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R Garrison and Warven:

Anybhing in Common?

When, in February of this yesr, New Orieans Districh Attorney Jim Garrison
asswed the piublic thet he had "solved® the enigma of the Kennedy assassination
and gave us his word of honor that he would make arrests anc. obtain convictions,
he certainly sounded like g sincere man who knew what he wac. talling about,

Mot only his personal style was reassuring but also his spesidng, not as a private
man or amateur researcher, bub as a law officer. Fere secmed to be a man who had
no ideological incentive to reject the Warren Comuission's indings and whose
conelusions derived from ns critical general view of the U.S. power structure;
here was a cop who, having come 2cToss criminal evidence, wes determined to
proceed professionally., Hr. Garrison was no social philosopher, no social
eritiec, and no political dissenter. IHe was a district abborney and acted as such.
And 88 such, he seemed to be adding a new dimension o tie dissent from tls
Herren findings: positive evidential mszterial was soon 4G supercede negabive
analytical conjscture.

Promises on record, the district attorney made his first move by arresting
Clay Shaw on a charge of conspiracy Lo assassinate the late President. In going
about justifying this charve, Lr. Garrison aupesred to be priceeding with all
too understandable caution, Certainly, he would not let haste ruin his cage.
Certainly, he would not let premsture legal steps coffer an onportunity for the
enemies of truth to block its exposure. Theso imputations appeared to Justify
a patiently tolerant attitude toward Mr. Garrison. #hen he produced witnesses
of as questionable s character and csliber as Perry lusso and Vernon Bundy,
one "knew" by instinet that surely this was not o1l the distidict abtorney had
up his sleeve and that he was merely exposing then non-essential; perhaps
ever: expendable, part of his evidence. The real, cverwhelming truth was yet to
comes Garrison, while in court presenting the fringes, must be nasterminding
such an expose as would preclude foilure by intrigue, suppretsion, or violence.
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he Big Case was in Garrison's hands and before long would he fully lnown.
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Then faetors bezan to emerge that dd not quite square with this view of the
Garrison investication and the presumptions that formed a part of it bays of
walbing for the Uip Disclosure grew imto weeks and then monbhs. Tho convergence

of disquieting symptoms sharpened an observer's critical faculty in reviewing
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Garrigon's performance and in registering mem its new phases. The rclisbility
of new wilnesses was by no means bebtber than that of the fisst onesy characters
were paraded each of whom was in one way or another wulnerasle to mamipulation
or blaclmail. The thin web first assumed to be the nere Jringes of the body
of Garrison's evidsnce was now emerging as its heart. Thes wers signs of
growing desperation on his part, such as distressingly ireguent accusations of
attempis to ‘n€flience or outrisht coerce witnesses. The distriet attorney's
"gscilentific® methods, sich as administration of sodiwnm pentothal, use of
hypnosis, and lie detsctors, on witnesses, hardly bespoke a man sware of the

differences between scientifically determined evidence and blael MACLC.

Cop or Hesemrcher?

At the same time, ¥r. Carrison was ever more heavily relying on independent,
private researchers of the piblished evidence. These people fall basically into
two categeries: atudents of the veleased Hearings and Fxhitits of the “urren
Commission and other related evidence, and political hypotheesizers.,  Carrison
wanted them all in his corner and carcfully cultivated theiz frierdship and
support,  He has been doing Lhis with such determined solicitude as o suggast
dependgggg on their work. Indeed, he seems to hnve become one of them.

Evidential analysis and informed spceulation arg, of course, perfeetly
legitimate, nay, indispensable, sreoceupations in criminal cases, specially
when involving the most powerful country's most powerful man. Those who have
underteken these ostraciasm-inviting tasks will everritually be thanked by
nistorians. Bub ¥Mr. Cerrisonis own ereriency in this capacity is disillisioning,
For he was not %o be & social ciitic, nor even an znalyst of the 26 Warren
Commission volimesy; he had promised ue not speculation, howsver intelligent and
plausible, bub an official investipator's solubion of a mystary, prosecution of
the guilty. and vindication of evidence in due mocess of lav,

The more Garrison was quoling the irmdependent researchers, displaying equel
attention for sericus and Brivolous people, the more did ther reciprocate.

Often mocked and estracized, mony of ©hese individusls derivud desperately needed
Teassurance irom personal closensss Lo a man in office and power, Flattered,

some did not remember to demand Irom Garrison and hig evidence such rigorous
standards of objectivity as they criticized the Warren Commission for not having.
They were basking in the power shiractions of bie ¥ only law enforcement officer
in the eountry who would show thom respect, and that was enough for some, at legst,
to be loss procedurally meticulous and ethi ally demanding than they had been

whan Tacing sdversarics,
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in some instances by people with considerabls mastery of imjersonstion and

mpresgive asequaintafoe with the voluminous agssassination eridence,
Their sagerness to be *used," in dramatic press conferences, for instance,
was only thinly veiled in a pretense of being in personzl dunger.
This publication, as others that have been exposed to these vhony characters,
concluded thet they had been trained and delegated by some authority to trick
the critics of the Warren Report into compromising themselves and their
eriticism,

It 1s concelvable that Jim Garrison did fall into the irap which other
people were smart emough to avold. It is equally conceivable thet once mublicly
commitbed, be kept sinking into the trap ever deeper, becom.ng a case rather than
solving one, But whether or notem suweh is in fact the gencsis of the Garrison
investigation, wore than ir. Uarrison!s personal future depends on its outcoume.
Having received more public notice than any other non-believer in Varren,
¥re Garrison, if finally compromised, may well take with hin a great deal of
the npopuler distrugh of the solitary assassin theory. lowever unfoundsd
such & reaction, it is nonetheless likely. Indeed, such precisely mey have
been the intent of whomever zot Garrison inbto these deep walers in the Tirst
clace.
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7idual should be allowed to serve as « foolproof Iishtning

rod for the ¥arren story tellers. However cownter-product:ve his involvement

in the case, this does not add even one iota of evidence in Tavor of *he

Harren Report. That tale is discredited irrelevant of wholher or not the Warren
critics will ever produce positive evidence as to what really harppened in Dallas
on Hovember 22, 1963. Whether posttive evidence will be produced does not merely
depend on the astulteness or correctness of the Warren critics. Hor does it depend
exciusively on ibs potential availability. It alsc devends on the effectiveness of

the conspiracy to preclude disclosure. Other historic conspiracids are lmown to

have rensined effective for a period of four, fourteen, or Torty years., Some
probably remeined effective forever, [or who could =llege bigt every 1lrst political
assagsination in history has in the end been resolved?  The fact “hat Jin
tarrison may not have resolved this parbicular one, least of a1l sugpests thab

flarl Warren has. The ¥Warren theory is mw discredited Ly virtue of its own
presumptions, lnconsistencies, ané fallscies,  wen ab worst, Cerrisonts investipation

may merely tuwn oub to he as compromised as VWarrents investigation has been,



