphs of trees and shrubherr, the man
whom Garrison dentificd « Playboy
as the seventn member of rhe rsassina-
tion team turncd out, much s the Dis-
trict Attorney’s embarrassmezz, to be
a real person. Garrison allegad that this
seventh man “created a c.wmo:mry
action in order to distracy perele’s at-
tention from the saipers,” c\;mlmng,
“This individual screamsé,
fell to the ground, and sima~
bited an epiicptic fit, draw=
ing peaple away from the v

.




cinity of the knall just hefore

the  President’s  matorcade
“reached the ambush point.”
Garrison  {urther  described

this man, presumably onc of a

number of anti-Castro Cu-

ban paramilitarists, as being

clad in green combar fa.

tigues. As it happenced, how=

ever, the person Garrison

was talking about was Jerry

Boyd Belknap, an employee
cof the Dallas  Morning

Netes, who had fainted in

Dealey Plaza ahout twenty minutes be-
fore the motorcade arrived. Belknap
~explained to the FLB.I. that he had had

frequent fainting spells since he' suf- !

fered a scrious head injury in an aute-
mabile accident in 1960, and that he
had been receiving daily medication to
prevent these spells. When Garrison
learncd that the man who fainted was
not the paramilitarist he had presumed
him to be, he told his staff to forget
about the matter, Yee in_his public
statcrents he contipued to way that he
had located this scventh member of the
commando team, :

A prosccutor” who wants to insure
that the story of his investigation re-
mains newsworthy must produce n¥iv
evidence constantly. Garrison's corps of
Irregulars proved helpful not simply
in digging out new evidence but, on

occasion, in finding opportunitics for
Garrison to preseat it, When Mont
Sabl appeared on the Johnny Carson
television show last January and cam-
phined about the coverage that the
various media had given the Dateve
Attorney and his case, Carson agreed
to have Garrisan on his program,
provided that he weuld not merch
reiterate old charges but would present
new evideace. Garrison  telegraphed
Carson zccepting the impromptu offer,
And on the evening of last January
31st Carson devoted most of his show
ta an interview with Garrison. \When
Carson asked Garrison ‘to reveal the
‘new evidence that he claimed he had,
Garrison reached into a black jeather
portfolio he held i his lap and pulicd
out some photographs, which, he said,
showed suspects being  arrested  im-
mediately after the assassination, “Here
are the pictures of five of them being
arrested,” he said, “and they've never
been shown before.” He went on 1o
say, “Scveral of these men arrested
have been connceted by our office with
the Central Intelligence Agency.” The
new cvidence Garrison pre-
sented that night had beea
found by Allan Chapman
some weeks before, in the

~10-

the Dallac Times Hovais, I was a convicted bank embezzler with a”
Robert Hollingaworth, man. | preen record. ) But even though Nors

aging aditor of the T

Herald, s told me that e

persenally dnspected wath a
magnifying glass the photo-

graphs given ta Chapman,

and that they showed nothe
ing more than some bystand- .
ers, two of whom were cm-

ploved in the building in

winch Oswald worked, beng
routincly questioned by p=
licemen. Carson, who was, of coursc,
seetng the picturcs for the fire time,
had- ne way of knowing whe the
v individuals i the picturcs were or
whether they were-in fact “being ar-
rested,” and he had no way of chal-
Aenging Garmson's claim  that they
- were connected with the C.LA. What
+ Garrisan presented to the public that
jnight, then,” was not actually new
sevidence—awitnesses  pictured in hi
';phumgraphs had testificd before the
“Warren Commission—but a new and
“totally uasubstantiated interpretation of

old ¢vidence.

Any sensational murder case attracts:

Jts share of ¢rank letters, publicity seek-!
ers, and hogus tips, and, whereas most
district attarnceys regard such offers of
help as a nuisance, Garrison found
them a rich source of new witnesses
~ready to pravide allegations and di--
closures of the sort required to keep his
story current in the press, Although it
i extremely doubtful whether anyv of
these  volunteer  witnesses will ever-
textify in court, the case of a man
named Donald Philetus Norton illuse
trates the wse to which the testimaay of
such “‘secret witnesies” can be put in
the open arena aof public opinion. Nos-
ton, a thirty-four-ycar-old night—club,
lentertainer, got in touch with Gar-:
rison in June, 1967, claiming that hc§
had been a C.LA. couricr, and that he!®
had delivered fifty thousand dollars lni
a man who was “a dead ringer for
Oswald” in Mexko in 1962 and had
received a hundred-and-fifty-thousand.
dollar “pickup” from David Ferric in
1958, He said, further, that he would
hke o work as an investigator for
Garrison,  Norton® was  immediately
brought to New Orleans from Van-
couver, where he was living at the
time, and was interrogated by Garn-
son’s pseudonymous intelligence expert
Bl Boxley. Though Norton was more
than willing to identify Oswald, Ferrne,
and even Shaw as C.LA. agents, his
story contained so many contradictions
and implausibilities that Boxley and
other staff members concluded that he
would be totally incffective as a wit-;

ton was turned dowan in July as a poce
sible comrt witness, Garrison referred
o him oas a Yseeret witness” ine the
witceview that appeared in the Octoher ~
pue of Plaghoy, “We have cvidence
that Oswald maintained his "C.LA.
contacts . .. and that Ferric was also
cmployed by the C.LAL” he an-
nounced, “In this regard, we will pre-
sent in court a4 witness—formerly a
C.LA. couricr—who tiwet both Fernie
and Oswald affically in their C.1LA.
conncction.” This “couricr™ was sube
scquently identified by w member of
Garrivon’s statf as Norton,

Anather witness who was found in
the mnail—-this onc with Professor Pope
kin’s assistance—was  Richard Case
Nagdll, an inmate of a federal institu-
tion for the criminally insanc in Spring-
fichl, Missouri, Nagell had been arrests .
ed while he was attempting to rob a
bank in" El Paso in Scptember, 1963,
and had been sent to prison, After the
assassination, he claimed thae he had
purposely got himsclf arrested in order.
t provide himsclf with an alibi for his
involvement in the assassination con-
spiracy 3 his part in i, he said, had been
to kill Oswald, who was the “patsy.”
Although. the court records indicated
that Nagell had sutfered brain damage
in an airplané crash in 1957, Garrison
thought his story worth pursuing, and
sent a former assistant district attorney,
William R, Martin, to Missouri 1o
Guestion fim. Nagell insisted that he
had proof of the conspiracy in the form
of tape recordings stashed away in a
steaner trunk in Califoraia, When no
recordings could be found, however,
Nagell told Martin, “They've stolen
the tapes,” and refused to discuss the
matter any furthern Though Nagell,
like Norton, was rejected as a court
witnesg, Garrison continued to use Na-
gell’s story to bolster his case in public.
Explaining Oswald’s role as a patsy in
the conspiracy, Garrison stated in his
Playboy interview, “We have evidence
that the plan was to have him [Os-,
wald] shat as a cop killér in the Texas
Theatre ‘while resisting arrest.”” Gar-
rison ud he was unable to divalge the
evidence at the time, but the whaled
thing. was one of Nagell’s tales, !

Another confidential witness with -
whom Garrison has spent a good deal
of time s a Dallas ex-convice who was
recently unded suspicion in Texas for at-
tempted murder. According to ‘Thomas
Bethell, this witness: “drops into the
office at fairly frequent intervals and
readily identifies almost anyone you
show him a photagraph of.” He has

photographic department of | pess (It was dater revealed that he. proved morc cobperative than accus




Jrate. OF thirteen new witnesses found
theaugh the gl or watir the hilp of
the Trregulars assmting Garriwon, neadly
all have turncd out to have crminal
records or to have been under pyjchi-
atric care,

The “mailbag,” as all of the unw-
licited tips and offcrs to testify are called
around the Distnct Attorney’s office,
has led to onc arrest. William Turncr,
the Ramparts stafl writer (and a for-
mer cmployee of the F.B.1.), ran across
an anonymous detter alleging that a
‘Californian named Eugene Bradley had
once made inflammatory comments on
President Kennedy. Checking thraugh
a file he keeps on Aght-wing extremists,
T'urner found an Edgar Eugene Brad-
ley, who raised funds for a radio pro-
gram called *20th Ceatury Kelorma-

tion Hour,” and wha happened v have

been in T'exas on the day of the asas-
sination—though in. El Pass, not in
Dallas, On the basis of this infurma-
tion, Garrison, who at the time was
i Loa Angeles raising funds himsclf,
telephancd his affice in New Orleans
and ordered Assistant District Attor-

ney Alcack 1o issue a warrant for:
,Bradley’s arrest, charging him with;

Jeonspiracy” to kill President Kenncdy,
Bethell, reported concern amnng the
staff members; there was nntiiing in

mous Ietter, and no~one in the office

The warrant was issued anyway, and
Bradley was arrested in Lin Angeles
and then released in his own recogni-
zance, Whea Garrison  returned to
New Orleans, he semarked tiat he

being extradited by Governor Heagan,
After leaving Garrison®s staft, William

" Gurvich said, “Jim has a phikpophy -

-about national headlines. He belicves

that everyone reads the headlines con-

cerning arrests and charges but few
people read denials or correcting state-
ments,”

HE principal consideration aper-
ating to restrain a duly elected
district attarney from making indis-

the files on Bradley except the anony-

had even hcard of Bradley as 2 sinspect.

saw little prospect of Bradiey’s ever

criminate arrests and  charges—aside

from normal cthical considerations—is |

“fear of expasure hy tne presd if sup-
porting proof should ot be forthcom-
ing. Yet, despite _cogent evidence of
malfeasance on Garrison's part report-
ed by a number of jodrnaliss, public-
_opinion polls indicate that there has ac-
tually been a substantial increase in the
_number of people, not only in Louisi-
ana but throughout the country, who
share Garrison's belicf in a conspiracy.
If in fact his case is bascd on !
little more than wild rumors:

—————— e e £ A
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and the unwibstantiated testi-
mony of unstable witiesses,
why has the press been so
mctlective in checking Gar-
rion? o his ‘study of the
late Senator Joscph R. M-
Carthy, Richard H. Rovere
demonstrates how a certain
kind of demagogue, when he
is assailed by the press, can turn the
hostile criticism to his-own advantage.
Such a demagogic builds his political
base on the systematic exploitation of
inchaate fears, and scts about organiz-
ing a papular flight from reality. To
him, cven the mose vacal ceasure, how-
ever adverse its ostensible effect, repre-
sents useful publicity, for the more rig-
orausly he is assaulted by the press, the
more promincatly he figures in the
popular imagination. A false.charge has
to be repeated if it is to be refuted, and’
ot the charge happens to be mote ap-
pealing than the truth it is entirely
possible. that it, rather than its refuta-
tion, will win general credence. “This
is especially ikely to occur if the dem-
agogue’s charge offers 4 more or less
plausible explanation of disturbing
eveats, and if its refutation depends on
the word of government officials, since

" the people most apt to accept conspira-

torial interpretations of history are those

who are most suspicious of both com-.

plexity and authority. As Rovere points
out with regard to MeCarthy, the dem-
agoguc soon learns that “the penaltics
for a really audacious mendacity are not
as severe as the average politician fears
them to be, that, in fact, there may be
no penalties at all, hut only profie,”

In a sense, the man who exploits
popular fears builds his reputation on
the prestige of his adversarics, The
thore impressive the list of detractors he

‘can cite, the wore important his charges

appear to be. “Why are they trying to
destroy me?” the demagogue asks. Bug
the surest henefit hie derives from being
publicly eriticized is the “right to re-
ply”’—a right that is greatly enhanced
by the demands of day-to-day reports
ing, which cause the press to focus inore
directly on the individual under attack
than on the geseral issue at stake. If
the demagogue is challenged on radio
or television, lie can demand “cqual
time” to respand.. And, of course, his
reply need not restrict itseli to a defense
of his original position. Indeed, to ob-
fuscate the issue further and mitigate
the attack on him, the demagogue may
strike out in an altogether different.di-
rection. For he is, typically, concerned
pot with substantive issucs but with
"~ ways of manipulating the
emotions of the electorate.
One way Garrison has re-
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sponded o attacke made on
hin theus that there was a
conspiracy ta Ll Prevdent
Kennedy has heen by talk-
ing about a sevnad ceagpiracy
that grew out of the firt
onc—-a conguracy of secre-
; cy. dedicated v cuncealing
the truth about the asasination, As
in a speech he gave lat Dedember
in New  Mexica jocularly  entitled
“The Rise of the Fourth Rexch, or
How to Conceal the T'ruth About an
Asasination Without Really Trying,”
Garpison often seems maore deeply pres————-
occupicd  with exposing an insidious
misprision on the part of foderal au-
tharitics than with cstablxhing the facts
of the asasination atself. To be sure,
such an obsessional concern with gove
cramental suppression & et a Aew
h-hmmm-nun, nor 1 1t himead to the
; assassination issuc, The politkal-sucinlo-
. gist Edward Shils has pointed to a highe
lly suggestive link between the general-
jieed fear of sccrecy and the Populist
tradition in America, In his dook “The s
Jlorment of Scerecy,™ he argues that
1 a repugnance toward secreey is so deep-
ly ingeained in American poliical life
fthat even in matters involving national
Jsecurity secrecy is tolerated only as a
jnecessary evil. To exploit this fear of
rsecrecy, a traly Machiaveltian politician
feould be expected to portray himself as
|engaged in a life-and-death struggle to
‘wrest sccrets from some powerful élite
;that controls che government and the
‘news media, and to interpret all erjtie
cism levelled against him as part of a
plot to conceal the dark truth {rom the
populace.
The first full-seale critwtn of Gar-
rison came in the last week of April,
1967, in the Saturday Ecerdng Post,
when, in an article enutled “A Plot 10
Kill Kennedy? Rush w Judgment in
New ()rlcans."Jumcs Phelan revealed
that the crucial part of Russo's testi-
mony—the section incriminating Clay
Shaw—was contradicted by a state-
meat Russo had made cartier to Assiste
ant Districe. Attorney Sciambra. The
day Phelap's story appeaiad, « bold
headline in the New Orleans Seates-
Irem announced, “MOUNTING EVI-
DENCE LINKS CIA TO ‘PLOT' PROBE.”
The article under this head, which im-
plied thae the C.LA. was acempting to
‘block Garuson's efforts, bevause fore
mer agents were involved in the con-
spiracy, had been prepared v several
States-ltemn reporters, including Hoke
May and Ross Yockev, who at the
time were working cheely with Gare
rison on the iavestigatiur. Whether
by design or by accdent, the charges
against the C.LA. cffectively overs
shadowed the Phelan swery, at kast in

-




New Orleans,

Two weeks later, in an article writ-
ten by Hugh Ayncswarth, Newsweek
reparted that a feiend of David Ferrie's

" had been offered a three-thousand-dol-

Lar bribe to implicate Clay Shaw- in
the conspiracy. T'he affcr had been
scretly tape-recarded by the witness’s
lawyer. Although the tape left it un-

“clear whether the moncy was to be in

payment for truc information or false,
it was damaging under any circum-
stances. (At-once point, Garrison's rep-
rescntative sad, “We can change
the story around.”) When Garrison
learncd of the impending Newsweek
dixclosure, he preparcd 3 memarandum
on C.LLA. participation in the assassina-

“tion; this document promptly found its

way inte the hands of Yickey and
My, who wrotc it up in an exclusive
story in the States-ltem. Upon being

“asked about the Newswerk charges,

Garrison answered by confirming the
States-ltem report on the C.LLA, “The
federal agents who  cancealed -vital
knewledge regarding President Ken-
nedy’s assassination, and their superiors
whe arc now engaged in a dedicated
cffort 10 discredit and  abstruct  the
gathering of cvidence, are guilty of
heing accessories after the fact to one

- uf the cruclest imurders in our history,”

he declared, and he wént on to warn
that “the arragant totalitarian efforts
of these federal agencies to obstruce the
discovery of truth is 2 matter which [
intend to bring to light.” An article in
the New York Times the following
day attested to Garnson’s success in
blurring issucs; although the Times
article focussed on the Newiweek re-
port, the headline read, “GAruison

TCHARGES C.1LA. AND F.B.1. CONCEAL

EVIDENCE ON 0SwWALD."”

Garrison continued his offensive by
issuing a subpocaa for Richard Helms,
the director of the Central [ntelligence
Agency, demanding that Helms pro-

_duce a vhotograph showing Oswald in

the cotapany of a C.LA. agent in
Menicis, Subscquently, it was made
plain that Gareson had no reason to
helivwe that a photograph  showing
Oswald with a CIA. agent had
ever eaisted, but Garrison’s subpocna
drew national coverage and twended to
dilute further the effcct of the News-
week story, It is worth noting that
before Garrison subpocnacd the direc-
tor of the Central Ineelligence Agen-
¢v he had considered another move—
arresting Regis Kennedy, an F.B.LL
agent in New Orleans wha had taken
part in the goyernment's investigation
of the assassmation. Garrisan explained
to Gurvich that although the agent
would deny the charge, the denial

.
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would anly add 1o the effect of crun.
mally charging an F.B.LL agent. B
Garricon had  second thoughts ahout
attacking the F.B.1. and, according to
Gurvich, chose the C.LA. because, as
Garrison himself put it, “they can't
afford to answer.”

On the cvening of June 1[9th,
N.B.C. devated an hour to a critical

from a wniree as dibioans as
bic-detector teses Jeft the pros
pram'’s conclican vpen to
WIS COHcIn,
Garrisan,  however,  did
not buther  with  serious
criticivn of the program's
'(nnu'm; instead, be Lanched his couns
pterattack by desouncing NRB.C, as a

examination of Garriwm’s investigation, [Py to an “Luablidigient” conspiracy
éntitled “The J.F.K. Conspicacy: The |t destroy him. “All of the <reaming -

Case of Jim Garrison." The firet part
of the program dealt with Ruso's
allegation that e had scen Owvwald,
Skaw, and Ferrie plotting the assassina.
tion at a party in Ferric's apartmient in
Scprember of 1963, The N.B.C. re-
porters demonstrated that at Jeast one
other person present at the party haa
not_seen Shaw or Oswald there and
(that Ferrie's bearded roommate, whoe
Russo claimed was Qswald, had been
'idcnu'ﬁcd by ather people at the par-
v as James Lewallen, Thie program
then concentrated on Garrison's inves-
tigative methads, and a parade of wit-
nesses was presented  to allege dhat
Garrison representatives iad attempted
to bribe or intimidate them. In ad-
dition, N.JB.C. revealed that both of
Garrison's key witnesses, Russo and
Bundy, had failed Tie-detectar tests bes
fore testifying at the preliminary hear~
ing. Frank McGue, the N.B.C. asichor
man, concluded, “T'he case he has built
against Clay Shaw is based an testie
mony that did not pass a lic-detector
test Garrison  ordered—and Garrison

knew it The lie-detector cvidence

that N.B.C. uscd to cap its case against
Garrison  was  almost certainly  the
weakest part of that case. The lie-de-
tector test carries a certain authority in
the pupilar imagination, because it ap-
pears to give an unambiguous answer—
the man is cither lying or telling the
truth—and  Newswreek, the Chicago
Trbune, and the Hearst Headline
Service also used lie detectors o dem-
onstrate that Garrisnn's case ivas hased
on untruths. But the lie detector is in
fact merely a device for measuring the
cmotional stress that a witacis is under-
going while hie is heing questioned. Such
stress may indicate nervousness over de-
ception or it may indicate any of a
number of ather emotional responses,
J. Edgar Hoover had informeid the.
Warren ‘Commission in a memoran-
dum that leedetector wsts were un-
reliable and of dubious value,

N.B.C: had- assembled a

good deal of cogent, if come

ples, evidence to show that

Russo’s allegation was un-

Jgrve. But for it 1o resort

Lfinally to a simple indictment

ihased an evidence drawn

and hollering pow heing heand & evie
dence that we have caught a very large
B, he proclaimed the morning alter
the N.B.C. dinw. “ft is ohbvious that
there are elements in Washingtan,
D.C., which are deywrate hevause we
Care in the procey o uncovermg thew
hoax.” Ta account for N.B.C.'s intere
est in his investigation, he wld an in-
terviewer that the notwork “i owned
by Kadio Carporation of Amcerica, oie
of the top ten defense contractors in
the eountry,” (It i actually twenty-
seventh, according to the Department
of Defense. ) Gurrisan added, “All of
these ladies of the evening are very
nvich alike~—the preferred custmer is
the one with the hig bankroll and any
position he  suggests s cagerly  ase
sumed.” Morcover, Garrison implicd
that the program had bheen seerctly
financed by the CLA.
Garrison ddemanded equal time, and
N.B.C. granted him a half hour of
prime cvening time on July 15, 1967,
t reply to the charges, Onee on the
air, however, he <id, “I am not even
going to hother to dignify the foolinh-
ness which Vewsweck and NB.C. and
some of the other news agencics have
tricd to siake you believe abaug my
office,” and went on to deniminee the
media for manipulaung the news, After
giving Ave specific examples of “sup-
pressed news,” he presented his fa-
miliar argument that the attacks on his
case attested o its validity: L if oue
investipBtion was as haywire as they
waould like to have you think, then you
would nat see such a conedinated bar-
tage coming from the news conters in
the East.” And be concluded, ., | as
long as T am alive, no one is going to
stup me from Lcing that vou obrain
the fuil truth, and nuthing less than the

full trath, and no fairy abel” Gars.

rison had an audicnce of some twenty
million, and f{or that, he said in fus
T Playhay interview, he was
“singularly gratcfulta \Walter
Sheridan,” ane of these wha
had prepared the N.B.C, ¢n

tique of his case.

Garcion’s geatitide was
less than ttal. Not kang
after the N.JB.C. program,
he isucd warrants for the




and alay
waa had

arrest of Sherudan
Richaed fowales,
asited in the preparaten of
Cthe show, charging  them
with attempted bribery. Spe-

. cifically,  Garrison alleged
that they had offered Perry Russe
a free tnp to Calfornia, But if this
offer technically constituted an act of
bribery, Garrison himisel had  taken
consklerable pains o hait the trap. He

_told e himeclf that he had directed
Russo to gpak to the reporters over
a monitored phone and  inguire
what protection they could offer
him i he were to change his testie
mony. The purpose was, as he put it,
“to give N.B.C. cnough rope to hang
itsclf.” In lis public statement on the
matter, Garrison charged  that  the
N.B.C. program “will probably stand
for many years to come as a symbol of
the length i which some powerful out-
side interests are willing to go in order
1o interfere. with state  govermment.”
The are still pending,

Shaedy  after Garrison's  skivmish
with N.B.C., Willam Gurvich  re-
signed as one of his investgitors,
after telling Senator Robert F. Kene
nedy that there was no basis in fact
and no material evidence in Garri-
son's case, Guevich's private-detective
ageney had conducted most of the lie-
detector tests that. Garrison had or-

“dered, and at the time of his resignation™
“shawed in its last offensive against the

Gurvich had in his possession a master
file of the principal evidence in the case.
“This defection not only made for em-
barrassing headlines but opéned up the
pussibility that Garrison’s fund of con-
fidental information—or his lack of
such a fund--waould be made public.
In a statement to the press, Garrison
described Gurvich's resignation as “the
latest inove from the Eastern head-
quarters of the Edablishment to at-
-tempt to discredit our investigation.” Tt
was all part of a coirdinated plot
againgt him. In another press release,
he said, “All they are duoing 18 proving
two things: first, that we wefe correct
when we uncovered the involvement
of the Central Intelligence Agency in
the assassination; -second, that there is
somcthing very wrong today with our
guvernment in Washingeon, D.C., in-
asmuch as it s willing to use massive
cconomic power ta conceal the truth
from the people.” Later, in his Playboy

mterview, Garrison implicd that Gur-
infltrator from

vich had been a C.LA.
the start. He also charged. Guevich
with _ peuty lnu:nv, ch\mmg the file
that he had was worth nincteen dollars,
Aad, for goad measure, he charged on
the A.B.C. “Page One"” television
shaw that Senator Robert Kl.nncdy
“has made 2 real effure to S(up the in-
vestigation,”

Afier i:\hnd become quote clear that
ctitna of Garrison’s case coadd he
waed e geneeate 2 gectre NS
guracy, Gareison took the lognal neat
step and started creating preudoattacks

ot

on himwH. When reporters in Tokyo |
asked Uhicf Justice Earl Warrea hrs(

was arcesd G Ohiel After wme e

et rchictance, Governer Janes
Rinddes, of Ohie, inallv agreed po ex-
tradite Novel 1o Lovidapa of
would complete the papers within sty
davs Garrisan, however, ddd nat take

the steps that were necessary, As the

opinion of the Garrison nvestigation, 1deadiine appraachald, Assstant Distrce

he nphul “I want to shirt ths very

'.\m'mn Aleeck asked if he should re-

carclully, because the case could some- | turn the papers w Qhio, and Garrson

day come before the Supremie Court.”
Pressed as to whether Garnison pus-
sessed any evidence that might contra-
dict the findings of the Commnsioa he
had headed, the Chief Justice an-
swered, “I've heard that he ¢launs ta
have such information, but [ havea™t
scen any.
acterized this
“heavy attillery whistling in  from
Tokyo,” and said in a press release, “It
is a liede disconcerting to find the Chicf
Justice of the United States on his
hands and knees teying to tie some
stcks of dynamite to the case. How-
‘twr, the Chicf Justice is a practkal
man and T expect he knows what he is
doing. ;.. The last time he was called
te action to pecform a service was’
when the President of the United
! States was assassinated by men wha had
"been connected with the Central Ine
Vtelligence Ageney.” Garrison predicted
a new broadside from.the federal au-
Cthorities: “Judging from the carciul
codrdination which the Establishment

“ )
New  counterattacs

case, it is safe 0 expect that other ¢le-
ments of the federal government and

national press will now follow up with;

~a new etfort (n tiscredit the case and

}the prosecution.”

i Another example of Garrtson's tech-
{nigue involved Gordon  Novel, the
!electronics expert, who had wld him
alnmx Ferrie’s participation in a “pick-

up™ of munitions from the Schlum-

advising Gasrison on anti-eavesdrop-
ping techniques, the business that had
firse brought him to Garri-
son's attention, (o become a
witness dgainst Ferrie and, at
Jeast in Garrison's mind, an
“investigator.,” Then, ac-
cording to one account, Gar-
rison was told that his inves-
tigator had becn furnishing
information to N.B.C. re-
porters, and Novel was sub-
poenaed to appear before a
grand jury. Instead of ap-
pearing, Novel left the state
and went to Ohio. Garrison filed bur-
glary charges againse Novel, alieging
that he had participated iR the cnnspir-
acy to steal arms from the Schlumber-
ger Well company in- Houma, and he
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" Garvison immediately char-
as ;

bergee Well company, in Houma, Lou-:
sizna. Novel rapidly ~advanced irom

tohd him not to dother. And vet in the
Piavboy interview Garrison inssted,
“The reason we were unable to abuin
Novel's extraditon from Ohio, (L is
that there are powerful freces in
Washington wite find it imperative ta
conceal from the Ameiican public the
truth about the asassination.” He went
on to indicate that Novel was now a
material witness in his case and, ac-
cording to attorneys for Novel, implied
that his former “investigator™ was
somchow  connected  with the on-

“spiracy. {Novel s suing Garriwon and

Plavbey for ten million dollars in
punitive and compensatory damages.)
And in a speech to the Radio and
Television  News  Assochation of
Southern California, in Los Angeles,
Garrison cited his failure o olain
Novel’s extradition as evidence  that
President Johnson was putting pres
sure on local oficials o secrete wite
nesses from him. He went on to ac-
cuse President Johnson of prevenung
“the prople in this country from secing
the evidence,” and asserted, with the
logic of cui bone, **. . . the fact that he
has profited from the asastpaton
mest, more thaa any other man, makes
i anperative that he sce that the evi-
dence is released, so that we can know
that he is not invelved ..

GAnmsox's technigue in expounding
the so-called second conspiracy &
tpival of what Richard Hofstadeer has
classified as “the paranoid spyle in
Amernican poRtics,” to which “the feel-’
ing of persccution is central,”
and which is “svstematized in
grandiose theories of onnspir-

acv.” Suli, the fact that Gar”

rison expresses his Weas o a
paraneh! stvle does not of it
selt nile our the possihidity
© that there is substance to hws
claims Is the CLAL, for ex-
ample, really conceahng swne
involverment of its ageats &
the assassination, as Garrson

Gamrsen -

has clauned? In May, 1907, .

Garrson declared on the ALBC. “ls= .

sues and Answers” television program,
“Ot course the Central Inrelligence
Agency had no role in the planning or

intending the asassnation, of President

Keanedy. I think that would be a
ridiculous pusition for anyone to take.”

.
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_volved in the asassination;”

He has, however, taken precisely that
positen _on several occasions, His al-
fegations regarding the culpability of

the C.LAL have varied widely. On |

May 9, 1967, the C.LA. was accused

of merely conceahng ovidence; by May |

18th, Oswald and Ruby were them-

schves identificd by Garrison as C.LA

employees; ‘on Mav 21w, the District
\llurm.) stated that the C.LA. kuew
“the name of every man invoirved and
the name of the individuals wha pulled
the wiggers;™ on May 24th, he added
that the C.LA. was presently hiding
the killers' whercabauts; on November
F4th, he decided that “cmployces—a
limited number—of the Central Ineelli-
gence Ageney of the US. government
are involved inthe asassination;” on
January 31, 1968, he said on the
Johnny Carson show that “the Central
Intelligence Agendy was deeply in-
and in
February he sud in an intérview filmed
for Dutch television that “President

- Kennedy was killed by elements of the

R S e

Ceitral Intelligence “Agency of the

JUnited States governmeat,” going on
-t explain, “The Central Intelligence

Agency . .« had warked for a long time
crcntmg the tableau-——the cover scene—
beforehand, This i standard for a Cen-
tral Intelligence Agency - assassination,
As a matter of fact, the C.ILA., when

it conducts an assassination, describes it -

as an executive action. This takes the
sin out of it. As a matter of fact, to

-the C.LA. cnployees, the sin then he-
.comes failing to do your job properly,

in the exccutive action. Of course, even
as [ describe i, I'm cunscious of the
parallels with regard to Germany ui-
der Hitler. What I'm talking about is
nothing less than Fascism, which has
arrived in America, .. ’
Just how solid the basis for these
charges is can be deduced from Gar- ¢
rison’s  twenty-six-page. interview in
Playboy, which is doubdess the fullest
and most coherent single preseatation
of his case to date. When he was
pressed by Playboy’s interviewer, Eric
Norden, for the evidence on which
his charges of C.LLA. complicity were
hased, Garrison mentioned eight specific
items: (1) a mising C.LA. photo-
graph that shows Oswald in the com-

fore the asassination, {2) classified

files on David Ferrie, which “would

indicate the eaitence of a conspiracy

invalving former  employers of the

C.LA. to kill the President,” (3) sup-
pressed autopsy  Xerays and photo-
graphs of President Kennedy's body
and “other vital evidence,” which also
revéal that former C.LAL agents topk
part in the murder, (#) C.LA. files

pany of a C.LA, agent in Mexico he-.

. L=
that reveal, it i implied, that Oswald
was mvolved in the C.LASs U-2
project, (33 the fact thae-the C.LA,

FORL However, as it gurned o, [
contined, the man in the photograph
{which was published in Volume XX

destroyed 2 ducumient that the Wars  of the Warren Commission’s (mmnnn)

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

a C.LA, “couricr,” and (8) “the con-
sstent refusal of the tederal govern-
ment” to provide Garrison with “‘any
information” about the sole of the
C.I.A. in the asasination. This last
picce of “evidence™ Garrison calls “the
clincher,”

At least half of the “evidence” on
which Garrison's repertory of charges

and evidence) was obviously not Os-

‘wald but a heavyset individual who
“habysittes,” (7) the wlentification of  coudd not he identificd. The staff law.

yer Wesley ], Licheler, wha was teyng
to clarify the incident for the Warren

‘Commission, inquired of the C.LA,
whether a photograph showing Oswald |

in Mexico City did in fact exist. He
never received an answer, Garrison

¢ postalated that the C.LA. had for-

warded the picture of a man who was -

not Oswald and had withheld a photo- |

against the C.LA. is based is itself de=  graph thae did show Oswald leaving/

duced from evidence that Garrison has
never seen. He has accomplished this
trick by simply sketching in on the
tabula rasa of missing (or mmczmmt)
evidence facts that appear to incrimi-

the Cuban Embassy. Furthermore, he
conjecturcd that the most likely reason
for suppressing such a photograph was
that it revealed Oswald to he in the
company of anather man—and since

nate the C.LA. If the evidence is | the identity of this man was heing con-

missing, a revelation of its contents i

nat, of course, casily refuted. And the ;
old suspicion of secrecy qua secrecy also
ph)s a part. “If (hcrxﬂ nothing to
“hide,"” pcoplc wonder, “why is the |
thing missing in the first pluc’ Con-
sider Ttem Na. 1, the mising C.LA.

photograph, on \slncln Garrison based
" ne the story, pointed out a few weeks

his original charge that the C.LA.

was concealing vital. cvidence. When
Garrison subpoenacd Richard Helms,
the director of the C.LA,, he in-
-structed him to praduce a phu(ogrnpl\
: that C.L A, agents had taken in Mexico -

#
)
!

l

‘(,u) about seven weeks hefore the as-

sassination and (hn, Garrison chimed, !
showed Oswald in front of the Cuban !
F.mbassy in the company of a C.LA.
agent. The supposed facts conveyed
by this missing snapshot were what ld
Garrison to assert that the C.LA.
knew the identity of Kennedy's as-
sassins and was concealing the truth.
But how had this lnfurm'mun been de- .
"duced from a missing .
photograph, wiich Gar- '
rison ailmits that he has
never seen?

" Actually,” the story
of the C.LA. photo-

raph had its origin in
an incident [ myself
first reported, in oy
book “Inquest,”™ as a
means of Hlustrating
the problems that the
Warren Commission
lawyers faced in mnmmuu.lung with
the C.I.A. According to my account,
a man in front of the Cuban Embassy
in Mexico City before the assassination
had heen routinely photographed by a
hidden C.I.A. camera and identified as
Lee Harvey Oswald; the information

had subsequendy been forwarded to the

! cealed, he must have heen working for
i the C.LAL Tt seems unlikely that Gare
rison had any knowledge of this photos
graph other than what he gathered
from the account of it in my book, he-
cause he repeats the details of that ac-

i count, inchuding a certain erroncous de-

twil. As Licheler, who originally told

after “Inquest” was published, the pic |
ture in question had been taken of .1A
man in front of the Sovict l‘mh sy m'
Menica City, not the Cuban Lmls.l\w
Yer Garrison repeated the ervoncous
inforination (my own) to contrive an
; ominous picce of “evidence” that was
not simply “missing” but nonexistent.
Garrison relicd on a similar device
in his second and third items of “evi-
dence,” asserting that files on Ferrid
and the President’s autopsy  X-rays
and photographs and ather vital evie
dence were classificd because they
“would indicate the ex-
istence of a conspiracy
invelving former emi-
plovees of the C.LAY
Exactly how Gareison
could  specify  what

wonld be indicated by .-

evidence he had never
viewed is left problem-

atical, bhut again the

tabula rasa of missing

evidence gives him an

opportunity to sketch in
unverifiahle details of a C.LA. conspir-
acy. (Every once in a while, the evi-
dence proves (o be existent and Garri-
son is caught in the act. For example,
he stated in bis Playboy interview that
four frames of a film taken of the as-
sassination—frames 208-211—were
missing from the frame-by-frame re-

production of the film in the testimony
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and cvidence published by the Warres
Comunission, and e went on o clum
that these frames “reveal signs of stres
appeanng suddenly on the back of a
steest sign” and to suggest that “these
signs of stress may very well have deea
caused by the impact of a stray hudice
oa the sign.” But frames 208-214,
while missing from the Warrea vl
umes, are not missing from a copy «of
the Blm that Life holds, and they re-
veal no sq,nn\f«rc\‘. )

In his fourth item, Garrison sape
poscdly reveals the contents of clasufiad
C.LA, documents i the National
Archives. These documents were pre-
pared for the Warren Commission by
the C.LA. And although the title of
cach of these reports—usually refer-
ring to the gencral topic on which
Comuission lawvers requested that the
C.LA. provide information or answer
queries—is. Bisted in the index of Com-
mision documients, the reports them-
selves are classified, as are all C.LA,
reports containing the names of operas
tives, informers, and forcign sources
Garrison  customarily rattles off the
titles of the “suppressed C.LA. fileg™
as he calls them, and then sets forth
their “contents™ in his own terms, For
example, in Plazboy he cited Comnis-
sion Document No, 931, entitled “QOs-
wald’s Access to Information About
the U-2,” and then eminowsly suggest
ed that Oswald. was involved in the
U-2 program. He amplified on ths
“evidence” in a speech he made after
the ‘Playboy interview appeared, stat-
ing, “The reason you can’t sce that
{ Commission Decument No. 931] for
many years i because you will then
realize that Leec Oswald “was then
werking for the United States govern~
ment, as a C.LA, employee, and they
don’t want you to know that.” Garr-
son- used  this classified  document,
which, of course, he had not seen,
substantiate the charge that Oswald
acted as a C.LA. agent. Yer testimany
n the Warren Report indicates that it
may well contain information on what
Oswald heard when, during his sav
in the -Soviet. Union, he dropped in
on the trial of the U-2 pilot Franck
Gary Powers. In any ¢vent, it scems
highly unlikely that if the C.LA. were
indeed as sinister as Garrison alleges, it
would adenit in a report o the Come
mission that Oswald was a C.LA.
agent, especiclly since its reports were
to be read by lawyers working for
tc Commission who were not (as
my own interviews with them dem-
onstrate) particuiarly inclined to be
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aUTetive,

Ihe Bith swean of evidence—that th¢ §

en Conunision was never ahle &,
sdain a2 secret CLLAL meino on O
wald's activities in Russia’ that was an}
tched toa State Department documen 28
bocause the memorandum had deeal

“destroyed” the day after the axuwm-r

Wiy

" to—is umpl) untrue. While it is i f

at ane copy of this memorandum was
destewved while being photocopied, ans
weier copy was duly forwarded to the
Commzsion on May §, 1964, as s ove
deat from Valume XVIII of the Com-
masion's  tesimony  and  evidence,
When Sylvia Meagher, who has in-
dened the twenty-sis volunes of the
Warren Commission testimony and ev-
adence, and has tricd carnestly to cor
et the auistakes of the critics as well
as those of the Commission, pointed
cat to Garrison that his charge wzs
faesad en a fallacy, he acknowledged
the cror, but, cven so, he went on
wsng the non-fact to support his charge
txae the C.LA. was “incinerating” cv-
dence,

The sinth item vf evidence, the xdcn~
ey of Oswald’s C.LA. “babysitter,”
was eateapolated from a purchase order
foe ten Ford trucks, Oscar Deslarte,
D asistant manager of a New Or-
wxans Ford agency, who wrote up the
onder on January . 20, - 1961, subse-
guently reported to the F.B.L. that by
cexamers told him the trucks were to

 used by an organization known as
“Friends of Democratic Cuba.” Des~

Ite Iated the plirchaser of the trucks
s TOwvwald” (no fikst name giveg)
and and that the individual with “Os-
wald” called himself Joseph Moore.
When F.B.L. agents asked Deslatre
a3t the incident, he said that he
old “neither describe nor identidy
eier of the men,” Garrison belicves,
dowever, that the parchase was made
for the CLLLAL, and that Mooare, who
ax. aever been located, was in fact.
Oewalds C.LA. chaperon. It is pos-
sax, of course, that Moare was
e CLLA. “babysitter” of some
Oswald, but in " 1961, at the
¢ the purchase order was
Zad out, Lee Harvey Oswald
wis working at the Belorussian
Rrdio and Television l‘ncmn
Minsk.

The scveath item of evidence, con-
cermiag & C.LA. “eourier,” refers 1o
Duoaald Philctus Nocton, the bank em-
zzier and night-club entertainer wha
Fad been thoroughly discredited as -a
wizness and was jettisoned by Garrison
hizzsel! even hdorc he gave the Play-
Ay iaterview,

in
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o ! < e
xriect example of Garrison’s awn
Saand of Jogre, in which the fact that
Se

ad

evadence of C.LA, complicity is itself

< . .
CGarrran's cher,” the awertion

Thal tee geavramant has not revealed to
aan anv tnformaten of the C1AM

in the asswimation, is a

has a0t found or been given any

povf that the C.LAL s withhalding

ﬂ!\l\-nw of i gult. -

G.\Rnlwx has alss charged that the
press hae furtively controlled the
eewx as a means of suppressing known
ticts about the asassination. “Behind
the tagade of carnest inquiry into the
asussnation # a thought-control proj-
et i the dest tradition of ‘1984," " he
bas wntten. “Because of their role in
the Establishment and their failure to
wwiduct an etfective inquiry, major
news agencies have a vested interest in
atuning publk ignorance’ Maost
wf what Garemon has had to say on this
s:brect has been vague philippics, but
i fis half-hour N.B.C. rebuteal he did
Live five specitic sxamples of aews sup-
preswon, and they are worth examining
i detal, OF “pawerful news agencies,”
Garrison alleged:

They du not tell you thae Lee Harvey
Onwald’s fingerprints were not found on
the gun which was supposed to have
tuled the President.

And they do not tell you that nitrate
tests exoncrated Lee Qswald from the
aotual thooting by showing that he had
wet fired a rifle that day.

And they do not tell you that it was
sireualiy impossible for Oswald to have
tatza his RAngerprints off the gun, hidden
tie gun and pgone down four flights of
stairs by the time he was seen on the
seowd Hoor.

Abdove all they do not tell you of the
exerwielming eyewitness testimony that
s2oes were coming froan behind the stone
witii va the prassy kaoll. L,

You have not been told that lLee
Oenald was in the empioy ot U.S. intel-
ligeacd agencics, but this was the case.

It is true that the public had not

deen told any of these things, except by

Gargison, but there is a good rea-

son for that. All five of the

chargés are cithér false or captidus,
Fingrrpmm were fuund

the rife “whrh was wppnud 3

have killed the President,” hut

_twe prings could not be positively identi-

- Sebastian F. Latona, a nationally
revvynized fngerpont expert, testified
detore the Warren Commission that
Secause of the unpolshed finish of the
m.‘ic‘ which aliowed it to absorh maoise

wre, it was highly unlikely that an iden-
ac.xu.« fingerprint would have beea left

e the weapon. Cantrary to the pop-

sac impression reganding fingerprints,




Lavena noted, they age u;uu"\' dicern-
bl anlv an highly polished surfaces, »
What Garrison docs nit say is that a
palmprint was discavered on the under-
side of the barrel of the rific in qu.-v.tiun
and that three diffesrent caperts pma-
tively identified it as Oswald's,
-Garrison’s assertion that the nitratc
tests “oxoncrated” OQwwald 1 cqually
questionable, I the tests w0 which
Garrison vefersed, the Dallas police
“made paraflin casts of OQswald’s hands
and right check, and diese casts were
then checked for traces of pitrates. Nie
trates were found an the casts of both
hands but ot on the cast of bis cheek.
“The test, however, in .no way proves
that Oswald did or did not fire a rifle,
I'he nitrates found nced not have come
from gunpowder; many other sub-
stances—tohacen, matches, or urine---
will Teave such residucs, Conversely,
the abscnce of nitrates indicates just as
litde, hecause a rifle (which, unlike a
revolver, has na gap hetween  the
chamher and the harrel) is not as like-
Iy to feave nitrate traces va the check.
In fact, the rifle in question was experi-
mentally fired theee times by an FLB.LL
agent and no traces of nitrates were de-
tected on his hands or cheek, Accord-
ing to onc F.B.L expert, Cortlande
Cunningham, the so-called paraffin test
is caompletely anreliable, and its princi- |
pal use in police -work is s'mply to in- |
timidaze  suspects; it produces morce
apprehension than valid evidence, Gar- |
risn’s suggestion that such tests could !
have proved thae Oswald “had  not
fircd a rifle that day” plays on the gul-
libility of the gencral public regarding
the reliability of scicntific-sounding data.

As for Garrison's statement that jt
was “virtmally impassible” for Oswald
to have been on the second flour of the
Depositary Bulldlng a few minutes aft-
er the assassination, it, too, is specious.
A Secret Serviee agent, simulatng Os-
wald's mavements, reached the second
flonr from the sixth in ote minute and
cighteen scéonds. In any case, it is im<
possible to ascertain exactly what time
Qswald was scen an the secand floor;
it could have heen as long as five mir-
utes after the assassination,

Garrison’s next assertion—that the
press failed to repart that there was
“overwhelming eyewitness testimony”
that the shots came from behind a stone
wall-—is also sophistical. None of the
hundred or so Warren Camnmission wit-
nesses who testified on the mattec or were
questioned by the F.B.LL said that they
saw a rifle heing fired from behind the
stone wall. The corwitness testimony,
which is undependable in determining
the snurce of any shats where there is
a possibility of echocs, was divided. More

private interpretation of
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A, . .
than half the Wwitnesas l;m}oéh.(' the shiots
orighated in some spot other than the
“qnmtur)‘ Buwlding, but only a few of
the carwitiesses thought the shets came
from the direction of the stone wall,

Finally, the .assertion -that OQswakl
was 3. C.E AL agent, as has alrgady becer
shawn, was based on Garrisn's own
“miwing” or
clasificd documents that he had never

“scen. OfF the five examples of *news sup-

pression” that Gaerison cited, then, not
one was based on accurate information. -

A\'()T”ER of Garrison's sweeping
charges about a "sccond conspira-
cy” is that the federal government—
throwgh its agents Lyndon  Juhnson,
Robert Kennedy, J. Edgar Hoover,
Eael Warrer, and Ramscy Clark—has
been invalved in a sinister plit to quash
his investigation, It would have been
difficult to gainsay Garrison's imputa-
tion of federal obstruction if he had

charged merely that the government

was lumlcrmg his case. Certzinly feder-
al agencies have heen less than codipeca-
tive, and important federal officials, in-
ctuding Avorney General Clark, have
apenly (and often harshly) criticized
the New Orleans investigation. But
Garrison's allegations have gune far bee
yond the charge of inteeference in this
scnee, He has accused the federal gove

. ermnent of conspiring to wreek his in-

vestigation specifically because it harbors.
a mative of its own in concealing the’
truth about the assassipation, :md he’
has levelled bis accusation 0 no un-
certain terms: ... the United States;
government—meaning  the prrwut,
:ulnmm(r.atmn, Lyndan Johason’s ad-l
ministration——is ohstructing the inves-;
tigation-—any investigation. It has con-!
cealed the true facts—1o be blunt about
it—ta_protect the individuals involved”
in the asaissination of John Keanedy.”™
In ather wards, he is charging that (h,c
government knows the truth and, in
concealing it, is itself con-
spiring to protect the con-
MUFALOSS,

Su far, Garrison has of-
fered only two specific items
of " ot support
this charge, The first item
is the phatagraph of the as-
sassination site showiag a
man with a closed fist, wh:ch by Gar-
rison's sirmise conceals the bullet that
killed the President. From this conjec-
ture he goes on. to postulate that the
man in the photograph is a federal
agent, that the bullet has been turned
aver to the federal government, and
that  the  government  consequently
knaws the assassin’s’identity. The see-
ond itemn of evidence he mentions is a

“evidence

tebepram that was spposedhy sent 1o
J. e Hoover before the asasinas
tion, Garomen charged st December
that thiv telegoam, which hie has been
anable to obtain, proves that Oswahl
telephoned the Dallas ickd ofhice of the
F.BLL e dave before the assasina-
“gion and gave details of the phot, which
were then forwanded by interburcan
telegram to Hoover in Washington,
T lm, Garrison clamed, was proof that

President Johnson had “actively con- -

cealed evidence about the murder of
his predecesor” When a reporter
asked him what evidence hie had that

such a telegram ever eisted, he an- -

swered, “Ifvon and T were in a closed
room, 1eould prove it But ['m net go-
g to allow any evidence to get out
now.” His evidence, it later torned out,
was simply a story that Mark L:mc had
tolf him,

Apart from such speculation hy (Jar-
rison and Lanc, the charge 6f federal
complicity is based almast solely on the

fact that there is government secrecy.

Acearding to Garrison's fogic, the gove
ernment would not classify information
pertinent to the assssination unless it
had something o hide. Garrison has

persistently exploited popular suspicions -

about  scerecy, accosing those who
would, in his estimation, bepcfit most
from the maintenance of such seerecy.
Far example, aftee noting that part of
the Warren Commission’s documents
are chassified in the National Archives,
Garrison clamed on a “Uexas welevision
show fast December, “They destroyed
evidence in cvery possible way, The
President of the United States, the man
who lias the mest to gain, the man who
gained more than any other human
from the assassination, i the man who
issucd the ekecutive order concealing
vital evidence for seventy-five years so
that we can't look at it, so that you
can't Jook at it, so that ne American
7 can sée it for seventy-five
years, Now, this was an
exceutive arder by Lyndon
Johonson, the nun wha
gamed the maost from the
asassination.,”
No such exceutive order
has ever been issued, .\l.‘l"”

-

investigative files age withs -

held from use hy law for seventysfive.

years—a number arbitrarily selected to
exceed the life-span of persons likely to
he mentioned in the reports—in order
o safeguard confidential information
(such as tax returns), to protect cone
fidential informers, and ta avoid cin-

“harrassing innocent persans mentioned

incidentally. But in the case of the
Warren Commission's documents M-
Gearge Bundy, acting on behalf of




Prosident Jednawm, sent 2 specual ree

Quest to the Avchinst of the Uaited
States that the wavatv-fivesvear kan be
wanved wherever possible and much of
the material be vpenal to the pudis,
Following geddelines approved by Bun-
dyv, all the agencies mvolved in the ine
restigation were te geview  their. fles
and déclasify cvervthing except P
contaiaing the names of confidental ne
formers information dannaging o ine
“necent p.u't'.\ and anforatation about
the agencies’  operating procedures
Theree was e be a periodic roview by
all the agencies concerned, By the time
Garrisen had Nym his awn investigas
tion, virtuably all the dociments that
conld be declasified according to these
yndchnu had heen npcm'd to puhlic
seruting, Garvzon's claim in Mlapbor
that “any dovument the C.LAL wanted
classificd was Quwoted into the Archives
withaut examination” by the Commis-
sion-is simply untrue, AU the relevant
documents relating to the inguiry which
are aow an the. Archives were san
there by the Warren Commission after
the Warren Report was published.
Mast of the CLA. reports were pre-
[\1!’\\' o answer <pxuht. quu(ulln put
to the Agency by Commission lawyers,
and there s no re ason to asstune that
thev went unrcad,
“The distinguishing mark of the para-

naid style, Hotstader writes, 8 “the

curious leap in imagination” bhetween
fact and fantasy which is made at seme
critival point in an ATgUmEnt ta cover a
gap in reasoning. Comsider in this light
the following remarks by Garrisan,
taken from onc of the many speeches
* he delivered duning the fall of 1967

Is this a Great Suciety which allows
innocence ta be butchered as Oawald was,
with no concern. no interest? Which ai-
fows the puilty, the murderers o walk
the strects, knowing without any question
who ther are, kn‘mm., what happened, is
this a Great Sociery? Is it a Great So-
ciety which causes blackouts in news cen-
ters like New York N hen there's a de-
\el(\pment in'the case? ... I3 thiz a Grear ;
Society which monitors ynur plumc if it
has the slightest bit ot curiosity abuut
yvu? This is aet a Great Saciety—this is
a Dungerous Society, a society which de-
spite the Nip servixe to populism. . . is s0
morally threadhare that the futures of .
your children are in danizer.

“crc ‘the curtous Teap in imagina-
tion” is made between the fact that
some investigative fies are st cassified
and-the fantasy that the government Is
protecting the asassing by ceasoring the
news, monitoring telephone calls, and
threatening the tutares of children, (It
& worth noting, incidentally, that the
image of “nnecence . . . butchered as
Oswald was" creates cmnpbc'mum in
the case of Clay Shaw, who was, after
all, indicted fur a conspiracy that in-

k4
&

\n’\l‘!l ‘.\T ”.uu‘\ ()\\l'.lll'.) Iil (;Ar-
ten's caswagainst the news medu, a
leap i made Netween the fact that the
media faded to broadeast some e
truths aboug the asqssipation and the
fantaw of 3 conspitacy (o suppress the
wews, Inhis durgu.lbn'm( the C.LLAL,
a sl atory advance s made from miss-
g or noncaistent cvidence to the
fantasy of C.LAL complicity in the as
sassination, Far Garrison, the C.LA,
cpitomizes all that is fearcd in govern-
mental seercev: an invisihle governe
ment, answerable o no one, with une
bavited resmrees and unlimited power.
Since all its acts are veiled i seerecy,
it may bhe postulated to be the “real
force™ hehind any event. The governe
ment, Garpison claims, *9 the C.LA.
and the Pentagon™—an élite that pee-
peteates its power by concealing the
truth about the asassination, and creat-
ing, through the “manipulation of the
mass media,” what he ealls “a con-
centration camp of the mind.”

S his investigation continucd, Gar-
rison appeared ta hecome increas-
ingly obsessed with governmental se-
creey, and less directly concerned with
the issues of his court case. His obsession
with the “sccond conspiracy” might be
more casily disntissed if it were not for
the fact that a considerable portion of
the population appears to believe his
claims, The extenc of his popular sup-
port leads ane to wonder if there may
not be some pakivea) calculation hehind:
his choice of chimeras,

Early in 1967, before the New’

Orleans investigation  beeame  public
knowledge, a jull conducted by Louis
Harris and Associates indicat-

ed that some fortv-four per ,
cent of the American people

*thought that the murder of
President Kennedy was the

result of a congpiracy, In

“May, 1967, shordy after

_Garrisun had anneunced the
sdiscovery of a plot, Kad gone

on to arrest Clay Shaw, and had charged
fthe C.LA. with concealing evidence,

a Harris survey indicated that siaty-.

siv per cent of the American public
now belicved that the assassination had
Been carried out boa \ump\r:u) A
third Harris survey, taken in Septem-
ber, revealed that despite the fact that
Garrison’s inquiry had  produced no
tangible results, sisty per cent of the

people still believed that Kenaedy had -
been killed by a conspiracy. To be sure,
it & by no means clear that Garrison -

was chivtly responsitle for ¢ ffecting thiis
remackable change in public opinion.

It can be argued that a considerable -

number of people are naturally dis-
posed. to make a conspiratonial inter~
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pretation of anv event as historically
momentous oy the assassimation of

Presdent, Indecd, carher Haerin sur-
vevs ahowed that at least thirty per cent
of the population believed from the aute
set that Oswald had not acted catirely
alone, and continucd o belicve this
after the Warren Commussion  ren-
dered sts vendict. Muorcover, Harris
concluded from the questionnaires filled
out by his pespendents ismmediately
after the Warren Report was issued

that cleven per cent of the papulation.

may be considered “chronic doubters
whe tend to feel that the ‘real’ story
about  almost any  impartant  public
cvent is never quite told.” The fact
that ‘there was a wmarked increase—
from chirty-one per cont to forty-four,
according to Harris surveys—in the

number of people who helieved in o

conspiracy when the Warren Commis~

+ sion becamie the subject of heated cone”
Ctroversy, owing to the publication in

the Lutter half of 1966 of a number of
books and articles by Critics of the Res
port, may refiect a certain resistance by
the gencral public again accepting a
purported “wuth™ that is neither clears
cut por obviously irrefutable, The idea
that even a few points in the Warren
Report were subject to dispute, or that
even a fow of its facts could be differ-
ently interpreted, probably led many
people to reject, or at least doube, the
aver=all conclusion that the Commission
had put forward so emphatically. Tn
any event, the change in public apinion
seems to have been substantial alter
Garrison appeared on the scene, Be-
tween February and May of
1967, Harris sueveys indi-
cated nearly half (sixteen out
of thirtv-fve per cent, to he
exact) of the people who had
believed that Oswald  was
the lope assassing were pow
changing their minds. In ath-
er wards, once Garrison be-

gan issuing his charges some thirty mil-

lion Americans’ who had ::ppann(lv
been neither predisposed o believe in 4
conspiracy nor moved by carlicr -criti-
cism of the Warren anu( started

having second thoughts on thc Guestion

of a lone assassin.

In presenting w the, puhhg ‘his-

own conclusions about the assassination
of President Keanedy, Guarrison has
cnioyed some strong nd\'anhgcs over
all ather critics of the Warren Com-
mission. The first and most obvious is
sitnply the authority of his office: he is
the districe attorney of a major Amer-
ican oty. Gurrison has heen able to
make news ag, will, mercly by submit-
ting charges, isuing subpoenas, and




Clay Shaw's former business address,

I\\;\kua;_' ATTUStS, .\'ﬂl'\'ﬂ\'fr, 4o amany
p\‘n]u!r It INHNT sec .‘I)lllﬂq ill\'_lvl_l(\‘l&'-
able that an clected prosecutor’s care-
fully worded “factud™ statements—
for cxample, that “ar 12:45 .m0 on
November 22nd, the Dallas police had
hroaadeast o wanted bulletin® for Os-
wald”—could be demonstrahly  fulse.
Sull anather  wmportant  benefit that
Garrison dedives feain heing a public
prosccutor with a case pendig is the
right 1o refuse o divalge the evidence
anewhich his charges are based. And
Garriwon bas excrcised this-right with
stunning effect, particularly i the Play-
boy interview, Take, for cxample, his
statement tha “we know from incon-
troyertible evidence in our possession
who the real Clay Bertrand is—and
we will prove it in court.” Since Gar-
rison has charged that Clay. Shaw
used the alias of Clay Berteand, this is
an extremely important claim, but al-
though the question of the identity of
Clay Bertrand was a centeal issuc in the
perjury trial of Dean Andrews, which
took place well after the Playboy inter-.
view was conducted, Garrison failed 10
intraduce any evidence at that time
concerning it. Later, a source in Gae-1
risow’s office suggested that the only’
cvidence to which Garrison could have
been referring in the Plaphoy interview
was a libwary card taken ont under
the name Chay Bertrand and bearing

This card hardly qualifies as incon-
trovertible evidence. For anc thing, the
card turned up well after Shaw was ar-
rested, and, for some reason, hore no
date of issuance or expiration, For an-
other, the signamrc an the card was

definitely not in Clay Shaw's hand—a
fact that Garrisen's own staff con-|
firmed. In other words, it appears that,
somcone other than Clay Shaw filled,
out a libeary card under the alias that,

Garrison has claimed Shaw wsed and’

put Shaw’s former business address mu
it. .

Garrison has nlso cnjoyed the ad--
-vantage of what might he called stra-
tegic plausibility. As Hannah Arendt
points out in her essay “T'ruth and
Politics,” the liar is usually more per-
suasive than the wuthteller, simply be-
cause he can fashion his facts to meet
his audience’s expectations. Since Gar-
rison is under no compulsion to reveal
his evidence, there is nothing o prevent
him from contriving his own explana-
tion of the assassination, Whereas nei-
ther the Wareen Commission nor its
critics could offer a definite mative for
the miurder of the President, Garrison
can.,He siates categorically in Playboy,
“President Kennedy was killed for one
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{for 2

teasnt becawe he was wasl
recomcihavon wah the USS.
Castro's Cuba™ Aed he Soes onte de-
clare that this i not mere greculation,
insisting, ... we know eavagh abong
the key individaals involved in the con-
spiracy -—Latine and Amencans alike--
to knnw that this was their miative for
the murder of John Keanedy” T
thase wha expect 2 momeatius eveat

have some significant cause, Gar-
riven's  eaplanation  natunaliv wounds
mare logical than the explanation that
a Jone asassin acted out of persenal
disaffection,

Marcover, Garrison has foumd ready
allics, eager to prosclytize v he bebalf,
ampong dissident polital woters, Has
charge that there & a conguracy he-
tween the government and the masw
media to conceal the tmuth from the
people accords perfectly, after all, with
what such journak see as their ramon
d’étre, It is therefore hardiv surpriving
ta find his speeches printed verhatan in
such papers as the Los Angeles Free
Press, and to find his portrait on the
cover of Ramparzs, with the wards:

.lil"

“Who appointed Ramsey Clark, who
has deane his best to torpedo the inverts-
gation of the caze? Who controls the
C.LA.? Who contruls the F.BL2 Whe
controls the Aechives where this evidence
is locked up for so long that it is unlike.
Iy that there is anybady in this reom whe
will be alive whea it is released? This s
really your property and the property of
the people of this country. Who has the
arrogance aml the brass to prevent the
peuple from seeing that evidene? Whe
indeed? The vae man who has profited
mast from  the assassina- .
tion—your  friendly  Presic
dent, Lyndon luhnsm\'"

Among Garrizon's most ;
ardent  supporters & the
Councilor, the- himorithly
aficial journal of the Cir-
+ zens' Council of Louigana,
. which clums a circulation .
of some two hundred and

'sixty thousand, and which

actively campaigns agnins

Cnmmum\m, the suppres-
sion of news by the mas

media (supposediy con-

trolled by Zionist interests ),

race maongrelization (2 ploat aided by
the C.LA. and the Rothschids}, and
the insidious intrusan of federal author-
ity info the sacred  domaia of states’
rightt.  That Garsion ~bhad  been
“fuught by Sterns, Newhouse papers,
and Agnes Mever” (ic., the N.B.C.
affiliate in New Orieans, WDIU-TV,;
the Times-Picaynwe and Stxtes-liem;
and the Washingron Post and News-
week) was for the Counilor sutficient
reason to lend Garrison its eathusiastic

e Gy ot R serts has
Willoua
Turnee concluded one ot dns articles
o Garesan m the nugdae \niu-v
that the anti-Garnson tictas of NUBCL
and the daly press Msnack of despera-
tion-—and andicate that there s much
o hide” The Cowncdar gows alng
with most of the detals o the plot the-
ory outlined in Ramparts, diffcring
onlv in its helicf that New Yeork Com.
munists, rather than nghtewing ex-
tremists, were belund the conspiracy,
(Perry Russr, alwars accommndating,
told the Councidor in an exclusive in-
terview that David Ferrie was really

“Marnist” and a follower of Che
Guevara.)

Garrison's  cause hae alw
champions in mare Jughly respected
journals that pride thanselves on theie
intellectual  credentiale—notably  the
New York Retiete af Books, which has
rejected the Warren  Commission’s
conclusions hecause the Commission's
investigation was defective but has eim-
braced Garrison’s investigation despite
its far more glaring defects. Professor
Richard Popkin, in a lengthy defense
of Garrison's investigation in the New
Yark Revieww, argues that Garrison
should be given a “fair hearing” in
court, and not have his e Ypre-
' by the press. He elaims thae
“studionsly avoided

RMVLUES T

heen \1;n,fu,u\(.‘, ditterong,

found

judged”
while Garrison has
any discussion of Shaw and the spe-
cific cvidence against him,” the press
has interviewed “potential witnesses,
evaluated the evidence, made “charges
against the Districe At-
torney and his office .+, in
cffect, trying the case out”
of court.” The “wave o
attacks in the pres and
POTVY against Garrison,
Poplkin contends, “surely
prejudives a fae trial.” He
concludes that no investi-
gation wi Garrison is nec-
“essary, fur P the evidence
» is as contrived and cock-
eyed as the press and TV
allege, they should expect
that twelve jurors along
: with [the judge] will see
through it." It s true  that. the'
right of a defeadant not o e pre-
judged is a fundamental principle of
jurisprudence. And pre-tnal publicity,
by prejudicing public opinion, van cer-’
wainly deny the defendant his right o

“a fair hearing, Jim Garrson, bhowe

ever, is not tic defendant. Clay Shaw
is. The rights of the defendant have
been established precisely e counter-
balance the powers of the state. Pop-
kin's plea that the press suspend scrutiny
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S the awthewiv dy whnh

and ¢otnim o2
Gorrient & gatevinl ovsdeone and
the can o tral waeald, o ot

bringing »
srmae a e

were taken te doars, «
fendant’s legitstate prodction against
the posabibiv of 2 prsovates™s using
his power and ressunes w fabricate
cvidence  and  utunaiate  witnesses,
Maorcover, Popkia’s coareatsn that
Garrbon has “wdaady avoided™
discussing the ¢vidence . & dwngenu-
ous, at best, The face that an
interview that Popkin had with Per-
1y Rusw, Garmon’s gar © witnes
againsg Clay S2aw, was arrarged by
the Distirct Attoraer himsclts It was
Garrison, twy who told ripacters that
he had found fack Rub™s coded tele-
phone number in both Shaw's and
Oswald's”addees hooksy and repeat-
cd the allegatist oa teievion and to
REwSpaper repasters even after 2 was
shown to be false, [t was Garrisa who
stated i the Namewal Obeerver,
“There 38 o wav that Clav Shaw
can get an accuital”™ It was Garrison
whe allowed Mark Lape and William
Turner to phodvstat eviicnce in his
fles, And it was Garrison whoy in his
Playboy intervew and va his subses
quent coast-to-avast tour, made numers
ous references either to evaience in the
Shaw case or to Rhaw himsl (includ-
ing the demonstrable falschond  that
Shaw was with Presadent Keanedy “on
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“an airplane fiight in 19637). Indecd,

Garrison has gwaie on about the case in
speeches, radw talk shows, television
programs, press dvaterences, and inter-
views almaost wit

most of the svadenee Garrsoa has dis-
cussed is puriows, dut surviv that makes
it all the more tapenmative for the press
not to waive ws cespensduay for ex-
amining it closelv,

“Popkin’s notoa that there & no need
for the press o serutinize Garvisin's
techniques for recruiting wiacsses and
assembling evidence decawse i the evi-
dence i contrived 1 judge and jury
will see through it and “destroy Garri-
son at the tral™ Yrows an vausual con-
fidence in the Yegal procese While it is
true that a judzs and jury can detect
contradictions ia wstumony and other
incongruous cvalange, there & no Cer-
tainty at ail that thev Q@ uncover
perjury that has deen svcematxally ar-
ranged for, Wil eae pajeres currobs
orating another’s sstimaony, v that they
can recognize artiully fabrcarad “facts”
purposcly degignad to £1ante the pat-
tern of evidence, Expusurce of such svs

tematic fraud would, in fact, depend:

on an outside investigaton of the pros-

st pause, OF course,

1

|

ecutor’s means and methwis Gene-

Roberts, of the New Yaork Tomes, and

b
Waltee: Sheridan, of N.B.C., have
vated that in sopacate wguines they
drgavered at deast sin witnesses who
wid that they had been offered bribes,
blackmailed, or otherwise coerced by
Garrinon's reprosentatives, All were, in
one way o another, vulnerable people.
William Guevich sad that while he was
waorking for Garrson he sow the way
the powers of a district attorney’s of-
fice could be used “to intmidate and
cnerce witnesses.” Papkin intimates that
Sheridan and Gurvich may have had
sune ulterior motive in revealing in-
formation about Garrison's mode of
vperation, One can, as the British phi-
lowipher AL . Aver paints out, always
surtain one's belicfs i the face of ape
parently hostile cvidence if one is pre-
pased to make the necessary ad-hac as-
sumptions, and in this case supporters of
Garrison seem all too feady to assume,
that éveryone wha critivizes Garrison's
conduct is part of a plot to conceal the
trath, But such rationalization explains
nothing. iy the year have been study-
ing Garrison’s investigation and 'mw’
had access to his office, the only cvi-
dence | have seen or heard about that
could connect Clay Shaw with the as-
wssination has been fraudulent-—-some |
devined by Garrison himself and some

‘eynically culled from critinals or the

emotionally unstable. To fail to report
this information so that Garrison might
have a “fair hearing” in court counld
preclude the possibility of the defend-
ant’s ever receiving his {air heaving in

L Caurt,

“T'o see the issue of the assassination
as of such overwhelming importance
that the juridical pights of the defend-
ant may bhe neglected; the Constitu-
tional rights of witnesses disdained, the
seruting and criticism of the presé sus-
peaded, and the traditional methods of
the state’s prosecution ignored is to ac-
cept-a curious sort of cthics, {tis to say
that in a search for {acts the means can
be disregarded if the ends—the facts—
are of enough  consequence,  Fred |
Powledge, writing in tic New Repub-
lie, suggests the dilemmar L0 T hady
the irriational fecling that he [Garrie!
son] was an to something. [ had the!
equally startling feeling that it did not
really matter if Garrison were paranoid,
opportunistic, flambovant, or if his wit-
acsses were not candidates for The
Defenderi, Was he right?™ But can
the process of establishing the truth ever
be separated from its end product—
the truth? Facts must be selected, in-
terpeeted, and arranged in the context
provided by ather information before
théy take on meaning. Factval cvidence
can be established 3s truth, as Hanaah

19~

Arcndt points ant, aaly “tirough 1eslia
mony hy ey cwitposcs ——potorioly une
reliable —and by reconds, documents,
and monuments, all of which can he
suspected as forgeries.” I anc has rea-
son to doubt the process hy which
“facts” have been awertained or con-
firmed, how can onc ever -he certain
that they bear any relation to the. truth,
or even that the “facts” themsclves are
not outright  fabrications?  Questions
such as these have been taken under
consideration by a federal court in New
Orleans. On Mav 28th, United States
District Judge Fiederick Heebe, after
considering a forty-five-page complaine
from Clay Shaw's attorncys alleging
that Garrison had conducted a “reign
of terrar by the misuse and abuse of the
powers of the public office,” issucd a
emporary restraining ordes that pro=-
ibited  Gareison  from  an, further
prosccution of Clay Shaw untl a fed-

“eral court has had the opportunity '

decide the merits of the charges filed”
against Garrison, :
In view of the shortcomings of the
Warren Commission's investigation, it
hecomes apparent that there i no casy’
way to devise a process for ultimately
answering such complex and  clusive
historical questions as those provoked by
the assassimation of President Kennedy.
Indeed, there can be na certainty that
such a process is even within our in-
stitutional ncans. But there can be
certainty that as long as the means hy
which an investigation has beerf con-
ducted remain suspect the truth will’
never be fully established. ;
—FEowaro Jav Ersren






