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MOTION TO QUASH  

AND FOR SUBPOENAES DUCES TECUM 

And now into this Honorable Court comes CLAY L. SHAW, 

herein represented by his undersigned attorneys, and withdrawing his plea 

of "Not Guilty" for the purpose of filing this motion and protesting that he 

is not guilty of the offense purportedly set forth in the Indictment herein, 

moves to quash the said Indictment for the following reasons, to-wit: 

I 

That the Indictment in these proceedings purports to charge 

your defendant with the crime of conspiracy to murder John F. Kennedy in 

the following language: "***did willfully and unlawfully conspire with David 

W. Ferrie, herein named but not chaged and Lee Harvey Oswald, herein 

named but not charged and others, not herein named, to murder John F. 

Kennedy***." 

II 

That the said Indictment merely states a conclusion of law 

and does not set forth facts and circumstances upon which the conclusion is 

based, contrary to the mandatory provisions of law of the Fifth, Sixth and 

Fourteenth Amendments of the Constitution of the United States and Article I, 

Sections 2, 9 and 10 of the Louisiana Constitution of 1921, which make it 

mandatory that the accused have due process of law, be prosecuted by a Bill 

of Indictment, and be informed of the nature and cause of the accusation 

against him. 

III 

That the Indictment herein does not set out any offense as 

aenounced by any law of the State of Louisiana, but merely sets forth a con- 

ciusion of law. 



IV 

That your defendant is unable, because of the vagueness and 

indefiniteness of the said Indictment, to determine with whom he is alleged 

to have conspired; when and where the alleged conspiracy took place; what 

overt act or acts, if any, are alleged to have been committed by either him 

or the other alleged co-conspirators; when and where said alleged overt 

acts took place; when and where, according to the terms of the ;1.11.eged con- 

spiracy, the murder of John F. Kennedy •;-vas to take place, and ot 

information which would serve to inform him of the nature and-ca.use Of the 

accusation against him. 

That the Indictment is, therefore, so vague and indefinite 

that your defendant cannot properly prepare his defense to same. 

VI 

That the conclusion of law charged in said Indictment is so 

va,-gue and indefinite as to fail to sufficiently inform the Court of the offense 

charged in order for the Court to properly regulate evidence sought to be 

introduced upon the trial of this cause. 

VII 

That the said Indictment is so vague and indefinite that same 

is insufficient on its fact to sustain a plea of former jeopardy. 

VIII 

That the Indictment in this case fails to allege a single fact 

or circumstance upon which the alleged offense is based and there is nothing 

in it from which the accused can tell definitely, or even intelligently guess, 

_ _ 
what act or acts he is charged with having committed, or when and where he 

is charged with having committed them. 

IX 

That Article I, Section 9 of the Louisiana Constitution of 

1921 provides that all criminal prosecutions be "by  indictment of information" 
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and for this reason the defects hereinabove set forth cannot`if e -supplieo. 

means of a Bill of Particulars which would form no part of the Indictment 

and cannot aid or cure fatal defects in the Indictment. 

. 	X 

That the Indictment herein deprives your defendant of his 

rights under the Constitution of the United States, as well as the Constitu-

tion of the State of Louisiana, in that it fails to properly apprise him of the 

charges leveled against him and leaves him in total darkness as to the acts 

of omission or commission constituting the basis of the accusation, and thus, 

making it impossible for him to prepare for his defense unless he should 

choose to waive, if this were possible, all of his rights to the Federal and 

State constitutions. 

XI 

That the Indictment as drawn under the simplified form as 

specified under Article 465 of the Louisiana Code of Criminal Procedure, 

commonly known as the short form of indictment, is defective in that one of 

the integral parts of the crime of criminal conspiracy as defined by RS 14:26--  

is the doing by one or more of the parties to the alleged conspiracy of an act 

in furtherance of the object of the agreement or combination. That no such 

required overt act is alleged in said Indictment nor does the Indictment inform 

your defendant as to when, where, by whom, and under what circumstances 

such overt act might have been committed; that the failure of said Indictment 

to so inform your defendant is violative of your defendant's constitutional 

rights to due process of law and to be informed of the nature and cause of the 

accusation against him. 

XII 

That your mover hereby further specifically attacks the 

constitutionality, under the Louisiana Constitution of 1921, Article I, 

Sections 2, 9 and 10 and the Fifth, Sixth and Fourteenth Amendments of the 

Constitution of the United States, of Artitle 465 of the Louisiana Code of 
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Criminal Procedure insofar as the form for a criminal conspiracy indict-

ment is concerned and specifically pleads that said Article, as well as the 

charge set forth in the Indictment herein, should be declared unconstitutional 

and unenforceable because of the reasons set forth above. 

XIII 

That the Indictment against your defendant, which was re-

turned by the Grand Jury for the Parish of Orleans on March 22, 1967, is 

further null and void and should be quashed for the following reasons herein-

after set forth. 

XIV 

That said Grand Jury was composed of twelve persons of the 

male gender, females having been systematically excluded therefrom by 

virtue of local custom, Article 402 of the Louisiana Code of Criminal Pro-

cedure, and Article 7, Section 414, of the Louisiana Constitution of 1921. 

XV 

That women represent a substantial part of the population 
;* p 

of the Parish of Orleans and are just as well qualified to serve as grand 

jurors as are men; that the exclusion of women from said Grand Jury was 

an arbitrary and unreasonable exclusion, and because of such exclusion, said 

Grand Jury did not represent a proper cross-section of the population of the 

Parish of Orleans and that such exclusion deprived your defendant of due 

process of law and equal protection of the laws as guaranteed to him by the 

Fourteenth Amendment of the United States Constitution. 

XVI 

That your defendant specifically attacks the constitutionality 

of Articles 402, 409 and 412 of the Louisiana Code of Criminal Procedure, 

as well as Article 7, Section 21, of the Louisiana Constitution of 1921, in 

that they provide for the systematic exclusion of women from grand juries 

in the Parish of Orleans and particularly the grand jury which returned the 

Indictment against your defendant, in violation of your defendant's rights to 
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due process of law and equal protection of the laws as guaranteed by the 

Fourteenth Amendment of the United States. 

XVII 

That the said Indictment is further null and void and should 

be quashed for the reason that it is presently the practice of the Jury Commis-

sion for the Parish of Orleans, as well as the judges of the Criminal District 

Court for the Parish of Orleans, to systematically include Negroes-in the. 

general jury venire and on grand juries in the Parish of Orleans; more 

particularly, that Negroes were systematically included in the Grand Jury 

which returned the aforesaid Indictment. 

XVIII 

That the requirements of Article I, Section 2, of the 

Louisiana Constitution of 1921 and the Fourteenth Amendment of the United 

States Constitution with respect to due process of law and equal protection 

of the laws, demand that petit juries, as well as grand juries, be composed 

of a cross-section of the community and to systematically include or exclude 

any particular class or group, whether for race, sex or age, of the citizenry 

constitutes a violation of your defendant's rights under said constitutional 

guarantees. 

XIX 

That your defendant avers that the said Indictment is further 

null and void and should be quashed because of the following: 

XX 

That your defendant is informed, believes, and therefore 

alleges, that the investigation which produced the evidence upon which said 

Indictment was based was financed by funds or contributions from a group of 

private individuals, who incorporated under the name of "Truth and Conse-

quences, Inc." and who have made available to the District Attorney for the 

Parish of Orleans practically unlimited funds for the purpose of investigating 
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I 

"A. Every agency having private funds or contribu-
tions that have been made available for its support 
or for the purpose of defraying expenses of any work 
done under its direction, under such terms that they 
do not be.come the property of the state, shall deposit 
the funds or contributions with the treasurer in the 
manner prescribed by this Chapter for the deposit of 
public moneys, and shall certify to the treasurer: 
(I) the source from which such funds or contribu-
tions were received; (2) the terms and conditions 
under which, and the purpose for which they were re-
ceived; (3) the names of the trustees or administra-
tors of the funds or contributions; and (4) the name 
of the person authorized to approve expenditures from 
each fund or contribution. 

B. The treasurer shall keep each fund or contribution 
in a special deposit entirely separate and distinct from 
those of any other funds. Withdrawals from the funds 
and contributions shall be made from the treasurer 
only on warrants dtawn in accordance with the provi-
sions of this Chapter. Statements of indebtedness by 
the person authorized to approve the expenditures will 
be filed in the budget unit prior to payment of expendi-
tures. 

C. In presenting its biennial budget estimates, each 
budget unit shall include full estimates of all cash avail-
able or to become available from the private funds and 
contributions for each fiscal year, as offsets against 
its full estimates of its expenditure requirements for 
each fiscal' year, and in the executive budget the esti-
mates shall be included in the estimates of resources 
available for financing the expenditure requirements 
for which appropriations are recommended. The pro-
visions of this Chapter shall not apply to private funds 
of students in a state educational institution, nor to the 
private funds of inmates of a state institution, when the 
funds are deposited with an officer of such institution 
merely for safekeeping." 

XXI 

That the primary function of the District Attorney is to cause 

justice to be done, and the subsidization of public functions of his office by 

known and unknown private -individuals, organizations or groups without any 

accountability whatsoever for funds made and to be made available to the 

District Attorney for use in his sole discretion for the alleged purpose of 
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furthering the prosecution of your defendant, is contrary to the public policy 

and statutory law of Louisiana, against" good morals and decency, in con-

flict with the obligations of the District Attorney to the public, and a denial 

to your defendant of the equal protection of the laws and due process of law 

as guaranteed to him by Article I, Section 2, of the Louisiana Constitution of 

1921 and the Fourteenth Amendment of the United States Constitution and 

RS 14:118. 

XXII 

That your defendant alleges on information and belief that 

the membership list, articles of incorporation and records of receipts and 

disbursements of the said "Truth,and Consequences, Inc. " are in the posses-

sion of Mr. Joseph Rault, Jr., 516 Audubon Street, New Orleans, Louisiana; 

that their production in the court on the trial of this motion is necessary and 

material to the interests of your defendant, and that defendant intends to prove 

by said records the allegations contained in Article XX hereof. 

XXIII 

That your defendant alliges on information and belief that 

the records of receipt of funds from the said "Truth and Consequences, Inc. " 

and disbursements of said funds are in the possession of the Honorable Jim 

Garrison, District Attorney for the Parish of Orleans; that their production 

on the trial of this motion is necessary and material to the interests of your 

defendant and that defendant intends to prove by said records the allegations 

contained in Article XX hereof. 

XXIV 

The failure of the Indictment to include Lee Harvey Oswald 

as a co-defendant is fatal to the Indictment. 

XXV 

The failure of the Indictment to include David W. Ferrie as 

a co-defendant is fatal to the Indictment. 



XXVI 

The failure of the Indictment to name and include "others" 

is fatal to the Indictment. 

XX VII 

That the Indictment in these proceedings is null and void and 

• 

I  of no effect for the following additional reasons, namely: 

\ 

On information and belief the defendant alleg 
the Indictment was based solely or primarily on the 

that 

testimony of one Perry Russo, whose testimony was 

\ 	

not valid, proper or legal for the reason that it was 
the product of post hypnotic suggestion and/or sugges- 

t 
	

tions while under the influence of sodium penathol and/ 
or other drugs and as a result of these undue influences 
did not constitute the testimony of Perry Russo himself 
but rather the testimony of the hypnotist and/or suggestor 
who in fact had no personal knowledge of the said testi-
mony. That under these circumstances his testifying 

i 	 before the Grand Jury Was tantamount to having said 
body receive and base an indictment exclusively upon 
the, testimony of a person who had no personal know-
ledge of said testimony. 

XXVIII 

The Court has no juri4.4iction over the offense charged, since 

the offense allegedly was committed at - a place outside the jurisdiction of this 

1\ i Court. 

WHEREFORE, defendant prays that this Motion to Quash be 

maintained and that the said Indictment as to him and as far as he is concerned 

be declared null and void and that he be discharged therefrom. 

 Defendant further prays that writs of subpoena duces tecurn 

issue herein commanding Joseph Rault, Jr. , to produce in open court on the 

date of the trial of this motion at 10:30 o'clock a. m. , or any other date to 

which said trial may be continued, the following: the membership list, 

\ articles of incorporation and records of receipts and disbursements of the 

\ said "Truth and Consequences, Inc., " and commanding the Honorable Tim 

\ Garrison, District Attorney for the Parish of Orleans, to produce in open 

!k 



court the records of receipt of funds from the said "Truth and Consequences, 

Inc." and disbursements of said funds. 

CLAY L. SHAW, Mover and Defendant 

EDWARD F. WEGMANN, Attorney for Mover 
and Defendant 

WILLIAM J. WEGMANN, Attorney for Mover 
and Defendant 

F. IRVIN DYMOND, Attorney for Mover and 
Defendant 

STATE OF LOUISIANA 
PARISH OF ORLEANS 

BEFORE ME, the undersigned authority, persorially came 

and appeared: 
CLAY L. SHAW 

who, after being duly sworn, did depose and say: 

That he is the mover in the above and foregoing Motion to 

Quash; that he has read same and that all of the allegations therein contained 

are true and correct to the best of his knowledge, information and belief. 

CLAY L. SHAW 

SWORN TO AND SUBSCRIBED 
BEFORE ME THIS 	DAY 
OF MAY, 1967. 

NOTARY PUBLIC 
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ORDER 

Considering the foregoing motion: 

IT IS ORDERED by the Court that writs of subpoena duces 

tecum due issue herein commanding Joseph Rault, Jr., to produce in open 

court on the date of the trial of this motion at 10:30 o'clock a.m. , or any 

other date to which'said trial may be continued the following: the membership 

list, articles of incorporation and records of receipts and disbursements of 

the said "Truth and Consequences, Inc.", and commanding the Honorable Jim 

i
Garrison, District Attorney for the Parish of Orleans, to produce in open 

court the records of receipts of funds from the said "Truth and Consequences, 

Inc." and disbursements of said funds. 

New Orleans, Louisiana, this 	day of 	 , 1967. 

JUDGE 
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STATE OF LOUISIANA 
	

CRIMINAL DISTRICT COURT 

VS. 	 PARISH OF ORLLAMS 

CLAY L. SHAW 
	

NO. .L4o---45 , SECTION "C° 

MOTION T9 OFIZ:ei is  

f RYA SUBP9ZHAES DUCM 7tictir,  

I. 	nis&filwi_la_,Ijhj_ut& ,.', atsp_gLIALWEA1,C1 

Article 405 of the Code of Criminal Procedure provides 

that the following form may be used for chavginq constALracy. 

"A. S. conspiret. with J. C. to 	. 	murder 

F.;. . . )' 

The present short form of Lndictment for conspiracy is 

practically tdent1cal with the one which appeared in Article .:35 

of the 19?.0 Code of Criminal Procedure ("A.S. and C.D. conspired 

tolether to merer S.F.), whichrmas taKne verbatim rrom the 

Aaerican Law institute's Cove of Crlmitial Proce4;ure. See Section 

18;.›, A.L.I. Coca Crim. Proc., :J. !"3 an.i Commentary to Section 

p. S41 (1'411). Realizing Lle need for 	lam ox criminal plaab- 

Lug that woul%! be simpler, anu at the *aside time woul. 3uarantee 

the accused his constitutional r 9htlo be informeb of the nature 

of the accusation- against him, the Louisiana Edegislature in 

D6opting a Coo* of Criminal Procedure in 141 authorizac short 

form indictments to be used for certain well-defl.ned crimes, 

such as murcar, rape, theft, bur-jlary, robbery, conspiracy, etc., 

and modeled the snort form Ln0ictments upon those sot out Ln the 

American Law Institute's mocal Core of Criminal Procedure. See 

State v. DarXsale, 	7 La. 19u, 170 So...: 3791 Sec. 1Sa, A.L.I. 

Code Crim. Proc. (1-431). 



The short form of indictment authorized by the 

Louisiana Legislature has been uniformly upheld by the Louisiana 

Supreme Court as meeting the conetitut.‘onai test that the accused 

auet be informed of the nature and cause of the accusation 

against ass. See 0tete v. laarXtgteele,  4  7 La. 13- , 170 So.2d 37* 

(1165) (agvravatec rape); 21.11AIj_112101 	2 3 La. 41, 	S0.11 

.04 (1163) (armed fobbery); 2.0„Sg.32 AstakeL, 243 LA. ..=3, 

So.2d 3J1 (1462) (negligent homicide); State v. iiver, :t37 La. 15, 

110 So.2d 521 (1351) (Murder); §t#te v„...._.;urain, 235 La. 	106 

So.2d e43 (135d) (simple robbery); Atate v. Reehtat /.22 La. 185, 

62 So.2c1 266 (1152) (theft of animals welter); State v. W.Kieht, 

215 Le. 527, 41 So.2d 76 (1.4.i) (simple bursglary). 

The inOictment returned against the accused by the 

grand jurors in the instant 4C4Se charges that Clay Shaw "did 

wliltully and unlawfully coney ire with ravid W. /Perri*, herein 

named but not charged, and Lee Nervey Oswal,:i, herein named but 

not charged, anU others, not herein name , to murder John t. 

Kennedy%. The meaniag of the words cones re and  prdex are so 

certain ane. widely accepted that no one who heard or read the 

words of the instant indictment could have any doubt about the 

nature and cause of the accusation against Clay snow. In this 

respect the United States and Louisiana Constitutions are fully 

satisfied in the respectfut view of the State. 

It is frivolous to argue. as the accused does in his 

Motioc to ,;luassh riled herein, that the short formeof• indictment 

for conspiracy which 1.s provide:- in Article 465 of the Code of 

Criminal Procedure is defective ma that it does not require the 

setting out or the act in furtherance of the object of the 

agreement or combination." See Art. 26, Crim. Cod*, which 



defines criminal conspiracy. Not one or the short forme of 

indictment which appear in Article 465 contains all of the 

essential elementa of the of :enact which the snort form of 

indictment may be used to char }e, but this £act has never been 

held to invaii-ate the short forms or ins ctment. In  tate v.  

Pate,  206 La. 107, ia So.d 3be, for example. the accused vas 

charged with theft LA the short form of indictment Sot out in 

Article 215 or the Mb. Code of Criminal PrOce6ure. He cove‹.! 

to queen the bill of information on the Tround that it did not 

contain an essential averment required by Article 67 of the 

Criminal Code—i.e., that to constitute the crime of theft there 

must berean intent to deprive the other permanentiy of whatever 

may be the subject of the misappropriation or taking°. The 

Supreme Court held that the bill of Lnformation draw* up in the 

short form provided for theft was valid, and that there was no 

necessity for including in the charge the averment that the 

accused took the automobile wit the intention of depriving its 

owner thereof permanently. The same arjument applies by etiology, 

to the indictment for conspiracy in the case at bars there is no 

necessity for setting out the act In furtherance of the conspir-

acy. 

Parenthetically. it should be noted that concert in 

criminal purpose is the salient factor in criminal conspiracy, 

and since the common-law gist of this offense is unlawful 

combination or agreement, no overt act is required to constitute 

this crime unless ss required by etatute. In other words, at 

common law it is the overt act at cosibining-conlederating minds 

that forms the hard core of conspiracy ratherethan nets don* in 

furtherance of the actor's A.radidept. S4s Clark and Marshall, 



A Treatise of the Law of Crimes, pp. 489-440 (Oth ed. 195). 

And when an overt act t3 by statate maee an essential element of 

the crime of conspiracy i.11 or':J,Ir to afford a locus poeftitentiae, 

when either or ail the conspirators may aoanon the unlawful 

purpose ", the recuire act Lazy 3e aay slap a lurthetance of tae 

agreement, and need not necessarily, as ire prosecutions for 

attempt, be an act tending directly toward the accomplishment 

of the crime intenCed. See State V. D'Ingianni, 217 La. 

:7 So.2 731. 

The failure of the indictment to include Lee Harvey 

Oswald, Javic W. Perri., or anyone else, is completely immaterial. 

It is well settled that although conspiracy is a joint offense 

and cannot be committed by one alone, all of the conspirators, 

whether known or unAnowa, mied not ire prosecuted at the same 

time, An indictment cherging A named person with having con-

spired with other person who are un4nown, or wkth other persons 

whose names are liven but who ails not Joined as defendants, is 

ood. State v. Sluta,  10u La. 18.2, 30 'ca. 24u (1300; I Wharton's 

CrLainal Law and Procedure lea, Conspiracy, sec. /1 (by Anderson, 

1457). 

The State believes that the indictment far conspiracy 

in the instant case i.e valid and constitutional and that /Para-

graphs I-XII and XXXV-XXVI of the Motion to Quash filed herein 

Lack ia wartt. 

II. The Grand Jury was Constitutionally Selected.  

a. 	 Atte 

The accused herein, beimj neither a women nor a uegro, 

cannot be heard to attar the granu jury which indicted him on 



the ground that Lt systematically excluded women and systematic- 

ally included Negroes. S.4e State v. Lea, x.1:: La. 72-,, 	So.2d 

le, cert. &culled 350 0.5. 1,)1/, 7a S.Ct. b55, 100 L.L3. d6i 

(1a56). 

Tha contention that the tourteenth Amenament requires 

pr000rtional representation of all of t7-a component ethnic groupn 

of the community on every jury has tam n iepeatedly rejected. -See 

Tazas,  347 U.S. 475, 74 	Ct. Ext7, 	L.F.d.dta (1454); 

i. Texans, 325 U.S. 3i4, 45 S.Ct. 1276, 84 	161.z (1' 45). 

An accused can only claim the right to be indicted and tried by 

juries tram which all mmoners of his rage, Ama, etc. are not 

systematically excluded. jiernandex v. Texas, supra' 	n. y. 

hiaggam, 380 U.S. 202, d5 S.Ct. S24, 13 L.Ld.2d 754 (1465). 

b. The filraod Jury wak. VAlidly Chosen.  

Alternatively, under the established jurisprudence or 

the Louis Lana and United States Supreme courts, even a women'a 

constitutional rights are not violated because in the jurisdic-

tion In which she Ls indicted and trIe women are ender the law 

exempted from jury service unless they file with the clerk of 

court of the perish a written declaratioo or their desire to 

serve. See Art. 402, Code Cris. Proc. In state tts JorothY /telt  

Balsa, 253 La. 151, 144 So.2d 729 (1467), the Louisiana Supreme 

Court held A.ticle 402 (then A.S. 151172.1) constitutionally 

permissible since this law does not exclude women from jury 

service, but simply accor:18 them an absolute exemption enleee 

they expressly waive that privilege. awe aIsolinvt v. Flori,dak, 

364 U.S. 57, i2 S.Ct. 151, 7 L.F4.2d (1461), involving an attack 

on a similar Florida statute by a woman accused of murder. 

In connection with this alternative argument on the 



constitutionality of the rand jury which indicted the accused 

herein, the State calls this Court's attention to the fact that 

a similar contention about the systematic Inclusion of Negroes 

on grand juries in Orleans Parish was decided adversely to a 

NJegrOe accuaec in §.12.12yi auxitgiust, :47 1,44. 1)6, 170 So.2d 37.; 

AarOdAll v, 	3a2 U.S. 421, 46 S.Ct. 297, 15 L.Sd.2d 

236 (1465). See also j5tate v. Siooson,  2V7 La. S83, 175 so.2d 

255 (1965); Simoson v. Louistianq,  3a4 U.S. 1014, 06 S.Ct. 1545, 

16 L.841.2d 1035 (1966). 

The State believes that Clay Shaw has no standing to 

attack the grand lury which indicted him on the grounds met out 

in his Motion to Quash; alternatively, the State is of the 

opinion that his bases of attack are completely lacking in merit. 

Therefore Paragraphs XIII through 4VIII of the Motion 

to Quash filed herein have no merit. 

III. CanOributions 70:00 Private Indivi4uais Are  
Permissible and Praiseworthy  

Traditionally, Lew enforcement oif icsra 4n the United 

States have been miesd in their work by private citizens. The 

citizens' poses of tha Old Vest is an outstanding exempt* of 

private individuals coming to the aid of of 	at the Law in 

time of need. And today in this very city we read is our news-

paper every *thee week or so exhortations by the Superintendent 

of Police arging people in all walks of lir, to cooperate actively 

with police offtcara in running down criminals. 

One of the modern equivalents of the old-fashioned posse 

is the financial contributions which La made by beelnesses or 

private citizens to *id the police in capturimg persons woes 



violate the law. Rewords offered and given tor the capture of 

persoes.suspected of committing a crime Axe commonplace. 

In supplying the Jistrict Attorney for the Parish of 

Orleans with money to use to try to solve the assassination of 

President Kennedy, consequently, the :'4rivate citizens who have 

banded together under the name of *Truth and Consequences" are 

acting Ls accordance with a time-honored American customs they 

are the Twentieth Century equivalent of the vanishing posse. 

Mot only are their actions in giving help to Law enforcement 

officers Legal and conotitutional --they are also admirable. As 

is often pointed out nowadays, public apathy and indifference 

to crime are an important factor in the fast-rising crime rate. 

Let us sup' s** for a moment that some of the men who 

make up "Truth and Consequences' had maseged to osptOre Lee 

Harvey Oswald and others as they ran from the bbok depository 

in Della: on the fateful day of...President Kennedy's murder. 

Their deed would have been praised and acclaimed throughout the 

world. 

Similarly, the action of the aeebera of 'Truth and 

Coamequencee La banning a fund to be used La tracking down the 

4111ers of Frtisident 'Kennedy is patriotic and Laudable. 

Furthermore, R.S. 391235, rolled on k' the accused La 

his motion herein, is inapplicable to the *Truth and Consequences* 

fund. 

R.S. 19s235 provides that every &gooey which has 

private funds or contributions that have been meds available to 

it for the purpose of defraying expenses of any work Amne under 



Its direction, under such terms that they do not become the 

property of the state, shall deposit the funds ox coatributions 

with the state treasurer ..n the manner proscribed for the deposit 

of puolic moneys, anti shall certify to tieeasurers (1) the 

source from which such funds were received; (2) the terms and 

condition under which, and the purpose fox wutch they were 

received; (3) the names of the trustees or administrators of the 

funds; and ) the name of the person authorized to approve 

expenditures from each fund. The statute further provides that 

the treasurer shall keep each fund in a special depostt entirely 

separate and distinct frog those of any other funds, and that 

withdrawals from the funds shell be made tram the treasurer only 

on warrants drawn in accordance with the provisions of Chapter 1 

of A.S. 3:t. 

R.S. 39s2 (1) defines agency* as -*any state office, 

department, hoard, canalisation, institutions, division, officer 

or other person, or functional 4roup, heretofore existing or 

hereafter created, that is authorized to exercise, or that does 

exercise, any functions of the 4overnment of the state, but not  

.skx governing body or pfficer of pov Local czovernment or su14-  

divLgion of the state. or env parochial officer qt r. exerctsep  

go-terolons with the muolcinalitv in which hemforme those  

Ilimagigmaj: (Underlining added) 

;Prom the foregoing it appears clear that the provisions 

of R.S. 39si35 do not apply to private funds or contributions 

which are made to the DtatrIct Attorney for the Pariah of Orleans, 

as this official is a parochial officer, and does not operate a 

state agency. 



Consequently, the accused herein has ne legal or 

constitutional ground to complain ot the setting up of this fund, 

or its use to aolvinA4 the muroer or our late enesident. Nor is 

the accused entitled to insect the mengJershii) list, records of 

race-tots 	uiE.OurisamentS of *Truth and ConsequencesT Inc.", 

And thus has no lef;a1 ground for obtaining by subpoena duces 

tecum their production in court on the trial of this motion, or 

at any other time or place. 

Thus, Paragraphs XIX through XXIII of the Motion to 

Quash filed herein lack merit. 

IV. The Qvidence Received By the Grand Jury C-nnot  
Quest loved. 

Tinder the law of iaouistana, no indictment shell be 

quashed on the ground that it is based, is whole or in pert, on 

insufficient or illegal evidence. Art. 442, Code Criss. Proc.! 

St̀   te v. Sianbort, 216 La. 212,:'40 So.4d 535 (1943). 

Hence, Paragraph XXVII of the Motion to Quash filed 

herein is without merit. 

V. The Coot Has Jurisdiction of Thirs Otfaxtso.  

The accused herein is charged with conspiring In 

Orleans Parish to murder Preeident Kennedy. See Art. 26, Cris'. 

Code. The gravamen of the offense of conspiracy is unlawful 

conbination or agreement, and the place where the agreement takes 

place has jurisdiction over the ertme. 

Therefore Paragraph xXVIII of tie motion to Quail* 

filed herein has.no merit. 



WEEREPO2C, the District Attorney for the Parish- of 

Orleans prays that the Notion no ,7:mash filed herein by the 

accused, Clay L. Shaw, be overruled 	set aside, that the 

rite of Subpoena Duces °recurs aouqkit by the accused herein be 

denied, and that this case proceed according to law. 

JAMBS L. ALCOCN 
Assistant District Attorney 
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June 12, 1967 

0-6 (Rev. 9-19-66) 

From • 

Directoi 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 

To 

I 	The Solicitor General 

] Deputy Attorney General 

Xi  Assistant Attorney General 

	 MR. 3. WALTER YE 
Director, Bureau of Prisons 

The Pardon Attorney 

Chairman, Parole Board 

pi  Assistant Attorney General for Administration 

I Immigration and Naturalization Service 

I 1 Office of Alien Property 

I 1 Chief - Accounts Branch 

I Chief - Administrative Services Office 

	 Chief of Personnel 

I  General Litigation Section, Civil Division 

	I Records Administration Office 

Attention: 	I Antitrust Division 

Civil Division 

Civil Rights Division 

Criminal Division 

Internal Security Division 

I 	I 

I 	I 

71A.  No further action will be taken in this case in the absence of a 

specific request from you. 

B. Please advise what further investigation, if any, is desired in this matter. 

I I C. For your information, I am enclosing a communication regarding the 

holder of a diplomatic or international organization visa. 

LX_I D. For your information. 

I 	I E. Please note change in caption of this case. 

John Edgar Hoover 

Director 

Enc. 	(Upon removal of classified enclosures, if any, this transmittal form 
becomes UNCLASSIFIED.) 

lQ7 



A 

Carl - letter to CIA lei is witlyAG ow. 

Fred Vinson 

6/12/67 
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RECOMMENDATION 
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OPER CONVERSATION,  
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CaNOTE AND 

OUR D17011111ATION 

REMARKS 
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