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PAGE ONE, PART I
Sunday, September 24, 1967

WABC -TV

Mmmm%m:ijEmm,mmmmlT%xmadynmmcmﬂamme
with the men and women who shape events in the metropoliﬁan area,
On Part I today our guest is New Orleans District Attorney Jim
Garrisonl Mr., Garrison will be interviewed by Chahnél 7T newsnen
John Schubeck, Milt Lewis, and John Parsons. Here is your Moderatqr,
Bill Beutel,

BEUTEL: Good afternoon. After the aséassination of
President John F, Kennedy almost four yéars ago the Warren Commission
concluded that Lee Harvey Oswald, acting alone, shot and killed
President Kennedy, firing three shots from a rifle from a window in

the Texas Book Depository Building in Dallas, Texas, This explanation

of the assassination of President Kennedy is officially accepted by

the Federal Government and by most people. But Jim Garrison, the

District Attorney of New Orleans, does not accept this explanation.

Mr, Garrison believes there was a conspiracy to kill President Kennedy,
that five or six shots were fired at the President by at least four

gunmen who were assisted by several other people, Mr. Garrison be-

lieves Lee Harvey Oswald was not a part of the conspiracy and did not

shoot President Kennedy, Mr. Garrison also says that some of the

police in Dallas, Texas, were a part of the conspiracy.,
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Mr. Garrison has made arrests 1n connection with his in-
vestigafion, and he secgred an indictment against Clay Shaw of New
Orleans_for'his-alleged role in the alleged cbnSpiracy.

Jim Garrison's rather vocal dilsagreement with the Warren
Commission's Report has raised a lot of cont?oversy and that is why he
1s our guest this afterncnn on PAGE ONE.

‘Welcome tovPAGE ONE, Mr. Garrison. We will begin the guestio
ing with John Schubeci.

SCHUBECK: Thank you, Bill. Mr, Garrison, yau are in the
midst of what could ?ery well be o»= o the most important investiga-

tions in the history of the United States. Are you in New York in

" connection with this investigation? Ir net, what are you in the city

for?

GARRISON: Well, I'm in New York for several reasons. One
of them is in connection with the investigation, to g0 over some
pictures with a film expert who has been working on the case, _Another
reason is in‘cqnnection with the recent article in Playboy, because 1
had an opﬁortunity to try and communicate some of the issues in the case

The third reason is some personal business,

SCHUBECK: Did you receive any payment £xmm for the Playboy
article?

GARRISON: No, and I do not accept money, personal money, fror

any source in connectlion with the investigaticﬁ;

SCHUBECK: Do you think you derived any political benefitz frc
this Playboy article?
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GARRISON: Political benefit -- I don't think there is any .

political;benefit for a Democrat in fhe South, trying to show that

the Administfa$10n's position 1s entirely wrong in the assassination.v
Furfhermare, when you come from a southern state like -

Louislana, which is a very Conservative state, and you happen to have

_found out that a numbef of the individuals involved in the assassination

are Minutemen, I do not think there is any political benefit to anyone
in the: plcture. But I might add finally it does not matter because
I have no interest in politics,

vLEWIS: On the questicn o 7inances, which you mentioned a‘
moment ago, sir, aIxE on the occasi%ms youlave gone to Las Vegas who
picked up the tab? | |

GABRISON: On the occasions I héve gone to Las Veéas,they
were when I was going in connection with eithef District Attorneys
Conference or busiﬁess along those 11ne$u' Cn three different occaslons

when I went to the window and wanted to check out I was told that you

- are a guest of the Sands. All you have to do is pay the phone bills

and valet and other things., And I have learned separately that that
is what they do with public dfficials. Since I do not gamble and have
no other business at the SanGS'I_did not regard it as significant, and
don't kﬁikx now.
'LEWIS: You do not think it compromises you in any way, siré
GARRISON: No, I don't think 1t does because we cleaned up
every racket in the city of New Orleans without exception, and I don't

have_tovworry about that, If I had some connectfaﬁ with the mob, as
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they say, and had to worry about it I would not go there. But I do not
have to %orry about it.

LEWIS:' Well, on that score, was a Lieutenant of Carlos -
Marcello, who is by repute the big Marfla boss down there, did he
arrange for you to stay out there?

GARRISON: Nobody ever arranged for me to stay.at the Sands.
The only times I have ever been there afe when I just own the spur of
the moment decide 1f I am golng to Los Angeles or Phoenix I go by wayl
of Las Vegas a# and spend a few days at the‘Sands, No one has ever
invited me. I have nevér been o ...mew of_the mobs of any kind, I dé
not know Carlos Marcello, I have never seen him. I have no connection
with him, It makes a gcod news story, but it Jjust does not happen to
be the truth |

PARSONS: Mr, Garrison, you said a few moments ago that while
you were in New York City you are going over some pictures in connectlor
with the probe. Can you be more speciflc as to what you are dolng here
in connection with the’pfobe?‘

GARRISON: _Thefe ls a man,.who presumably will not mind my
mentioning has name, who has done ploneer work in connection with
gathering pictures, both film and stili shots, His name is Richard
Sprague., I guess he is-the top:exbert in the country in gathering
filﬁs in regard to the ass&séination, I am going to be with him,whilé
I am here,. o

PA&SQNS‘ 'Neilr iﬁéofar as you have b@én with him ahd you have

looked over any plctures have you dlscoveraa anything new that you can
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. valuable because it gives, 1% 4s a

tell.ﬁs abogt now?

;fGARRISON: Well, I will give you Just an example. There are
80 many thiﬁgs, the most importanf things tht are developed are the
structure'iﬁ the sense that you develop the timing, using the
Zapruder films as base, I can gilve you an xXg example that 1s'rather
interesting, for ohe.

The last time you were here we located a picture taken when

the police had just brought the rifle out of the book depository and’
‘are holding it up. You see police gathered around a number of civiliahs

and it is a real 1nteresting pictic o . What makes it so interesting 1is

- that the rifie does not have a féiescopic sight on it. Of course,

Oswald's did, ' We determined that this rifle had been brought over

to the deposgitory approximately five minutes after one, roughly f£iwsm
twenty-five minutes before Oswald's rifle was found, in quotes. But
the rifle initially brought over to the dépositOry had no télescopic
sight on it at all.

PARSONS ;s Havé'ydu found anything new, anything this time
since you have been in New York?

GARRISON: I have not met with him yet.

BEUTEL: The basils of your éxamination wlll be the Zapruder
£ilm altogether? o

GARRISON: No.‘ I have been through the Zapruder film, both
live and stills, I did not mean to imply that ﬁhaﬁ 1s what we are here

for, I meant that the Zapruder film has turned out %o be particularly

& basic ref@rﬁnae with regard to‘t;me.
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In other words, it givesbthe time frame within which shots were filred,
and froﬁ-that Sprague has been able to determine almost exactly when
other diffefent pictures were téken -~ the Muchmore, tne Muchmore
picture and the Nix and all the others, using the Zapruder films as a
base,

BEUTEL: Your mo®t recent charge vis a vis the assassination

~ is that there were members of the Dallas police force involved in

the assassination. 'Now ydu didn't exactly spell that out to my knows=
ledge. What were they doing in the assassination?

GARRISON: -wéll, Bil1, =stcally T must say first of all it
is quite clear most of tﬁe Dallst Police Force consists of good police
officers who aré not involved ih‘any way. Having-made that polint I
want to say that it has been apparenﬁ fér a»lbng time that there were
some individuals who were involved in what happened in Dealey Plazé,
were connected»with whaf happened to Officer ﬁxggxxxx Tippit, par-
ticularly 'with leading the other poiice cars astray by the use of a
police radio in Oak Cliff; and of course_#ith the execution of_Oswaid
by Jack Ruby dn’Suﬁday. 'Therevaee some police individuals involved in
these actions,'ana we have known thils for somé time, although while "
we had men workihg in Dallas it was not exactly wise to brihg it out,

BEUTEL : Weil, did these police individuals that you refer

to, were they in on the conspiracy before the fact of the conspiracy

\or did they Just get in on it and do whatever ﬁhey & did after the con-

spiracy, after the asb3851nation?
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| GARRISONE No, no. Before the fact. They are part of the.

pre-exis%ing Structure before the fact. And these pérticular police
officers are 'individuals connected witﬁ the Minutemen Organization.

PARSONS : Have you discussed this conspirac& of yours with
these officers?" Have you iﬁterrogated them?. Do you plan to?

GARRISON: You mean have I gone ovér to Dallas?

PARSONS: Have you sent your man over? |

GARRISON: To interrogate them? No. |

PARSONS: Do you intend to? |

GARRISON: No. |

PERSONS: Do you intenc to zxm pull them in?

GARRISON: No; |

SCHUBECK: How about your man in Dallas, did he talk to the
policemen? | |

GARRISON: These individual policemen? Certainly not.

PARSONS: Do you intend to arrest them? What do you intend
t3%1th them? | B ‘ 9

GAREISON: I don‘t inteﬁd to do‘ahything at the moment
except totry and bring out some of the additlonal facts 80 other

people intevested in the ¢case can have a better understanding of what

'happened.

LEWIS: Mr. Garrison, let me nail this down. Are kEwsm these:
Dallas policemen stillflembers of ‘the Dallas police force?
GARRISGN' Seme of them are and some of them are not

LEWIS: WEIK now, by you pubiicizinv this don't you think you
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are hurting your case by 1étt1ng}John Smith know I have got an eye on
you? | ‘

GARRISON: There 1s no question about it. Anyihing you do in
this sort of activity has a plus factor and a minus factor and a cal-
culated risk. But again, I am interested -- I have to wear two hats
In this sort of situation because this case 1s not Just of interest to
the people of New Orleans., I have to wear one as a prosecﬁtor, so you
Cwill find me saying nothing about Mr. Shaw, whom'we have tc presume is
innocent, |

On the other hand, bensu?e we have learned things and I think-
the country has a right te kno#; T try to publicize certain things thaﬁ
will-let everybody in America know what happened- to the extent that it
will nqt hurt the case, And thisfie a ealculated risk in this case,
but I think the point is well made.

PARS@NS: Aren't you reelly saying, Mr., Garrison, that>yod
IKZIEEE%E%EXXEE that some members of the Dallas police force are in-
volved but you don‘t have proof? Otherwise you would obviously arrest
them.

GARRISON: No. We have proof, but T can't go in Dallas and
arrest anybody. I have no arreeting authority in Dailas. All I can
do with regard to 1ndividuals outside the jurisdiction is when 1t be-
comes clear, that other 1nvolvement, and 1is timelyg I will bring it
out so that if the people_in thatvgurisdiction want something done

about it they can do it. But I oan't arrest anyone in Dallas any more
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. than I can in New York.

'SCHUBECK: You have 'madea"tteﬁqpts in the past to bring people
to the Bar of Justice in your area, in yoﬁrljurisdictiun; Why haven'f
you done this in the case bf the Dallas pplicemen?

GARRISON: Because for two yEx reasons. Aren't you aware
that our attempts %o bring‘péopie back to the Bar of Justlce have
been unsygccessful? We have.never had extraditionltrouble before, but 
we have.been shown that we'can't do 1t.

Secondly, these individuals that we try to bring back are
imvolved in actions in our jurisdiecti~sn. These individuals on the
Dallas pollce force are not active i our jurlsdiction. However, we
have established thelr involvement in the assassination, so I raise the
point so that if the Dallas people want‘to lock into it they know -
that there is a-- |

PARSONS: You say the District Attorney in Dallas would not
accept your information?

GARRISQN:‘ I_dén't want to get in a fight ﬁith Henry Wadg
because 1£ accomplishes nothing. i am simply éaying that 1t has been.
quite clear for a long time,that’individuals of‘fhe Dallas police
force who were associated with the Minutemen are involved. And anyone.
in Dallaé, or anyone in the reSi of the country that wants to see a
specific examplg@an turn, can go to their 11brary and look at the
Warren Commission Exhibits, They can leook at the Sawyer Exhibitx and

watchg the activ1ties of Gar 223 in the way that Car 223 pulls away

from the ghurch of the Abundant Light where the individual who killed
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‘Tippit ran, puxi=d pulls him away from the Marsallas Library, pulls

him away again when they start to go back. 223, whoever man 223 is,
1s just one edeple of the involvement of the Dalles wwilce,

| BEUTEL: Have you given Henry Wade the names -- if you know
the names and identity of the Dallas police involved in Car 223, or.
involved in whatever connection they might be involved, according to¥
your information, have you given Henry Wade the names of these people?

| GARRISON: Bill, let me save some time and give Jou the short

'answer. The Dallas establishment, certain ind1v1duals of the Dallas
establishment, including some of, & few of the oll rich men who have
long control over the Dallas eat&tlishment are involved in the
assassination of the Pregident, and it would be a waster of time to

talk to any individuals in Dallas about‘it. Obvilously there is no

~interest in their doing anything about iv, and I do not propose to get

in a fight with any single individual. But it has been perfectly plain
for years that they consider the matter closed.

BEUTEL: Did we heaf you correctly? Did you say that therev
were certain oil magnates in Dallas who were part of the assassination
plot?

GARRISOK: Fiﬁanced and sponsored, vEes .

BEUTEL: You haven't named those people yet,

GARRISON: I don't bropese to name any of those people until
well after the Shaw trial. | "
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LEWIS: Mr, Garrison, at the outset you sald there were at
least théee people involved. Later on you sald at least five people . -
involved. ﬁater on you sald at least seven people invdlved. And néwi
this past wéek you havé broughﬁ in members of the Dallas policev
department.,

| Numbér one»Q

BEUTEL: Today, the oil people.

»LEWIS: --how many members of the Ballas police department :
so far as you suspect are involved in this alleged coné@iracy?

GARRISON: I will not am-owe your question. You see;_you '

o

are concerned about specifics, and 1% bothers you that I know more

il ER I & a E Bl E m
.

about thé case than I knew some months ago. = I might learnAin the
next six months as a result of our inveétigation that instead of a
hundred people, three hundred are inv01ved,vif so, I will tell the
truth. We don't take a position and hold ourselves to it like con-
crete. | |

Furthermore, I do not think you are right in youf recitation
that it has been a steadyprogression as it contin@ed. From the outset

it had been obvious that there were more than three people involved

&,«;;m AT ‘ ‘. ,‘. , , E

in the cbnspiracy. There are more than three people involved 1in New -

Orleans alone, and that has been obvious,

LEWIS: You'know, one/of-the great district aﬁtorneys Of,_:
 the Unlted States, and I think you wlll recognize this, is a man by

therame of Frank S. Hogan, And he nevefvtells you'nothing. How do
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expect, sir, by your making thése disclosures withéut naming people,
how can ybu‘p@saibly conclude your case successfully? |
GAﬁEISOﬁ: Because I ha%e a problem, as I ssiu befdre,_ofj 
communicatioh.' I disclose nothing about mf case, With ;egard to the
Shaw case my policy has'been the same as Frank Hann; It you go
through-my'statements to the press.you will find from the time I

arrested Mr, Shaw I have had nothing to say that would infer that he

was gullty. I have said agaln and again that he is presumed to be

innocent., All I am trying to do is get the word out that there is a

problem here, The people of the rountly have rot been told the truth.

I think it is my duty to do that., I think that Frank Hogan would
probably do the same thinga i do not think he has had & parallel case.

LEWIS: I beg to differ with jou, but go ahead.

GARRISON: Well, I don't.know Frank Hogan. I donot think hev
has had a parallel case, | |

BEUTEL: Mr. Garrison, I think growing out of Milt Lewis's‘
gquestion is tThis question: Wouldn't it have been wiser in terms of
evidence, et cetera, and}publicity, to have walted until you had a full
package»in the case to.come‘ug with any g£h%§ rather than come up with

it plece by piecé and run into obstacles all along the way that pre-

7 yents you from=--

GARRISON: It would be much wiser., It would be infinitely =

'L wiser if we lived in a dream waxek world in,the best of all possible o

worids. But this day would never have arisen.
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BEUEEL: Weli the point that Milt was making I think 1s that
this 1is wﬂatfthe DA*S that we in New‘Yorkhknow wolld have done. Frank
Hogaﬁ would;efor example, have a package and he would piresent 1t to a

Grand Jury, get an indictment--

- i \ | | ‘
. y

GARRISON: No one in this case would have survived to get

such.a package. No one in the world. By the time it was known you

,:
?
]

were workihg??t you would have been interrupted. We have had every
kind bf.obstacle conceilvable., But because we burst into ths spotlight
before it was too late to stop us and let the public know what we were
~doing, it is difficult now for a mrinr witness to be killed. It is
difficult now'for them to kill 8bkew, and it is going to be kind of

difficult for them to kill me.

BEUTEL: You areS§§%%§ then that your case has become easlier
“to prosecute,'to get information on since you have put it in the bath
of publicity.

GARRISON: Bill, again let me distinguish. There are two
things. There is a case against Shaw about which i malke no public_
statements; there is the assassination as a whmiei which I think is, has

to be publicized, the true facis in a general way, so that the people of

- e o ¢ y R }*.

this country will understand that a fraud has been

them, I cannot keep silent when I know this. So those aspects of
what I regard as a fraud I am trying to communicabe. And one of the
things I hope %o accomplish by deoing tThis is to get the Pederal govern-

ment interested so it will again rveexamine it.
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I found that we get no help at all from them, but 1f we can
get enough of the pecple interested~perhaps we can get the Federal
gbvernment to ‘have a new invéstigation.

PARSONS : Mr., Garrison, speaking of obstacles, you said

earlier this week that you félt Senator Robert Kennedy ——lI want to
quote you, to see 1f this is accurate -- "Has done everything he could
to mhxgmxx‘obstruct the investigation.," Are those ypur words?

GARRISON: No, but in essence it is trud. Let me sa& pre-
cisely what I sald, John.

What I said was -- I wes osbed if any individuals were ob-
structing our investigation. I czid that we had had quite a bit of
trouble from Senator Robert Kennedy beaause Walter Sheridan, who 1s
close to him,'made a real effort to get ﬁitnesses to leave the Jjurls-
dietion, and has caused all kinds of interference., So I sald 1 have to
conclude that Senator Robert Kﬁnnédy has made a real effort to stop
the investigation. I am not guibbling. I am just trying to say I am
not sure it is all he could have done, because inséead of sending ope
man down he could have sent bten.

PARSONS: - Why do you feel he has not ﬁeen helping?

GARRISON: I don't know. For example, I have nothing £ but
high regard for the Kennedy familya T admired Jack Kennedy, and feel

strongiy about him“ And I think that Robvert Kennedy is a competent

s s g gy 1 5 3 9 e '@ y P t I 4 ; ; y .
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person. But again, when I am asked if i have had anybody making any

attempts to cbstruct the investigatién I have to tell the XMK truth.
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'Now, in this case Walter Sheridan made a real effort, in
one 1nst;nce‘@ffered & man, a majof wiltness, money to move to Cali-
fornis before the trial, and guaranteed there would be no extradition.

And after he was charged properly enough for this, Senator
Robert Kennedy came out with a statement which in effect was testi-
mony "for the Defendant.

PARSONS: ‘You are also quoted as saying that trne Senator
can “perhaps explain better than I why his political carreer 1s 80
important." Do you think it is his political career that is causing
him Yo be not helpful?

GARRISON: Again,'I ¢2 ot know the Seﬁator 80 there is no
Way'for mé to tell., All I can say is, as a maﬁtar of logic, it
appears to metgig he must have some problem resulting £z from the fact
that he was attorn&y general of the United States at the time the
Warrenbcbmmission reached this untrue conclusicn. I do not know why
it would bother him, but I do not see whatzx else 1t would be other
than politics,

PARSONS: 1In the murder of his brother, do you think he would

allow politics to stand in the way of £%& finding a resolution to that

question?

GARRISON: Well, let me answer by saying that without any
question of a doubt he»is interfering with the investigation of the

murder of his brother, the first valid, objective, competent inves-

\ tigation they have ever had, One whichles been successful, which is
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not going to be a failure in any way, one which 1s going to produce
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convictionk with regard to the assassination of the President of the

United States;

one which is already known to us, a8 =and you will know

in time, as a successful investigation,< And he has made a real effort

L

to stop 1it, Now, I let you be the Jjudge .

PARSONS: Well, what you are saying then is that Senator

]

Kennedy byt cooperating is in effect letting the murdersrs of his

brothér walk the streets,

GARRISON: Well, yes. That is a fair statement, yes.

LEWIS: Well, Mpr, Gaﬁﬂw:u - L8 Senator Kennedy or any of his

aides directly or circultously e s said to you, Jim Garrison, why

don't you lay off?

GARRISON: They have done more than that. They have tried to

EE T N W ..

torpedo the case. They did not have to say that to me. When Sheridan

came down to New Orleans, among octher things he said that he was sent

down there by Robert Kennedy and he said one of hisg objectives wasto

see that Shaw never came to trial. So it does not matter what he says

- e .

to me,

LEWIS: Did you ever check that out, Mr, Garrison? As a
lawyer, an investigator? Did you ever try to check that out with

Senator Kennedy himself?

GARRISON: I don't have to check it out. T am télling you

facts I know. You kniow, you bother me. I do not think you are g very

!
!

‘objective questioner., Of course I have checked it

cut with facts down
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there. Do you think I come up here and make statements like that

off the top of my head if I do not ymow what I am talking about? |
PARSONS: Well, why don't you just -- since you are involved
in such a seﬁsitive area, merely pick up the phone and try to talk

- with Senator Kennedy?

GARRISON: I am not interested in talking to anybody who

|

1nterferes with an investigation which is an obviously effective one"

3
A

Into the death of his brother.

PARSONS: You are known to = be a very tough, hardboilled

DA. It is not unusual for you Lu u/: up the phone and to call some-

body you want to talk to, is 1it9

( Jﬁuu l)

GARRISON: Yes, but I am Just not inclined to pick up the

phone to talk to anybody who has tried to torpedo the investigation.

I'm sorry, that's the way I am.

.

SCHUBECK: Have you ever talked to Robert Kennedy?

274
{

GARRISON: No, I haven't,

ﬁ_y .

LEWIS: Incidentally, mentioning politics as such a moment

ago, do you put any c¢redence in some reports that you might run on‘

ﬁmﬁw?— rm

a'Vice’Presidentialvticket,‘number two to George Wallace?

- GARRISCN: I wouidn*t run on the Vic; Presidential ticket
-Wiﬁh_anyone.. I wouldﬁ;t'run for the United States Senate., I am not
interested in politics of any kiﬁd. ‘I am interested in buildingkthé:v
best District Attorneyls office I possiblyvcan, and then I am going

bénk to private practice., I havé”no 1ntérést in politics at all beyond




18
-my offlce,
;BEUTEL: Mr; Garrison, a few moments ago in response to‘a
question from Milt Lewis you said that he was too worried about specifict
~ of the case.:.I have forgotten just what the subject was that he was
driving at. |
LEWIS: About getting in touch with Senator Kennedy.
 BEUTEL:- No, no, no. That was not it. It was a differeﬁt
area'all together, But just-today‘I talked with somebody and they
 said, gee, I would like to believe‘Jim‘Garrison‘s/case because 1 find'
certain holes in the Warren Commiﬁcinmﬁa report., But Jim Garrison has
not been able to come up. with anything té really convince me,
Well,now, these are thehkind of specifics that people are
really asking for. Aﬂd,the,fact is yourhave not yet come up with
spEgf specifics, you have hintedkall along that specifics are just
around the corner. | _ |
GARRISON: Would you like to knww why ?-
BEUTEL: Yes, sir., |
GARRISON: Because 1f I-éome up with specifics Mr. Shaw
willl have his case reversed because I brought dut specifics before

the trial,

One of my problems in trying to communicate about the case
is that I cannot in fairness talk about the evidence before the trial.
So I have a problem, I want to say the Warren Commlssion is wrong,

it is not even close, but I cannot talk about the Shaw case.
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I will give you an example,-though, if you want something

you can find in the Warren‘Commiséiénvitself. For example, if you
go to Volume 16, Commission Exhibit #38. Look at Lee Oswald's -
notebodk and you will find towards the end; you will find a éhone o
number which beéins with PE, a Fort Worth phohe number, As a matter
of fact, evérybody in this ceﬁntry can do that because they can go

to their 1ibrary where they have the Warren Commission reports and

:» ; _ n X
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if they look in volume 16 Exhibit 38 and look at the PE phone number,

e
.
i

which is a Fort Worth phone ngmber, and then if they go to another
volume, which is the Armstrong Bahro'ts, the Armstrong Exhibilts,

they can find that volume because on the outside 1t says Alan

_ DeFuqua, If they go in the Armstrong Exhibits and go thrbugh.the
g;\ notebook of Jack Ruby, if they gd through the phone calls of»Jack
Ruby, rabher -~ I'm sorry, it is another vélume. If they go th}ough>
the phone calls of Jack Ruby, on June 6, they will find that Jack
Rubynade two phone calls to that number that is in Lee Oswald's
.notebook. And we can go on and‘on_with examples like this., The
structure itself_takes an'hoﬁr_to téll about it. But I can'give you -
more examples ifvyou.want; N
PARSONS. Mr. Garrison, were they planning, was this the
beginning of the conspiracy, in June? ) |
| GARRISON:- No. ._mhe beginning of the conspiracy was much
earlier, John, and was>a£ é.higherflevel, invclying people with much .

more important things.




-

: = N B

3 . 3 ¢

_ E, -J i _r

- U’”? \":‘W: " :_ H . _?}

_20'

PARSONS:- I raise‘that ohly because the details of the
motorcad; and the planning of the tfip were not worked out until
after September. And you are talkihg about a complicatéa——

GARRISON: That 1S nok problem at all, The essenﬁial struc~
ture for the assassination was developed lcng befdee the specific"
site was developed, and it adapted itself.to.the site, is what
happened., In other wordé, iﬂ waé an alternate sort of thing. It could
have'ﬁappened in another town; Ultimétely there would have been a
parade in Houston or Fortk Worth or sémething like that. And when it
was finally set, the apparatus was :~t up.

SCHUBECK : Mr, Garriscn, many pecple have charged you with
being parancic. What do you think about that? |

GARRISON: I do not think too many péaple have, But I have,
once ip& while when someone takes a posiltion which we regard as utterly.

ridiculous, as the Warren Commission has taken, perhaps I flare back

~more than I should. But I do not think that the eress has been

greatly unfair to me in balanée. I wish that the press had'beén more
curious about digging below the surface of the Warren Commission iﬁ |
the assassination. Bﬁt I dp.not.think that‘anyxﬁﬁ anybody 1s picking
on me, I think that there is a geﬁuine effort tc interfere with the
inveétigation; and I think that in time it wi11 become obvibus to
anybody. Anid I suppoée when occasionally I describe that it does
sound 1like it.

BEUTEL: Do you think Milt Lewis was picking on you?
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GARRISON: Ne. I think he's being a good newsman, but I
Jjust waﬁt tQ let him know once inh while he is pressing too hard in
an irreleﬁéﬂt area. |

LEWIS: Can I push a little bit more, Mr, Garrison?

GARRISON: I'm sure you can, And you don't mind if I push

back.

.’.

LEWIS: ©Ch, by all means. Now, the President of the New

Orleans Metropolitan Crime Commission has urged that you be barred

from the Grand Jury investigation of organized crime. Why?

|

GARRISON: We have hsd fr~oitle with the organized, with the

bl

metropolitan crime commission for several years. As a matter of fact,

(4

the metropolitan crime commission is composed of rezally pretty good

people and sincere people. It is dominated Ly & m

zing director

who is & man whom I do not consider sincere angd who

raecently got

ot the finest

into trouble by making false accusations against
members of our city council.
Whenever they have made tThese pericdic sscusations we have

"

inslsted on proof. We have called them befcre srand Jury and again

and again it turns out he has no evidence, and noth to say. Then-
later on there is another great announcement,

So, as a result, since I am not a diplomat I do not even

answer letiters from the crime commission. So I 4o nob have the warmest

il

relations with the crime commission, although an congclous of the

fact that most of the men are good men, I unde:

hiis doing this.
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I think he 1s probably influenced by Mr. Cohen. But let me say this
now abou%‘our'investigation into organized crime, which we are doing

now.
LEWIS: 1Is it very big down there, by the way?
GABRISON: Not too big beeause'they know me donn there and
they know that we have cleaned up every racket. But let me say this,

and I have not had a chanceto say this before. What we did was to

explain to the jury the Louisiana law which requires that a Grand Jury

adviser be a member of the District Attorney!'s staff, But:we sald
nevertheless you.pick whomener vou wart, And we will appoint them to
our staff. And they can be youn edviser. Anyone yeu name , And they '
voted on it and declded they wanted us to represent them. S0, in other
words, that matter is over with.

PARSONS: Are there any more arrests in connection with yonr v

alleged conspiracy due in the very near future?

GARRISON: Johp, not in the immediate}future, but there will
be in time in New ereans~ I have had -- well, some of the education
I have acquired in this case is thet good defense.lawyers can sure
compiicate things, as they probanly should, but we have been tre-
mendously involved and most of oub time has been consumed with answering

pleadings in the Shaw case, -and we. Just cannot handle another parallel

'situation.

When we had the Shaw pleadings and Dean Andrews, and Andrews

trial‘fer exemple, welonly nad one or‘tWe peocple investigating. 'Se
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there will not be any other arrests prior to the Shaw.case. After
~the trial thefe willl be others,
BEUTEL: - One mqfe quéstion --- Wwe are running out of time.
I would like tghsk this question; are you still absolulely convinced
- that you are going to blow wide open the Warren Commission Report and
‘show that if 1s absolutely false when you get your case all put toQ
gether? | |
| GARRISON: We have .allready -- it 1s already as dead as
Humpty Duﬁpty, and there 1s no way for it to survive., We do have
the picture of how the President was killed., We do know the names
of the individuals 1nvol§ed, and We wjll_hbt lose ény cases._ |
BEUTEL:.That"is the answer I wanted to hear, anyway.
Gentlemen; I am sorry to intefrupt but our time i$,up.
our thanks then to Jim Garrison, the District Attorhey of New Orleans
for being our guest today on Part I of PAGE ONE,
David RoSs,vthe New York City Council Majority Leader, is
our guest on the second half of PAGE ONE’right after station 1denti—

ficaﬁion.




