n, as a result of our investigation,
that an element of the Central Intelli-
E

)

. dent Kennedy, was

¢_somewhat

. epitaph:

) AssasSinnatiomn Comntrovensyt
PAISSISISTTLSUIEL QLIEQWCESY =

=lEWERS ©f television talk
;\// shows are no doubt wondering
whatever happened to Mark
Lane, Mort Sahl and other assassi-
nation specialists who periodically
weed to make revelations about the
msccret evidence™ that New Orleans
District Attorney Jim Garrison had,
evidence which supposedly revealed

a politically jnspircd conspiracy be-.sides

hind the assassination of President
Kennedy. They may be wondering
about Garrison himsclf, who said on
the Johnny Carson *Tonight Show”
@an, 31, 1568), “There is no ques-

ence Agency of our country killed
John Kennedy and that the present
Administration s concealing h
facts,”® but who declined to disclose

EDWARD JAY EPSTEIN has written
twe bools aboul the Kennedy atsassina=
Eon, “laquatk: The Wamren Commission
ond thes Estebhihment of Truth™ &
“Counterplol,”™ which deals with the Gar
ngon investizalial .

. the evidence hehr.ﬁ
loreﬂteuseotcsayshaweama:o
grial. !

" When that case finally came to

- trial this year, Garrison failed to pro-
duce any evidence
pumerous conspiracy charges he had

‘made over a two-year period. Clay
Shaw, the businessman he had ac-
cused of conspiting to murder Presi-

acquitted by a

yJury in less than an hour, and Garri-
son’s publicists, who had so freely
spoken about the “secret evidence”™
before the trial, disappeared from the

-talk shows. °

In the wake of Garrison’s flash-
fn-the-pan efforts, the press has tried,
understandably perhaps,
to forget the entire alfair as quickly

.as possible, Newsweel, for instance,
reported the verdict

- =pcquitted: By a jury in New Or-
Jeans, exactly two years to the day

_after his arrest
spiracy to murder John F. Kennedy.
getired businessman, Clay L. Shaw, 55.

~Convicted: By a case that collapsed

at every seam, District Attorney Jim
Garrison, 47, of incompetence and
irrespongibility

| (
E il - W ey € A =8, =
The Linal Chapter in €

- S, ity
imed he had be- * been leveled against the commission, tigator,”

go support the -

na ""“‘i““_-;' ghost, Lane became something of & entitled *Forgive My Grief” themeost - /.. =

on charges of con=:

as a public official™j

The Wew York Timcs Morazluk
20 April 155 :

~Th

: 5 . By EDVIATD InT BEPSTERR
U . . " | the talk-show circuit and which be- .
P until the time of the trial it "came a No. 1 best seller around the
soif, mewspapers and commentators gime that Garrison started launching
were more accommodaling sbout pis own Investigation in 2f.

aliowing Garrison the sort of promi- §gs5. Soon after, news of Garrison's .
nent coverage he so eagerly sought. probe became public and Lane wenl
7o be sure; it is in the best tradition ; 3o New Orleans to consult the district "

attorney and to compare notes.
Shortly after that, in 8 speech be-

fore the Young Men’s Business Clud

of New Orlcans, Lane declaged that

-3im Garrison had “prescnted his case 1

to me detail by detail, incident by .

incident® and that it was an “jromn-

of objcctive journalism to report the
news and give cqual space to both
in a controversy, and no
many Teporters, who were personally
skeptical aboul Garrison’s MOLIVES,
"saw it as their duty to report the
-official sutemcur:c:; (o: mimv:;se;a;:sci H
‘handouts, as Ehcy often e Xie wiat o x . ' .
oy elocied distsict sllomEf, SN Garrson new o fied the shots i
e v providiag & pU Ghat Killed President Xennedy,” “how
R RRAEIEE * s a8 plans were initiated,” “that a -
im?ortant for PUr- “porce that is a part of the American
assessing the prc:senir:n §s Structure is involved,” and-he confi-
of the assassination controv Y I edicted on the basis of >
« the fact that Garrison Was aided by tnowledge of Gar . o
s number of critics of the Wﬁren Sence™ that “the vmery Inu'nmda e g
Report as well as by publications o "l ery will be shaken whemn i)
. ‘which had taken what amounted t0 o+ are disclosed in a New i i
_ gn editorial policy against the Warren 52015 0% 1,50 C or the next two years.
Commission. In evaluating t}}e valid- Cane continued to e Tntimately
of the various charges which have "0 oo icon as a freelance i
and continued making
it is worthwhile to consider the ex- o ealyptic revelacions o3 <l dnd
gent to which those who made t.he TV, 1 g ks
_ charges aligned themselves With _iencam e ““. *’-'
Garrison and the New Orleans fiasco. o e s
The example of Mark Lane, the: 3ER outspoken eritics of the
- New York lawyer who, by dint of his:\yarren Commission Lifloind o
; one-man crusade in defense of Leei e These incluced muwwd?“
; THONY T g e ly !berg, who, after suing the Federal:™
‘ claimed chief credit for having drawn et nment on
*public attention to questions about g, oouttry farm
“the assassination,”is an Ve, Force helicopters,

4

+ poses of

RMATION CONTAINED

2

¥
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L
HEREL
ATE,

v J9p-207-103))

a charge of rulning
with low-flying Air
privately published

P
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AL

‘

~iease in point- . ! o “Whitewash™ series of books ad~
: \5 2 ; Ivancing the thesis lhat the Warren % e
iR\ moNTH after the assassination, Report was & CLA-FRLSecret§ - 7.

well before the Warren Commission Service cover-up: William Tomer, 2

“bad even begun 10 examine the evi- former FBL agent and writer o4 - - - e
; dence, Lane p‘uhlished a 10.000-\\'0!(] the .m’simﬁon ‘ornmm magae R Ll
1 defel'l!! hl'm“n Oswald's bﬂha‘l in ﬂne;' Penn Jones, m ing w, e

| Yhe National Guardian, Then, ASSU7C-, editor of the Midlothian (Tex) Mirror =" ™"
“ ing the role of lawyer for Oswald's ad author of & group of booklets . . $:

: Jatter-day lyceum &yPe addressing celebrated feature of which was 3 = s
ever-increasing audiences in might- death eount of persons who. weze' ©
clubs, theaters, college lecture halls gyen peripherally connectéd with the
and the like, drawing ominous infer- gesassination; Richard 3. Popkin, 2 &
ences and posing puzzling questions professor of philosuphy at the Um- e
iabout the evidence. After the pub- versity of California at San Dlego  ~ ..

. ‘lication of the Warren Report in and author of “The Second Oswald,” bt

! geptember, 1984, Lane expanded his-a conjectural €ssay originally pub-
New _'York Review of

* gefense brief into a bosk, «Rush 1o Jished in The
‘Judgment,” which be promoted oOft Books, Which, suggested that the

U"/f vt
IR 9‘“@“‘
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assassin was not Oswald but 2 ~sigting that the distri e
< dotble, and television comedian : 1(‘ sserved his "dayci:;a:;ﬁ::‘?-‘v ':l‘ 1 i ' \
Sahl, who uscd his tclevision ; ~ mitiddly a curious tack for lil'n:r.al‘ ; S i Repart was
to promotc Mark Lanc and the con- to be taking in defvite of a pros } pdithen 5 RC S e g
troversy, subscquently blamed the. cutor. Ramparts pul carrison'g *.thouuht 89: hve bet s the paoduct ol
) mestablishment™ (not the ratings) for trait on the cover of its Jan potcia lont &nd Exhamst v Invesigabibih
the loss of his program and became * 1968, issue and in an accom uaryy:jnto the f:urcgmslanccs surmunding
an “investigator™ for Garrison. editorial dcclared that "slaﬂp a‘:y_m;; e A i Asrieg tal 2
Like Lane, each of the critics : William Turner's ninc-month imrmlf'r Visoen SO - four!d sl
claimed to have access to at least pation into the casc of New (:'n-l::=s o all the felexast WELR
part of Garrison's “secret evidence,”. D.A. Jim Garrison has convinccdans L eonhicted 1 Kihss B2
and on this basis thcy warned the that someihing is terribly, and ev:‘-ves}igatlon. there were enly two - -
public that the Johnson Administra-: unusually, rotten in \'u}as.I'zi:-r-tcarl Jagiesty posiive po’ on ) ¥he . -
tion would face dire conscquences if " Turner has had full access to Gb e s el O at: 2
:.arris?: were ever allowed to bring, son’s files, and has logged aoatrngﬁ ;h;ﬂlo:: :sas:;;ir:rcy(zlnhde :‘:: ::;:n | '
is evidence i - mi . i 5 e 5
) ce to court. For his part.é:;"‘-‘:ssde‘::g: g:ﬁig:rsn ;\::;y ::;:tu- mission had knowingly falsified evi-
—Tusnse wos slos lavetved fa @ swit | ishing reconstruction of Presi d°"'_ dence, In other words, to posit a
agslnsl the Federal Gevernment over Bin - Kcﬂl'lgd)?s TCSsi Fnt conspiracy I'quhfﬂd an ad hominem
diacharze from the Fitl, whick slemmed ! ¢3 m\{rder. told for the first- altack on the members of the com-
frmm hle relusal (o ndmit that be was @ | timc in this issuc. Bt fulfills,; mission. Althou h Mark Lan
e yomese averasiin, Bawe, tao, hud o1 S22 Many OF QUF MO paranoid ; number of othel e oLy
genste with New Verk Cliy over 19 pul.-i.‘hightmarcs about the CILA., th ..tion bulf B E i“m.:d a-ss.‘.':ssim- 2
fng tirkela be had sequlred I Minutcmen, Dallas fascist - e:‘l n bulls -slanc‘h y maintained the .
Garrison paid homage to the critics Amecrican e 8 l<: s .and th.e; atter position, the mass media re- *
o their theories in most of his own  mately serious uesta'. 5o raises wlti-} fuscd to pive the motion currency
appearances and sought to confirm  responsibility o? m_lonsaabout the* and Lanc and his followers were dis- -
the validity of their speculations by and the honesty of o is Government missed as troublemakers and what- .
jncorporating them into his casc. dent™ (Popkinyhad l;f current Presi- ever controversy there was belonged
Wi Carrison was challenged t0® New York Reyi also cited in The ~ mainly to the underground.
- reveal the grounds for his alleg: % Review of Dooks sumyrs L
grounds for his a eations, that President Johnson was h 'IIVZI'
he would characteristically reply, as suspect because of def somehow f\VLLY own master’s thesis on the
he did on the Johany Carson k. Nariea Fegoet) Teh ects“ in the Warrgn Commission, published under ™ - :
=] am not allowed, as an attorney, ‘checked” evidence ne“:mdméblg. the title “Inquest,” was partly sc. - .
10 come up with evidence S e st hetilot Clay‘shaw ks?e up sponsible for widening the scope of® = .
case comes 1o trial.” The mystcrious *paranoid nightmare” oty 3“3,’:‘: the controversy. After examining :
. “secret evidence™ never materialized * description for what remained unsub- *tae fateraal wkings of e commis- °
= :; courlt: and these critics of Ihe stantiated. :"”:" : t,‘“g“gd- 535;53“)!. that the -
‘Warren ommission, who had claimed  That these magazi Aassumption 0i an ex austive investi- v
to have access to it, were left hold- Garrison’s claims :;alfllir;?faiatgﬁg:::li AR e invalid. 1 found that the o
_ing the bag. | _one to wonder whether the Warren 'comm',”i‘?"'s investigation had been
- g Report was not similarly rejected in . severe'y limited both by buseaucratic
GARRISON’S cause was 8ls? blind contempt for the President who . .]:;:smsd_:imm within sad b? the
championed by far-out periodicals succeeded Kennedy, for reasons more ’ and. at 4 r::_ fmposed from without
. Jike The Los Angeles Free Press and politica! than evidentiary. In 2n7 ! jitie = crachil pois, WA
the white citizens’ Councillor as case, by appearing virtually empty- ) ?rmo.r ¢ on &1 tuicte t The
. well as journals like The New York handed at the trial, Garrison exposed  § arification of superficial evidence. - :
Review of Books and Rugarts, & Bluff larger than his own; he left °r; tl}"emmsn;!‘m-:nx: the case, fn terms - -
: These publications had previously re- {247} crities who were Instrumental” ‘the commi s;““‘"-‘t‘-ammnﬁshcd by © . :
! Jected the conclusion of the Warren In_discrediting the Warren Report, pent mrE: oy & BOGDEE Of PGk Tl -
: Commission ostensibly because they looking like something less than the . g gali l:uwers-;aklcludm; Hargison™  .* - o
. had found the commission’s investi- disinterested factfinders they pre- 'inzrnduzu;: :(: ha::.?ﬁ“m the ~ -7
< gation defective (not for “political” ‘Eﬂdﬂl.h be. And in view of the - warren Re m"g s ition of the . .
reasons, Le, because it had been discredit he brought them, it is not f Alexand g. 5 rd Goodwin,
. fssued under the auspices of the particularly surprising that now some {1 74 ';Jm; icke), Max Lemer and -
_Johnson Administration), yet thesa disgruntled critics have even ad, .'miss!un'?i:zm'gn:id Bul O s
_ isame magazines embraced the New vanced the theory that Garriso "Bren cxhau.-.u': gation n;:y not have -
" Orleans investigation wholeheartedly himself was in fact a CLA. @geny peen j e, way fndeed have . -
¥, en inadeguate; howev:
choosing to pass by its glaring mis- provocateur. Surcly there Was among " them accepied e
takes and Garrison’s Own mnspa,,m.many critics a-measure of gullibility ..yes, jf mep‘:e a conspiracy theory. . .
p at the least, of outright dishonest: kv B insufficiency of the come ¢
flimfammery. A most. But mot everyane wh{.' mission’s investigation leit open the
The New York Review, which, for pegistered reservations about the :possibility of unevaluated evidence, ‘
. hs first book-publishing  venture, Warren o lisioers inethiods and :mcre was at Jeast a possibility of 2~ -
brought out Popkin's theory about conclusions rallied to Garrison’s de- conlsp:racy-nnd the mass media , )
the “second Oswald” in a separate fense. To consider the validity of ‘::n;‘:l :1: longer deny the eritics the % =7,
papesback edition and whose editor, doubts still lingering in the minds of ‘of the = pres_cnt_thc!r inlerprct'at;cm AR
Robert Silvers, helped arrangcaforum those critics of the commission who .n‘e '.'.rss:;"“’s:“ to the public. .~ iy
on the assassination at the Theater for also openly and catcgorically dissa.-"h t Z nd o'w” arranged a de- :
Idcas in Now York, scnt Popkin to ciated themselves from Jim Garrison ,: e, ctv{:en Mark Lane and a com- ..
: New Orledns, where hé was given, and his cause, to ask what questions . la;;:.:l? wyer, the hosts of local
it by prior arrangement, access to the about the assassination of President ! gp m:;;s upreas I:he copetry bcsa 5
-"i prosccution’s key witness and other Kennedy still do remain unanswered, "andpdo b: exposure for the eritics
\ sgecret evidence.™ Popkin then wrote it is worthwhile to gecall the history b iblers, and the d.mnologists.
. 3—fauem nf Carrizon. attack- of the controversy and its nature 83 ' ERE NSy _(ntg'ny. had booiks,as well a3
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which went much further than the
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that three distincl Blurs on the [in
' correspontded 10 Mor. Zapruder's 76
action to the reports {rom three rifle
shots, and working, backward from
‘the third shot, which cleasly struck
the Presidcal’s head, CBS. analysts
found that the first shot was fircd
well before the time that the com-
mission fixcd as the wgarlicst possible

ision’s analysis, it 8ppears gthat the
_ ‘entire logic of the single-bullet theory
‘pested on a very dublous assumption
about the carnest pont at which’
Oswald could have fired the first
ghot. A re-cnactment by the com-
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h Bli and Thompson's
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Wifie evidence,” i true, would preciude the possibility
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G‘,UCH of the rhetoric on the talk
in magazine int 5

ed to enlighten

ted: gpap Oswald fi

T after the assassination indicated that
|the foliage of on oak tree came be-
igween the gunman’s line of sight and
4 the President for a hrief period of
- .time, and it was then dGeduced thal
the first shot could have been fired
only after the President’s limousine
_“cleared the oak tree’s foliage. The
i Wwarren Report states that “agents
: "ascertained” that in the geconstruc-
i tion of the event the eak trae’s
iﬁ:lia;;a wwas approximately the same’
"igs on the day of the assassination.”
Yet, the testimony _referred to In
_the footnote geveals that this was.
oessumed, not sgscertained® by the
FBL and Secret Service agents. I
_.the foliage was just slighsly different
'nnl.hedayotthe assassimation, 8
1gingle rifleman could have fired the .
'girst shot earlier than the commission

'.hada;smedmpossihh.md thus
red -hag\timetol‘utasecond;hautme

:Governor. In other words, the Presl-
dent and the Governor could have

igingle assassin, The CRS. analysis.

,;lndeed was the case, renders the
i ‘gingle-bullet theory jrrdevant. -
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(as the Warren Commission com="- . [
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a spht-sccond or a ncurolopical re-
. action—could account for the effest.
If ¢he President was indecd hit
most simultancously by twao riflcne.a
firing from two dilfcrent directions,
as Thompson arfucs, one would cx-
pect to find evidence of this in the
X-rays and photographs taken at the
President’s autopsy. This material,
however, had not been cxamincd by
the commission or its staff=it was
turncd over to the Kennedy family
which, in turn, consigned it to the
National Archives with the condition
ghat it could not be open to examina-
tion for five wyears (that is, until
1971).
This mecans that the key to the
mystery of the head movement was
-thus unavailable to Thompson when
he wrote his book in 1967, Recently.
when pressed for the autopsy mate-’
tial by Garrison (who claimed it was

relevant to his case), the Justice De-
partment released an evaluation ©

it by two respected forensic pathe |
ologists. Both doctlors concluced that
-the X-rays and photographs indicated
that the President’s head was hit
from only one direction—from be-
hind. =

°T e
B, HERE are still a great number of
fnconsistencies, as Mrs. Meagher
points out in her book, between the
assertions in the Warren Report and:

the data in the accompanying 26 vol- __Assassiniﬁpn;_ap:roversv.- B .

) urmes of testimony and evidence, and-
unresolved questions about Oswald’s.
life and activities before the assassi-
nation. (Many of. the questions lelt
putstandinz by the commission, how- -
ever, were resolved subsequently by -
Elmer Gertz in his book, “Moment
of Madness.” which dealt with Ruby's
activifies, and by Professor Thomp=
“son in the appendix to his book.) 2

Unfortunately, there is ne formula *
for adding up inconsistencies and .
amriving at the truth. For example -

“§f hundreds of errors and inconsist- .

encies were found in the report ofa:

commission formed -to determine -

swhether the earth was round or flat, .

¢ might mean that the commission ;-

was hasty or sloppy in performing

one direction, tendentious, but.it
would not in Stself prove that the
earth is flat Nor, given the cons
gingent pature of realiy, €an it be-
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vitsnskor.ifallmeemwentln‘ g S .
i
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the assassiuation
nison for
- 8 L ]

.
{ass med that what was probabie r

. Warren Report, searched for two." s ...

MARK LANE, lawyer and gorly champion of .
Oswald . . . author of & bestsellcr questioning .

two years « o o predicted his findings
s " el . Zouadaticne of ihis Cﬂu.ntﬂ."

e

cd. And that questions about; -

essc Sussassinalion remain does not L i
mecessarily mean that answers can i w ¢ F £
be found for them. > . :
When it was shown that the War-
gen Commission had conducted a less : g . -
than exhaustive investigation, a great i :
many people assumed that a new
Investigation, not predisposed to the
single-assassin theory, would uncover
new cvidence. Garrison, however,t-ae.so. ceee,

assisted initially by Life magazines: "
and later by many critics :! thc::‘_::

years without finding any relevant .
new evidence of a conspiracy.
present there are no leads outstand- ==
ing, nor is there any substantial evi-}
denea that 1 know of that indicates; b
there was more than one rifleman! ..
iring. -
It is, of course, possible that newf ==
evidence may yet develop to chal- ?“' i
lenge the single:assassin theory. They 7
fesson that Garrison has made abur-4*
dantly clear is that the credibility ofg} - e

- evidence cannot be divorced from thep Newr

credibility of the investigator whol.. y.~:
presents it. Since there seems 10 be gt
little prospect of a new investigationi”
in the near future, an3 many of the
critics have been discredited as in-
vestigators by the New Orleans epi-|'

~ TP

sode, it appears fikely that Garrison

.may be: the final chapter in the' . . “cpr SAMY. eomedian, encoure
Ll — ]
;i . - aged the controversy on television .
F . eo e btﬁmed tﬁz &hh“ﬁ!mcﬂt when -
= +* bis TV show was dropped . . o be-

: came a Gamson “investigztor”

- R R

-

. - =

vidence o o o worked with Gar-
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