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Whe Edttor 
“Re Minority of One 
485 Pennington Avenue 
-@assaic, New Jersey 07055 

s "The Minority of One" ts, in my opinion, a periodical of the 

greatest significance. This nation has been increasingly deprived 

by the news media of any point of view other than the official one. 

The unanimity, during these cold war years, with which the press 

has directed what we are allowed to kAnow and what must be concealed 

from us has been a blatant exercise of power and control. The 

cruelties and deceptions perpetrated by "the people in high places" 

have not only rarely been questtoned by the news medtay but they 

have been accepted and even heralded. For this reason, "The 

Minority of One” is a unique and necessary organ which affords 

the American people the opportunity of examining the other side 

of the coin. It has fastidiously thrust into debate the great 

issues of our time and has, with perspicacity and devotion to 

objectivity, searched for truth. 
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It was with great dismay, therefore, that I read "Garrison 

and Warren: Anything in Common?” in the October issue, for this 

is a subject upon which I feel personally qualtfied to comment, 

having devoted the last three years of my life to a study of the 

Kennedy assassination. In this article, the standards of ob- 

jeetivity and honest challenge which I have come to expect from 

"The Minority of One” are sadly missing. | 
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To begin with, there can be no responsible analogy drawn 

between Warren and Garrison. Time will not permit me to elaborate 

on why this is so but the simple fact is that the verdict on the 

work of the Warren Commission's case is already in, we have seen 

the evidence and we have been able to evaluate it for the de- 

ception that it is - whereas Mr. Garrtson's case has yet to be 

tried, we have not seen his evidence, and the verdict has not 

been handed down. I will not here belabor the comparison 

between a powerful governmental commission with the support of 

every investiga@tive agency in the country at its disposal (to 

say nothing of the entire news media, with few exceptions) - 

gro. and.a single individual tna restricted jurisdictional sttuation 

¢ ~* who has been the victim of overt governmental and media inter- — 

5 nifereance and suppression. That there are troublesome aspects of 

"4". the Garrison investigation, thus far, is undentable. Mf. Garrtls 

6. has’ developed some seemingly questionable wttnesses and eviden-.- 

( Satary material. J do not quarrel with T.M.0.'s contentton on 
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that score. £ do question are some of the statements made 
tn the articl. ‘ch I Know to be q misrepresentation of the facts. 

For example, the statement "Garrison wanted them all (in- 
‘dependent researchers) in his corner and carefully cultiucted 
their friendship and support” is qa total mtsrepresentation, at least insofar an J am concerned. Quer the Past five or six months I have gent numerous communtcations to Mr. Garrison and 

had I not taken the precaution of sending them "Return Receipt Requested", I would never have known that they had reached their 
destination. Mr. Garriscn, at no time, responded to my comnents, 
Just two weeks ago, I finally received a letter from him thanking 
me for my accumulated matlings. JI am not the only researcher to 
have experienced thi. luck cf immedtute PeSLeNnse. I know of Several cthers who have also offered Mr. Garrison suggestions Jrom time to time fo whom he has not responded. (I do not con- Sider this dtscourtesy on Ais part; I recognize that he is be- Steged by such mail, and that he has Overwhelming demands on his time, ) WOw, then, can "The Htrcrtty of Cne" categorically State that Ae Az; “care fuily cultivated” our iriendship and Support? 9. the ot'tep wand, Er. Gurrison can hardly be criticized 
for summoni 9 farel] weisbercz, Ruy Nureus ana Vincent Salandrtg fo appecr & fore i} > Grand ury in New Crleans for the Purpose Of rcveclin, the re iwlts of their research on the case. On the contrart he would iano le, remiss, in my opinica, kad he not. quatied in elf of th O; Orfunity to study and assimilate the excellen «di Forta t contributions made by these gentlemen in the inte est. of ¢ tracting certain vaste truths about the assassination. dAad ho rot done so, he might conceivably have 2een charged with :tas ond eerogunce tn his approach. 

For inotaer example, "The Wincrity of One" Says "there are Several criteria Of wudgnent which Mr. Garrison cannot escape... Procrastination ray rot serve as escape from responstbility, and io d’str et C ‘loi wey miy be allowed infinite time to sud— ftan tat or with ’ra, hts cherges". These Statements would Lzad the reader ¢ be.ieve t.at it is Bp, Garrison who is €scazing from his Presper stbitity by Procrastinating about the trial and by purposely i warting it toward an indefinite resolution. This is q comp .ete distortion of the facts, for tt is the defense which has demanded first that the charges be quashed, next that there be a change of venue, and the fact that the trial, once scheduled for late October, is now post- poned until January has been due to the efforts of Mr. Shaw's attorneys and not to any attempts on the Part of Mr. Garrison. 
_ There are other Statements in the article whitch are less than truthful. My purpose in writing this Letter is not to plead the case for Hr. Garrison. TI do not know what evidence 
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he has or hus not. nu reason why, however, when judges 
and grand jurtes: f » tetent cause to bind a man over for 
trial, the Distric. ~.6€yY Should not be allowed ts proceed 
witr Ais case and ic .°. «4 or fall on the evidence presented 
ina courtroom. 

What sadsens me i. that a periodical whizh has earned the 
most profound respect jor its singular integrity, Courage ml 
honur has allowed its prejudice against the tuctices vj the 
District Attorney of New Orleans to besmirch its repuiation 
for uncompromising representution of the facts. 

Very sincerely, 

angie raid 
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