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+ BY JUDGE’S

Card, Officer’s Testimony -Haggerty Says
Held Inadmissible  Rights Vislated- ‘a’ m., Judge Haggerty said, the
Judge Haggerty, in remarks ;¥ial will resume. )

Yeadi ; ; .1 +~'The rapid fire conclusion of’
Judge Edward A. Haggerty -leading up fo his ruling, said : events Wednesday afternoon

-— -8elf in Alcock’s pmsenﬁ,. If the!
Xeview is not granted by 9

«Bertrand” and the state con-

4 feview by the state’s highestfﬁ?nlgh?:ssgowé:'g? it after

gourt immediately, and Hagger-r-
ly said that if no word is re-| -
seived from the Supreme Court

Jr. stunned the prosecution in Shaw's constitulional rights: .
the coaspiracy tial of Clay Lime violated in his not being jCéme out of the presence of the
i Shaw Wednesday by refusing to | ih im durin 1 - “his attorneys, Edward F. Weg-
! . > g the fingerprint- =.* :
admit a New Orleans police-'j i i ' inann and Salvatore Panzeca,
po ing and in Habxghorst_s m?fed,‘.take the witness stand.
leged Shaw alias. _Habighorst Stiviated” Shaw's g jimited the ad-'
Judge Haggerly ruled the Tights i he asked the question’ oyl inlies'of the ol Satement.
along with a fingerprint card, Even if be did," continued .gigneq a blank fingerprint card'
- . signed by Shaw, because two missible. If Officer Habighorst. g
" >t office in Central Lockup the
is telling the truth—and I"e""-‘night of March 1, 1967, because
ed Shaw’s constitutional rights Alcock d hi
on the night’he was arrested, o ci:c .:":fe anl:lp’hi: v?nzee _Decessary to getting bail.”
& :>*He said that his attorney, Ed-
Shaw, 55, is charged with con- you passing on the credibility =~
. . . " Bririre -mitled t to B
spiring to assassinate President of a siate witnEss-iifrunt of :footr:dwi:h g-:mi:l whtehne he q:a:
. . [ id f
. ‘The decision, along with an v:?r’ - . ‘was in the room he was not
. accompanying remark by Judge 1t's oulside the presence of ;aéked any questions at all.
» h plied. *I do not care. The whole : . o
mﬁg Jt.he :;tilgtll:ggl.o{c::e. world can hear that I do not :Jnember saying was, “In that
" " - *told his signaturs<z-te blank
witness stand to refute Habig- not believe Officer Habighorst.’ '.'nnge,;n-snfn:a,d was ne:es-
horst’s testimony. . .
Assistant _District Altorney trial, and the judge denied it. Z3bail.
James L. Alcock sprang 1o hiS  qhen Alcock said he would:*iPtn. Habighorst teslified ear-
feet when Judge Haggerly an- a ppeal to the Lovisiana Su-:l'
nounced his decision and ex- *asked Shaw questions to fill in
*said he doubted the policeman’s Haggerty's ruling. ~including “other names he may
testimony. Juse or may be known by.”
of review with the Louisiana for Review Planned
Supreme Court nmmedxaw.lc);i +'He said be would file for the
that unless the Supreme Cou
grants the writs he will proceed

allowed to have his attorney (Jury and saw Shaw and two of
man’s testimony about an al- questioning. - 4 Shaw, called as a witness for!
" testimony was inadmissible about an alias, said the judge.’:;ot" pin  Habighorst, said hel
Judge Haggerty, " is not ad- ‘o"4pe Burean of Identification
- New Orleans policemen violat- -
-ously doubt it . . . ‘Ptn. Habighorst said “this was
March-2,3622 "¢ trembling, and he said: “Are 210 PG o ST per-
John F. Kennedy. e press and the whole ‘fingerprinted, and that while he
Haggerty that he “doubled | i Pivr g b :.7 Shaw said all be could re-
A Shaw’ persoraly ook the ‘Delieve Officer HagIehorsE, T ar g pr s oion k" 2Miee belnk
* Alcock then moved for a mis->sary if be wanted to oblain
y. in the afternoon that he
pressed disbelief when the judge preme Court to reverse Judgepjanks on the fingerprint card
He said he would file for writs Immediate Request 1“/The card carries the notation
and Judge Haggerty indicat
- with the trial at 9 a. m. Thurs-

‘."3“ ey . _ oy 8:45 a. ra_Thursday, he will

.« 7777 then_telephone the court him|

PR ot

RULING -

:that Shaw uses the alias “Clay
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5 Juage u.aﬂ_gt_-g.x_ sma, afer; :: id Y follow-42Ees . allempléd -:a—';:.cstwn_ﬁ:"‘
hearing arguments over oral 1 dia (’ . the DA’'s olfice between
testimony of Pin. Habighorst, : Dymond Shaw if afterjime of the telephone call ar,

that he felt Capt, Louis J. Cu. be went to u . Jentral Lockup
role violated the Supreme Court following his arrest he was wi
docision in the Escobedo case 80 attorney. He said that Ed-;0ca arrived, he was permitt
“because no police officer has ¥ard Wegmann was with him.Ji5 talk with'his attorney.
the right to tell an attorney he (Wegmann testified he arrive
~ cannot be with his client,” and
that Habighorst violated v
»:pirit “the i:“ed of l:he hgiranda w
ecision” that he *“did mot
forewarn Mr. Shaw of his right Lockup he Wagg_i?
to, remain silent.” lwlth me at every s !
.-It was ‘after this stalement )
that the judge said “although llle was told be bad to go into,l
doubt it (Habighorst's _testi- the B of I alone. !
- 'mony) seriously from what I
" have heard.” fingerprint card bearing his sig-
di:‘h: ?&Sh&w ;ltatnosneys wllr?o nature and be said he recog-
'did not take the stand were F. pized the signature as his own. |for answering_questions. - -
Irvin Dymond and Wiliam Weg: ezt material was filled in| Each time Staw said no

the arrival of Panzeca. ..

ent directly to the DA's office.)lfor about 20 1o 25 minutes.
lawy
e ”

He was asked if after Pa;'testimmy. The defense entered

Ll H
back in the city during the af by “::rit‘i::? " uglx;av:ed;aigrggi
fernoon and shortly thereafter|ciq he was wilh Panzeca alone

Shaw said that at the Centrall A¢ Alcock touched upon each
phase, the period between Pan-
zeca's arrival and leaving the
DA's office, and the trip from;
g 1o Centeal Lackup he

uilding to tral he
He was shown a copy of the 'ycred Shaw if anyone in the
DA’s office physically’ abused
him or promised him a reward

,inann.
/i District Attorney Jim Garri-
500 made another courtroom
.appearance Wednesday and
-that was to question a Dallas,
T ."l‘ex., man who said he saw
. . Jour men from .the area
7 ef the Texmrhook De-
:pository after the assassina-
| “tion of President John F. Ken-
{ medy Nov. 22, 1963.
. “In other testimony Wednes-

‘day: . .
_ +%-Dr. John M. Nichols of the
. University of Kensas under-
went cross-examination; Mrs.
Jesse Parker, a former hostess
at: the Eastern Air Lines VIP
Boom at New Oricans Interna-
tJonal Airport, testified that she
. saw Shaw sign the name Clay
Bertrand in the guest registe
_* gt the rgom on Dec. 14, 1966.
" «+Also, Sgt. JonasJ. Butzman
. and -Officer John I¢. Perkins
" testified in connection with the
- admissibility of the Habighorst:

imony.

¢ 1 Shaw was the last wilness
i dalled by the defense while the
i Judge heard testimony regard-
' ing the admissibility of the Ha-
.+ bighorst testimony.

. Shaw Appears
- Relaxed on Stand.

onk-l; thm dyou signed #t?"{ Alias Not Mentioned,
asked Dymond. 1 .
"Nothing," he answered. Shaw Teshﬁu
“You signed a blank finger- Shaw repeated
print card?” arrest register at
“] was told this was a peces-
sity to getting bail.”

Shaw Says Clerk

Filled Out Sheet

Dymond asked him if he re-
called being booked. Shaw said
he did and he identified the
booking sheet as being “filled
out by the booking clerk who
asked me questions.” )

‘Shaw said he was not asked’
about an alias or any names he
uses.

asked him several questions.

“] wikizz—pot,”
.Shaw.

“Did you ever tell anyone at
Ceniral Lockup yo! an
alias?”

“I didn’t.”

He was then shown the copy

of the booking sheet given to.
him and he said there was
nothing en_fhe concern-
ing an alias.

On cross-examination by Al
cock, the prosecutor asked Shaw
if it was not a fact that his
telephone call to his atlorney
was made at the suggestion of Sha
Assistant DA Andrew M. Sciam-

bra. i
Shaw said it was not exactly,

said he was taken to B of

mitted to accompany him.

finge

not see him sign it.

iyou anything?” asked Alcock.

* Answering questions rapidly,
Shaw appeared‘%rixed’and he
ke in a strong voice.
{Shaw acknowiedged that on
March 1, 1967, he was arrested
in the DA’s office, and he ex-
plained that during the after-
noon he was able to contact
Panzeca by telephone. Edward
Wegmann was temporarily out
the state. -
+ “pnid he give you any legal

“No.” .
“Did he ask you how to
your name?”

“To my recollection, no.”
“You are fairly certain?”
“Yes.”

correct. “1 said I wanted an,
attorney and he said I'd better.
call one.” . ‘
Shaw said he was not physi-
cally abused nor promised any
reward for answering questions
in the DA’s office.
| He said all statements he gave
ito the DA’s office he gave free-
y and voluntarily. Shaw said
he first wanted an attorney “at

oographd,

was ph

t at the
tral Lock-
up no mention of an alias was
made, and he said that as he
answered questions, the officer

typed. .
Shaw said the policeman

“Did be ever dype when
you were not responding fo
a question?” asked Alcock.
answered

He said his attorney, Edward
Wegmann, was standing next
to him during this period. When
this questioning was over, Shaw

and his aftorney was not per-

He.. said .he .was asked no
questions at all, and he repeat-
ed that he had signed a blank
rprind_cord> He said he
did not know when Habighorst
signed the card because he did

“And the officer did not ask
“That’s my testimony,” said
\'

“He didn't ask you for the
correct spelling of your name?”

spell

Shaw said he recalled being
instructed to wash his hands
brior to being fingerprinted,
and he said he also believes he

- K

s

A .

“he sparks began flying as;
/h side introduced exhibits in
N onnection with the afternoon

(.‘o Enu:n Cn

iseveral and then Alcock at-
tempted to enter some. When
Alcock presented the fingerprint
card, Dymond objected, saying
it was a self-serving declaration
for the stale and Shaw had
signed it when it was blank.
Alcock maintained that the sig-
nature had been placed on it
only after the defendant had
read the card

Alcock maintained that the,
‘incident in the B of I was mere-,
Iy a booking procedure™ and not!
in violation of Shaw’s emsum-:

Judge Haggerty |
said he was sustaining the de-
fense’s objectis=—<c-2he intro- l

duction of the fingerprint card
as well as Habigherst's-gesth-
mony. However, he said that
in the matter of interrogation
the DA’s ofiice “skirts are
very clean.”

Panzeca testified briefly be-
fore Shaw took the stand.
He said that Shaw called him
about 3 p. m. on March 1, 1967, -
and he arrived at the DA’s of-
fice about 15 to 20 minutes la-
ter.
He said Shaw was in Sciam-
bra’s office and he told him not
“to speak to anyone at all about
anything; not even to say. ‘hel-
lo' or ‘good-by.’ I told him not
to answer questions from any~:
one." '
*Did you make this known.
to any members of the district
attorney’s staff?” )
Panzeca said he did to Sciam-
bra and two other aides of the
ls)l{\a wha_were_$guarding™ Mr.

W. -

Attorney Was Able

to Meet with Shaw
Alcock asked Panzeca if any
member of the DA’s staff de-
nied him the sight to meet with
Shaw, and he said mo, “but 1
didn't think 1 could question
him freely.”

“Did you advise him of bis
constitutional rights?”

"+ {old him bhe didn't have to
make a stalelh

L

tional rights.
This is when

L

‘advice?” asked Dymond. LD tme BirsScimmbra said’- —— =TT
.. “He sald to_speak 1o no one : ey were going to charge me.
-except himsel™™ . - ——- \
. . N .
L e T L Ty M «vl-:(?_x&'i R ,~':‘_.'__;-‘. . .o .:._.‘... "_.‘.{_ - / - -
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Panzeca said that when he
and Shaw finally were alone he¢
was “afrafd the réom and areg
we were in were bugged.”

nonnallyz.f-’-*'i_é-;;’pat the time

tions™lo_ Dvmond's questio. -

of arrest. ; but was Overruled once more
Asked by{ :wond about cop! Judge Hargerty, i
ies of the arvest form, Curole Byzman said he did not know

replied that several copies are:if Habighorst had a copy of the
made and distributed to proper| arrest form while in the B of I
departments. room. Asked if Wegmann was in

Dymond then wanted to know!the B of I room, Butzman said
where these copies go. Thisihe did not know although he did
triggered an ghwrtion by Al-'rcmember seeing Wegmann by
cock, who claimed the question:the booking room door about 27

_He said their original commu-
nication was conducled on ¢

was “totally irrelevant” to

issue of whether Shaw gave

Questioned by Alcock, Butz-

on’t,” be explained.” .
" JPerkins emphasized thal he
would not start the fingerprint-
ing processing without the rec-
ord division arrest paper. %

Questioned by Alcock, Perkins
said that, if the officer did not
have access to the record divi-

sion paper, it would be possible} -

to fill out the paper by asking
the arrested person the neces-
sary information. . -

Klcdok ~coRlinued  his “0Bjes “Wikses n -3 ae” swwisi - L
Al SSome Im ':‘sﬁ‘:*'- yeu

the, feet away.
note pad. He said he woulc
write a question to Shaw on the vcguugtg:;g ;:agt:::;t' g .l

‘ ":;!u::d Shaw would answer - {versed with Curole and learne

man said he and Shaw were inll The state tendered the wit-
con-{the B of I room for about 30%pess, and Perkins was excused.
minutes. Asked by the state if Wegmann then took the stand,

Alcock asked Panzeca if
- {observed any evidence that th
: lroom was bugged. *“I reall
didn’t make a search, it was
just a feeling.”
Panzeca said that when Shaw
* |was taken to Central Lockup he
went with Alcock and others to
: .lb'naw's rrench Quarter apart-
.-~ 'ment tor which the DA’s office
" ... ibad ottained a search warrant.
i1 Capt. Curole took the witness
. “1stand at 3:30 p. m., following a
.+ | short mid-aflernoon recess. Cu-
“yrole said he was the Central
. .Lockup platoon commander on
{ :duty when Shaw was dJelivered
. .for booking March,_ 1, 1967.
! Curole said he gssigned Sgt.
", Butzman to guard Shaw until
the processing was completed.
He also said Shaw’s attorney, |
Edward Wegmann, was mot
admitted ¢o the Bureau of
Identification room on his in-
structions.
... He said, however, that Weg-
; manr- e¥pressed ng desire to
; enter the room; and.therefore,
: Curole said, he did not tell the
: atlorney be could or could not'
: enter the room. .
i Curole said be told Wegmann'
: he could see his client as soon’
s the fingerprinting was fin-
. lished. Asked to leave the book-
... )ing area. Wegmann tien went
““'lto the lobby.
v} Curole explained that the field
‘{arrest form is a five-part shect
which gives Central Lockup
necessary information to book
an ividual. He said it is

that the copy in his possession

anyone physically abused Shaw'inoting that he has been Shaw’s

was the ninth copy of the origi-lor promised him a reward or |aitorney since 1849,

nal report. At this time, Curole;
Inoted that the date of the report;
indicated “February 30" and
should have read “March 1.”
The judge overruled Alcock’s
objection and permitted ‘Dy-|

immunity from prosecution if he
made a slatement, Butzman
plied, “No.” - . . :
said he was close

VPnder questioning by Dy-
mond, Wegmann related he ac-|
companied Shaw to Central

Butzman : Lockup. Svegssa=a said be es-|
enough to Shaw at all times tolcorted Shaw to the booking

hear any conversation between lywindow where Shaw was asked

mond to ask his question.
Curole Says Copy

Is Sent to Officer

Curole then testified that a
copy of the arrest form, in-

aliases. is sent to the Bureau
of Identification officer. He said
that, at the time Shaw was be-
ing fingerprinted, there should|
have been a copy of the arrest’
form at the officer’s disposal.

Dvmond asserted that the
credibility of Habighgrst's testi-
mony was now in doubt be-
icause of Curole’s testimony.
Dymond pointed out that Habig-
horst testified he did not have
the arrest information avail-
able. : )

Alcock objected to this but!
was overruled again by Judge
Haggerty.

Dymond tendered the witness
{o the state; and under ques-
tioning by Alcock, Curole said
he did not know for certain
whether Habighorst had a copy
of the arrest form.

Following Curole to the stand,
Sgt. Butzman testified that he
was assigned to guard Shaw at
Central Lockup and stayed
within five to 10 feet of Shaw
at all times.

Buafzman said be heard Ha-
bighorst question Shaw in the
B of I room about the correct
spelling of a name, although
he couldnot remember the
name. Asked by Dymond if
the name mentioned was Clay

Bertrand, Bufzman__ replied |

llNo.”

cluding parts two and three!Qfficer Questioned *
which contain information about .

R to surrender his personal pos-
Shaw and Jakighogst. sessions, After the arrest rec-

Butzman was excused from the jord was completed at the book-
stand, and Dymond then called {ing office, Wegmann said Shaw

police officer Perkins to the wit- jwas handed a bjue copy of the

ness chair. » arrest report. .
Attorney States

About Procedure * {No Alias on Card

Alcock objected to Perkins'| Asked i there were any
presence on the stand because |aliases listed on it, Wegmann
the officer was not on duty |replied:
when Shaw was brought to Cen-{ “I have examined i many
tral Lockup that March 1. Butl|times. There is no alias on the
Dymond said he wanted to ques-jcopy.”
tion Perkins about standard op-] Wegm

ann said he was then

erating procedure at Centralladvised by Curole that Shaw -

Lockup, and Judge Haggerty]would be taken to the B of 1
overruled the state’s objection. {room and that Wegmann would
Perkins testified that he is as-]have to1eave the booking- area.

signed to the B of I division] Wegmann said he was escorted

and his duties include finger-|
printing and typing up of FB_I‘
cards. When an arrested indi-;

; ing fi inted,close to the B of I room,” he
;'gr"ﬁlns i:ai:'ﬂ:gco}f;;%?rg;nm_' stated, adding that he has never,

ord division sheet (arrest form)!- been in or near the B of I room,

is in his (Perkins) possession.
Perkins_said he usually Inoks;
over the document and verifies
information on it with the ar-
rested individual. He said he
docs this to make sure there
are no typographical errors and
that “everything i3 correct.”
He said the desk sergeant
sometimes makes a typograph-
ical error on the original form
which must be corrected before
the information is typed onto
the FBI cards. Perkins said he

‘to 2 point completely outside
llhe booking area room.
“At no time did I enter or go

and, indeed, did nol even know
its location, -

Questioned by Alcock, Weg-
mann said be had just arrived
in New Orleans March 1, 1967,
from an Atlanta assignment
when he learned about Shaw’s
arrest. He said he met Shaw
in the offices of the District At-
torney that day and that he had
already been placed under
rest when he arrived.

Attorney Was Warned

orally questions arresied per- That Room Was Bugged i

"sons and specifically asks them
i they have a previous record.
On theSmaztier>of aliases,

Wegmann said he and Shaw:
were alone for a time in one.
of the district attorney’s offices’
but that tiere_w:23-little con-

'versatiqx_l between them because

ar-l




o o i . . -

| o S
. ) - Photogra; .t Night
he had Jbeer warnéd that the “Did you of iurch’l, 1967,

room was “bugged.”

. Shaw F

fingerprint and’ photograph th

Asked_ by~ &rcoce if he knewdefendant, Clay Shaw?” Alc
for certain that the room was -

swered, *I didn’t have time
“ascertain whether it was.”
. Wegmann said Shaw was the
laken to Central Lockup
handcuffs. The attorney sai

. there was no questioning o
+-. .Shaw at Central Lockup, addi

:Ihe booking area.
% As the afternoon session op-

- . - Eastern Airlines lounge regis-

“ter be entered into evidence Al

of the trial. Judge Haggerty
. agreed.
. owed to loo}
; en Alcoct
xaid he would like for the jury
lo be excused for some argu
ments before Judge Haggerty
-pnly. The jury was sent up
‘stairs by the judge.
: It was during this 80-minute
period that testimony was taker
rom. Louis W. Ivon, who han-
ldled the afFesl of Shaw M
‘1, 1967, and policeman Aloysius
J. Habighorst, who oversaw the
fingerprinting - and photograph-
ing at Central Lockup of Shaw.
‘after his arrest. . '
.. The State was attempling to
“.enter a fingerprint card on
:which Sha¥ allegedly,signed his
yname, even though it ellegedly
contained the name of *Clay
Bertrand.” Ivon was called first
:but when it became established
that. Iven
:the questioning of Shaw by Ha-;

- the State why he was even call-
‘ed 25 a witness,
- Alcock told Judge Haggert;

“that he was attempting tsggivg
the court the whole picture, that
Shaw was advised of his con-
stitutional rights ta yemain si-
tent and that he gave the in-
formation freely.

A little later, Alcock called
Habighorst. The policeman tes-
“iified he had been with the New
firleans Police Department for
15 years and March 1, 1967,
-was assigned to fingerprinting
and photographing at the Cen-
lral Lockup's Bureau of Iden-
tification ¢S=i-17*

bugged or If he saw any bug
ing equipment, Wegman an!

ihat “very little” was said ,lgerprinﬁng Mr. Shaw, did you

_‘ened, Alcock moved that the - *“Tell us your procedure in

-{place of birth, height, weight.!
and othefmiricsTfie may use or:|'

{lcontinued Alcock.

“Yes,” said Habighorst. *“It
was about 8 p. m. inside th
Bureau of Identification.”

Habighorst said police officer
Lynn Loisel, Ivon, Ed Wegmann
—who was “in and out’—assist-
ant district atiorney Alvin Oser
and other police personnel were
present.

Alcock asked, “Prior to fin-

look at his arrest .record?"
“No,” replied Habighorst.

fingerprinting a person,” said
cock. .

“ ask him his age, full name,;

may be known by,” explainec’;
Habighorst.

*Is this routinely done?™ con-
tinued Alcock. .o
“It is for someone who has
committed an offense that,
would necessitate his finger-,
printing,” replied Habighorst.

“It is not done for minor mu-;

Habighors' looked at it. “Thisi
was onc of the first cards we’
made out,” he said. “It was
discarded because of the light-’

ness of the ink.” . : o P

P N v » |you got the information?” con-
askg At;us your signature?” tinuled wffmtm A o

cock. S n't say,” answ

“Yes,” sad Habighorst. - '-Habiggoo‘:'st. v -

“Is this the defendant’s sig-" i
nature?” Alcock continved. | Witness Not Sure "% 7 -

“Yes,” said Habighorst. Attorney Was Present

“Did the defendant make any:
corrections or deletions on it2"|
asked Alcock. i
“No,” replied Habighorst.
“Was he requested to read
it?” queried Alcock.

“The defendant requested to

from the Bureau of Identifica-
tion?” asked Wégmann.

“He was there for a time,”
said Habighorst. “If he was ex-
cluded, 1 don’t know why.”

“Was Mr. Shaw’s attorney
present when he signed the :
fingerpsint.ozd?’ questioned

nicipal offenses.” t| Wegmann. .
“Are the questions thes| “Yes, sir,” replied Habig-
same?” Alcock asked. . -| horst.

“Yes,” replied Habighorst,
Habighorst, in response fo
an Alcock question, said he
obtained some information on
the fingerprint card from

“wAre you sure?” pressed

‘Wegmann. .
«f recall he was inside the
door.” said Habighorst. *I

would say he was more inside

Shaw while bz was by a wash
basin and other parts of it in

front of “his—irabighorst’s) |
desk. ¥

“Did you abuse him physical-

hea 1y?” asked Alcock. !
: rd pone of “No,” was Habighorst's an-
‘'bighorst, Judge Haggerty asked |5Wer- ]

“Did you make him promises
of any nature?” asked Alcock.
“No,” said Habighorst.
. “How long was Mr. Shaw in.
the Bureau of Identification?”

“Approximately 30 minutes,”
he answered. ’

“Did you have occasion to
question him during this time?”
said Alcock.

“Other than the information
for the fingerprint card,” Habig-
horst answered, “‘no, there were
no other coriversations.”

Alcock got up and went over
to Habighorst on the witness
stand. He asked Habighorst if
he recognized the document,
labeled State-—Sainbit No. 60.

(=R

outside-the .dogr in. the booking
area.”

“Did you see the field arrest
record of Mr. Shaw?”- con-
tinued Wegmana. -
“Yes, after fingerprinting
him,” said Habighorst.

“Jen't it a fact that attorneys
are excluded from the Bureau

[
\

M »
out of the Lockup,
horst. “I don’t know

got in.
“Isn't it a fact that you saw
the arrest register on Mr. Sha\'&;
“{before he wee-Sagerprinted?

asked Weg™™0Q. _ -

i}
owe®

Officer Identifies [V i e
Card Signra 5y Shaw  ~

read it,” answered Habighorst. !
The State surrendered Habig- '
horst to the defense. William |
Wegmann took up the question--

of Identification?™ probed Weg-,

horst.

“Then if he was in there.
wasn't this a direct violation of
regulations?” asked Wegmann.
“]t wasn't my responsibility

screen people coming in and
said Habig-
ho\w he

St Nee e |

e
“ed out.” said _BaYighorsl.

{‘rom whom cid’you ger the =

“slonal information on - the
..4d7" Wegmann asked.
“From Mr. Shaw himelf,”
answered Habighorst.

*Was his attorney there when

“Was Mr. Shaw's attorney
there ‘when you got an alias?”
asked Wegmann. .
“He could have been,” saic
Habighorst. “I don't know.”

{ Judge Haggerty asked Habig-

horst how far the defendant was
from his attorney at the time
of the questioning for finger-
printing. .« > .

“] would say 20 feet,” said

E"Isn’t it a fact that Mr';Habighorst. “As far as 1 am
Shaw's attorney was excludedt

from Mr. Alcock.”
“That's about 30 feet,” said!
Judge Haggerty. !
“Were you speaking in a loud
voice or a normal voice to Mr.
Shaw?” asked the judge.
“I was speaking in a2
voice to him,” said Habighorst.
“] couldn’t honestly say the at-
torney did or did not hear us.”
“Did Ivon tell you that Mr.
Shaw was not to be ques-
tioned?” asked Wegmann.
“] don’t recall,” answered
Habighorst.

“Did you advise him of his
constitutional: ¥ights?” probed
Wegmana. :

the Bureau of Identification than’ «“No,” said Habighorst.- “I

explained the bookihg proce-
dure to him.”

“Did you tell Mr. Shaw this
{booking procedure) had to be
done before he was released?”
asked Wegmann.

“Yes,” said Habighorst.

Alcock resumed questioning of.
Habighorst. R
“Did you know that the dis-
trict attorney’s office was in-
vestigating Mr. Shaw?” asked’

s, st ed Habig-
4 “Yes, sir, . answered, g;Alcock.

“No,” said Habighorst. -

in his answers {o your ques-

tions?” Alcock §sked.

“No,” sai abighorst, “he
was most cooperative.”

“Did he ask for his attorney?”
said Alcock.

“No,” answered Habighorst.

“Did you participate in the
district  attorney’s investiga-
tion?" concluded Alcock.

“No>~mabighorst said.

“Was the defendant reluctant’



With that, the state said it had

.
llhc defenda  :Vthe ride to the
Lockup?” al _: Alcock.

“No,” said Tvon.

“Did you have occasion to
rqucaion him any more?” asked
Alcock,

finished~ #s—warguments, and| 1 didnh” Ivon replied.

; Judge Haggerly recessed the
arguments for a short while be- Defense Centers

fore the defense came back for|on Arrest Records

-some traversing.

Ivon was cross-examined by

+ During questioning of Ivon, Dymond. The defense centered
|the state asked about circum-lon arrest records.

«stances surrounding the arrest
... tof Shaw.

e -Ivon Says Lawyers
; Conferred with Shaw.

Ivon said that Salvatore Pan-
# .zeca, an attorney in the law of-
. fice of Wegmann and Wegmann,
Edward Wegmann con-!

and

He showed the original arrest
record of Shaw and asked Ivon
if he had seen it before. -*I
have,” said Ivon.

“Did you examine the original
arrest record?” asked Dymond.
~ “I don't know if I did,” said

on.
“I show you the field arrest

" ! {ferred with Shaw during the af.,Feport and ask you if this is

" |ternoon of March 1, 1967. !
© | *“Did Mr. Shaw ask for coun-
" Isel during your questioning?”

“7% ¢ |asked ‘Alcock.

replied.

“Was either Mr. Wegmann
“or Mr. Panzeca there?” asked
Alcock. >

“] believe both were there,”
Ivon answered. :

-+ 'his constitutional rights?” Al

! |cock asked.

*Yes,” said Ivon.

‘| *“Yes,” said Ivon. “And 1 .
. lasked him to get one. He at- State was saying the alleged

;yourogdandwriﬁng?“ questioned
“It is,” agreed Ivon. -
During ensuing arguments,
Alcock toid the court that the

statement {fingerprint card)

 jtempted to locate Mr. Wegmann| yas made during fingerprinting {ary
.+ |first and as a last vesort called|of the defendant, and it was
{ |Mr. Panzeca.”™ .
“Did yoix lmv.e,. occasion to horst. Ldrer>-%idck said the

place Mr. Shaw under arrest?”
© lcontinued Alcosl—_n -,

“Yes, in the small office from| statement.”
_ |the investigators’ office,” Ivon

not made to Ivon but to Habig-

State was attempting to prove
that it was the free and volun-
tary signing of “‘an inculpatory

Dymond asked Ivon, “Was
Edward Wegmann present in
the Bureau of Identification?”

*I saw him by the door,” said
Ivon, *but I don't know if he
was in there.” -

“Do you know if Mr, Panzeca

“Did you advise Mr. Shaw of was there?” asked Dymond. !
“No, he wasn't,” replied Ivon. .

“Do you know if any of Mr.
Shaw's attorneys was there?”

Ivon said he told the defendant | continued Dymond,

that he bad a right to remain

silent, that anything he might Ivon.

say could be used against him.

Ivon said the attorneys were! Mrh. Parker was the second

present.
Ivon testified that on the trip
to the Central Lockup, he (Ivon)

witness called during the mor-
ning. .
She said she is now employed

drove the car, Oser was in front|by Rubenstein Bros. clothing
with him, and on the back seat|store, but she said that in De-

were Shaw, Loisel and Edward
Wegmann.

cember, 1966, she was employed
by Eastern Air Lines as a host-

“Were thefe &y questions of jess in the VIP Room at New

Orleans International Airport.
Asked specifically about Dec.
14, 1966, she said she worked
g'-he 8 ‘d'?ha to 2 p.x‘n. sgift and
e sai t sometime between
10 a.m. and noon Shaw came in
with another man.

“] don't know,” answered '

That brought on Habighorst. ©

Kleock had just Walke

| hind Show—alia—Bsked M
i Parker if she ever saw him
| the VIP Room. “Yes, sir,
have,” she replied.

She said no,one else was
the room except the two mén
and herself. She said they walk-
ed into the room and up to the
guest register. She said each
VIP Room visitor was supposed
to sign the register when he
was about to leave,

Mrs. Parker said that, after
Shaw and the other man walked
to the table holding the regis-,
ter, they stood there “and pass-
ed a few words.” She said one
of the two then picked up a pen
and signed the book. The wit-
ness said she was only two or
three feet from the men at the
time. . . :

She said she could not re-
member the man with Shaw
signing. She said that after
signing the book, Shaw looked
back over his shoulders at her
twice.

Mrs. Parker said that after
the men left she looked at the
sign;a.ture, adding *“It's custom-

Witness Identifies

Signature in Book

She wis-t&sn-asked to identi-
fy the Eastern VIP guest book
and pointed out a signature on
the last line of a page as the
one Shaw had signed.

Alcock asked her what the
name was. .

*“Clay Bertrand,” she an-
swered, . -

“Afd thi$ nime was signed
in your presence?”
“Yes, it was,” she replied.
Mrs. Parker said she work
in the VIP Room from Nov. 11,
,1966 until April 21, 1967 and
has been with Rubenstein's

since then.

Under cross - examination,
Mrs. Parker said she was a
fulltime employe of Eastern
and that her only duties were
to serve as hostess in the VIP
Room.

She said that when she went
to work for the airline the
room had not been opened too
long and that some entire days
would pass without anyone us-
ing the room. She said the
most people who visited the
room on one of her shifts was
four or five with the excep-
tion of oneasty that was held

—————— ..

in thé room. o
3
-4
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was galned ¢hecugh the ase

# of a key. She said there may

have been as many as 12
keys o the room available,
but usually only four per-
" sons a shift had ome. -

She said she bad a key, but
that they never let anyone use
it.

man entered, said Mrs. Park-
er, she was sitting in the back-
of the room and was unable to
sce who let them in, and when|
she walked toward the f{ronti
she saw only the two men. ‘
. She said she did not know
who would have been on duty
during the 8 am, to 2 pm.
shift Dec. 14, 1966, but she be-i

|

lieved Eastern records would

ndicate this. Dymond asked her
this as he atlempted to learn§
the names of the four persons
who would have had keys to
the room and would have been;
on duty at the time the witness|

said Shaw and the other man; -

were in the room.
* She also told Dymond she had
given the names of persons who

.had keys to the District attor-

mey's office.

o Mrs. Parker said she was
first contacted by the office in
1967, but she does not remem-
ber the Gaic—or-vhe month.

- Dymond asked if she was con-
tacted by the office before or
afler the preliminary hearing
(March 14-17, 1967), and she
said she did not recall, but re-
membered it as being “late in
the summer” of 1967.

Mrs. Parker Says _
She Admired Gray Hair

~She told Dymond that both
men who came into the room
were tall and dressed in busi-
wess suits. She said be re-
members Shaw “because 1 ad-
mired his pretty gray hair” and
because of his size (“You don’t
see many men that big.”) The
sccond man, she said, did not
interest her. Neither man wore;
a hal, sheetoztdfied She said
Shaw was wearing a grey suit.
Asked about the color shoes he
wore, she said: “His feet didn't
inferest me.” .
* Dymond asked if she knew
that several months after the
assassination of President Ken-
pedy, the name Clay Bertrand
came into the news. She told
Dymond that when she zaw.
his” picture on television, she
fold her soi—-Fvc"seen thatl
ORI S SURNE | R, .

s e e g

When_Shaw and_the other

C——y T ——

- ' Mk, Parker- fold Pymond T
thal entrance to the reem- - - -
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man_petore. 1
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At thjs, giirt ¥ "became lp-!:_Argume‘ ».fevelops
parent thal the witness Was ‘(3o v Tes\ ranscript
talking about having secn [t o 4
.Shaw'i’ picture on television in = Alcock 'g“&:'?l?zm 3;1\&‘;_“ L%F-

1967 and Dymond was m“‘,bésﬁpiei?dewclg{ Kruew

g;lshg;ngal;r ;‘;;;‘i’,fg"}f,,ﬂaﬂg New Orleans Police Department

news within months after the -and for the transcript of the

" |Capt. Kreubbe Tells -

of Givjng Lig Test

Under Alcock’s questionin,_
Kreubbe said he did administer
the test to Mrs. Parker the

tween 9:05 and 10:10 p.m. He
said there was no one else in
the room and- that

assassination. Tie delec}o; teitl takgyigmlgs.
¢ . . . e Nna; a
. ““Dymond asked if she recalled orer- Judge Hags

when this occurred, or if it was *When the trial resumed Dy-
’ :‘x msu:elh ssa;l“:;eu;uﬁs:i“:: mond and Alcock engaged in a

Sember.  COUE Bt T v egal
-. «Pressing to find out when she - ed
.. fold her son she recognized

: Shaw's picture, Dymond asked
. ff it was within four years of
* the assassination.
; “+I don't remember

Parker’s test. Dymond maintain-
ed that lie deteglor fesis and_
their results are not admissible
the date,™:@s evidence, and the state ar-

I i igued that the defense tried to
: 9: said. m show that the witness was

" 239 don't think it was a year.”:threatened. :
““Two years after?” i, Judge Haggerty ruled that if

-%¢I can't be certain.” ithe defense had not used the
* “Would you deny it was asWword “threatened,” there would
much as four years?” be no basis for an argument,
-] would not deny that; I un:bu_t since it had he would per-
i $0'my son daily.” mit additional . questions.
i *‘Dymond asked her why, when  Alcock then asked Mrs.
she recognizsd-%%& man, she Parker ¥f she took such a
1 gid not go to the FBI. , test and she said she did. She
" ' «+"She said it was not ber busi- ¢ said she was mot threatcned
. pess, and she could see mo| with the test.
-reason for getting involved.| Alcock asked ber if she was
*She said that when she waS'ever shown auv._ victyres to
scontacted by the district at- jdentify. *Yes,” she answered,
ttorney’s office, it “Irightened ang sajd she was shown “about
»me to death; I didn’t know 35 {o 40 pictures.” :
i <what he wanted.” “Did you identify any?” asked
. «IMrs. Parker said she mever zjooop
. Baw Clay Shaw before Dec. M, “I did. . Mr. Bertrand.”
| 1965~ 3 She was asked who was in
. +\Dymond then sélected dates, v o ot her Ghen she took
{ o’ Decémber,. 1966, and asked, - I )
. the lie detector test. She said
Mrs. Parker to remember who .
o s sne man, but gshe did not know
i mmight have signed the guesl?,ho he was.
: Fegister on that particular da)’-s The next witness called was

1 She said she could not. Ca

s Capt. Kreubbe. He was quest-
5 -Dym?;d the: (;‘sekedWth :‘a‘gpneq.in relation to his being
| ifg‘eeg' ol e id she re.jualified to give testimony as
[nemb'ers John Mecom, owner of;,,, englretr ms:fegﬁm;?;sﬁsst
the New Orleans Saints, and udge Haggerty told Alcock
Pavid F. Dixon, executive _sec-LaE it hegfuleﬂ on Kreubbe's
gﬁ;&;‘;&#‘gﬁ;‘i&s‘“'“mhpem. he still would mot

. termit him to give -questions
" «iDymond asked when, after; 4" Lo aboglt th:test he

argument regarding’::te t;:te" did not want to take
‘wwhether the defense had open-ithe :
he ﬁfe door regarding Mrs.; Dymond objected that the

Numa F. Bertel, an assistant
District attorney. ~
i “Did Mrs. Parker ever -indi-

question was irrelevant, but the
judge permitted the question.

ling; very cooperative,” said
Kreubbe, - * - - ' .

wheel chair, was the last state

ing. He remained in his wheel-
chair on the floor in front of)
the jury and between the state;
and defense attorneys. '

He said that the day of the

"lassassination he -was on the

floor of the new courthouse in
Dallas at—foaston and Com-
merce sts,, facing Dealey Plaza.

He testified that, as the
Parade wag going towards the

Texas School Book Deposl-

tory, he noticed a man in a
5th floor window, wearing a
light hat. He said be saw him
later “turning toward town
on Commerce.” :

Carr said he heard a single
shot, and then after a slight
pause, three rifle shots fired
from a high-powered rifle.

The defénse ‘objected, and the
state then attempted to qualify
Carr as an expert on the sounds
of shots. ‘

Garrison brought out Carr's
wartime record, and Judge
Haggerty said he would permit
the witness to testify that he
heard rifle shots. .

Garrison asked him to con-
tinue with his story. ‘

Carr said that the man hel
saw in the fifth fioor window|
was wearing a felt hat, heavy,
rim glasses with heavy ear

© Pec. M, 1966, was the nexlyginiciered to Mrs. Parker.
time she saw Shaw. She an-y,"ooi4 Ko would only allow

pieces, a tie, white shirt and

pwered thal was Jan. 21, 1963,im 'ty festify that he admin- |tan sport coat.

when jury sclection began.
TeIsn’t it a fact that when o
ou looked #&—ifr T the court- "He g3id he would not permit
Lppl:’.”you said that is not thep, siate 5 use his festimony
an:
*Mrs. Parker denied this, andz
mond continued: “Isn’t it a
Jact that only when .they
dhreatened to give you a lie de-
Yector test . . . you said, ‘Yes,
4hat’s the man?" '
*M1 was not throatened, I .
sad,

201

the previSus=vitness.”

was asked,’

stered such a test “and that's| He said the first shot he

heard sounded like small arm
fire, and then he heard three

“iry to bolster the testimony .Shots in succession. Garrison

asked if he could tell where

--— - they sounded as though they

were coming from, and Carr

fndicated b grassuokpoll.

it A s e
" Garrison asked if-altcr M-
\{. «ieard the shots he noliced any -

night of Monday, Jan. 27, be-!Getting Into Automobile
1’ Carr said he was able to ob-

she! N
was brought to his office byjthe area of the book depositary

iOne of the three men appeared

“No, sir, she was very wil- ing or from behind it.

it took off almest immediately.
Richard Carr, sitting in i

witness called during the morn-| Houston and appeared to be in

=

“nusual movements. :
T ’_—d——‘ |
[Three Men Were Seen |

iserve three men coming from

building and getting in a Ram-

he said was parked on the
iwrong side of a onc-way streel.

to be a Latin, and Carr later
explained he could not tell ifj
the men came from the build-

The three entered the car and

The fourth man, he continued,
came across the street on
a “very big hurry” turning
frequently to look over his
shoulder “as though he was be-|
ing followed.” . :
Carr said he gave this state-
.ment to the FBI, and the dis-
trict attorney what he did as a
result of his conversation with.
the FBI. o
“T dong as I was instructed,”
he™ aﬁs%v‘ere&. “I shut my
mouth.” He told Garrison he
was never called before the
Warren Commission. -

told Dymond it was about an
hour and 15 minutes after the
assassination before he knew
what had happened. He said he
was aware after it happened
“that something was wrong, but
} didn’t know what.”

“I heard gunshots,” he said to
Dymond. “I didn't think, I,
knew ” :

Dymond asked if he had
‘tll!x.iaﬁwn any . conclusions from

I concluded that someone was
shot or shot at.”

Carr also said he detected the
presidential limousine “gather-
ing speed and moving on" and
this he considered “very wum-
usual,” .

Attention Drawn
to Dealey Plaza

He said his attention was first
drawn to the commotion in
Dealey P{‘a,za “and the people
running the area that 1
identified.” —

bler station wagon. The vehicle} ~ -

On cross-examination, Carr

“] had conclusions, yes, I did. -



1 -
Regarding the men leaving
he book " deposilory  building
irea, Carr sard-ie-couldn’t tell
vhether they were leaving from
t 5idé entrance or from an en-
rance behind the building,
" He said there was not too
nuch traffic on Elm st. at the
ime of the shooting because
e police had blocked it off to
ffic for the molorcade.
Carr said that as he watched
he commotion down below his
'antage point, he saw the three

nen running for the car and a

" ourth man running also.

. Carr also claimed that wpon

.. 7. earing the three successive
> “hots he saw one hit the grass,
Jut he said he did not examine

"~ The morning session began
..« .with Dr. Nichols on the wit-
...ness stand for conclusion of
direct questioning by the state
‘which started Monday. -
.+ Assistagt DA _Alvin V. Oser
‘pened his ief questioning
.- with the same question he
“arted to ask Monday, and
that was a hypothetical ques-
on. He asked Dr. Nichols: if
‘he same stimulus caused Gov,
~:.connally to react as caused
resident Kennedy. to react,
low fast would this #timulus
rause Connally to resct.

Dr. Nichols said It was his
»pinion that Connally would
1ave reacted almost simultane-
susly ‘with the President.

- Before tendering Dr. Nichols

-0 the state, Oser asked him
0 compage some photographs,
- nade from frames &f_the Za-
sruder-film, and comient on
~" he reaction of President Ken-
" -1edy depicted in the film.

1 He was skswir'pictures of the

He8ald the, brain _avould

— — ceme o A . d ,
- have 1o be Teaied chemicl_ ¥ " i o - i i}

: i an n . " o L B

Witness Bencv Ir _ S _Aeone’s imagination.

JFK Hit ip Fron X paests o View [Dr. Nichols Again

"Dr. Nichols' replies backed'i -Rays Are Denied Asked of Training -

up the opinion he expressed in; Dymond then asked Dr. Nich-,
'his Monday testimony, that the jols if he saw X-rays of Presi-'
:shot which hit President Ken-dent Kennedy; and Dr. Nichols
nedy was fired from the front,/[said he requested to see them,
On’ cross-examination, Nich-ijbut his requests were denied.

ols told Dymond he was not in. ‘He then said. that the first
Dallas the day of the assassina-[time he saw the Zapruder film
tion, wnd he then explained in)|Was about {wo weeks ago, in
detail the procedure he would{Kansas City, and that the first
follow in performance of an au-Jtime he saw the slides — made
topsy of a person who died of from the film — was last Mon-
a head wound. . day morning. : ..

He said this would includel Dymond asked Dr. Nichols if
study of X-rays of the body,[he expressed the same opinions
photographs of the body andlihe expressed during the trial in
wound, measurements, and thelithe journal of Archive of Path-
affected area and vital organs.[lology in 1967. Dr. Nichols ask-
He indicated a month might{led Dymond if he might see the

3 BV T R ol

be required before he would be
able to issue a final diagnosis,

sis would be possible in much
less time,

he determined the point of en-
try and the point of exit of a
bullet wound. s
" Dr. Nichols said this “de-
pends an awful lot on the na- -
ture of the gunshot wound,”
and he sald that if motion
pictures of the shooting were
available he would stady
them as well as oblain eye-
witness testimony. He added
that every situation is dif-
ferent. e i
“Ordinarily you wouldn't ex-
amine the victim?” asked Dy-
mond.

ols, “we'd do a complete, total
autopsy.” :
Dymond asked again for the

President after he was struck
n_the head, and Dr. Nichols!
said his comparison indicated
hat the President’s head and
shoulders had moved tp the
" Oser then asked, based on his
-~ Xamination of the film, photo-
* yrephs and slides, what the ef-
-ect would have been of a stim-
ilus applied to the rear of the
resident's head. Dr. Nichols
«aid that, if the stimulus was
f the same magnitude as that,
- the exhibits, the head and
: »d{ would bave amoved to the
‘ronf

A

procedure he would follow, and
Dr. Nichols repcated, this time
with a littie more detail, how

he would go about the autopsy. |

He said he would dissect all
parts of tissue involved in the
wound, treat them chemically so

they would harden,, and then .

istudy them 0T & microscope.

although a provisional diazmr, “It doesn’t exist,” sald Dr.
I

Dymond also asked him how;| president Kennedy. £ ...;

“Oh, no,” answered Dr. Nich-
;jremoved bullets from shooting

article, and Dymond said he did
not have it. 1

Nichols, adding he never
wrote an arficle pertaining to

Dymond then askedlf he con-

<

Dr. Nichols then sald ‘that, in
conpection with the ’assassina-
tion, he has conducted experi-
ments in the—tevordlory using a
Mannlicher - Carcano rifle; and
he has fired the rifle into ribs
and wrists and examined the
bullets. “Yes, I proclaim a de-
gree of proficiency in ballistics
to this extent,” he added.

He also told Dymond he at-
tended a one-hour lecture on
the subject of ballistics, confer-
red with ballistics experts and

victims® bodies and testified in
court.

ors

Dymond asked again if his
sole {raining was a onehowr

lecture, conversations with po-|

lice officers and an experiment
in the laboratory.

“Were you ever qualified as|

a ballistics expert?” asked Dy-
mond.

“To the extent that I would
identify missiles removed from
a body,” he answered. l

Dymond then questioned him
about his expertise in photo-
graphy, as Dymond has main-|
tained that Br—vendls’ testi-
miony was more that of a pho-
tographic expert than an expert
in forensic pathology. -

Dr. Nichols said he has used
cameras since he was 10 years
old. that as a professor of pa-
thology he has access to a far
range of cameras, and that
be uses them -and instructs :
stodents in the use of them.

" He said he had no formal
training in the area of photog-
raphy. .

During the next series of
questions, Dr. Nichols told Dy-
mond that he is suing the fed-
eral government to obtain pos-
session of clothing that Presi-
dent Kennedy was wearing
when he was assassinated.

Dymond asked him if he
knew the President was wear-
ing a back brace on.the day of
the assassination, and Dr. Nich-;
ols said be did; and he said
this was the reason the Presi-
dent’s body remained upright.

“Do you know that as the
shot in Frame 313 was fired,

He said of his own -experi-
‘ments, bullets fired into human
wrists and ribs have beern mu-
itilated, and those fired into a’
ymattress have remained pris-
itine, ’ :
Dr. Nichols_then attempted to
unake a presentation of his
studies which he said he had
copyrighted, but Dymond said
that if the state wanted him to
go into it, “That's their right.”
Alcock argued that Dr. Nic-
hols was attempting to make
ithe presentation in answer to
Dymond’s question. .
- Dymond countered that “any-'
one can copyright anything that;
is unique and original,” and he;
said the *“article wouldn’t be
evidence of hyjs {raining” in bal-
listics. A

the PresideTr's-imousine accel-
erat? sharply?” asked Dy-

mon
Dr. Nichols said he ‘did not
know the speed of the limou-
sine but he “assumed the speed
of the limousine was practically
constant” in Frames 313-314-315
of the Zapruder film. (The
President received the shot in,
the head in Frame 313.)
Dymond asked more questions
about the speed of the limou-
sine (**Nowhere did I know how
fast the limousine was- going,”
said Dr. Nichols),. and then
asked if sudden acceleration
might throw an occupant back-

wards.

“It did not throw the other
occupants back.” said Dr. Nich-
ols. -
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Dymond asked if he made
any other. assumption or took,
into accotmmr=dre—speed and di-
rection of the wind. “The speed
and dfrection of wind are in-
consequential as to the direction
of the bullet,” asserted Dr.
Nichols.

| |Witness Is Asked

of Delayed Reactions
‘| Dymond’s mpext series of|
questions related o _delayed| .
;eac:tionlr:.a’d in‘fgr‘?'-‘zs%ed if the|fact, it was not very Import-
octor of persons|ant f itness to be given
being stabbed or shot and not ::w;r ::ewwiﬁs_s “hs mﬁl X-

ll;eé?ih;l:;gpeﬁe(:.h e fime that it rays to learn if his opinion is

Dr. Nichols said this is possi-|FigNt OfF Wrong.

ble, but mot to a.person riding Dymond asked if” he would
in an automobile.who is wav-|dispute the point of entry and
ing to the crowd; and he add-jexit on the basis of photo-

ed that President Kennedy was . Py
. graphs, and Dr. Nichols said it
normal and that his doctor had would depend whow .

-

P

Dymond théirgsied*if he wants]doctor saidit is.a wifle he pur-
to see them mainly to find out;chased Oct. 10, 1963, and he
if his own opinion is right orlsaid he used six similar rifies
wrong, and Dr. Nichols said he'in his experiments.
wants to see them because he! On re-cross examination, Dy-
would like to confirm his opin-'mond asked only one question
jon. and that was whether all Mann-
Dymond said he was finish-licher-Carcano rifles are 6.5
ed; and on re-direct Oser asked millimeters. Dr. Nichols said _
Dr. ‘Nichols to identify a Mann-ithey are not, and he said there
licher-Carcano that was usedjare some 7.2 and 7.5 millimeter -

examined him and found him
ined the .

fit and w Dymond asked if he v'muld
: 0
Dymond asked him I be question the man’s ability or:

ever met Gov. Connally. . :

uf've tried manl;m tix)x':es tohonesty, and Dr. Nichols * said;
get an appointment with Gov.
Connally, but he has not an-
swered my letters.”

Dymond. then asked him if
he ever attempted to determ-
ine the direction of a shot
from a photograph. Dr. Nichols
said this was very “tricky and
very misleading,” but he said
if the bullet enters and
emerges, it is possible to de-.
termine a possible angle from
which the bulfei-swes Sired.

He _then explained entry
and ‘exit wounds. In most
cases,. the entry swound is
smaller thad the bullet itself;
and the exit hole is larger. -

The doctor then said he is
‘suing the federal government
for permission {o see the pho-
tographs and X-rays of Presi-
dent Kennegy also.
Dymond Th&m—sked ¥, in

ability, qualifications and. pre-
vious experience; and he sug-;
gested that the person with the
same abilily, qualifications and
experience as himself might
overlook something.

He told Dymond he wants to
see the aUD] ictures an
X-rays “to know the " truth.”

he would have to consider his!

as an exhibitein the case. ThelMannlicher-Carcan
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HEADING TOWARDS the Criminal District Court Bldg.

Wednesday Is Police Officer Aloysius J. Habighorst who was

 called by the state to

testify concerning an alieged alias he

said Clay Shaw mentioned to bim the night Shaw was ar-

rested o= March 1, 1967.

Judge Edward A. Haggerly ruled

. 1]
Habighorst’s testimony was fnadmissible in Shaw’s com-
. spiracy trisl., . = .
N .
A
-3
- L ..
DRETIIL 3 70400 L mpm e on Yon pyar — . - . _
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