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Hearing Ended .

- The hearing called by Cay
Shaw to prevent a perjury trial
ended in US, District Court
Wednesday with Shaw taking
the stand arkiTorimer chief pros-
ecution witness Perry Raymond
Russo invoking the Fifth
Amendment, o
:{. . Federal District Judge Hen
bert W. Chbristenberry fssued
a preliminary Injunction te
prevent the district attorney’s
office from beinging Shaw (o
trial until he rules oa the
matter. v
He also gave atlorueys for
both sides 39 ¢ay-m2 file
| uiels and another 15 days to

- reply. .
* 1The three-day hearing took &
surprising turn Wednesday aft-
ernoon when Russo, main wit-
ness in the (rial of Shaw who
-was charged with conspiring to
kil Presidént John F. Kennedy,
refused to testify. )

" ACQUITTED IN 1%3

He told Judg:ugl_lgtenbmy
he wanted to incriminat-
ing himself.

At Shaw’s (rial In 1963, Rus-
$o refuted earlier statements
_ihat ke Rad scem Shaw with
_ accused assassin Lee Harvey
! Oswald and David Fertie st
the latter's aparimest.

- j1 Shaw was acquitted dy a
‘Cr,lminal District Court jury.

,GNo;‘,m D’:strlri;t Altorney Jim
‘Garr] ing to prosecute
Shaw for saying ﬁe never knew
.cither Oswald or Ferrie. = . .

: Shaw and his attorneys went
i Jito Federal Court to try 4o block

this pr iom. Cw
Shaw from

On Wednesday,’ .
fhe Wiiness stand again do-
nled ever meefing Oswald or
Ferrle and.sald b Nis spent

JUDGE BL

Fiflh 'l:.xvoked by Russo;

LOCKS SHAW
ENDING RIILING

- Yyears with International [
He 3aid_be_volugteered to {es-C-TradeMart, he matc-ai-teast

tify

i) 21 ot tional trade, 4
Litying he did not know Oswald o e ceased since his e
ecrie. gal troubles began, but he ad.

! NO ANSWER - '
! 1 ing. Milted to Volz thal he has since
) 'm“:ﬁx“ Mt‘iohtthxht?ue‘i: lectured and been paid for i.

and my g There were (wo areas

press| mysell are severely re- Wednesday in which the festi-
,” Shaw commented. mony of Shaw and Garrison's

He wondoood-taud that if he chief investgaior;=Rouis Ivon,
) 3+ . n Vi e A .
detied knowing a “Joe Blow” YigoL e o that His attor.

at a perjury irial could he Jater

be ged and indicted for de-

nying knowing “Joe Blow.”
Judge Christenberry acked

ney, Edward Wegmann, “vigor-
ously protested” the use
handcuffs at the time of Shaw’s!

-

i trial and 1,000 lectures Ja many places | -
is no? bhéfn? % gr tes- on subjects related to interna- ]

Asst. ID.A. John P. Volz what
would| prevent this and Volz had

no er. .
During this period of question-

Ing, though, Volz said the state

wanted to test Shaw's credibili-

arrest and asked they be re-
moved. B

However, Ivon, who testified
about Shaw's questioning and
arrest, said use of hand-uffs “is

police procedure”

that in

s credibility had been
fully tested in the conspiracy
trial, with the jury believing
Shaw_icstead. of the “charac.
ters” the district aftorney’s .
ﬂ; brought te the witness |

Volz® reply was that the jury
didn't| rule on whether Shaw
knew Ferrie or Oswald but only
as to whether there was a con-
&iracy .aé:ntg the three to kill

i e

ty.
J Chrlstes
;;:i;e lb:i:r’ com-

Newsmen Await N

Him, Is Complaint .

, Who asked for the hegrq
]

the grounds that a perju-
would violate his consti-

Sha
ing on
1y tri

m'o! no request to remove
them from Shaw. . .~ ...

Told-tfeivfust Take 3
Lie Test, Shaw Says -

Shaw festified also that Ivon
or Sciamhra fald Lim he had to

take a polygraph (lie detector -

test) “or 1 would be charged
with conspiracy to kill the Pres-
ident of the United States.”

Ivon testified lhat‘ Sha;vb ':':.f
asked to {aks 2 polygra
he refused. . -

Shaw festified he refused
but sald be probably would
have faken the fest if his ef-
torney, Salvadore Panzeca,
present at the arrest, had ad- |
vised this. -

Edward Wegmann asked Ivon
if he knew of the conditions
which he 8232 Paczeca wanted

|RRESIDENT JOIN

- § 74 very agonizing threc and a -

IE

{utional rights, said that every| for such a fest. - .
time he appears in state or fed-|| These were that Shaw was fo
eral mﬁm newsmen and photog-{|see the questions first, that the
raphers are wailing for him. ~ flquestions would not be used in -
" must have §akenjjcourt and that Shaw would have
h of thousands of pic-}|2¢ hours’ rest before the fest.
tures .#( you,” Judge Christen- Ivonhrg:,i;d that he knew of
berry agreed wond no suc itions. -~ -
they do wi --‘1 ?"er what After Russo was called o the
sald fhat during bis 19 |'stand Asst. DA William Alford
S Tar o o objected, s3ying Otlense attor-
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_tiey F. Irvin Dymond knew Rus-
50 would invoke the - Fifth

" Amendmenli iae®

. Alford called this *an Im-

" proper factie™ . 1

. ' However, Judge Christen!

¢ * 'said the proceeding is not a
- criminal case, so the accusation

" |has no legal weight,

'} Shaw's case was handled by

Dymond and Atlys. William

: | and Edward Wegmann. |

i it The assistant district attor-

", neys at the hearing were An-

" Volz and Alford.
The first question Dymond

a
drew Sclambra, Numa Bertel, been;nvited to such a recep-

asked of Russo was: .

- “Did you see Clay Shaw In

. .- David Ferrie’s apartment in
= Seplember of 1963?”

tify, Dymend also asked,
“Woald your answers fo any
other questions regarding
Clay Shaw be substantially
fle sarae?” “Rasse~veplied,
“Yes, sie.” . .
. 1. Judge Christenberry sald he

could grant . Russo Immuni| !
. ‘from

** Court

osecution in Federal
t doubled this would

P11
Trade Mart.

0'Hara, one of three judges who
After Russo declined to fes- [lield @ preliminary hearing be-

ty.case.

II. soll Club,' International

Shaw gald he was Teaving
fhe event whem a nmewsman
fook |a piciure of him shaking

5w ire, -

“Mayor Schiro was so horrl-
fled (at being scen on film
with ime that he ducked down
behind his wife,” Shaw com-
mented, as a burst of laughter
erupted in the cowrt. .
Shaw said he has not since

tion.
alter | Shaw was
conspiracy.

Earlier, Criminal District
Court| Judge Malcolm V.

ay, 1967, was two months
arrested for

fore

When Judge O'Hara {ook the
witness stand he was asked by
Dymand if at any time prior to
Jan. 18 Shaw’s attorneys asked
for a continuance of the perjury

aw’s conspiracy ftrial,

“No,” Judge O'Hara
swer: S rianit

‘The wilness added that at
time of his ruling he
" He-sloq. sld Tost daring his

e also. sa ¢ during

conslderam.'%m motion fo
quash the perjury charge he did
not read or study the transcript
of the conspiracy case. -

He was then asked H he
read the testimony of Russe.

“1 did not, I was under the
Impression that I was pretly

~ preliminary hearing at which

#-probable cause for the “arrest
., {and trial of Shaw. -~

that
gave Dolhe was one of the judges and

Volz Judge O'Hfara was asked ¥
he presided at the three-judge

the court rul there was

Judge O’Hara answ

that the court found that there
was probable cause for the ar
rest and that Shaw was “simply
bound over for further proceed.:
ings by your office.®..-.:

Testimony Lintit
Reasoning Given

He said that the court made

familiar with. his testimol
because I was en (he perli

'At this point Judge Christen-

no recommendations.

Rary hearing and that I was berry asked “Did the three-
preity aware of what his testi- judge court know tha! the dis-

» Judge O'Hara ap- Urict atlorney’s office had only
::::ryed.m N ge» “' one wilness?™ -~ . el
Dymond then asked the judge “T1 did not know who mey

if he was aware at that time had.” Judge O'Hara replied. .
that Russo had‘.:f,'a,,ged testi- Volz then asked *“Was (here
mony be gave at the prelimi- more than one witness at the
nary. hearing when he ook the heanng‘.’n e
stand at the conspiracy trial, | Judge=CHars®answered that:
Judge O'Hara replied that he| there were at least four or five,
was aware through other media] The witoess said that the

He was then handed a copy of|
the niinutes of his court and aft-

i " ‘extend to Criminal Districtler examination of them he an-

Court.

" munily to Russo to permit him
7 1o testily. They said there was
; ino state statute permitting this.
{Shaw’s Testimony
- {Brings Laughter
_ Despite Shaws comments,
Jhat his legal froubles have
‘been “a disaster™ and he has
“met with “abysmal failure” in
lrying to now get 8 fob, fhere

ony.
=t Under an objection by the

slate, ShabreStficd that he at-
tended, at former Mayor Viclor

. SWi
He asked Volz and Alford Jat-
. et why they didnt grant im-|lln

. {H. Schiro’s invitation, a recep-i
tion given by the Consular
Corps on May, 1967, in the

J i teslimony at the preliminary
s0's lestimony. ieariix was because he
thought that It was “getting
into an area thoroughly inad-

that there were changes in Rus-| reason be Limited Garrison’s

Not Available .

in the negative. . . | missable™ - Lo
‘. The vﬁumss_'w’as asked if thel Dymond asked if, as a malter
of Garriean entire franscript of the conspir-| of fact, there were only two fac-
Delayed Proceed: acy trial was made available (o] syal witnesses at the hearing.| -
8 him on the motion to quash and| and Judge 0'Hara replied in the
Judge O'Hara then acknowl-lne said that the entire record| affirmative. SR
edged that he overruled a8 mo-|was not available, The judge sald that the only| -~
tion‘to the bill of Infor-| “Did the defense attomeys two factuagl wilnesses were :
mation filed in the perjury caselask that it be made available o} 0% 14 Vernon Bundy. -~ -
on , 1970. you?” Dymond asked. %0 anc. 121 Te
motion to quash was filed]” *Yes* Judge O'Hara replied. Daniel J. Jones, 3431 Touro,
May 14, 1969, and the judge tes-] «pjd the state oppose the mo-||Pookkeeper in (he district attor-
tified|that the proceedings wereltion to have it made available ney's olﬁc:, followed Judge'’
delayed because of the iliness offty you?" was Dymond's next {O'Hard-s-hofilness stand and -
Garri i¥inability to ap-|question. - R !:;sng.uesmed by Edward ng
pear in comrt, . . “They_did.”" Jhe witness Ye- - CEeE T e
“The delay was not broughtlolied. - - . " He testified that a tolal of
abouli by the defendant?” Dy-|" Dymond asked (he judge if $99.488.96 was received by Gar-
mond asked. i v .-ed % was not a fact (hat be fim- rison for use in the Kennedy

©-~". identily hs opening statement - amount d:d not cover the cost|:
. In fhe conspiracy frial.

- lrlet attgkney off. - -

fted Garrison’s {estimony fe assassinaiion probe. .
The witness said th

the extent that all he did was . at~ this

.. . of the trial which was paid for
. Judge O'Hara sald fhat he from the office’s fines and fees
remembered cuiting the dis- . money, -

: on by Smith Case’ Used”
 Under Ination :
AperiPaion o a"ﬁi" Initially in Probe

He also revealed




* " probe In the beginning but that] The bookkeeper also testifed]
- . It was never used ig connection (h:.t:Ehe DA’s office made a dis-
with Shaw. - ‘foursement_ of - $315, to allorney] &

.+ At this point Judge Chrislen-[Steven R. “for rent onig
.berry remarked that in his opin- [Ferrie’s Louisiana Ave. Pkwy.

lhnw}: wasJ“an onei;' o apartment for ,?,‘; months of
en Jones’ atlenlion was]July, August Seplember,
called to a donation from Gov. lssl'ly & ' ’
McKeithen he -said that he re- He said that he did not know
: called one check for $5,000 when (he DA’ office took pos-
" “from the governor's office.” |session of the apartment after
There -has been testimony [Ferrie’s death, ;
" ! durlag the case that McKeith- es said that the J. G. Safi
en sent two $5,000 checks fo nt is now Inactive and the| £
the investigation fund. balance in the account Is about| £
:ones also t;sﬂﬁed about ‘:: $400, - T,
advance to the fand in
amount of $15,875 by Garrison |Judge’s Commient .
’“'i' “,’::;‘:d he has not beem [Driws Protest :
reim o 3
The bookkceper also festiied|_The bookkeeper testified that

. all of the financial reco
g%‘“mr::rfs‘;w :a::::aali;rf the | investigation 'have been
flands were denaited In the 4.\ 0V 1 ST SO |
'G. Saft bank account. Wil excepu‘cl;]n an;(h“e m{e-
 That account was used forl GRS E MO ST TR vy
g&m&xm "’ "b‘ Investiga- ble &th ttornevs. - M

He also testified about certain ge LA cont-
el et e o ey s

lo William Boxley, identified] {0 B0 oo ave been

Tuesday by Garrison as a mem-| o°. for an Individual 8 - o oo
" ber of the Central Intelligence] ronglal use of the con- - .- P
Agency who infiltrated the dis-| ¢ribiong if they so desired. ‘
trict -attorney's office and ded = 7

bed b &m” teqyn|  Alford fook issue with the
scribed by a "'spy. ge’s_ stalement but Judge

Services' - stenberry replied that he .
Guard - ‘'was merely stating “wbat wag -
Expenses Noted ' "

e. :
Jones identified such expenses l:% closing Wegmann asked -

ltems as $572.52 for guard serv-{|Jones i in his 21 years with the ..
ices. He explained that this was |di attorney's office he ever =
for privale guards at Garrison's [handled any account Iike the & :.:-.
‘home during the investigation. {Safi account. )
| He pointed to $3,102 for cer-| He replied in the pegative but ..,
taln Investigative expenses paid |Alford then asked, “Have you - .-
to Investigators on_the DA’s ever been connected with any
statl for thels-speciur services, ofher office that investigated
Jones said that the expenses the|dealis-of a Prosident?” .
of witnesses brought from Dal- I e replied, “No.
las and other places weré paid SeTTTT——
out of the fines and fees money. ™
Wegmann asked Jones for s
fotal pald from the fines and
fees account from the begin- .
ning of the assassination Ia-
vestigation In 1367 fo the end ~
of the trial of Shaw in 1968, §
He™sald that from memory
1t was from $15,000 to $50,008.
Wegmann asked if this was in
~ laddition to the §99,488, - -
" 1 The witness asnwered, “Ne,
- [that would be sublracted Ir
total, Qﬂ\am,ml;m or] -

the
$25,000 should be su




