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The purpose of this memorandum is to set forth 
the instructions I received from United States Attorney, 
LOUIS C, LaCOUR, and his assistants, JOHN C, CIOLINO and 
FRITZ VETERS, concerning my testimony before the Orleans 
Parish Grand Jury inquiry into District Attorney JIM 
GARRISON's investigation of parties involved in the 

- conspiracy to assassinate President KENNEDY. In this 

  

memorandum IJ am setting forth to the best of my recol- 
lection the general areas of questions put to me during 
my appearances before the Grand Jury by District Attorney 
GARRISON and his assistants, JAMES~ALCOCK, ANDREP~SCIAMBRA 
and ALVIN’ OSER. ? 

United States Attorney LaCOUR initially instruc- 
ted me, after I was subpoenaed, to invoke the privilege 
on all questions put to me and to only answer as to my 
name, the fact that I am an agent and assigned to the 
New Orleans Office of the FBI. 

On the date of the receipt of the subpoena and 
until May 17, 1967, and at the hearing before Judge 
BERNARD J, BAGERT of the Criminal District Court of 
Orleans Parish, New Orleans, Louisiana, I stood mute 
at all proceedings relating to this matter pursuant to 
instructions of the United States Attorney. 

On the morning of May 17, 1967, Criminal District 
Judge BAGERT denied the United States Attorney's motion 
to quash the subpoena which I received and ordered me to 
appear before the Orleans Parish Grand Jury at 2:00 PM, 
on that date. . 

Assistant United States Attorneys CIOLINO and 

s 
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VETERS were with me at all of my appearances in Criminal 
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Y. District Court before Judge BAGERT and were representing’ — . the Federal Government in this matter, These assistants ao anticipated an adverse ruling by Judge BAGERT on the - Government's motion to quash on May 17, 1967. After the 

/ 

tempered LacouR's instructions to the extent that it would be necessary for me to justify invoking the privi- lege as it would be Subject to judicial review. They told me to use my Own judgement in invoking the privi- lege and that I should answer questions of my own personal knowledge, and if 1 was in doubt on any question I could come out and ask them about it, 

Along these lines in discussing with CIOLINO and VETERS as to what questions should and should not be answered by me, I had anticipated that District Attorney “GARRISON might possibly ask me the question, did I see DAVID-FERRIE on November 22, 1963, in United States Distfict Court (during trial of CARLOS MARCELLO on Fraud Against the Government charges). They indicated to ne that I should answer in the affirmative as this was a matter of my own personal knowledge because FERRIE was, in fact, present in the Courtroom on that date, 

‘Iswent before the Grand Jury at approximately 4:50 PM. In the Grand Jury room, along with the jurors were GARRISON and his three assistants mentioned above, GARRISON asked most of the questions. During the first half of the idaterrogation GARRISON prefaced each question with a "speech" Stating as declarations of fact that OSWALD was an employee of the CIA and was associated with the Cubans in the New Orleans area and did I know this. I felt that all of GARRISON's statements of alleged fact prefacing his questions put to me before the Grand Jury were self-serving. 

In regard to the above question relating to OSWALD's association with Cubans in the New Orleans area and LEE HARVEY OSWALD's employment by the CIA, I had no knowledge concerning this matter and replied that 1 did not know. 

oo Another series of questions involving the identity _. of a heavy set Cuban who was “Shepherding" OSWALD around New Orleans was propounded to me by District Attorney GARRISON: in the same manner. {f had no knowledge of any such individual 
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and replied that I did not know, 

After the first two or three questions, GARRISON - asked me whether the files of the FBI contained information - 
concerning OSWALD's Mexican activities. At this point [I 
invoked the privilege and read to GARRISON and the jurors 
the instructions I received from the Attorney General, 

- Throughout my appearance before the Jury, whenever a question 
was asked concerning what our files showed or what I did 
in an investigative capacity, I invoked the privilege in 
each instance, ° 

District Attorney GARRISON asked a series of 
questions regarding the identity of the names-I estimate 
to number approximatd y twenty from a list in his possession-~ 
and asked if I knew these individuals. The names seemed to 
be Cuban or Spanish names and meant nothing whatsoever to 
me and I replied that I did not know any of these individuals. 
From the very inception of my appearance and interspersed 
throughout, District Attorney GARRISON propounded numerous 
questions to me concerning my knowledge of the relationship 
between CLAY SHAW and LEE HARVEY OSWALD, Whenever the 
questions involved my personal knowledge I answered the 
question I do not know. However, when the question related 
to official records or investigative operations I invoked 
the privilege. ° 

  

. From the questions propounded to me by District 
Attorney GARRISON and members of his staff the matter of 
greatest importance, which was referred to of several occa- 
sions during the course of my appearance wad what investiga- 
tion was conducted by the FBI to clear CLAY/SHAW in the 
assassination of President KENNEDY, During these questions, 
GARRISON and members of his staff referred a number of times 
to the Attorney General's statement in this regard. On one 

_ occasion Assistant District Attorney ALCOCK gave a long dis- 
sertation on Attorney General CLARK's statement which was 
quoted in the New York Times and at times read from article 
which had appeared in this newspaper. . In regard to the ques- 
tion regarding investigation conducted to clear CLAY SHAW, I 
invoked the privilege. In regard to the New York Times article 
I answered I did not know anything about it. At some time 
during the questioning, ,I; was asked by District Attorney 
GARRISON if I knew CLAY/BERTRAND to which I answered no, 
Additional questions were asked of me by GARRISON involving 
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whether the FBI had investigated CLAY SHAW as CLAY BERTRAND _ 
and I invoked the privilege on each occasion, , 

t * 

A number of questions were asked regarding my ~ 

knowledge of the actions of the Fair Play for Cuba Committee 

- and of DAVID FERRIE's connection with this group. I answered 

these questions,I do not know. I was also asked whether 

I knew SERGI RCACHA’SMITH and I replied that I had seen — 

’ ARCACHA but was not acquainted with hin. : :. 

District Attorney GARRISON asked a series of | 

questions regarding the seizure of explosives across Lake 

Pontchartrain in the Slidell area and a series of questions 

regarding alleged training camps for Cubans in that general 

area. I advised the Jury that I was not familiar with 

either of these matters. The questions regarding the 

above two matters appeared to me to be designed to develop 

information regarding Government policy relating to Cubans 

as well as the reason why the individuals involved were 

not prosecuted. 

  

I was also asked if I had any knowledge of the 

burglary of ammunition bunker at Houma, Louisiana, to which 

I replied I did not know. 

e
e
e
 

District Attorney GARRISON asked if I knew W, GUY 

/ BANNISTER, and I told him yes. He then asked if I had ever 

visited BANNISTER's office and the identity of anyone I : 

observed there. I answered that J had been in GUY BANNISTER's 

office and that the only person I could recall observing while 

there was JACK’ IN and two women, whose names I could not 

recall.. I was also asked of my knowledge of the relationship 

between BANNISTER, ARCACHA SMITH and OSWALD, I answered that 

I did not know. . 

Throughout my appearance yarious“questions were inter- 

spersedinvolving my knowledge of JACK.RUBY, the purpose of his 

visit to New Orleans and whether I had any knowledge of the 

identity of persons RUBY contacted in New Orleans. I answered 

the questions of my own personal knowledge that I did not know. 

Questions along these lines which involved the records of the — 

Government, I invoked the privilege. mo 
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: In a question put to me concerning DAVID FERRIE, GARRISON recountered to the Grand Jury how his office had arrested FERRIE in-1963. He asked me if I had inter- ‘viewed FERRIE at that time. I told him I did not, 

GARRISON then asked a series of other questions as to my interviews with FERRIE and each time I invoked the privilege, 

At one point, GARRISON asked a number of questions about my knowledge of the buying of equipment, such as 
trucks and other items, by the Cubans in New Orleans, to which I replied that I did not know. 

bas series of questions were asked regarding WILLIAM WAYNE’DALZELL and if I was familiar with bin. I acknow- ledged that I knew him. The question was then asked as to whether I had any information of DALZELL being employed by 
CIA and I answered I did not know. 

I was then asked if tue records of the FBI con- tained ore of tne on concerning the identity of the 
Organizers of th ree Voice of Latin America and I invoked 7 

t the privilege, . 

" I was asked a series of questions concerning Special Agent WARREN CydeBRUEYS, I was asked if I knew him and I replied yes. I was asked if he was still an FBI Agent and 
I replied yes. I was asked if he was in New Orkans on 
November 22, 1963 and I replied I did not know. I was asked where he is now located and I replied Washington, D.C, 
Prior to my appearance before the Grand Jury, I was advised 
by AUSA VETERS that District Attorney GARRISON knew that SA deBRUBYS was in Washington, D.C, and I did not feel that . 
this was a disclosure of any information not already known 
by GARRISON, GARRISON, in his comments to the Grand Jury, 
indicated that he had knowledge of the fact that SA deBRUEYS handled security matters while in New Orleans and asked for 
the identity of Agents working security matters, I replied 
that the only one I could recall was SA deBRUEYS, 
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. I was asked if I knew DEANANDREWS and I acknowledged that I did. I was asked if DEAN ANDREWS worked for any 
agency of the Federal Government. I answered I did not know 
except that ANDREWS might have worked yars ago as an employee of the Immigration and Naturalization, Service, During the 
questioning concerning ANDREWS I was‘ asked by a member of 
the jury whether I had investigated DEAN ANDREWS and I re~ 
plied that my contacts with DEAN ANDREWS were set forth in 
the Warren Commission report. . 

I want to point out that throughout GARRISON's 
questioning of me there was no continuity in the sequence 
of questions or subject matter, Many of the questions 
were phrased as statements of alleged fact designed to 
elicit an agreement from me to the facts as stated by him. 
GARRISON got no such agreement from me. 
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