-ditor T627 uid Receiver ..oad

“he iew fitatesian Frederick, iid. 21702
London, Lngland t1o/g,

Jear Lditor,

While 2 insend this letter forJohn :*ilgter, =~ hive no recent address for hinm and,
because tlere ig so unch controversy about the coning {liver wione filn )Ihat I say about
it, fron p :.':;ona.': knowledg e, not frou sources, nay interest you.

I'11 appreciate yuur foriwding this to hin, along with an enclosed separate and pri-
vate letter. £ arg of what I say herein is of interest tof you, please fedl free to use
it with one res*triction: no-tlu'.ng; I say i.s intended to bLe critical of “ohn and I do not
want it niused that vay. i cap identify his sources, almost without exception, and he vas
back in 1963 quite jusfii‘ied in considering then dependablé SOUrCes,

If you know any others who nay be interested in this subjeet, I'1l respond to any
questions wntil 8 p.n. our tine. T a. now 78, in seriously Xmuw inpaired health, cannot
help rising early, and not long aiter 8 I should be abed.

=zf you or any in the sritish press who naai be interewted have Washington correspon-
dents, ther are welcone to all the infor.ation I have and the use of our copier.

/‘1:,' apologies to you and to Yohu from 1y trping. - do not Hulit to delay and the ends
of wy firgers are split. und as John nay remember, my vision was not good when we spent
sone tiie together in lew Orleans aid in Dallas, where he was .reparing for an arzicle to
apear on the fifth anndversary of the JiK assassination. I gtill renenber some of his
Kindnesscs thern.

Dear John, to the couplinents you paid ¥in Yarrison you could well have said that he
is one of the mist charning of wen, so personable, so eloquent, so persuasive. I like you
and so nany. others,vwas quite persuaded by all he s:.id and like you ;'ftrns‘;ed hin, believed
him and had no doubt ‘i:llzi:t the charges he had filed vere the result of an encellent investi-
Zadon by him. Because ny i:terest when I was in llew Urleans mas in Osswald, I never
_Questioned;.}im about his ShaW case. /-DW'% /J/LH‘V’C‘( ,-t‘vM{'; wbea!

But the tragic trulh as I was so late learning is tha®t he is a8 unabashed and uninhi-
bited a liar as in 76 vears I have ever known. 'he ghastly fact is that he just nade it up
as he went and never conducted what can reasonably be called an investigation at all.

I think I can anticipate hou you feel by now but please ikeep an open wind. I think g
you'll soon see enowgh to understand and perhaps be shocked.

as you uay recember, when you were then in liew Urleans I was staying with our friend
natt lierron. You should reneriber that one night vheo it was rather warn and I got up from
a ratsrass on the floor while yuite exhausted fron so little sleep L nassed out and in
falling denolished Lati's harpsichord. When L careto it vas you hovering over ne. - still

revenber and ajoreciate Yeur coucari.



Tou and llatt loft Dallas the da before I wanted to. *ou vere lkind enoush to let e
use your rented car. I had a rdnor accident with £t in the airoort traffic t:.e next day.
You vay not reienver it but T was i1l and »lamied to fly hone fron bDallas. But Garrison
Phone-'l te. - just had to return to *eu Urleans. He had the nest inpor-ant picce of evi-
dence ret and - in particular just had to see it. :e s‘a:’.d he'd have liatt neet ve at the
airport. o, I was on tie evening slane and Latt did uecet ne,

Jo had a long wait at the airnort. Yhat vas one of the two tiues v baggage was
intercepsed and we waited for it. iatt stopped off at the Palais <wyal on airline and I
bought enoucht clothing wnd toilet articles to tide ne over. So, artor what “arrison had
ne resurn for, - had to aua'ii‘ the dell ery of 1y intercented luggage. ortinately!

Uhe next morning, for this pronised nowent of noments, I uas in Garrison's office

gad B H Tyrh?r, _
with sone of his s‘cafi'/fﬁ?;rmn Comiission witness Charles Hall Steele I, and a novie
projector. -

With what he regarded as an ap ropriate e:planation of just why this sensation we
were about to enjoy was so significant, le had one of his detectives turn the orojector
on. Iic started to project an exception 1iy voor copy of vhat reiained of the LU-AV
film of Dswald, including his iiterature distribation ouiside the “nternational Trade
i-a&r{‘., the old buioding. Shaw vas "6—"2 general Lanager, ;

dot nuch of it had been projected when I decided that what I was about to offer did
not Wiolate an agreeuent I'd nade. 5o I asked Jin if he would not rather see a clear nrint.
Sursrised, he asled it I had it and I fook L% fron what you ney renenber is a very large
attache case.

I do not knou what articles you read bufors writing tlis piece but if you read ne
quoted as saving that as an Investigator Garrison could not find pubic hair in an over-
used and undercleaned whore hours - at rush hour, = was quoted correctly. What I now say
is a minor pllustration of it.

Johann Rush vas the WU chotogravher. & Secrei Service report states that he gave
it 17 prints nade fron his footage. I was quite surrised that Gar ison d-d nvt have them
s0 I suggested to andrew "id o' Scianbra, the assistant ba closest to S arrison in those
days, that with ;[;lw.m‘. having noved to San i_':rmxcisco, he right ask his parents in§ lu'evepo_ﬂ'
if he'd left copies vwith them. Uhen Iﬂ iearned that “arrison also had not even seen the
fillm I went to .DSU. I4s news director, Ld l“laner) let ne nake a copy with two restrictions,
that I respect their cosyripght and + not let Garrison have it. On iear:ing that Yohann had
not ieft the filu with his sarents Garrison had Scianbra phone the former professional
thefif for the ¥4 to whon Garrison was so attached, the ver: one who planted the phony
SDLCE £iin and book on barrison, 8ill Twmer lone of the few nen loover fired), and ask hin
to get vrints of those 17 prints. Turner never aslied for the.. but Rush off'ered hin thes
poor covy of that footage. I had to 1&:11';}‘515(}1‘})2(113}1 that he'd ket no copies of those 17
prints. Vhe inportance of this is hat they‘c% not kent the euttakes.



S0, uhat was thia 108t inportant of all evidence?

"Sgop it! Stop it rgght right there. so, go back a teu franes. There!”

IlLs face as radiant as Z'd ever seen s+ Carrison then pointed to a nan waiking toward
the cunera and exclained, "Mat's Shawd" He then pointed to a door and gloated," Yhat is
his secret entrance!"

mhe 1an was not Shaw. The door did not open fron the street. It was a fire door. and
wha® in the vorld weould have bLeen secret about a doorway onto a nain agtreet? and vhy in
the world did %he building manager, so well-kuiown a han, need any "secret" door?

Iigne of us guid anything excevt as I nov recall a bit of his usual sycophancy fron
Turner, vwho was on: of Uqrrisun'&; najor nobile disasters, details of which I will not

now go into.

Carrison then turned to Stecle, then a narine home on leave, He is in the filn, handing

out copies of Uswald's "Hunds off Cubal" hes sheet. Oswald had hired hin for $2.00 in the
uenpleynent-coupensation line, £u which Steele returned. ile yuestooned .iteele, petting
less than Uteele had *estified to before thevarren Corei ssion. When he excised Steele I
asiked Gteele if he'd nind wrvering a question or o for ne. £ wanted u second source

on souething T'd learned and that even the cubbiest of cub reporters ought not have over-—
looked. sut CGarrison had.

Jesse Core was the public infornation ofiicer of the Prade “art. lle had his own p.T.
business in that buil;dim; and he was a close and intinate friend of Shaw's. ls had aiso
been canpaign manager of Garrison's first cam-aign. and Uarrison never spoke %o hidn about
hig Shaw "case." It was Core, as the Cormission's disclosed records report, who vhoned the
PBI to corplain about Osuald's deionsiration.

Coi told ne - and Steele comtirmed - that he was one of “wWo young ven Oswald had
kxi;ﬁmt helping hin hand those sheets out and th-t ‘-'.Th?xl the caureas left, Usvald ended ite

This is one of many voof's L got of Osum‘.i‘am;ocia‘ces in vhon “arrikson had no in-
terest nt all. lot even that, as 1 also developed, it was not Oswald who got those sheets
from the printer. Une denon investigator, Yarrison!

I regretied very uuch having been comed inso returning to tew Oréeans when I'd been
away tron houe a nonth and vas not well witil just before I had to leave to catch the
plane. I do not imou whether ther arranged it or whether 2 blundered into it but I did
learn fron Sciambra and Fouwis Ivon of how Garrison Plzuumd tu counemorate tie fifth anni-
versary of the JFK assassination. ey had ‘.‘.‘:Liledfﬂ to discowage hin, except that auother
assistant Da, Jin alcock, later a judge, had gotter hin to reduce the comnemorutiaﬁs‘neu
charges he vas fhoing to file to two nen.

Ga.rrison’ss% "3 dentification”" cane from what vas incorrectly lmown, Garrison being
inaginative in malking things up, as "ghe tranp pictures." as of ny last wmovldge Yliver

wJ - . . - . r . - -
tone still inisted on their neaning as invented by “arrison. again I wont give you all
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Grimn brothers details. Ivon, chief investigator, and Sciaubra, asked ne to try to talk
Garrison out of it. I said I'd go hone, coune back, and try. 2 also asked for tuo sets of
those nictures amd %uo mew envelopes in vhich 2 mail then, I addressed and nailed then at

the airport, d&m two Torner KUI aqgents both of whon believed there had been a conspiracy
T A ad been u ¢ nsprIac

to kill _“-_I_i_'é_‘ Heither fnew 1'd aske ! the other. Inde endently, I learned fron each the
identical story, that those tloee nen were not traups but were winos, that when alter

the asuassination the police were searching the envire arew, ther had been found guzszling
wing@ an:l stinking fron it in an ervty railroad boxcar pawvked behind the Centiral Annex
Post gfl'i(;e. it was an hour and a half after the assassination. (This is what ganl*riso.rl
had iI‘l mind in telling yoo that sone of then hwy; aromd after the dirt:rileed. was done.)

They were narched more than three blocks, from behinf 217 S, lonston to the triple-
widerpass and then at o righs angle to and Pa:at the depository building in front of
which JFK had been lilled. “hat was the only way to wallt them out. The news photogs
were filning everything that noved, including them. & ran .T'.‘d interest.d ‘i searching for
unown pletures, Richard Sprague, goi copies of them and hé and (Em'risou incediately
said theyfrern assassing disguised as tramps, thus the nane "Traup Pictures."

Leithe:r ther nor the nany others Yarrison interested in those pictures, not the
leust of whon was laric hane( nou shifted farthur tothe right th;.m,_he'd been to the left )
ever uentioned that none of the men was handcufTed and none of the three wiiforned officers
had his l)i_:;tul- or revolver out. Wouldn't o denon Inwvestigator have e:oected that at least
if ke Nad corraled suspected assassing?

To begin vith Yarrison "identified" .‘three nen as the "shooters. No inveatigation,
it just was so because he scid 2t was so. How they could have shot north and then have
the shot go sharply east did not Crmce'rn‘-m until I raised that question. (io, “9tone now
lies—-he can't tell the truth even by accident - and insists they were "arrested," as
the;_.(‘.-'ere not, Jjust minites after the shoutil% and had befln f otum}‘i{' in a railroad passenger
car directly behind the depository building.) )

Jarlier that year, righfafter Jr. sing was killed, a sketch of {the/nlleged assassin
apeeared in tw papers. It was obvivusly drawn from the one ol those "tramps" Garrison
referred to as "l-‘rencm{ " Ml Jater as Lyndon Johuson's farn canager! rerceiving what I did
I zave copies of a picture and the sketch to the loca;;{"lﬁ’ agent. That cause an investiga-
tion the restlts of which I got later. ¥ digress to T:ell you how because it does relate to
how authoritatively I speal.

As the result of abnut a dozen FOIA lawsuits I've gotten about a thiwd of a miliion
vages of once-~withheld official records, nmest.y on the Ji'i, Most of the re:?sc:zun the h’-ing
assassination. Garrison had no intefest in then and I had nmost of then before he wrote
his bool. Stone had no interest in then yet he proclains he had studied all that has come

to light. \lle is really referripg to the nany theories, all wwroven, nost unetable.) all



working in the field imww that I give access to all writers, Knouing full well that
L disagree witth what ther believe and will write. “his incindes use of oo copier. any-
way, T have the FI headquarters and Dallas and Hew Urleans files as a result of several
of those lawsuits. I aiso have their records on ue. I got the results of the Fil's in-
vestigation of that assassin sketch. It includes interviews with the editors of the pavers
that oun those pictures and with tie tiwee nen in wiforn, one a deputy the other two
policemen. ey confi rn? the investigations nade for ne but in fac: they say the boxecar
in which those winos were found was even farthur away. In tlis th wy erred.

Comnon sense alone indicated that “Yarrison was wildly irresponsible, as is u‘tone,

Stone nore so because he kmowa the truthy zﬁd with this oppoof of what a nonstrous fraud

Jane) v z
AeWas about to dencan tlm fifth assassination anniversary with I -—eroa}ed-}:‘;muf—&-a-s-«uml,

mwnrzﬁ.#)-a-d Teturned to vew Orleans.

I Uo.‘t“}'(’ﬂ with what few records Bill Loxley gml/era'ced in wor:dng directly for 'arrison@

r
m':l%r(m had investigators, all, like him, policeman. M is also a crininologist. They uade

for ne obvious investigations I asked for and Garrison had not had nade.

One of the two nen he was abput tocharie with ueing an assassin in 19t33 had actaually
killed iuself in leu Upleans in 1 Y82!iobert Perrin. ":ha. other ‘?Ja'! alrost as wild. Sased
on Garrison's false clain that he was one of those three ¢ o C—arr‘i son vas golm, to charge
Edgar Lwgene Bradley, the uest-coast representative of an ultra-ri ghf t‘ctst-—uoast preacher,
iiev Carl liclntirriﬁ-sgjﬁ;ad not a damed thing on either nan to be:i.n with.

Staying at hattss I worked quite hard and the. pave Sciambra a neno that begins by
saring that vhat Doxleyr did was go out and make up and feed bacll to Uarrison what Harrison
had hineelf nade up uithout a shred of evidence, even rationality.

Garrison was not abgut to confess so inst ad he saved his oun face by firing Boxley,
charging what he knew vas false, that the CIA had infilirated Ml to vwreck his
investigntion. Garrisun has insisted on hiring Boxley over vigorous staff objections and
rather tha: Leing a city enpluyee, an assisiant D as Stone ha(L in his original scrint,
vaid hin fron :c_'f):i.vate.- funds.

“he is wirecognixable in Garrisuu's book, which lies throwshout as thougi his life
depended on it.

Wheh kuowing just about nothing at all a-xoutj‘cone =~ learned early this ear that
he was a\zg:sing his movie on Uarrison's boulz, = weobte ldin 4-5000 words and offered hin
nore docunentation thaf I attached, on february 8.le did not respoud. .

Then soueone in his field nailed ne a couy of his script. It was wretchedly bad and
wrong and quite dishonest.

1ou have fallen for his manufacture, that the najor "es stableshient” nfdia is vut to

vet hinte lmows very well what happened. and I alone, not the Cla or the nedia 1, a1 res=

pongible for it.



I've knoun George usardner for 25 years and have often been his source and have not
known hin o err in any of nany stories. lHe ig the reporter the rost sent ‘r,i\*ew Orleans
when the Garrison ssory broke. \He vas an another assignnent at zhe tine of the OChaw
trial and did not cover it.) George cane up, I gave hin the sceript that Stone, lmowing
it was :1:1?03:::11)19 for e, a.leged that . stole, plus a seleetin of ny re@rds of
.ork in and aboub lidu Orieans, and before his stor: was published he checiked it with ne.
ihere s no error in it at ali. Periodz .

It is a sensatipnal expose. othing else was required to generate other uedia in-
terest in it. Tire did a piece and others have folloved. There is a goud one in the current
asquire and those writing for other publications have beeu in touch with ne. 1" you have
Lardner's story you's knm_:l' I an his aource. \q_-re 843 80.

Tlli:i alone gives vou a readiig on Stone, who conned you and others with his fabrication
that the nedia, she CIA and all who opoose ltha’ he is doing to cmaerc_:ialize?wyf expoit that

airea‘f tragedy are out to get hin, le ig clever tha’ way, aided by as absence of scruple
or principla.'

You nay not renenber 'pt but I suffer the Vords uor..}n.;m curpe, of bv:mg the first. I
had nore tluu}d(}.,’ international rejection of wr first book whed Z Lhen publ mqhed/ amrl hasense
I wae broke had not a _ﬁxmr for any ronotion & stili nade 1 bestUseller ol it. Without
any revieu in any najor publication. Ah:‘g.: o the uay, is true of . all seven boolis 1've
published. Yo I have no reason to be and an not part of that "established" 'l-lfee, which
dd not even ruP-.;r‘c it when the 1'0ia was asended in 1974 over oue of uy rawsubts. The
51 and she UIa hate ne and I have no comnection vwith either.

Ir
and he decided not to. lie eoitinued with uhat he knows is a complete f1"aud\a-mi u?e began

o q T
short, John, you were lied to. “tone had plenty of tine ¥ rewrite script

=}

by jroclaining that he would be 1‘th)l‘dillh bheir history for the peoplziémd would tell then,
and I'm using his wrords, "who! Killed "ho:.:' J'resident, "\lh' 2 and "how". Liven af'ter he got
o Lengthr and }éta:.led letter he continned with this 1:|.ef so Well designed to pronote his
exuloitation. (IMy else do you thin he calised hir coriany "Caelot" and titled the filn
which is not about IH "JFE?" Wy do vou tidnk he afid fine actors lilee 1Bd aaner big fees
for walk —oN parts? So he could -and did-use thelr nanes to validate his noustrous lie.l
have instances that he actually wrote, )

’.-.‘hi:s/dlas groun with the detail longer than I'd intended so I skdp to where you urite
that "a principal source for this piece is the excellent monthly, igot, orl.hies of Our Times,"
without other identification % vresuwwe you did not have.

It is yublished by Garrison 's book publisher!

Un its stafr is Geoffrer Sklar, coauthor with Ktone o the seript and Stax editor

: 1, . - L
of Garrison's book. He also teaches journalisn. Yet he did nop checidng of Garrison's

book at all. He wrote 011‘}01:' the Lout pieces you liked. In it he lies in saying that I an
halping Stone. and between then he and -YuOllf‘ know so 1ittle about the facts of both the



assagsination and of Garrison's "probe" that the original seript had ’cuu bad guys
holding Forrie's head in the toilet by his “hayd hair. os I published in Usuald in Hew
Orleans ,“to vhich the publisher, wvithout asldng nme, asled Garrison to write a forevord,
Ferrie had not a hair on his body. lle had alo_r:écia totalis!

Whis issue of "Lies Of Our *imes” could not le more appropriately titled. ¥ou have
no way ol knowing it but the series of articles that inpressed you ar lies, very, very
big lies. '

Vire ny health better I'd have written then. I will, if only for the historical
recyrd. L've highlighted those articles for when I feel up to it.

wtone has also bought She rights to use a cormendiwt of all the nutty and unproven
theories by Jin Larrs, who knous nothing about the established fact of +he assassination
and ha:; been interested in only these theories. He doos not even mnderstand them and
aven has sone of then skewed.

Yiith a single exception, a fite and repuiable pathologist on whose name he trades,
“tone never nentions the names ol those he deseriles as "respected researchers" he has
used. Che reason is sinple: they are moue of those with these abs;oluteiy nutty theories!
He and Uidar use nmy nmae and the late §ylvia lieagher's as helping hinm. This is a knouing,
rotten lie. He inovs © an responsible Lor iis being exposed and he has asked nothing
at all fron ue. lie tried and failed to buy the right to use leagher's book from her heir.

}-'.ou have you oun independent neans of satisfying yburself that those wretched ex—
vloiters are liars in Sklar's atricle.

if Stone had not begu his movie promotion, coinciding with +he release of his movie

"

"Doors," and thus vromoting both, with the wequivoecal :epresmntation quoted above, that
it is non-fiction, fi‘hszrsa would be no questioning his right to say anythinge he, Garrison
or any others ol (tlmt ilk jus®t nade up. dpt he did represent what i quoke, he ii& continue
to use those very vords after} began the exosure of what he is l‘{?}) up to, and there is
now nothing he can do than can change it, much as he has fron tiue to tir.l?éeemed to beu:i:
off. le has everr prpspect of deceiving and misleading nore people than anrthing since
the HWarren Lepcr.. and this is the only reason I caused his accurate, quite factual and
accurate, exposure.

It uvas not the "established" press or any government azency and I imou or nothing
either has done alone this line, that he and hi mﬂovinted scui allege.

e did not respond the several tine he rasied ny nane as helping hin. After g fiolse
response to Eardner that the Post published I wrote hin a point-by-point refutation. That
time I heard from Jane Ruscond, vho signed herself lhia "research coordinator. " She nade
a thiniy-hidden effort to bribe ne. I decliped it. You are vekcone to copies if rou have

any further interest.

L recognize you froun the sketch, mks;.thm the years h‘we’ been good to you or the artist

was. I hope the former. B:ust wishes, “arold Weisberg /[ ¢ l: 2’ lﬂ



JOHN
PILGER

Washington
ive years after the assassination of John
Kennedy, [ had dinner in New Orleans
with Jim Garrison, then the city’s dis-

trict attorney. Garrison had gathered
enough evidence to persuade three judges
and a grand jury to indict a New Orleans
businessman called Clay Shaw for con-
spiring with at least two others to murder the
president.

Garrison's case contradicted the findings
of the official Warren Commission, which in
1964 handed down 26 volumes of patently
inconclusive reassurance that Lee Harvey
Oswald, the accredited assassin, had acted
alone. The commission's report has since
been largely discredited, not least by the US
Congress whose House Assassinations
| Committee in 1978 found that “President
| John F Kennedy was probably assassinated
as a result of a conspiracy.” Every opinion
poll has indicated that most Americans
agree.

However in the late 1960s Garrison was a
lone voice, and a courageous one. Estab-
lished forces, including Kennedy's succes-
sor Lyndon Johnson, had backed the Warren
Commission; and Garrison himself was a
prominent public official in a conservative
southern city whose burghers did not mourn
Kennedy. His life was also threatened as a
matter of routine; yet he was respected as a
remarkable investigator who marshalled his
evidence with care and tenacity; and he was
incorruptible.

Garrison believed that Oswald was telling
the truth when he announced to the world's
press, shortly before his own assassination
in the Dallas police headquarters, that he
was a “patsy”. “Actually,” Garrison told me,
“Oswald was a decoy who never knew the
true nature of his job. He never expected to
die. There were about seven men involved in
an old-fashioned ambush of the president.
Shots came from the three directionsand the
assassination team didn’t leave the scene
until well after they had done the job. They
were fanatical anti-Castro Cubans and other
farright elements with connections to the
Central Intelligence Agency.”

Garrison's theory was that Kennedy had
been working for a peaceful détente with
Castro and the Soviet Union and had been
already thinking ahead to an American with-
drawal from Vietnam. Carl Oglesby, whose
lobby group successfully urged the setting
up of the Congressional Select Committee
on Assassinations, recently wrote that Garri-
son, now a judge, believed that Kennedy was
killed and Oswald framed “by a right-wing

Death in
Dallas

Rightwingers plotted to kill
JFK, a new film says

‘parallel government’ seemingly much
like ‘the Enterprise’ discovered in the Iran-
Contra scandal in the 1980s and currently
being rediscovered in the emerging BCCI
scandal”,

Almost 28 years after Kennedy was shot,
Jim Garrison is back on the American stage:
put there by the Hollywood director Oliver

Stone, whose latest film, JFK, is based sub--

stantially on Garrison's 1988 memoir On the
Trail of the Assassins. Although he has not
finished filming, Stone has found himself in-
creasingly under attack. The established
press, which greeted the Warren Com-
mission’s report and barely acknowledged
the congressional findings that undermined
it, has let fly at Stone on the basis of one
leaked first-draft script.

In the Washington Post, the reporter who
covered the Warren Commission, George
Lardner, was given a page to mock Stone and
Garrison. Referring to Garrison's sugges-
tion that as many as five or six shots might
have been fired at Kennedy, Lardner wrote,
“Is this the Kennedy assassination or the
Charge of the Light Brigade?” The Congres-
sional Assassinations Committee found that
at least four shots and perhaps as many as
six were fired. Two-thirds of the eyewit-
nesses reported anumber of shots that came
from in front of Kennedy and not from be-
hind, where Oswald was hiding.

‘When I first went to Dallas in 1968, [ inter-
viewed five people who clearly remembered
hearing shots that came from the bridge
under which Kennedy’s motorcade was
about to pass. The trajectory path of a bullet
was still engraved in the pavement in Dealey
Plaza; it could not have been fired by Oswald
from behind.

One of the witnesses I spoke to was Roger
Craig, a Dallas deputy sheriff on duty in
Dealey Plaza as Kennedy’s motorcade ap-
proached. He said that not only did the shots
come from in front of Kennedy, but he saw
Oswald getting into a waiting station wagon
in Dealey Plaza 15 minutes after the shoot-
ing. Craig later identified Oswald at Dallas
police headquarters. He said Oswald re-
marked,“Everybody will know who I am
now.” According to the Warren Commission,
Oswald was nowhere near the police station
when Craig saw him. After he repeated his
evidence to Garrison, Craig was shot atin a
Dallas parking lot. When I met him, he and
his family were being constantly followed
and watched.

That was 1968, only five years after the
assassination, during which an estimated 35
to 47 people connected with it had died in

unbelievable circumstances. Two Dallas re-
porters, who were at a meeting with night
club owner Jack Ruby the night before he
killed Oswald, died violently: one when a
revolver “went off” in a police station, the
other by a “karate chop” in the shower at his
Dallas apartment. The well-known columnist
Dorothy Kilgallen, the only journalist to have
a private interview with Jack Ruby during
his trial, was found dead in her New York
apartment after telling friends that she was
going to Washington “to bust the whole thing
open”. ACIA agent, who had also told friends
he could no longer keep quiet about the
assassination, was found shot in the back
in his Washington apartment. David Ferrie,
a pilot, was found dead in his New Orleans
home with two suicide notes beside him.
Four days earlier Ferrie had told reporters
that Garrison had him “pegged as the get-
away pilot in an elaborate plot to kill

- Kennedy™.

Midlothian is down the road from Dallas.
‘When I met Penn Jones, the editor of the
Midlothian Mirror, his offices had just been
firebombed. Every day Penn Jones devoted
space in his paper to evidence that the War-
ren Commission had ignored or dismissed
out of hand. He showed me a pirated copy of
the famous “Zapruder film”, shot by a passer-
by in Dealey Plaza and the only detailed
record of Kennedy being shot. It shows Ken-
nedy and Texas governor John Connolly,
who was seated in front of Kennedy, clearly
being struck by separate bullets—once
again, contradicting the Warren Com-
mission. Time-Life bought the film for
$25,000 but refused to release it for public
viewing until Garrison subpoenaed it.

Garrison's efforts to build a case were fre-
quently sabotaged. The extradition of princi-
pal witnesses from other states was refused;
the FBI refused to cooperate. Garrison failed
to convict Clay Shaw, because he could not
prove Shaw’s CIA connection. In 1975—a
year after Shaw died—a senior CIA officer,
Victor Marchetti, claimed that both Shaw
and Ferrie were connected to the CIA and
that the CIA had secretly backed Shaw
against Garrison, who had been right all
along.

Perhaps this cannot now be proved; and
Shaw, after all, was acquitted by a jury. But
whether or not Garrison's version of events
is “correct”, none of the evidence he assem-
bled is mentioned in the attacks on Stone.
Readers of the Chicago Tribune have been
told that Stone’s film will prove “an insult to
intelligence” and to “decency”. The writer
had not seen the script. Still, “there is a point
at which intellectual myopia becomes mo-
rally repugnant. Mr Stone's new movie
proves that he has passed that point. . ."

Garrison has always been cautious about

“directly implicating the US government, in

the form of the CIA, and agrees with the
congressional committee's chief counsel
whoargued that the conspiracy originated in
the Mafia. But he sees no logic in leaving it
there. The Mafia and the CIA have long had
close ties, notably in the infamous “Oper-
ation Mongoose”, a CIA plot to kill Fidel
Castro using Mafia assassins. If the Mafia
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unbelievable circumstances. Two Dallas re-
porters, who were at a meeting with night
club owner Jack Ruby the night before he
killed Oswald, died violently: one when a
revolver “went off” in a police station, the
other by a “karate chop” in the shower at his
Dallas apartment. The well-known columnist
Dorothy Kilgallen, the only journalist to have
a private interview with Jack Ruby during
his trial, was found dead in her New York
apartment after telling friends that she was
going to Washington “to bust the whole thing
open”. ACIAagent, who had also told friends
he could no longer keep quiet about the
assassination, was found shot in the back
in his Washington apartment. David Ferrie,
a pilot, was found dead in his New Orleans
home with two suicide notes beside him.
Four days earlier Ferrie had told reporters
that Garrison had him “pegged as the get-
away pilot in an elaborate plot to kill
Kennedy”. ) .

Midlothian is down the road from Dallas.
When I met Penn Jones, the editor of the
Midlothian Mirror, his offices had just been
firebombed. Every day Penn Jones devoted
space in his paper to evidence that the War-
ren Commission had ignored or dismissed
out of hand. He showed me a pirated copy of
the famous “Zapruder film”, shot by a passer-
by in Dealey Plaza and the only detailed
record of Kennedy being shot. It shows Ken-
nedy and Texas governor John Connolly,
who was seated in front of Kennedy, clearly
being struck by separate bullets—once
again, contradicting the Warren Com-
mission. Time-Life bought the film for
$25,000 but refused to release it for public
viewing until Garrison subpoenaed it

Garrison’s efforts to build a case were fre-
quently sabotaged. The extradition of princi-
pal witnesses from other states was refused;
the FBI refused to cooperate. Garrison failed
to convict Clay Shaw, because he could not
prove Shaw's CIA connection. In 1975—a
year after Shaw died—a senior CIA officer,
Victor Marehetti, claimed that both Shaw
and Ferrie were connected to the CIA, and
that the CIA had secretly backed Shaw

against Garrison, who had been right all |

along.

Perhaps this cannot now be proved; and .

Shaw, after all, was acquitted by a jury. But
whether or not Garrison’s version of events
is “correct”, none of the evidence he assem-
bled is mentioned in the attacks on Stone.
Readers of the Chicago Tribune have been
told that Stone’s film will prove “an insult to
intelligence” and to “decency”. The writer
had not seen the script. Still, “there is a point
at which intellectual myopia becomes mo-
rally repugnant. Mr Stone's new movie
proves that he has passed that point ., .."
Garrison has always been cautious about
directly implicating the US government, in
the form of the CIA, and agrees with the
congressional committee’s chief counsel
whoargued that the conspiracy originated in
the Mafia. But he sees no logic in leaving it
there. The Mafia and the CIA have long had
close ties, notably in the infamous “Oper-
ation Mongoose”, a CIA plot to kill Fidel
Castro using Mafia assassins. If the Mafia
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killed Kennedy on its own, Garrison said
recently, “why did the government so hastily
abandon the investigation? Why did it
become so eagerly the chief artist of the
cover-up?”

Stone’s film suggests that the assassination
of Kennedy allowed Lyndon Johnson to es-
calate the Vietnam war. After winning the
presidency in 1964 as a “peace” candidate,
Johnson staged the Gulf of Tonkin “inci-
dent”, a wholly fraudulent tale about North
Vietnam attacking American ships—and
began to bomb North Vietnam in 1965. The
marines were soon on their way. The sugges-
tion that the US did not “stumble” into Viet-
nam “naively” or “by mistake” is itself
enough to enrage the guardians of faith.

Certainly it says much about the control of
“mainstream” opinion in the United States
that simply exercising the right to challenge
an orthodoxy should cause such a fuss. It's
the same in Britain; but at least in the US
there is a flourishing alternative world of
scrutiny and enquiry that opposes the or-
ganised forgetting of “unacceptable” con-
temporary history. For example, a principal
source for this piece is the excellent monthly,
Loot, or “Lies Of Qur Times”, which was set
up “to correct the record” of the estab-
lishment media.

Of course nothing is ever absolute. Oliver

Stone made Salvador for Hollywood..

Together with Costa Gavras’ Missing, it of-
fered a glimpse of how a secret or “paralle]”
government in Washington dealt with coun-
tries that resist the imperial will. Since long
before the assassination of John Kennedy,
this parallel government has helped to engin-
eer the fall of numerous foreign govern-
ments, including those democratically
elected. More recently, it ran America’s se-
cret and illegal war against Nicaragua; and it
was responsible for the Iran-Contra affair,
including the bribing of Iran to withhold the
release of American hostages so that Jimmy
Carter would lose the presidency to Ronald
Reagan. When Colonel Oliver North was ac-
quitted the other day on a technicality,
George Bush spoke the truth when he said,
“It sounds like the system worked real well.”

Bush has played a leading part in this se-
cret government. With Bush as director, the
CIA intervened illegally in Angola and
Jamaica, spending $10 million to get rid of
prime minister Michael Manley. Under
Bush, a secret group called “Team B” doc-
tored facts and statistics in order to exagger-
ate the “Soviet threat”.

Bush’s current nominee to run the CIA,
Robert Gates, promises that the CIA will
grow, regardless of the Soviet collapse. Per-
haps the difference these days is that the
secret or parallel government is secret no
more. Bush is president; CIA men are now
ambassadors; American covert operations
are now overt. Whereas pilots’ logs had once
to be falsified, this is no longer necessary—
as 200,000 dead Iraqis bear silent witness.
And neither the Congress nor the media
threaten this “new world order”. Indeed
“preserving order” and “encouraging
democracy” have become as sacred in the
lexicon as apple pie. But when Hollywood—
yes, Hollywood—doesn't play the game,
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