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By LARRY NEUMEISTER
Associated Press Writer
) ¢= Robert Groden, the author of three
agsasgination of President Kennedy, maidq
fotim of character assasesination by a rival

1 udge disagreed and upheld the right to
dveartisement that plctured Groden and five

PUBLIC, '!
+ Martin said in a ruling made public -
Manhattan that the ad was protected by the
ent. -
uninhibited debate on public issues “‘“is
by pllowing free competition betwean
f o nflioting accounts of the Kennedy
'?t by stifling it in the name of truth
the lawsuit in February, alleging the usa
photograph violated state civil rights
lse advertising lawe and unfairly
rted the views of the other men
advertisement.
t ran in The New York Times on two days
93 to promote the book ~“Case Closed,'' in
Gerald Posner dismissed various conapiracy
"argued that Lee Harvey Oswald acted alone.
ements came as Groden was coming out with a
agsaasination titled ““The Killing of a
along with a vides, ““JFK: The Case for
' He previously had written: ““JFK: The
spinacy,'' published in 1975, and "“High
ublighed in 1989,
amed as defendants in the lawesuit Random
the Times and Posner,
' lawyer for Groden, said Wednesday he
th decision and did not know whether he
e was a "“danger that the traditional
gentility of the publishing induutr¥ may
somgwhat in the race to sell books., '’
dvertisement was 80 damagini to his client
ould not get on any television or radio
rompte his book whaen it cama out,
noted in his ruling that the asgsassination
red a llvely marketplace of competing

n earlier Bupreme Court dacision that
the First Amendment, there is no such
lsa| idea. However pernicious an opinion

depend for its correction not on the

j? ges and juries but on the competition
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