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Book Jacket Synopsis
This important book, qs absorbing
as it is significant, traces the strange,
often even weird, tale of the investi-
gation of New Orleans District At-
torney Jim Garrison into an alleged
New Orleans-based plot to assassinate
President John F., Kennedy. This re-
sulted in a series of indictments and
eventually in the trial and acquittal of
Clay Shaw. This was the Garrison
- Case. The author of this book isa
| New Orleans Seieger’who himself
i defended one of the people accused
by Garrison, and his intimate knowl-
. edge of the background and the
- ~tempestuous political history of Gar-
* risen over the last four and a half
years illuminates @ marrative that
seems scarcely believable, except that
1t all actually happened. . . .

It tells the story of the large prom-
ises and incredible publicity when
Garrison first announced, in Febru-
| ary, 1967, his investigation into the
i fancied plot to kill Kennedy, and
i then the intricate legal maneuvering
- by which Clay Shaw’s trial was put
i off until January, 1969, when the
.7y promised sensational developments

‘' necver materialized, . . .

THE STRANGE spectacle known as the
Kennedy assassination probe of Jim Garri-
son cannot be fully understood without some
understanding of the ‘man himself and his
fempestuous political career,

He is physically Impressive — six feet,

i
i
b

. and beautifully modulated. '
The favorable first impression decpens
upon closer contact, for Garrison is blessed
. with an easy mastery 6T-tinTanguage. Hu-

Dt Js his key weanon and be has_a_deft__|

ability to parry the most telling criiicism
with pointed cléver rejoinders.

He is possessed of an Irresistible con-
fidence in himself and the eorrectness of
- his opinion on any_matter_he deems signifi-

cant, Conlemptuoth??ﬁils, he is subject
1o ‘capricious change of opinion on matters
not fundamental to his basic convictions.
‘But the fundamentals of these conviclions -
are his most cherished possessions. They |
. Yield to no evidence. _ .
2 He sometimes appears to stand in awe
* of his ideas in the manner of a sculptor or
. Ppainter regarding his work, His manner in
meeling attacks upon them is not delfensive;
it is one of restrained oufrage,

There .is, finally, a quality about Gar.

* rison incapable of definition that renders .
an abiding dislike of the man virtually im-

-

-

One of a Series
.TO READERS: These installments com-
{ Prise excerpts from the book to which we
. are Jimited by our serialization rights,
Through necessity, the description of events -
and the characterizations are not as full as
those in the complete book. .

L)

possible .upon personal contact. The word
“charm” is close, but inadequate.’ His man-
mer is casual and ynhurried.

These were thé trai t were quickly
apparent when I first met Garrison in the
fall of 1956 upon joining the staff of District
Attorncy Leon Hubert, who was later to -
scrve as Assistant Counsel to the Warren
Commission. Garrison was Huberl's Execu-
Live Assistant, First Assistant was Malcolm
O’Hara, who was laler lo serve as a judge
of the Orleans Parish Criminal District
Court. There was nothing in Garrison's per-
formance to presage what was fo come. -
I knew nothing of his past, which was, in
fact, unspectacular.

Garrison was appointed Assistant Dis.
trict Attorney for Orleans Parish in 1953,
Without question, he was the most impres-
sive of the twenly or—co_lawyers on the
District Attorney’s staff. :

Like the rest of us, of course, he was
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not without fault. He did, it seemed, have
a lendency to make snap judgments on in-
sufficient factssHe—was prone to oversim-
plify. His abundant ego could, on occasion,
be a cause of annoyance. And it is neither
exaggeration mor hindsight to recall that
in his humor there could at times be detect-
ed traces of cruelty. .

° -« " L,

Service in the District Attorney's Of-
fice in Orleans Parish is under the spoils
system, .ot civil service. The entire force

* of assistant dislrict attorneys on Leon Hu-
bert's staff suddenly faced (at election time)
the prospect of immediate relocation, and
Garrison entered the private practice of law.

In 1953 Mayor Morrison ran for Gover-
nor against Jimmie Davis and lost. For his
support in the campaign, Garrison was ap-
pointed Assistant City Attorney, s part-
time job paying a nominal salary,

In 1960 Garrispn_ran with the support
of Mayor Morrison against a sitling Crim-

" Inal Court Judge. Sitting Judges have fra-
ditionally been considered unbeatable, a
myth thal was 1o remain until destroyed
by Garrison himself sometime after his
election as District Attorney. Garrison lost
by a mere few thousand votes. It is interest-
ing to speculate on the nature of his judicial
carecr had he won. ]

In 1961 he qualified to run for District
Atlorney against the incumbent, Richard
Dowling. . .

. L, ] L . 0 *

About a month before the first Demo-
cratic primary, there occurred one of the
few truly decisive events in New Orleans
politics. All of the District Attorney candi-

. dales were invilldWw—an open-end pancl
discussion to be broadcast live on all four

LY :
’ Scrialization by permission of Clarkson‘t
Potter, Inc. From the GARRISON CAS|
A study ia the Abuse of Power—by Milton
E. Brener. Copyright, 199 by Milton E.

Brener.

television stations operating in the Ne
Orleans area. Dowling, acling on the advi
of his supporters that he had nothing to|
gain by offering himself as a live target for|
the various challengers, bowed out with a
prior out-of-town engagement. His absence
did Iittle, however, to abate the vigor of his
opponents’ attacks. .

Garrison said virtually nothing until well
into the program when, with the calm of a
man with little to lose, he began an authori-
tative discourse abont the current narcotics
problem, its roots, its scope, and the “in.
credible” failure of the incumbent fo attack
it. This was the first exposure of conse-
quence of the penple of New Orleans to the
beautifully modulated self-assured voice and
the superbly effective forensics of Jim Gar-
rison. - Garrison looked and spoke like a
District Attorney. And he had a captive
audience. -

The program not only finished Dowl-
ing, it all but eliminated Dymond as a
major candidate. But-Gsirison had project-

mcndous. Support developed; contributions
frickled in and TV appearances were possi-
ble. In cach of them, more and more volers
became fascinated by the image of this
giant of a man and his flawless delivery.

In the first primary Dowling fell far
short of the needed majority. Garrison was
a close sccond. Garrison won the second
primary by about 5,000 voles out of approxi-
mately 130,000 cast.

I spoke to Garrison about serving in a
part-time position on his. staff, one that
could be pursued without interference with
privale civil practice. He responded by ap-
pointing me to supervise prosecution of all
narcolics cases. In the course of my seven-
tcen months in his office, 1 was assigned
considerably more varied dutles, but neither
I nor most who had served on his staff
could find reason to complain about Garri-
son as a man fo work for. He was appreci-
ative and respectful of each man's efforts.

In May, 1962, Garrison and his staff
were sworn iffivviince? The major apprehen-
sion being voiced by his political opponents
and detractors was the tired complaint that
Garrison was lazy. This was going o.be a
do-nothing adminisiration.

Or so they said,

ed beautifully, and the response was tre-|

*—TAE” CRIMINAL COURT building In

New Orleans is & huge four-story stone
building occupying an entire square at the
intersection of two large avenues, Tulane
and Broad. - :

The building is often referred to by the
criminal practice {fraternity as “Tulane
and Broad.” The pious pronouncement
across jts imposing facade on Tulane Ave-
nue—“The Impartia} Administration of Just-
ice is the %oundaticn of Liberty"—has been
the butt countless jokes, sometimes
crude, somelimes clever, by those familiar
with the hit-and-miss nature of the adminis-
tration of criminal justice within. The build-
ing houses many public officeholders and
others who aspire fo unseat them.

Over the years Tulane and Broad has
assumed a character of its own. Those knowl-
edgeable in the pelty intrigues and jealous-
fes among ils occlpanisy—and with the
pressures of public interest in controver-
sial cases, can often sense the rise and fall
of fension by merely strolling the crowded
hallway. It has also been the scene of many
celebrated New Orleans trials, in several
of which participants in Garrison’s “assas-
sination probe™ have taken part.

L ] [, ] L g - N

Whe:, Garrison took office as District
Attorney in May, 1962, it was with the active
support of many in the building and with
wne goodwill of practically all.

But Garrison despised the system and
often appeared to look conlemptuously on its
members as petty, unprincipled men, un-
worthy of being treated on an equal basis.
His disdain for the other occupants of Tulane
and Broad made itself felt in a number of
minor but irritating ways. Though he was
tactless and a trifle arrogant, I felt, as did
most who knew Garrison, that his innate
honesly was genuine and beyond question,
The sceds for his abuse of office, it would
develop, lay elsewhere.

By virtue of his office, the District At-
torney is potentially the most powerful of
the public officials domiciled at Tulane and
Broad. That he is potentially the most pow-
erful in the city can be respectably argued.
However, until 1962 the full extent of his
strength had been convincingly impressed
neither upon the community in general nor
upon the politicians themselves. It lay large-
1y unused in the statute books. Not until the
advent of Jim Garristm—was the realization
driven home of the large extent o which
the D.A’s power had remained untapped.

The District Attorney in Louisiana can
charge.ary individual with any crime other

than a capital offense by the mtre—oigning
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of hfs name fo a bill of information ‘\
stroke, of the District Attorncy's.peny - .-
lineg._are_made. Individuals are publicly
embarrassed and compelled to undergo the
financial expense of bail and legal repre-
sentation and the emotional drain of public
trial. -This last cannot be fully compre-
hended, save by those who have experi-
enced it. Likewise, by the signing of his
name, the District Atforney can dismiss any
charge, ncluding capital charges; he need
not seek the permission of the court.

Then there is the Grand Jury, which s,
in truth, the District Attlorney’s toy. It is,
in modern America, an anachronism, a relic
from the legal Stone Age. :

- ™ W ge

Grand Juries in Orleans Parish are se-

lected for six-month terms by one of the

eight judges in the Criminal Court.

They hear all capital cases, as such
charges ean only be iried upon a Grand
Jury indictment. "In addition, they may hear
any other cases and likewise return an in-
dictment if they, feel the evidence so war-
Tanls. Proceedings are secret. Only the
-jurors and the District Attorney or his as-
sistants, without limit as to number, are
present to hear the witness, .

It is understandable that sccrecy of the
Proceedings is so zealously guarded for,
often. they are a travesty.

Except in rare instances, the Jury will
hear only those witnesses the District At-
torney wishes them to hear, They are pre-
conditioned by what the District Attorney
has told them of the matter under investiga-
tion. There is no judge to strike any of his
remarks as prejudicial. No representative
of the defendant or prospective defendant
is present; none of his witnesses will be
heard, except as the Jury might wish to
hear them. In this, as in all other matters,
most Grand Jurors will be guided by the ad-
vice of the District Atiorney. .

Hearsay and opinion evidence are the
rule, not the exception. There is no one to
object. Witnesses deemed hostile or untruth-
ful by the District Atlorney, arbitrarily or
otherwise, may be pointed out in advance,
Most judges will permit only one counsel for

i a side lo cross-examine a witness in the

course of a {rial. In the Grand Jury room,
. @ witness may be badgered by all 12 jurors,
- plus the District Attorney and as many of
.-his assistants as happen fo be present,

The prospective, defendant himself js
normally nol heard UNici»-he requests fit.

| to

f unpopular matiers. Charges against |
important public official or citizen, or §-
a controversial matter that the District 4.
torney wanted tried, were usually submitted -
to the Grand Jury. If indictment followed,
no one could criticize the District Attorney.
If the public clamored for the (iling of crim-
fnal charges that the District Allorney felt
were not warFanicd—er were politically un-
palatable, the case was submitted to the
Grand Jury. If a ng true bill was returned,
the District Atlorney’s skirls were clean.
Few realized and none dared say publicly
that the Grand Jury was, in practice, the
puppet of the District Attorney. -

Hence, if the Grand Jury was of benefit

to the District Attorney, it was in a negative
sense. The District Attorney is on the firing
line; and most wage a constant battle
against adverse publicity. The smart Dis-

. triet Attorneys have learned to live with the
press as they would with an untamed car-
nivorous animal. It was constantly fo be
sated and pacified with newsworthy items of
2 barmless or innocuous nature, and as long
as the animal lay sleeping, so much the bet-
ter. They would not arouse it.

But Jim Garrison did not think defen-
sively. No one had previously sought to use
either the news media or the Grand Jury

as offensive weapons. But all of that was

change.
3

GARRISON'S CRITICS {0 the contrary,
cerfain positive accomplishments must be
credited to him with respect to the internal
operation of his_office: His staff has built
an impressive recor prosecutions.

Responsibility for the routine adminis-
tration of the office, which is the prosecu-
tion of the thousands of cases, including mur-
der, rape, and robbery, as well as gambling
“and prostitution, was quickly delegated to
others almost in its entirety. For almost
immediately upon his entry into office, Gar-
rison demonsirated a preoccupation with
matlers whose genuine connection with the
legitimate function of his office has been
nara 1o aiscern. -

the subject of considerable publicity and the
infe‘rence by the public of corruptio?: was up-
deniably strong. However, those who knew

Most lawyers would stand aghast at any
snggestion that a elient suspected of crime
© should voluntarily appear before the Grand
| Jury. Testimony of a prospective defend-
' anl who has not been warned of his right
" 10 refuse to answer incriminating questions
and to sign a waiver of his rights may re-
sult in a dismissal of an Indictment brought
against him., .
° L L] L) °
Prior to 1962, mdst District Attorneys
used the Grand Jury primarily as a buffer
“between themsclves and saverse—criticism |

e

. The Author

MILTON E. BRENER was borg in New
Orleans and was graduated from Tulage Law
School In 1952, For almost four years he was
a first Heutenant fn the Judge Advocate Gen.
eral's Corps, stationed In Korea and Okin-
awa. After his discharge, he entered the

kas been iy private law practice since May,
1958, as 5 member, of Garon, Brener, Me-

Neely and Hart, Witk his_wife and four chil

. first years in office,

- ..

Tem, Mt Brener resldes In New Orleans. *

-
him had little reason to question the assist-
ant’s honesty. More o the point, however,
there was no evidence of corruption, nor
was any developed in the course of .the
Grand Jury inveshgalion relentlessly pur-
suced by Garrison, Notwithstanding a total
failure 1o develop evidence of bribery, Gar-
rison sought and obtained Grand Jury in-
dictments for “malfeasance in office”—a
loosely defined statute well-suited for use,
and frequently used, by Garrison during his
against those he deemed
political enemies.

The indictments garnered large head-
lines. The cases were dismissed by the
Court in July, 1962, -

L, ] L L ]

In early August, however, there followed
mine additional charges of malfeasance
against the same former assistant. The pur-
poried “malfeasance” consisted of routine
dismissals of other prosecutions in none of
which had there even been a suspicion of
<orruption. The new cases likewise wers
front-page news. Nothing further was heard
of these, however, and some were quietly
dismissed in the latter part of 1966

A few days following the multiple indict-
ments of the assistant, Garrison turned his
fire on Dowling himself. Dowling was the
subject of four Grand Jury indictments based
upon routine dismissals of cases by Dowling
during bis administration as District Attor.
ney, all for reasons apparenlly deemed in-
sufficient by his successor.

In his public response to the indictments,
Dowling suggestad thst. Garrison was seck.

- Ing publicity. :

For several months Garrison’s Investiga-
tors, accompanied by some of his assistants,
were staging nightly raiding parties on Bour-
bon Street while Garrison loudly proclaimed
war on vice and vowed to clean up the
street. There were many who, almost as
Joudly, Insisted that Garrison was motivated
more by a passion for publicity than by re-
vulsion at the rampart B-drinking that Mour-
ished along the street.

The Dowling frdictinenls were promptly
thrown out as stating no criminal offense
recognizable in Jaw. Despite Garrison's an-
nounced intention to appeal, no appeals were
taken, .
A . L, "~ e

Meantime, Garrisan's crusade agalnst
sin continucd with increasing Intensity.
Nightly raids against honky-lonks and clip
Joints along a certain segment of Canal
Street, the city’s main stem, paid off pela-
tively quickly when the clubs folded in the

1face of repeated arrests of employees and
ithe consequent expense and Interruption of
tbusiness, '§. . T P

The Bourbon Strect clubs were mars fon
midable, however, and the attacks were trsl- |
Iy Umogrthe law, one pulssted bs o
prove any expenditure by Gurrires frurs O -
“fines and ‘fogs™ And whick was wef 1o

L
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“--onlanen Vo uke Jhuges 'p(-rmnany“n' nk"oﬁa“"‘mr‘:‘-‘fﬁh;‘cﬁ?ﬁ o RO L et o Fa
—~PeIed conditions in the Parish Prison.or eXythe - . They were undoubledly .
. _xcessive vacalions, the response was J v a repelilion of the Garrisoo- .
st moderate under fhe circumstances, Jbn%, ; debate. They were lo be surprised
' ; . gently taking Garrison ullsel:l f'or inle:; G";: “ui?ppoinled.cel"oll:w::ngt w
*nance’ this crusade, . . perale statements. They ca! | for an >eneral’s announcemen i "" *.
ireticent about revea';?ndx %:rl:islgnn;m;l:u el;e vesligation by the Bar Association into the um"r;zzed,}‘Organ‘: asdeorn b f]eetm .
‘;mes- The fodges suspended ol au ethics of Garrison's blast. | ' Garrison Wi~y —convicted. He was.
0! ions of funds until ire Court )
ri:turned fls-om vacation- in ‘(’)]celo?el:.re Garri- u‘:;dgte m“‘i;;“&}:ﬁ":“‘:rm:;%mg gﬁ:c::swc:gct‘msn;g ﬂ'\?r'sedmllvty‘ot;‘:
son made a personal $5,000 loan from a Jocal Tetired from t . United States Supreme Court in ear] :
' bank i h ears of service (and whose vacancy had p Couw early 1965.21
e e o o, b e b s sn, Ml e i 10l A, 3 S s e
penditures would be approved except by a oWn public stalement fo the effect that any 173 7 B CO:;" :eversalj“fd{%leswhe;d mag'
majority vote of all judges. blame for the crowded conditions of the Or- m:nce of the convicti ; ou,e l::'uisia -
" The first Inkling 1 had of the consider. leans Parish Prison must rest with the Dis- Q7eR B 0 R O A0 T on the °
 able friction that was developing was Gar- trict Attorney. The statement was factual unconslit':xtimalit ; of the defamation statute
' rison’s announcement at a siafl meeling in tone and attempted fo explain the opera- Insofar as it a lyied to defamation of public -
- that he had finally located the trouble at tional deﬁﬁe{‘ci&‘,‘" tg:"’m“"ﬁmggd“’l‘“ officials, such ‘;2 the judges. In such ;’L‘,e.,
c'l‘ol:llsa;;aacr;d 3;2::' u;'e‘l'tjnsgz eiss.;h;r:iii.;ya were ;f""“s""e or the increasing backiog said the United States bigh court, there must
piracy 1 . proof of actual malice. Such proof, ac- ~
.+ administration.” N Garrison responded publicly:
L On October 31st Garrison retaliated with The judg:spo;'\ave Taw made it elo-
Ca hammer blow. At noon he gave an after-  quently clear where their sympathies lie
. dinner specch to a Jewish Temple Brother- in regard to aggressive vice investiga-
hood. He had had the foresight to invite rep-  tions by refusing 1o authorize use of the
; sentatives of the local television stations to  P.A’s funds to pay for the cost of clos-
. be present. That evening, large headlines ing down the Canal Street clip joints.
- Informed the city of Garrison's afler-dinner  This raises inleresting questions about
:i remarks to the effect that the Parish Prison  the racketeer influences on our eight va-
was becoming dangerously overcrowded with  ¢ation-minded judges . . . The efficiency
| Pprisoners awailing trial—the reason being ° and dispatch with which the judges of
. that the eight judges of the Criminal Dis- e present court stopped my undercover
trict Court were running a “vacation rack-  jpvestigation of B-drinking and the re-
- et.” They were, he said. eriouing 206 holi-  golve which they demonstrated in their
days a year, not counting legal holidays like  yniform opposition to any continued vice
“All Saints’ Day, Huey Long's Birthday,  jnvestigation by this office would glad-
Memorial Day, and St. Winterbotiom’s Day,”  den the heart of any efficiency expert.

while prisoners languished in jail. d infuriated. A1l eigh
Singled out for special attack was Judge The judges were infuriated. Al eig "

, , . . - famation.  DBature. Cocke refused and an indictment of
| J. Bernard Cocke with whom a bilter feud signed 2 cﬂarrgsee :; :l;;;‘:):\;‘ll‘yie ;i"‘a.‘ j by malleasance followed. Judge Cocke was

. was developing. . { :
: Althougll: fnost among the Bar and Garrison's First Assistant Frank Kiein, Gar- promptly acquitted. The acquittals were ex-

i . I ;.

. ..

cording to the Court, was lacking. -

Meantime, during the pendency ol his
defamation trial Garrison had turned to two
trusty weapons, the Grand Jury and the mal-
feasance statute, fo gain some measure o
vengeance against his major antagonist,
Judge Bernard Cocke. Cocke had asked a
witness in the course of a preliminary hear-
ing in open court if his, the witness’s, tes-

- timony had been the same before the Grand -
Jury. For this the Judge was ciled for con-
tempt of the Grond lury. Then shortly
following his conviction for defamation, Gar-
rison sent an assistant disfrict attorney with
a voucher for undercover work in connec-
tion with Garrison’s Bourbon Street cam-
paign to Judge Cocke to scek Cocke'’s sig-

_ among the polilicians and habitues of the

. building considered the attack to be unjusti-

¢ fied, such individuals are relatively few in

© number and fogether with relatives and

i close friends do not constitute a potent fac-

" tor in any election. The bulk of the 200,000

i registered voters of New Orleans, as else-
where, consists largely of men and women

. 100 preoccupied with the daily necessity of

| earning a living to read-teyond headlines,

! The workings of government and of courls

. remain a mystery. They are often decply

suspicious of all who constitule a part of

this incomprehensible apparatus. 'l‘l}c mo-

tives and honesty of men in public life are

forever suspect fo countless citizens who

deem them onreal people living in an un-

real world known only through newspapers

and television. .

e What was becoming increasingly c]gar to

“*1 many was Garrison's remarkable ability to

"1 respond to the prejudices and misconceptions

of the great mass of voters beyond the circle

in which he worked and lived. .

The judges, Indeed, were in a dilficalt
position. Beyond pointing out that the at-

1
4

tack was molivaled by their refusal to per- .

mit Garrison to “fhrow money away with

rison having determined that it was base/pected even by Garrison, but the humiliation

Jess. The judges called in Louisiana's At

iTlion, ¢ r- [
forncy General, Jack Gremillion, to tup:;‘ - ently sufficient.

felt that such almost childishly’

sede Garrison and to file and prosecute

charges of defamation. Gremillion acceptet

the resquest, claiming that the “integrity o
the judiciary is at
Ponder of Many,
to hear the case.

stake.” Judge Willian
Louisiana, was assignet

to his antagonist of being forced to sit at
the bar as a common criminal was appar-

"1 had
punitive measures and blatant zbuse of the
Grand Jury would cause wide public con-
demnation. Again I had overestimated the
public and underestimated Garrissv—-Swen

held the irascible Cocke realized that in the eyes

both hands” and that he had never com- : -

, 1963, the trial was ! ; '
One':yJ;:,eu:hrZ judgae raraded to the stam of the Eubhc Garrison had mdwb@y won
to assure the Court and the public tha again. o
they were not shirking their duties and that R S .
they were not at all influenced by racket- e
ecrs. The cross-examination, badly handled
by Garrison’s friend and alforney, Donald
Organ, was often embarrassing. That #
amounted o something less than prool of
racketeering influences, or that there was
not a whisper concerning such inMuences
on fully hall of the judges, was of no mo- . R
ment to most of the public. The judges took Coamet
their lumps willingly in anticipation of Gar- -
rison's own appearance on fthe wilness

nd. .
On the day the prosecution was fo close




