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X’u support o that getfon--which is what we’d just gotten
fwo years for d8ing. We'd done it before the trial, and
: we've doee (¢ sanee s that clear enough, Jerry?

Now achat? There's a wail of despair in your letter that
underrates the sprrit in the movement. Sartre said it: “Life

begins on the other side of despaxr And that's what’s
happening w1 write this. at Wj . at Brandeis, at
(licago. st the University-of assachusetts, in Mbntreal
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at Duke, herg ot Birkeley. “The San an scene,
you-sav s gone.” Shit. The strongest sin hrust of the"
movement continues at San Francnsw e. (You were

here in the fall; didn’t you see 1t”),8 S is growfng and
moving, preparing (with the collahstation of RESIST) for
a Week to Confront Militarism gnCampus.

At the end of your lepfer you propose ‘‘massive
mobilizations . . . near coufts, jails and military stock-
ades.” But that’s that same old game, Jerry: we've been
killing ourselves with” repetition. Maybe we can learn
(again} from the Third World people. Listen, for example,
to Roger Alvargdo, coordinator of the Third World
Liberation Fropt at San Francisco State: *“The value of
the tactics hag'to do with the confrontation you're trying
to enforce. ‘,ft you're trying to enforce a confrontation
with a build}ng, you go into the building and you close it
Juwi. It you ‘re trying to enforce a confrontation with a
system, you ‘ve got to Loncem yoursell With' Dperdtmn of
that system.

“When wé Were about to starl the strike we. amlynd
what had gone on at different universities and we
concluded that if we wanted to win the 15 demands we
would have to be involved in a long strugigle--coutinually
harassing and disrupting the schou} yﬁhl they were forced
to shut it down.

“In this country they go. tor a quick victory, which
means that nothing pleases,lhem more than when students
take over a building whete they can be isolated, arrested
and the impetus of je movement destroyed. Qur feeling
was that we didn't want a mass confrontation with the
cops; we didn’t want to have people arrested in large
numbers.

" “Qine of fhe brothers calls it ‘the war of the flea.” The
sysiem*h‘ ne dog and we are the fleas. We take a little bite
- hire ‘andfa Httle blood there, and keep on the move so
thlfﬁle dog can never get rid of us. Now the number of
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| flkas “is {pcreasing, and if th itude-becomes great
m n makg.zhrd&/;m':nd move. (Ftom an

Yinterview in the Guardian, Feb. 1,1969.)

He’s tight, Jerry, and you're wrong. Th#€ will not be
what ‘you call “The Year of the Courts >t will be “The
Year of the Flea.” And it will be asAlvarado knows, “a_
long struggle™—the rest of our livge<{1t took the anarchist:,
of Catalonis a lifetime to bui ) eir community; but they
builr )

Things are tough, apd they’re going to get tougher.
Let’s veally try to bgfa family, to build a community.
Let’s pet clear abpit who we are and about what's
happening. Let’s tflk slow and careful and clear. Let’s not
give way to panif and paranoia. And let’s stop dumping
on one another. A
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With love,
-/ Mitch Goodman
(Libgration News Service‘}J
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- tion plot. In other words, Gatrison initially had

- his involvement, through Ferrie, with -the militant :
.quarters at 544 Camp Street in New Orieans. We statod
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What's what ,?-.,?_?'

It took just 50 minutes for the jury in Nﬂl m
Criminal Court to declare Clay Shaw Jnmoeewt' 3. Tl
Garrison's charges that he conspired with Lue Wi
Oswald, David William Ferrie and others o seul
President Kennedy in 1963. Considering the eviden
Garrison presented in court, we have no srgumest ﬁtﬁ '
the jury's decision. Witnesses, of warying -
testified that Shaw was “Clay” or “Clem’ Be:
that Shaw was present when Oswald and Fervie.
plans for assassinating Kennedy. Nove of the pro -
testimony was conclusive, and although Assistant . D.A{
Alvin Oser made a strong case that Kennedy was kifled by
a triangular crossfire, this did not implicate Clay Shaw. » 15 . -

Yet Shaw’s “innocence™ after this “trial” bas litte 9 -
du with the Garrison assassination conspiracy inve
tion and Garrison's handling of the case raises
questions than the jury decision answers. ¥ it was S
baskethall game, we'd say that the’ fix was om, thil
Garrison dumped. Most of the witnesses Garrisos pod -
sented, including his *‘star witness” Perry Rumo, e § ‘
part of Garrison's initial investigation. They made the
knowledge of the case kmown fo Garrison after the
first became publicized in February 1967, and ofter
was formally indicted on the conspiracy charge, anid 4
Garrison stated his investigation had soived the sophey

no evidence on which to charge Shaw sod others & he

deliberately kept this evidence out of the courtroont, : *

Readers familiar with WIN’s special Garrison investigh-
tion issue know that the hesrt of the Garrison invest}
gation had to do with Oswald’s friendship with Ferrie and

Communist and anti-Castro Cuban exiles who bad

that Garrison had questioned many of thess Cuhan exiles,
as well as friends of Ferrie: and Oswald and that thelt
testimony would provide the meat of the evidence. W
also stated that Ferrie, an employee of New Orleans Maffi
leader Carlos Mareello, served as liaison between the Maflé
and the exile groups and that on the da¥ of the
assassination he made a suspicious trip to Houston, Texss,
where he was in telephone contact with Marcello’s offide’
and then went to Galveston where word may have been
passed through intermediaries to Jack Ruby, also hvolwd
with Mafia and right wing Caban groups.

None of these witnesses were called to give teuima\y )
by the prosecutios except for Chick Refiand, ‘he
opentorofﬁwwwmmhﬂm o
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Marina Porjer. Gowalds wife desis :
witness, stafoed cu ot was Y Gioms Ris jeb bk
the Wilthon B Reil' . Company bn Sepiember P04,
Oswald 'S Nunervisor o i iob testified that he wis fuve
Julv | 19 Whepe did Ouvn’ Daperad Bis gar s denng il foae
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woopyowody thought he win wotking? Asd oo
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Aveshier dofoe

witpess, Oswald’s Hew wrleans faind-

fady . weatified thar che did not know Pave §e

when Hiav ioavamey  routipely
picture, she s pectedly identified him s the raan who.
posing o5 an FBU ageat. came U fypect fhwala
apartment agouns the time of the isassinaiton. Hhe
refirned to let him in Becanse he lacked identificarion. Thes
starthing  revelation  was unexphicably gnored by the
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. prosecution and ueve: Mllowed up.

Perry Russo acknowledged that b hat often seen &
mar:, wdentifica s oy Bannister. in the company of
Ferrie. Bannister operuted o Defective Ageny at 534
Camp St. His office served i< a mecting place for right
wing militants. With Ferrie he was involved in the Bay oi
Pigs invasion of Cuba. Severat of Bannister s employces
had seen Oswald and Feriie together, but sone were entled
as witnesses. The prosecution made ne ateampt to cxplain
who Bannister wa. or what his puportance was to the
cove, They merely et the name drop.

f he WENSpeeisd Bdiion ccport of e Kennody
. thaw had oniy 5 feinge role. We dentified Bim
e ULy Gerirand) dhased on G orincipal covsiwions uf
Guirvon ivestigatton, which were aewer presented T
the couri .. ive New Urleans jury did vou reie un tiw
Shaw - Peerand idenfity Bsuo . but found hir not guiliy
of eorspiracy ) a ysferions poyimn myaives wckdiy woiin
Coppre cord Oavald bt wirond sight wing or anti-Laser
Loptands pat o the case stems from s
pdosbew o Ge vipposedly amde o lawyer Poan
Antoes st BRn de oo to babin to defend Owwilks
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Gogrinee bkt prove that Shaw was Bertrand, but
v Andie s tesibuoay that he made the whole story up
Wit thai Clay Bertrand never phoned
oy b st placy. s as suspoed ax all his other versions
Wf ey Herpmad s idenily and in no way explains how
v bd chie hia for his New Orleans attorney. Already
Coveted for pedury on testimony  dealing with Ber-
el adentity . end with other  pevjury indictments
pemdtng, Audrews remaax unconvincing proof that no
Clay Bertrand exists,
it s our centcanon  that Goaerison can prove a
oy withesd imphicating Shaw, and in fact very
ette of the WINSpecial Edition ssue dealt with the
wr Tiew of {he Shaw cee, We have no explanation for
s Guerison chose 1o indict Shaw in the first place and
Codi fis new iedicOmeats of Shaw (tor two counts of
G Lascd on Shaw's tostimeny that he did not know
iiner Oowald ot Perricy a shocking wisuse of power. We
o Ui W e famibi with the ways district attorneys
s their anihory Shew has olready  heen under
i ent for twe yeais, and his detonse has cost him a
et cortune, Gurrisen had s duy i coprt and blew it
Thea o alsulntely ue reason (o continue his vendetta
svansst Shaw, Justice will not be served by putting Shaw
i b o a perjury rap Justice will only be served by
Garrisen making public the facts of his investigation.
f+ v already be too late, Garrison’s credibility gap is
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" reaching fohnsonian proportions. Unless he makes some

<tartling revelations soon he is sure to be thrown out of
office in the November elections. WIN magazine has more
proxsing duties than (o become professional assassination
putls 1 11 Mark Lane. We published our Garrison edition
becruse we belioved in what we wrote and because we had
(it i Garseosnn, but none in the overground press.
Coesison pas diseppobited us.

Carrison has not preseated the results of his investiga-
{sa to the conrts or the press. The writeérs and investi-
gators of the WIN-Special Edition do not plan to let the
matier rost. Readors of WIN are by now awure that the
cove For o cosspiracy had littde vemblance to that winch
Gareon presented in court. No sentence in that issue of
WY fas been dispured factwaily by Garrison, Shaw,
Murcelin. or ile execttars of the Ferrie estate, We raised
pun cusstions and expect nany individuals will be called
upon o stand up 1o the issues at fist vaised and then so
quickiy buned by Jun Gemsen,

L
- Sandy Hochberg, Marty Jezer,
Jim Valliere
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