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‘The ,se0cad-la
Dislnct Court hearing on Clay .
L. Shaw's bid to avord going |

to trial on perjury charges got
under way today belore Judge
_.Herbert W. Christenberry.

The first witness called was
Joscph Rault Jr., New Or-
leans businessman, who was
one of the founders of Truth
and Conscquences, a group
formed to finance District At-
lorney Jim Garrison’s probe
of the assassination of Presi-
dent John F. Keanedy.

AFTER RAULT introduced
some bank records which had
been subpenaed, Garrison
himself appeared and Rauit

stepped dgwn temporarily so
the DA e Ty

William Wegmann, a Shaw
attorney, began  questioning
Garricon. Here is the text of
the testimony:

Q. When did your office be-
sln investigating the death of

resident John F. Kennedy?

A. T don't recall the year

exactly. We began a short in-,

vestigation a few davs afier

the assassination when we
learned Oswald had spent a
fcw days in New Orleans. We
a:rested David Ferrie for fur-
ther isvestigation in the case
_ but let the matter go becarse
* federal authorilics were Jook-
Ing into it. Several years later
in 1966, when we determined

that their investigation was a .

lake, we resumed our investi-

- gation. -~

" Q. When was Shaw first
! . callde-io-youf olfice?

Q. mreahemca!led.w.

lle advised he was a suspect?,
%ed":e ros ol 5 ;';’,eéf“'

ca was not a i

< Q. Was he represented by

* counsel and advis c( his

o\\.,

Te"hmony‘ of

aw Heari

d‘d Shaw with verbal comment,

i A It was such a gradua
thing lhat it's almost Impossi-
ble to| estimate a definite

date. It was somelime after
our sccond interview _with
him. There was somethmg
about’ lnsl answers lhar‘t dx:d n‘o:
comp! ctcy corvespond a i

our questioning. He was never "::’[:'l?":] aﬁor‘rhel v\:;asc"imyte:;ut;

and wanted to talk to lnm

more about . - . - .
The judge asked 'Gamson.
*What prompted you to send .-
Sciambra te Baton Bn.xge"' <

A. It was prompted by an
announcement by Russo short-
on'ly after Ferrie’s death that
h!Iw.re had been such a meet-

Q. Did Rl_mo write you a.
“A. No. I believe ihe initial

 fnformation we received was
1 his public anmung&ment to

”"‘Q:

Q. Whefi-Td-Sciambra tell
yau of the meeting on Louisi- -

A.Onhlsrelurntmml!am e

Q, Drd you be!'eve lnm’
A. I didn’t make a determi-:

called again without a lawyer.’
Q. pren was lhat second in-

within a short time after the .
terview in December.
Afler that time he was consid-

Q Was %eig-w a suspect
Marcb;_l%l#he day he was

Q. Was hc advised he was

n did Pte.rry Raayt-
R"m. your Q. .When Russo came %o
New Orleans after Feb. §, .
1967, was he subjected tohyp
notlc

A. He was only subjected b
hypaotic sessions following in-*
structions by our office. The
purpose being to obtain a de-

" gree of cooperation in that we
wanted something additional
t6 his statements becsuse of

! the seriousness of his charges. -
. Such a session was set up by
he O (Nlcbolas) Chella (the

did not menbon‘ lale Orles

A. 1 do not have an exact
date but that is a matler of

Q. Isn't it a fact that Russo
came| to light when Andrew
Sclambra (assistant district
attorney) went to Balon
Rouge to inlerview Russo?

ot 1;252711

A. Yes.
Q Did Sciambra prepare 2
memorandum Ia eomechon'
\nlh his interview?

:a;—p-zpaud lwo ol

Esmond) Fatter.

lot?
Asxstant Dg William Alford Q- “°“’ many msxons ?'"

Jected to the question and

A. He was called in early '
: . lhe judge overruled the objec-
tioe. . :

One.
Q. Have you ever
A, \'l'he memorandurr went“‘

into matters at sudl lengﬂl, & Was any poslhypnoﬁc

"-suggestion given R

bra prepare'a' " of Dr. Fatter.

. Russo. Ylas ~ol'A
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am Aleock. ’ A Tne palias ~'witnesses

Was iem'_messenﬁal were important to the state’s,

: clement of your original case case but that importance did

fo prove Shaw was associated | nol jeucive_Clay Shaw, The

with Lee Han;vey Oswald and | events surroundmg the assas-

Davnd\ Feeric? . - ! sination were all compartmen- *
A. Yes. ulemyrecol.ectionj ‘talized and one was not neces-
at the time of the prosecution | sarily connected fo the otber,
that euhe- one of those two | Wegmann asked Garrison if .
men would have been essen- he recalled the wilness

&am_-

"“the 'sesslon with his" s
Russo and the lieutenant
voluntar¥iz—witi-Make the fape
available to the court if it can
be found. .

.4 Were Lee Harve y Oswald
Ind David Ferrie allve when |
Shaw ozcdadi '

A, Well, Oswald was'eliml-
nated within 48 hours of the
assassination but Ferrie was x
alive when Shaw was indicted |
and we were considering in- !
gncling him shortly before his 1

eath.

THE DISTRICI' altorney °
alco said i* seemed rather un- -
usual to him that an official .-
document like that report -

have found its way into ~
Q. What witnesses did you , tal Charles Speisel. - - would
have on March 1, 1967, fo | Q But weve nol GIGg g | Garrison replied, “Yes. He a2 &, defenss atir-
base your order o arrest Clay | about| essential wiinesses and | Was not 2 very good wilness.” m that point Wegmam
Shaw? . you haven't answered my Garrison said his recom- asked. “Did believe Perry 3
. A. Garrison at this point ob- = question aboul whether i was mendation was that Speisel Raymond Rum 's e
jected to answering, saying: essenlia] tc prove Shaw knew not be used in the conspiracy “Garrison _replied, “l be-
“In my considered judg- Oswald and Ferrie. -trial but Alcock decided to put E

:  ment T would not be doing my

_duty to answer the reasons

for makirg a policy decision.”

The judge at this point said, |

:  “But thal question doesu’t in-
{  volve policv.” !
Alford objected. saying ;

‘t""l:u is privileged informa-

i The Judge responded, “But
L this case js closed.”
H Alford replied, “I object to
i - the court asking Garrison to
. violate his oath of office.” -
: ASSISTANT DISTRICT At-
i loriey John Volz stood up at
this point and told Judge
Christenberry, “We regard
the information on the first
case (the conspiracy case)
and this case to be so inter-
iwined that any revelations
about one would invariably af-
fect the other.
Garrison, addressmg the
. fudge, said: “If 1 were to an-
.-, $wer that question, I would
§ " consider myself to be in viola-
i . tion of my oath of office and
} 7 so I must answer.”
';- Shaw attorncy William Weg- -
- mann asked the judge to or-
" der Garrison lo answer and
" Christenberry replied: “Now
. wait 2 minute, If he refuses to
- answer, we'll have to assume
. lh:.!rea\:as just one witlnnﬁ o
- w were v
o the case? 5o
- A T sy ﬂle enllre
. lirst phase of the Investigation
and farmed out the second
phase ssistanls. making
role primarily one of con- -
trolling lbeir investigation. T
asslgned prosecutwn h

+
!
E]
1

kB i i vyn 7 i o 1 555 e

© trial?" -

A, Yes, wesetouttoprwe
be knew either one of them.
Q. Was that the theory of
the state’s case?
the lheory

A It
of the state’s cad
Wegmann showed Garrlson
transcript of his opening
statemenl in the conspiracy
trial | and asked him H Be;
made the stalement,

Garrison said he did and '

that lt outlined what the state :
hoped lo prove.

Q. Did you make reference
in your stalement t¢ the fac
that Shaw knew Lee Harvey
Oswald “and that the
would prove this?

A Yes. . . .

Q. |\When you made re!er-
ences to the Dallas witnesses
of lhe assassination did any
;l‘h lbsm ever mention Clay

al

there was never any
3“2‘]:&_&_.—1&31- Shaw in
the Dallas events. As we saw
it, lhc"e were iwo parts {o the
assassmahon the

pre-assas-
snnzlun events in which Lee

state

Haney Oswald was set up as -

2 po}enlnl patsy with a rec-
ord of left-wing activilies in
New! Orl-ans and a second
part| being what led to the
evenls in Dallas. Al no time

Q
" Dallas witnesses had no
portance (in_the conspnr;cy

e

Are you saying that “,,,‘f_ .O"Donnell Inferred that he had

hunonlheshnd. -

GARRISON SAID he dld not
Iinterfere with Alcock’s deci-

sion because “it would be like '

l.elhng a_pilot how lo fly a
plane” S~ -

Wegmann {ben tnrned to a
lie deteclor fest administered
to Russo by Lt. Edward M.
O’Donnell of the New Orleans

‘duced a copy of the report,
; noting that O'Donrell  said
Russo could not recall which i

stalemen's were made by:

Shaw, Ferrie and Oswald at
the al'eged party were the
conspiracy was discussed.
Garrison said O'Donnell’s
report seemed to him to be
vague and negative and filled
with en vnusnal number of
speculations. He said eventu-
al'y the report war discounied
becau=e it seemed much less.
conclusive and authoritative
. than the hypoosis sessions in
which Russo testiﬁed as b
the cooversations, -

tried to convince O'Donnell to -
destroy the report and said
tae officer lied at a meeting
with Garrison and

«f his stafl. -

«At this meeling, Russo de- .

‘nied having said certain
to ODonnell and

taped his session with Russo,” -

_ he said. “It later tumed mt
~.~ thal was R
Garnson md he recorded

,IIOW

He pro-

lxeved it (nen and l beheve B

Wegmann asked f a u.
Fruge of L2 siaie polics was .
insiruaten.a in helpmg line
up somexinescos in Clinton
who testified tizey saw Shaw, -
Ferrie and' Oswald tber; m
1963. :

Garrison saxd be was In-
volved in hmng up the wn-
pesses. — i

Wegmc:.;&h&‘-’asked. “WIIA
L. Fruge paid?”

“1 don't recall,” Garrison

cplied. “As you know, I'm
just getting back from the hos-
pital and just geumg back h
charge of my office.”™ -

. Garrison _ndicated he was

WEGMANN THEN auempt-
ed ‘0 ask Garrison about an- -
other-witnesse Vernon Bundy, -

oo .. noyed and replied, “Now yot
GARRISON DE N 1 E D he

. _witness or that one. - -

: lhat A!cock __yesberday an-

:::L tesnl’ ed in lhe consplracy
Garrison became vlslbly a-

are asking about witnesses
who will not be used in the
perjury case, You are also
asking me to go beyond ihe
case as to why we used this

“1 think this Is irrele nt
and 1 would be violating my =
oath of office if 1 particnpated
in lhls [‘ sbmg 'with

“"HE REFUSED ) answer
any question perta -
Bundy awi=tn~judge noled




" gwered similar questia;sv about
Bundy and said he would go
with the prior hshmony if

Garrison refused lo answer
he question. -
Gamson did not reply In

s,
Bo'h chmann and chris-
nberry noled that prior tes-

- timony indica'ed Vernon Bun-
" dy's testimony against Shaw
became available only after

Shaw had been arrested and

charged with conspiring lo.

kill Kennedy,
Wegmann then ftried fto
* bring up a conference be-
tween Carrison, former as-
sistant DA Charles Ward and
former assistant DA and now

Criminal District Court Judge

. Alvin Oser as to whether Bun-

dy should b used in the con-

spiracy frial>

- GARRISON AGREED such

:v g conference probably was
lleld but said Wegmann was

“on a ﬁshlng ~xpedition based

”»
_ Garrison declined fo answer
) ;ny further questions about

Judge Christenberry sald he |

wer'd not insiet on Garrison

i . * answering the questions but
, . the current hearing is being
. - _held on order of the Fiith

&wuﬂdmb o{ Am:’elzls and”
wild basg his_judicial de-

- cision on festimony from oth-
- er witnesses if Garrison re-
" fused to answer.

Wegmann then tried to pur-
sue questions indicating Bun-
< g b e preliminary

a preliminary
.. hearing and at the conspiracy

’ mal but were not

.GARRISUN
i.lsvrcr the quasiisns about
" Bux(y and Russo v any de- .
- tail, saying, “I don't recall

. with perjury. There are so
many cases at Tulzne and -
Broaq lhal 1 ‘cannot remem-

ro. remember if asy oher -

ju'y durin,

whether they were charged '

cefxdazt who testificd o kis
bahalf has been tried for per-

WEGMANN THEN turned (o
QuesSonS about, press releases
and press conferences by Gar-
rison during the bulldup io the .
Shew| ‘rizl,

Garrison sa‘d at one poml
he issued a press release i
which he.o-+damwrred an arli-
cle iu the Na‘onal Observer
w‘nch he fel vri=irlv indicat-
ed Shaw’s guil .

"'n ng a finger t‘ Shaw,

w0 was seated abou 25 feet
away, Garrison said, “I would
lnﬁmlely rather see Clay!
Shaw accuitted rather than
see convicted and have a
trirl [2bot wWeh there were
any qus ions.” -

\

“EGMA™N THEN asked,

“Isn’. ¥ i-up that at ane time
or a-'o “rl&:&l‘.“-‘isa‘d the
C'A,| FBL, Justice Depart-
ment‘. oll-nch Texas million-
aires, members of the Dallas
Police Department and mili-
tary-lndustnal complexes and
sundrv other places were re-
sunsﬂ»le for the murder of
- President Kennedy?” -
“I | mever made any such
statement,” Garrison said.
Wegmann then attempted o
go nnlo each of the institutions
o~ prrsons named lo ses if.
Garrison recalled having ac-.
cused them of c~mplicity in
‘he mu-'der

Garr#an agreed that he had
l'np!‘lcate CIA

murder bu* said the FBI and
e [Department of Justice
plavcd a role only in covering
the murcer “rather than

uwp
planning the assassnauon."

\
HE

ISSES'%X!'O ‘jon.

Wegmann atlempled to pro-
e Tist but Judge

O'ns'enm___opped him, Q. Did your mcshgauongo :

i ceed down the

) would come in

SAID 'l'!lFKE are no in-
dizatiors that either the Dal-
. Jas |vofice force or ofl-rich}

’rexa millionaires had any- _z,_n
F'IJSEI) to' thi-g t0 do with the Kennedy

Garrison's investigalion of the
Kennedy assassination. Weg- .
mann asked Garrison if he
could identify each of the"
. checks, which were made out
for $1, Garrison re-
plied that he could not but’
that his bookkeeper, Danid ;
Jones, could. - :

“lha»einstructeer. ’

Jona to make_all of the rec-

ords codeartizgd Truth and
Oonsequences available - to
you,” Garrison said, :
Q. Who had the right lo sign {
checks issued or drawn on the
Truth and Consequences and
Jim Garrison funds.

A. James Alcock and me.

Q. Did you ever autbonze_
Ivon to draw money from
Truth and Consequences and
not deposit it in the Jim Gar- -~
rison fund as had been prac-

- - ——t

ticed Ior ﬁnandng the investio .
ati B
‘A. ol but lbere :

were {imes when mvestngalors
were required to make trips
to other cities to check out
leads and it was possible that
this sort of thing lmght have
been done. g
Q. What kind of aooounling
centro's did you have on your
records?
A.Wekepthb!lontheac- .
count iy a general way be-
cause wilhout such contrels
we would not have been able -
to aperate. Our records were
not specific and of course if
our accounting procedures
were compared to those of the
Bank of New Orleans, we
Garrisoh was asked what' i
were the terms of 2
toan for $30,000 given him
autooni'e. cxecmlue Willard -

““he er-v\'—sﬁsulaﬁ Fe

mat:." Garrison said, “was
02y, hm when it be-

aFt 2

came come‘nu e

i beyond Clay Shaw?

15020 checks l’rom .Gov

.paid by McKeithen to Truth .

< hWim il ﬂle
checks.

" Garrison at this point i it

:: l“ﬁshmgexpedlbon." ’ 4

" John J. McKeithen? -3
A. I only recall one check..f
If there were two chécks it Is
either an accident in typinﬁu.x
an accident In my reco)
tion. Again, the check
nothing ts~de-witia Shaw.
Wegmann showed Garrison -
documentation of two checks

and
fwo-year period and

51 only recall lhe one"
check,” Garrison said.
Judge Christenberry asked

wasn't true that most of the
knvestigation of Shaw took
place after he was arresled. ==

“A great deal of cooperalive
investigation of Shaw took
done alter his arrest,” Garri-.
son said. *“Bul most of the
lnmhgaﬁm Was not spenl ol
Shaw.” "

Q. Did you’ (lve Gov
McKeithen an accounting of
how the checks were spenl’ *

Q Did he ask for one’

A. No, he didn't. -~ -

Wegmann then prescnl
what he said was an accoun-
ting .of funds for Truth and
Consequences and the Jim
Garrison fund,* asking Garrd-
son if he could substantiate
expenditures of the money,
which amounted to - $99,488. -
Garrison replied that be -
thought_asking such qu&hns’

was irrelevant and accused’.
Wegmam_.d_nondudmt 8

“T0 ANSWER snch 2 ques-
tion would be violaling my
- duly because I would be giv-
ing information I do not have
available,” Garrison said. -

sayinx. “You'are going a - | A.'l‘here were many ramiﬂ-
ﬂef‘araﬁeldmw. - " auons of “&aﬁe'
gmm(amﬂﬂr'i (edin!mes.mdndi" ,
'l‘mlhand(:onsequeneef’ ‘%muma:dandevd- son_ if
AJ\Y“,“M’”]- -;;—_‘ . wweﬁen]hn&a:dy m-t - —
Who is Louis Ivon? " 7. | cessful. e of the, !
Aluymmmﬁgator. - "paid Ivoplave anything te do
troduced 8 with Shaw. . S
egma e @. Do

you




L e pta s e St

Garrison said be aid weite] *1 DIL.J'__E\N'r P
the book.

: - ] ylhing on my pan tn have
o G "I 7 | this man convicted,” he said,
" “HOWde ft take | ‘He was asked where he was

i you :go ";n:eﬂ)e book’"he. ’ i-':.' wm%l;t the jury acc?luai:led

s %0 years,” an- conspir es

dwered. - y : on|March 1, 1969. i ‘

Q; What Is (hc subjed mat- 71 was in my office -

Q. Wbotoxdyonotu-eded-
A.!t comems me transi-

‘ _llonotAmenca(roma:tzte A. T “was infsrmed by a
- controlled by Its cilizens to a
_state conlrolled by its warfare

Q. lsn‘l it lrue that most of
“the information used in the
. book was gathered while you
were investigating the death

;-

{0 the decision?

A. 1 had no great rcacbon
one way or tie othes, except ©
lhat 1 had done my duly and ’

ARt has been completed. fo |the filing of perjury
We have reached a conclusion

" {hat has 1made further mvesu-

. gation unpgcess
: Q. Did anﬁ}ralmg conlained
: ;. in tue book come out of the '
- Investigation of Shaw?
-7 A Yes. We accumulated so
<7, much information that it
- <ould not all be put into the
bosk. I would like to put it in .
.- & public renort to the citizens ,
“, of New Orleans. There was
: not room enough for all |
the information in the book.

turn up any pew wilnesses?

swenn the question, again
aocusmg Wegmann of conduct-
ing a fishing expedition.

Volz objeced to_the ques-
bon and=Judge~Christenberry
sustained him. )

€. When did you decide h
charge Shaw?

Garrison again refosed b
answer. The district attorney
‘ . was asked if tl::OSledtel:{“lé:l:
Do have a royalty appearing in a

g Ingrst l:wtbe s;le o?yyo:ry Ppﬂm Tim ¢ s-Picayune,

- book? which call=d for his resigna-_

. A Yes, T have a royalty in- ™
s ::restkln 20 bovk and ayeon- UOI‘I, in aay way all’ectedSh:i:
i.~r tract fer three other books. - ge with_gharging w
Q. Will the other books be ',fﬁ‘;‘,—;.,-,j

A. “No, it had no effect on

bas-'l o1 your assassinalion

‘ if it had, I think
AN - “‘# In fact not

" Q. Haven't you been advised o o T il bave &
to keep your name before the m rlgce,mg for the two pa-

oo g:'mlc in connection with the pefs In fact the first copy of

AT

3

f v!ohcrolferstoappearh dlu,emmahonofl’fw-

* News a

»wald’s arvest. -

phone cal] from Barbara Ber-
“rigan, a frien .

Q, Whal was your teacuon'

- of John ? e my bst. It was like get- -,
Lo A Yes.w mlnordcalcom leted. i

- Qs Lhat investigation stif Q. During the period from

Jn effect lhe end of the conspiracy trial

cllarges apainst Shaw, did you

'd
RSB e e B
£ f;g:;r;’t::e:sn: tb':eE;ost.nlﬂdnks '”‘E’E ‘I.AS'I' wlil;;ss b;lﬂe
o EEpI ek T
§ = cause of my bck infection. | AT reth of Newsweek miaf,
Garrison saild he Rhas pe- e e mur ed that at the time

 public to publicize his »
: ;;"r’imny because ol sna. st :T"(frmﬁy he was & :4"5’?"’
L periury trial was at the scene

“—'*—-\memurderandlaterat()s-

" He said that because of llis

close connection with the case

a French journalist arranged -

for him.tssrt to New Or- : 3

Jeans to meet with Garrison.

AYNESWORTH SAID be met
with Garrison at the district
atlorney's home and then went
fo Garrison's office In com-
pany with Sciambra. .

He said Garrison anowed
him to see address books and
a . number of ““photographs
which the district atlomey felt
. were relaled to the case.

Ayncsworth v said aller serv
lng a stmt as a Time-Life re-
porter and
the Garrison investigation he
went to Newsweek, where he

wrote an article critical of the

Garrison probe, calling it a
farce.
WEGMANN . SOUGHT

be received threalening calls
as a Tesult of fhe Newsweek

story but the judge ruled this,
out of order on the grounds:
that the threats were hearsay.-

Wi

Qlately _watching

o

" have the wii-css lestify that
Garnson objecled to an- -

g

serv- |

Sciambra then took over the 4

cross-examination, seeking to

prove that at one point Aynes-,

worth went to Clinton carry-
ing a list of prosecution wit-
nesses faken from the district
atlorney’s office. Sciambra
said Aynesworth used the list
to lnietwew prospechve wit-
nesses w.

The amslant district auor-
ney said the list
ook to Clinton was taken by
Thomas Bethel, who allegedly
turned over the DA’s trial
brief {o Shaw's defense at-

forneys.

Criminal - charges agamst
Bethel are pending In Crim-
inal District Court.

Aynesworth denied havingj
gouen his list from defense -
s and was released at ",

about 12:3 p. r=. when the °

- judge Qr.dn.nd.q Junch recess.

.loseph M Rault Jr.
en= of the founders of Truth ™
and Comsequences Ime., a
group formed te help District
\ Attorney Jim Garrison finance
his investigation of the assas- .
sination of President John F.
Kennedy, arrives to testify at
today’s bearing  in federal .
a request to block

the perjmj' trial of Clay L.
Shaw. (Statessitem phots.) -




