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Wali er cross-examinatiog, 
B B80 “adenitied That he 

_ bad, fe. stolen to get her- 
ain 
before 

the past. A few minutes 
he said be never had - 

done so. With some confusion, 
he denied telling two fellow 
prisoners, on separate occa- 
sions, that he knew nothing 
about Shaw and Oswald. . 

That set the stage for the 
testimony of Charles Spiesel, a 
small, balding New Yorker 
with a fixed smile. Spiesel was 
a@ surprise witness — and a 

- vital one for Garrison. 

Meeting Described 

While the courtroom specta- 
tors grew tense and still, he 
quietly told of meeting Ferrie 
in a New Orleans bar, of going 
to a party with Ferrie, where 
he said he met Shaw, and oth- 
er men in a private apartment 
in the french quarter; of hear- 
ing nearly everyone there 
speak bitterly about John F. 
Kennedy, of hearing someone 
say, “somebody ought to kill 
the son of a bitch”, of hearing 
‘Shaw and Ferrie discuss a 

sible airplane escape for a 
Pould-be *ssassin, of the men 
arriving at g concensus that 
the best way to kill the presi- 
dent was with a high-powered 
‘rifle with a telescopic sight. 

! ‘When he completed his testi- 

. 

  “mony for the state, Shaw’s po- 
sition Jooked bleak eed. 

. Then quickly, under cross- 
- examination, Spiesel’s credi- 
bility was destroyed. 

! KF, Irvin Dymond, Shaw's 
“thief counsel, brought out.that 
‘Spiesel bad filed a suit claim- 
ing New York City policemen 

- ,bypnotized him, subjected him 
to mental torture, and forced 
him out of the city. He also 
“had filed another suit against 
‘a psychiatrist and others 
“chargin 
tSim to et “confident infor- 
|mation’” fromhim, 
» Spiesel, by his own words, 

de. 
   

had hypnotized _ 

ohc_caid be believed, among 
other things, that he hdd been 

‘ hypnotized on and off during 
1963, 1964, and 1965. 

“When he left the witness 
stand, far more than his own 
credibility had been destroyed, 

. Garrison’s own case stood 
* close to being discredited for 
‘placing such reliance, and 

‘ such vital testimony, on such a 
| witness. . 
- In his opening statement, 
- the district attorney had made 
much of how he would prove 
that witnesses overheard 
Shaw, Ferrie and others dis- 

" cussing killing the President at 
a private party in New Or- 
Jeans. Spiesel was his wittiess. 

His testimony was crucial in 
another sense. Garrison's star 
witness, the one he has count- 

- ed on to prove that a conspira- 
‘cy did take place, is Perry 
- Raymond Russo. vo 

“. Nearly two years ago, Russo 
had testified in the prelimi- 
nary hearing against Shaw. He 
was present, he said, in a 

- meeting between Oswald, Fer- 
rie and one “Clem Bertrand,” 
@ supposed alias Garrison 
claims was used by Shaw. He 
said he heard them discuss an 
assassination plan which 
called for killing the president 
by “a triangulation of fire.” 
They also discussed means of 
escape, he said. 

In court then, Russo identi- 
fied Shaw as the man who 
used the name “Clem Ber- - 

. tr; » 

Russo was the key to Garri- 
gon’s case. But he is a contro-. 

. versial witness. He testified to 
: being under psychiatric care. 
And, it was brought out later, 

-+ be had testified while under 
the wifect-shsodium pentothal, 
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Shaw's defense hed” cafled_ 
Russo “a lar—a notoriety- . 
seeking liar whose name does. 
not deserve to be mentioned 
among 

ple.” . . “ 

Coming back to back with 
craaistite oe testimony and 
credil raise harsh ques- . 
tions about the 
gation Garrison conduct- 
ed, and the kind of witnesses 
he believes worthy of decent 
respect when it comes to add- 
ing to the nation’s knowledge 
about the murder of a presi- | 
dent. 7 te 

Motive Awaited 

Beyond that, Garrison so far © 
bas not established a single 
motive for Shaw conspiring.  - 
Neither his statement, nor the - 
testimony to date, give any 
hint of why he thinks Shaw, a 
respected businessman and | 
patron of the arts and 2 self- -- 
professed admirer of John F. 

ennedy, would want to com- 
mit suchacrime. - 
The trial may go on as 

as two months, with mane 
more witnesses to be called, 
films and slides to be shown, 
and more points made. But at 

i writing, Garriso son's case” 
remains, say Jeast, 
shaky. . . 

When he announced his star- 
tling news two years ago that . 
he had “solved” the K . 
assassination, Jim Garrison 
was pressed for more facts to ~~ 
back up his claim. He then. - 
quoted from Alice in Wonder-- ~ 
lJand to point out the truth is“ 
not always what it seems at’. 

glance, a! 
His case today worinues to 

grow, as Alice said, curioser 
and curioser. ay 
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~ Clay Shaw (upper left), on trial for conspiring 
to kill President John F. Kennedy, leaves court _ 
in New Orleans after Charles Spiesel (far | - 

or 3 .. : . .    gerty Jr., holds handkerchief. - 2. 
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right), a witness for the prosecution, testified 
yesterday. The judge in the case, Edv:nr4_ Hag- 
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