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{Continued from Page 6) 

they appear to other New Or-
leaneans, not as the readers of 
some national magazine would 
like them to appear. And, most 
importantly for getting a feel 
for the case, the book includes 
excellent photographs of all the 
key figures: Garrison. Clay 
Shaw, Ferrie. Arcacha Smith, 
Andres, Monk Zelden, etc. 

It all began one day when 
Garrison happened to be on the 
same plane to Washington as 
Sen. Russell Long from Louisi-
ana and John Rault, an oilman. 
Sen. Long mentioned that he 
thought the Warren Report was 
virtually a fabrication. So Gar-
rison read it, and its critics, 
and reopened his investigation 
undercover. That was in No-
vember, 1966. By February, 
Rosemary James. who regu-
larly covered the restive D.A.'s 
office, had -figured out that 
something was going on. Garri-
son had been too quiet for too 
long. By tracing his and his 
staff's travel through receipts 
available to the public, she de-
duced what they were doing and 
broke the story in the States-
Item. 

Shortly after the original 
flurry over the announcement 
of the investigation had cooled 
down, David Ferrie was found 
dead in his apartment. It turned 
out that Ferrie had been under 
surveillance by Garrison's men 
for two months and would have 
been arrested within a week—
had he not died. 

Soon after, Garrison arrested 
Clay Shaw. The city was 
breathless. Clay Shaw is a re-
spected and powerful • member 
of the New Orleans business 
and cultural elite; to accuse 
such a man of plotting to as-
sassinate the President could 
only have one result. It caused 
people to question Garrison's 
motives, and his sanity. But in 
the preliminary hearing for 
Shaw, Garrison produced a sur- 

prise eye-witness, Ferry Russo, 
who identified Shaw as a co-
conspirator with Ferrie and one 
Leon Oswald in the Kennedy 
assassination. 

The authors call attention to 
one of the most striking legal 
developments to date: when 
Shaw's defense attorney, Dy-
mond, • attempted to introduce 
the Warren Report as evidence 
to discredit Russo's testimony, 
D.A. Charles Ward objected. He 
contended that the Warren Re-
port "had never been proven in 
court." The judges upheld the 
objection on the grounds that 
the Warren Report is hearsay. 

The very tone of the book 
lends tremendous credence to 
its conclusion—it describes and 
weighs both sides. It is different 
from what Weisberg does in his 
Whitewash books for instance. 
Moreover, the political stance  

of the writers makes their 
cautious conclusion—more in 
favor of Garrison and the poe-
sible future success of his in-
vestigation than opposed—
much more convincing than 
those defenders with vested 
political interests in "getting 
something on" the Cold War Es-
tablishment, such as Ramparts 
or The New York Review. Here 
is the tone: "Is it not possible 
to guess (without sounding too 
much like a New Leftist rally 
or like Ramparts magaizne 
that the American Establish-
ment would rally to suppress 
this information? Could not then 
the vast investigative powers 
of the C.I.A. and the F.B.I. be 
turned toward burying the evi-
dence rather than uncovering 
it?" 

At the end of the book, Ward-
law and James return to that 
part of the Garrison story which 
is most important to many now, 
at least until the , Shaw trial. 
What are Garriepn's motives, 
and how do- •these-  motives re-
flect on the credibility of his 
claims? 

The authors also are espec-
ially well prepared to deal with 
this topic because of their long 
acquaintance with the man and 
the area. 'In fact, it is the 
wealth of detail about New Or-
leans and Louisiana politics, 
and about Garrison himself as 
a man that makes this book so 
important at this particular 
time. For most of the other 
writers who believe in Garri-
son, he is just another cog, an- 
other piece, in that weird and 
frightening turning • fascist 
structure 'called -America. But 
for James and Wardlow he is 
a very real and forceful local 
D.A., regardless of the role he 
is or may be playing in a larger 
perspective. 

Out of their very local per-
epective, they point out that if 
he just• wanted sensationalism. 
there were several points where 

(Continued on Page 15) 
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he could have bowed out grace-
fully—but he didn't. Further-
more, "it would seem in-cred-
ible that Garrison would risk 
destroying himself on a quix-
otic venture unless he had some 
confidence in the outcome, and 
he exudes self-confidence." 

So what does this book mean? 
And if Garrison does come up 
with a case, what will that 
mean? I remember that cau-
tious statement by the two 
authors, carefully distinguish-
ing themselves from the New 
Left and then accepting, ten-
tatively and cautiously to be 
sure, the New Left's version of 
the assassination cover-up. 
Then I wonder if they are taking 
thst  next New Left step to con-
sider, that if this Is true, what 
America has become. 


