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' Criminal District Judze Ed-

vard A, Haggaty Je. foday
< eaded a hearicg e 2 mynion

¢ throw

. <harges agaia‘t Qlay LShaw,

and pronid a .nta";v;.' Mo

. day,

13 o ” ®,
Shaw'Is charged with con-

" spiracy in the assassinalion of

Prasident John F. Kerendy.

!} the molion lo quash fails,
i hec Is expeciad to go on trial

Y2 this monlh o~ jn Oclcber.
Today's slion Bnded 'wo
days of festimony in which
“the defense directed most of
its fire agairst the method of
sclecting the grand jury which
indicted Shaw. ’

THE TESTIMONY leday
nas marked by many ques-
tions by th- defense and few

answers by the witnesses, who -

" included Dis'rict Attorney Jim
Garrison.
Judge Haggerly allowed the
defense to pul questions per-
taining fo the Shaw case o

Garrison and others. but gave -

lie state a chance I» object

o helace they ere answered, In

g Due Monday

out © emVyfiracy -

.’ .
k\'t.'._,o_y_nl Clipatag

slmost all cases, the objec-
tions were sustained and no
answer.was permitted.

I;\ $Hoce ée':w) )

Shaw Quash Hearing

In the closing moments of

the hearing, assistant DA
James L. Alcock ftook the
stand. He had been making

“most of the objections for the

state,
Judge Haggerly told Alcock:-

“I'M GOING TO lel you
dhjedt_if you want, Mr. Al
cock, to the questions . . .
If you see fit not lo answer
any question, you object and
I'1n -going to sustain " -

The firsl question from de-
fense counsel F. Irvin Dy-

mond related to Vernon Bun- .

dy, a stule witness in the
preliminary hearing for Shaw.
Dymond asked if Alcock bad
chjected to putting Bundy on
the stand. Alcock drew laugh-
ter by answering:

“I object.”

Other questions drew- the

same response, and Alcock
was ex -

JUDGE HAGGERT¥—shen

T weyesicrday's h€aring tediy

" but said:

" * §f_peressary.”

e

" rupt this

gave the stale until Friday -
to file an answer lo a supple- "
mental motion to quash the in-
dictment. This was filed this

morning by Dymond.

The judgd then said he -
would ruls Monday on both .

the original motion and the
supplemental motion,
The high point of
testimony came when a found-
er of Truth and Consequences
~Inc. said thpt.no members of
the grand jury which indicted
Shaw either contributed to or
were members of that of. .
ganization, -
Aufomobile dealer Willard
E. Robertsors~an official of
the group bankrolling “Garti-.
son's Kennedy assassination
probe, made the statement. .-
He said: “They have not:
made any contributions and
are not members of Truth
and Consequences.” -
Before today's session of
the hearing gol under way,
Dymond filed the supplemen-
tal motion o quash Shaw’s
indictment on the Yol

d.

tach
mony. The hearing resulted
from Dymond's original mo-
tion to throw out Garrison’s .
charges against Shaw. .
Judge Hageerly permitted
Dymond to file the motion,

“['Af NOT GOING to inter- -

hearing to let you .

incorporate the second supple-

mental motion to quash into
this hearing.

© " “I'm going to let you file

" it and give the stale lime to

file wrilten answers,

«we'll have another hearing
e

today’s g
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~iTHE NEyw =(- e possite D Tegarcing tanie] | —Has Supt. of Police J
mond cited Provisions i ffa Ppossible «350Ciation with Truth meet

code of criming] or Consequences,

Giarrasse atlended
ings of the

8 member of ¢
a I ~Is Deputy s
~i Trosclair 5 me
he attendeg any
ings?

—What are
- tiong for Tembership
and Conscqucnces‘.'
Here, Jy¢
Stapped the fig
and told Dym
ready ruled
tioning imma
ing.

The jud
menls for
ment, one be
dividua] grand juror
¢4 yqualified to serva,
the

he group?
U

However, Dymong trok ax. .

eptions (o the ruling of the

indictment court ang continued to qued- -

the grounds tion Robertson,

£rand jury was jm.. Alcock Permitted Robertson

propeily selecteg . {10 sav that e Ofganization |
Rault, Cecjl

himse}f,

ge read the x;equ

Rabertson was the first wil-! oy formed by
:;&ss 20 the stand today, gng: Shilstone and
Mofroceedings started "y "DYMOND Askep the id
:‘b’?f,’; :7'3 }.,si;e tz:ligzn;d’:r‘fd ehind the formation of The judge said Dy,
at first fha judge sustaineg 10rganization, The state object. |net altacked the j
“Vstale ctjections go his answer. €d. and Robertson was pot al- fon_those ds
€ questions aboyy lowed o answer the question,
and Consequenceg - Dymond _askeq :
s v a where the fipsy Meeting of the
\BUT LATER, Judge Hag. ganization was helq. The
1 ‘ised himself 5 HeSobjected and was up-
:several questions yware ag. held.
Dymond a5k
Garrison attende,

Dymond
Ll

e did afta
of the grangd Jurors,

HE SAID HE 1S entit]
have (he infermation aboy
possible membersh;
and Consequences,

Judge Ha
“How can
tion from M.
You couldn't ge
grand jurors?™

Dymond answered,

. for one,
whether the
truth» -
The judg
" would reverse his earlier
ing and allow Robertso
answer questions

ed whether

d the meet.

Ing. and again the state ob.

Jected, and Robe was not _
allowed ¢ answer,

Dymond asked the following
Questions, the state objected,
and court refused to allow

: the witness 1o answer:

—Was Garrison present at
subsequent meetings?

—Fourteen names were Jis.
ed, including that of Judge
Bernard J. Bagert. Were they
y:;;r members of the membership in Try

and o say thyr——3¥hat are the names of -sequenges.

questions
At first,

were overrujed.
I?sl:e_ Son was gl

e iudze only 4

. Q"'}lr‘?’l"',n_

i
“They have
contributions ang are  no

quences,” said Robertson,
mines thel Dymond atlempted to ask
given l: the| other questions about the
im-cstigaﬁon?‘ 8roup “in order to perfect the
Y regular ac- bill of exceptions,” which he
f! said would help him 1o pre-
} Pare an appeal which he said
be would take all the way o
the US, Supreme Court jif
necessary,

Judge Hageerty would not
! allow Dymong to ask ques.

Dymond was
trying 1o obtaip information
indirec}ly_' Which Be wac nnt

PYMOND roLy The court
€ reasen hr questioneg Rob-

T tes

the Organizalion hag never financial SUPE '.’! &
| . ¢ ~What Is the pu
i before his testimony was g, the organization?
j Jected 1o by Aloock,
records? ’
{ ¥as pathjng jp the defense , —In which bank do You
| rolion to ‘gquash  (hyy chal- ~Who has ghe authority 1o/
; organization, %ign checks?
4 amount {0 be
-1 DA’s office for
. glson 38 he did*was to go. Counting of (he amounts o
!bers of the prand SOy who. TOney given for investiga
heq 3¢
. €armarked fop any special in.
vestigation?

i
>
'he!d an elestion of officers, Erote?
—Who keeps the bocks an
¢ The siale held that there
keep your funds?
‘ 1 wged the Memlership or the
—Who deter
—~Is there an
rmine  whether the mem-
h 3 | tion?
iﬁrg‘g—w—“:}ﬁ faads givea to the o
—Is use of_
to i

the

he funds limit.
Wocase?  w

' N .
N ttated
1]

group? I¢oge :

L Presly J,
mwher or ha
of the meet-

' lhe qualifica.
in Truth

£e¢ Haggerly
w of questions
ond he had a).
this line of ques.
terial to the hear:

. thought he would
ire-

quashing an jndict.
ing that an n.
s pot

troduced foday,
ck  qualifications ®
rs

ed 1a 4
rship in Trutn SUst

cgerty asKed, Lo
You get informa.a- ",
Robertson jf varadg
t it from the asked

“Mr. nize j
WS
Y were telling the ng

e then said he
rul

to by Alcock, who dema
%——fa,';namc.

regardin
th aﬁd Colf Dymend arg

nol made any contributo
ol —Asked jf he kept

consg-_,gg;eontribulors,

, said, “What &
sacred —thig defendant e
" to get a fairtriz] or
crecy of ‘this organizar,
Judge Hageerty said p;
Sleod, and Roberisor

s
ing
ex S
Rault followed Rod:ris
the witness stand,
Rault's testimony g e
followed that of Robertsm
testified that e knev
general the names of

IN3ncial ~contributors—g
recoz
the names jf they were py;
[ e e

S"VASKED By

D:\'mond asked i otne:
e€re “contributors,” ard ho
Eane, |

) .

t

nName J.C:
Soung famili
Dymong,
I saig
1.
Dyme

ymond asked a1
me “Friedberg bo"t L

THERE wWAS AN

ra+

Rau

obj=ctio ;
nmré"

ved that fyy
Rames were y;

.nize ‘hame 3
T to the group,

recoidy-ars

each of the threa “members”
keeps a Fecord, but hig cffice
keeps most of them.

HE WAS ASKED it he got
toAs}ce the %Ulers;d’ liSts.nd o
cock objected, a the
court sustained the objection.
e question wag replrased,
and Rault sajq he had ex-
amined all he records.

ke did pot recog.

Rault was asked if, after
Teview of tha records six
weeks ago, e said he did not
recognize the names “Alvaras.

!
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S Dyeo9nd_asked if the Lou- PR wp gontt . . Ve was also not af~  .p vudge Haggerly $+'2-him
. (Symmd asked I the Lo & LONE SAID, 1 dogls s he talked withy et if be had.information thal,
surance Co. contributed to! to Eraph operafor when' i test) Gartison had turned over mas- -
the group. . H wzs stopped. or who author.} {er copies to Life magazineor .
: ) izcd the complelion of the} anyone else, he could file
t, - . charges against Garrison for

He was not permitted
i answer questions about Pres-

' ley Trosclair, who keeps the.

THERE WAS amther ob-j gr{,up‘s books; he group's use,

jecticn by the state, which the: i the
court upheld, and Dymond® of a specific bark, and tre!

-‘:'.:ﬁ.ek..s.-hill of cxception to the
{ judge's ruling.
Ranult encwered In the nega-

- | tive whon asked by Dymond

if he recognized these names
as con'ributars: Albert V. La-
bicie--Js; Labiche Clothing
Store; Theodcre L. Drell;

stipulations atlached to dona-:
tions to the DA’s oflice,

Wiliam Gurvich, former
special investigator for Gar-
rison, was brought to the
stand and the judge immedi-
ately advised him not toJ
answer any questions until aft
er the DA had been given &
chance to object.

Judze Haggerly allowed Dy-
mond to ask the questions in-
asmu~h as Dymond conlended
he was Urying to build wp a
record for purposes of per-
fecling his bills of exception.

For the next 20 minules, as
quickly as Dymond asked the
qucstions the stale objected
and in each instance the
judge sustained the objeclion.

nonfeasance. -

Garrison with malle
a
Mr. Shaw, very little good.”

{endant to an unfair trial

Wegmann responded with -
the argumenl that_charging .

misfeasance was certainly not -
remedy. - - .o o
“Jt would do the defendant, = -

He said that subjecting 2 de-' -

malfeasance, misfeasance or .

John L Kramer I1II; Law- Thus Gurvich did not have a| would not be remedied by ..

Gurvich was not allowed to

-

rence J. Cenirla; Lionel J.
~-Favrot; Daniel J. Lyons; Ir-
win L. Fleming; Oliver J.
Myer Jr.; Censtant €. Degoie
and Merrick W. Swords.

The court sustained an ob-
jection by Alcock when: Dy-

so had contribated.

Shilstone to'd (he courl he
is of the original members
of the group. with Robertson
and Raull.

Asked if h2 knew names
of contcibutors, Shilslone said
he did not.

He said he did not know
whe had such Hists, and that
he had never asked.

PBe said he did not have a
list and he did mnot know
who got suck a list

SHILSTONE SAID he read
in the newspaper that a list
of contribulors had
_ prepared and turned over to
Judge Haggerty.

_ He said at the group's in-
! teplior, he had scanned a
{ partial Wsi of contribulors
' and ‘was impressed by the
! pames of out-cf-state contrib-

utors. He _iaid he destroyed

R |_pendsd these proceedings. : . . e

~ O e Sold-that he was | GURVICH WAS not alloved] €25 Life or o0y o -Juestion Delore cbjection

not in a position to name the | to answer whether there is mem ] °°,‘,‘“ ga e 5 Dymond
contribulors; he was not al-| two-way mirror in Garrison's Mr. Garrison, ¥

lcwed by the judge to answer
whether he had atlended all
meelings of the group or the
question about the identifica-
tion of the originator of the
group. - "‘ .

He wac 2:sked the same
queslions pesed, lo Roberlson,
snd on {he l2st one, the judge
ruled that he could  answer

il Judge Bagert had atlended
e

mond-asked Rault if Giarrus- 1o siven that grand jury.

o0 ,amissable by the judge.

SO DAL FENAT DO WG A

R e Gl IR P U

chancé lo open his mouth,

answer whether he had I “sone of the questions were

vestigated the Shaw case. a5 follows:

Judge H?ggeriy read t-.he Were polygraph (fests, ad-
faw and said any person Who yuinicered {o Vernon Bundy
had appeared before a grand o (he Rey, Clyde Johuson?
jury would not be allowed 0~ 45 the result of this laves-
teveal information which he tigatioh~did the district atior-

Y- pey’s office devise a sysiem
- "ALL OF THE questions of )code names? } .
asked of Gurvich by the de- Was a representalye of
fense attorney were ruled jn- 1ife magazine given a key to
e R o his code?

Gurvich was not allowed 107 poes™fhe district attorney™s -
say what caused his Preak_ O g™ ha:'e a lma;‘lermﬁl’;:;
June 28 with the DA’s office; Apq-if so, how many copies
nor was he allowed to answer gooc jt have?
anything about the Shaw

, property seized at Shaw’s

! apartment or how long it was
held at the Criminal Courts
building.

‘The defense atforney asked,
but got no answers to, the fol-
Jowing questions: .

Was Clay Shaw’s property

countercharging Garrison with
malfeasance, el
. HE ADDED, "As an attor-
ney I could bring those
charges, but what good would
that do Mr. Shaw?™

Dymond, thwarted in his
allempi~to have Gurvich an-

Life magazine, asked the for-
mer DA investigator whelher
Garrison ever said that he
had unusual control over the
grand jury. Judge Haggerty
sustained the state’s objection.
The line of questioging then
centered on whelher uwrd
Was Life magazlne given 8 was a discrepancy in “festi-
copy of this master file? mony of Russo and Lelty
Attorney William Wegmand™ Peferson concerning an alk-
argued that the giving of the eged meeling between David-
state’s file, including evidence Ferrie and Shaw.
in the case, to a represenia-  Dymond attempted to find
tive of Life magazine, if 4t out’if there was a difierence
were done, would clearly vio-i jn the date of the meeting in
late the defendant’s constitu-} statements by Russo and Pe-

L.swer questions concerning |°

. shown fo any other persons
- and law officers; was any ol
it displayed to representa-
tives of Life magazine; were

tional rights. terson. He asked if there was
Wegmann argued that the|a discrepancy in time what ;
gueﬁionf%m to “(heo! Vlery was done about it. 'm:i stzée‘s N
: eart” of due process of law. | objection was sustain ur- .
3"ZSS rilixr::ﬁalgesentg “u': He raised the question as to vié‘h was excused. :
D otlice during the preli- %1y the district attorney's of- . GARRISON WAS the next
i bearing which pro- fice should be allowed to give witness and blurted out -an
minary g Pro any of its work records in this answer fo Dymond's first

office. - " : . . -
A : certainly have the right, Weg- ; this probe have you received
ggﬁ,lﬂ';“},d( ’ss},‘;?, 'fwi';i ‘i‘,‘f;‘de mann ar gued, to the same in- 1 financial aid from Mﬁ&i‘:
through a two-way mirror in, formation. : gation known as Truth of

: Judge Haggerly

the DA's office. answered sequences?”

THE DEFENDANT would lasked' “in connection with |-

*“Yes,” Garrison replied.

N 'by saying thal the laws of
Dymond asked if Perry R Judge Haggerly instructed

3 - Louisiana do not allow him to
gr“:;ﬁ '{Zﬁf“&}iﬁf‘:‘m‘f {):s]l}i- force the district attorney Yo | Garrison to wait before an-

3 <o and who turn over ihe evidence to the | swering, even though he
g:]mgr;rzle;heml;e?g‘lg;:d m‘;d: defendant. - - ] 'might want to do so, until the -

N ——T ity 10
arrangements for it and who ’ . o slate. had an opportunily

object.

} [ - = . P

| SE oy NS, S s - fmade_j_t.___.____ After Dymond’s next ques-
2k B N e ‘ | tion, which concer the

2 I T P VSR urpose of the financial }rd.

5 B L e e Haggerty said the questions

‘ i e . that Dymond was going to ask

EE . | were probably irrelevant and
: IR | immaterjat—end> instructed
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arrizan-not o answd

. " uafailed several times during
Garrison was unable_ - .& his polygraph tests, Garri-
shiain himself on one "ques- son said, “Cerlainly bte did
tion posed by Dymond. " .
Lzlzi->whether Russo

not.™,

Judge Haggerty quickly in-
tervened and told the DA
not to answer any questions
asked by the defense allor-

ney.

“THIS IS NOT a pretrial
on the Shaw case, but a hear-
ing on the motion lo quash,”
-} said the judge.

This type of queslioning
was termed by an assistant
district  attorney  “harass-
ment” of the witness. .

Dymond introdu-ed “into
evidence a copy of a letter
wrilten by Garrison lo the
Federal Communications
Commission in reply fo a
NBC broadcast criticizing
his administration.

|_=TEsjudge Tuled this Lwag

b

et Lt N~ . B\
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to quad , ‘he did admit "
the leller inlo evidence and ..
allowed Garrison to identify
his signature on the lelter.
Dymond asked Garrison, ¥f
such a lelter had been wril
ten, did he furnish a copy 1o
pews media later. .. - -
THE QUESTION was un-
answered by court order.

ter, which Dymond said was
written June 16, 1967. . -
Dymond asked Garrison i

more specific  information
about the exact date of the
alleged conspiracy.

The judge
against the«line of question-

to get information which he

YIS, {"';"J"{""F"'.‘;":}“’?r'w
N TN
SN

~

ing on awmotion to quash.
Dymond asked Garrison

"sbout the Russo polygraph 1 1 vl

test again, and Judge Hag-
gerty ruled that Ju:e%'ﬂmd
be no further questioning re-
garding Russo. :

DYMOND QUESTIONED - -+
Garrison about Sandra Moffet

McMaines. He asked if she
had been sought as a malerial
wilness after the indictment of
Shaw.

He also asked Garrison il be
intended to bring her before
the grand jury following the
Shaw indictment .

Judge Haggerty then ruled
out all further questions re-

. garding Mrs. McMaines,

Dymond then asked if an as-
sistant fo the DA reported
Shinterview with several wit-
nesses in February of 1967 at
Balon Rouge; Garrison did
not answer. - *

: tion Garrison concerning &

* memorandum from assistant

DA Andrew Sciambra to the
. DA about an interview with

objected.

Garrison was not allowed to
identily the memo even for
the purpose of filing a bill |,
of exceptions. N

Dymond asked Garrison H ‘ s

| his office prepared a masler
* file of the investigation and if
I o whether Life magazine was i

furnished a copy of the file, {- -

question  was sustained by

: The state’s objection to this
Ldu?;zﬂazssrtv-

Y

S
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Garrison identified the let- .-
his office could give any 7

again ruled B

ing, and said he was trying . o

had not received on a mo-
—tion o get a bill of pariicw -
lars, and this was a hear- - .-

Dymond altenipted fo ques- * . -

Russo Feb. 25, 1967, The state -




