
ix Nei Orleans Invesiigation • - 
__:■ If the editoriel writer, o(your paper!had been 

carefully. reading -,their own papet's accounts, of the i  New - Orleans 	 investigation; they never 
could haVe 	 malicious non-seqtdtura which 
phound in 4 	's the  

The Star, , of course, could Prove; to be 'right In 
nearly insinuating that the flamboyant laWYer 
publicity-seeking conviction-obsessed, D.A. who after an 
initial reludance to talk his now 	:MO 
verbal beans about charges which will prove 
cant. But until each time this possibility does not 
excuse the general attitude, the premature dismissal of 
Garrison as, just another assassination ,"tljteortst," 
booth* be dose not intend, 	 i to try his case in the- news- i 
papers and risk a Supreme Couttcomeuppance. 

Garrison has more than theories. lffm has at :least 
one witness to a plot involving Cubans:. And he may 
have evidence he cannot release yet. "The D.A. has 
managed to keep!  in the headlines." Baloney! The Star, 
the New Orleans papers and all the rest`managed this ! 

- while Garrison was trying to keep'. it hush-hush. If he 
"m•ot* too Much" it was about the publicity. Is the 

that his success in attracting attention—ilea his own personality" either ethical or really rilierant? 
Wouldn't any D.A. In the U.S. who calmly announced he 
had evidence of and witnessed to a plot been given 
comparable attention? 
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