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Fair Trial in
Shaw Case

A wide majority of jury panel members testify-
Wig today said they believe they could give Clay L. )
Shaw a fair trial on’charges of conspiring to kill®
President John F- Kennedy.~ .

Twelve more of the panelists testified this morn-

and could give Shaw a fair . 1.

Vool

AS WAS THE CASE yester-
day, each juror today was . B
first questioned by the judge, . s .-
then cross-cxamined by attor- . .
neys for Shaw and the state.’ . :

Byrnes was asked by Judge . : . .
Haggerty. “If you were se- .o s .
Jected fer ai*juror, do you SR
think you cctld give Clay L. -
tsrih:;;". fair, and impartial

‘I do.” was the reply..
Dymond attempted to get
Byrnes to ftestify that, al-

{Indicote page, nome of
Kewspapes, City end state,)

o ing before Criminal Dis-
- tilet” Judge Edward A.
- llaggerty Jr., who is hold-
i ing a hearing on a de-
' tease motion to move
Z*aw's trial st least 100 miles
2uiside - New Orleans on
-rounds that widespread pub-
*icily has made it impossible
-+ the defendant lo get a
. ajr trial bere.

=ould render an impartial ver-

v Judge Haggerty.

, This ran the wtal.,including

¢ 40 persons testifying yes-

‘orday, to 42 ves, nine no and

+¢ undecided, '
Al one point this morning,

- 'udge Haggerty ruled out a
‘e of questioning frem -the -
‘elense about Perry Ray-
~ond Russo, the stale’s star
ilness in a preliminary
waring for Shaw. :

Russo testified then that he
*-u1d Lee Harvev Oswald and_

David William Ferrie plot the .o then asked by Judge Hag- erpssexamine each witness.
President's death with ISha\! gerty, “Have ’:uy fonned.?h», . fook » bill of ex-
Jere in Seplember, 1963. [ gpinions” s Lo o the ruling.

Y

DEFENSE COUNSEL F. Ir-
in Dymond was questioning
a witness about his opinion of

. i 1ast-] jon J3erit=srres
iy relevant point is wheth- year, foctified that he has not lthdls !moguﬁ:s‘tm.:d!u ‘more this

s
OF THESE, eight said they-] &t

1. Four said they could not 2
1d were immediately exousage12ymond took a bill of excep- |

though he might not have a — - PAGE 1

fixed oplnio: ?duﬁ: tase at T

this time, he di ve some TATF.S- .

bew ol s |, STATRS-TEM
Shaw, & SSyearald retired | comeciad g PR - - mmmm.s’ r

businessman and playwright,
Ras charged. more than a
year ago in the probe injtiat-
ed by District Attorney Jim
Garrison. The DA was absent
again foday and the state’s
questioning was handled by -
assistant DA James L. -Al-
cock.

Judge Haggerty dismissed
the first witness this morning
after be ftestified that he
already had formed an opinicn

the case.

;Bytnes festitied that, sl
though he might Kgve some
Fimpressions, he had made no
decision in conneclion ‘with
1

B’mm.v, Ahwom lsk;: .
"Byrnes, “You have no opin-
{tions to the.guilt or inno-
cence of Mr. Shaw?” . :
“That Is correct,” said
Byrnes. e
Prior to the first witness
taking the stand this morning,
Dymond sought ta have the
procedure for questjoning .
tlon, contending that be should  chapged. c ’
b_avlengg-f. ebagce ~to 'y oS l ) d.gd y&seler(}x. the jl'fegne
amine tnegs. % . question witnesses,
& hals - -, the defense cross-examined.
THE FIRST WITNESS was® Dymond foday wanted the
Raymond H. Batey, 4930 state to cross-examine first
Marion dr., an employe of a end the defense to question
Iife insurance companwho.th, witness later.

said be had never , 8
g JUDGE HAGGERTY denied
He was excused after only thé molion, contending that
questions from the judge. the burden Is on the defense
Batey testified that he bad fo'prove the need for a change
read or heard material con-. of{venue and that the defense
oerning. the Shaw ease. $He has the opportunity to fully

As was the case yesterday,

205 e BN,
_ Judge Haggerty - 88
“You are excused.”

‘At the start of the second |
day of hearings, Judge Hag-
-gerty fold the jury
'whlch had been assembled in
the courtroom, that he expect.

e
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The pext wilness was Sgm
A. anci, 223 Hyman pr;
Algicrs. He said in response
to Judge Haggerty's question- |
mg that although he had
Leard about the case, he had |
po fixed opinion as to Shaw’s
guilt or .

UNDER QUESTIONING by
defense attorney William Weg-
mann, he said be tad read
about the case in the news-
parers and had secn Garri-
won "on television, Including
the Johnny Carson Shovr, and
varl of a documentziyv  How-
ever, be said he hadn't read
anv magazine articles .er
baoks concerning the case.

He said he did not read or,
watch television reports about
fie imi ing- of
Thaw. .« - e 1’ :-

Asked whether he had any
opinion or impression about
the case, he replied, “None
whatsoever.” -

oy

-s7d seen {oo much
Shaw’s upcoming frial

HAGGERTY ASKED, You
mean you couldn’t be an im-
partial juror and jud
case like you
“her ” .

“Your honor,” Smith ssd,
“this case is exiraordinary.
It's been in the news and that
would interfere with my con- *
m.c.:uve thinking on the mat-

“You're excused,” Judge
Hacgerty said.

Under questioning by Judge
Haggerty, Frederick F. Hot-
stream, 7118 Perrier, sald that
he had no impression on'the
_case and could be a fair juror.”
4% .He. said that he had read
about the case in the newspat
pers, watched it on television
.and had read the Playboy
“magazine issue with a-Gar-
fison’ interview but had skip-

Following Canci's testirmony,
Conrfi—F—wicCartney, 4910

Berkley, Algiers, told Jydge _mond, Hotslream said thet-dwey

Haggerty that, although he
bad read newspapers and had
- cuen television programs con-
cetning the case, he had no
opinion about it and could
_render an impartial verdict.

IN RESPONSE TO a ques-
fien by Dymond as to whether
ue had some impression or
pinion from discussions and
reading about the case, he
ieplied, “I do not have an
opinion but I recognize that

* aryone reading anything could | in New Orleans for 13,
huve a subconscious opinion.” | and served on a jury
McCartney told Alcock that | week, testified that he could
te bad mo conscious opinion | give Shaw a fair trial, &

and that he could be an im-
varlial

ped that article. .
‘Under queéstioning by Dy-.

ad an opinion but that it
‘could ‘be changed by evi-

nee. -

Alcock asked him, “Wouldn't
you just try the case on the
facts?”

“Right." L
“You haven't heard enough
facts to try the case, Isn't that
rig‘ht_?” A'l'eock asked.

He was excused.

Louis T. Aites, 2025 Con-
gress, who said he has lived

years
last

|

chosen as & juror,

any ..

t timony

i

P

@)

ing] *You have a personal jm-!.

that ecould be over-
come by the evidence?”
asked Dymond.
- *Yes, I would say so0,” ihe
witness replied.
“"ALCOCK THEN asked
Altes, “You have no opinion
one way of snother as to the
guilt or Innocence of Mr.
Shaw, isn't that right?”
“No, I don’t,” said the wil-

Dess. N
The next ,,‘itnss was Al-
bert J. Anderson, 3300 Tra-
falgar, who-also festified that
he could give Shaw a fair ]
trial ) -
Dymond asked Anderson if
he believed the festimony of
Perry Raymend Russo, a star
witness jn the preliminary
bearing on Clay-Shaw. -

ANDERSON SAID he had
an opinion about Russo's tes-
but changed it.
*“What changed “your opin-

?" asked Dymond,
“well, my son went fo school,
with this boy . . .* e

AT THIS POINT, Haggerty
stopped the_questioning, con-
tending that {he only thing that

| yolving Shaw.

“teelheeuﬂdmenlj\m.‘

 som——

He also was asked his opm-

jon on the veracity

mony by Perry Russo.
ALCOCK O%JmBaqug vhen“ en

Dymond aske

had an opinion as to the truth- i

| tuiness of Russo’s testimony.

-mond jumped up, eon-
te:?ging {hat the stale’s case in
the preliminary hemngpvn
“hased 90 per cent on Perry
Raymond Russo's testimony.”

.Judge Haggerly equntered.
“you can't make this state-
ment . . .» Dymond contended
“He was the only witness that |
tostified concerning an ' ak
Jeged eonspirasy meeling in- -

Judge Haggerty sustained
Alcock’s objection.

Donald S. Miller, 1230 Har- .
mony, ftold Judge Haggerty .
that he had a fixed opinion
about the case and did .mot )

AFTER THE_JOOGE 83

cused Miller, Pail E. Bass,
Negro, fook the stand and
said that he had no opinion
and could render a fair and
impartial verdict based on

evidence. . .
Under questioning by Dy-
mond, he seid, “I have beard

mattered in the change of
venue hearing Is whether the
witness can feslify that he
could give Shaw a fair trial.
After some legal argument,
Dymond asked~the witness,.
#Do you have 30 opinion either
way as {o whether Perry Rus-
so was telling the
“NO," wat u* u’}y-

5o moch, Tead o much, I
can't make up my mind.”

.Bass said, “I just don't know

what to think about %" and
that he could “goilo it with [!
sn open mind.” )

truth?” _ Following his t e st imony,

ge Haggerty Jecessed the
courl for lunch.

AFTER SOME MORE ques- -

tions, Dymond noted, “Your

Warren Smith, Negro, 4140 -~ ON CROSS-EXAMINATION,
Varis ave., told Judge Hagger- Altes testified that he had
fv that he had a fixed opinion read mone of the books nor
slout the case. Judge Hag- seen any of the special fele-
cerly phrased a question aboul vision programs -concerning
having a fixed opinion differ: the case.© . -
sotly and Smith replied, “I- As with ofher witnesses,
couldn’t give a fair trial be- Dymond allempled fo estab-
rause I have foo many Yish the difference between 2
‘houghts on the subject™ 3 fived opinion and a potential

In {0 another @=c—=mior having an impression or.
flon, be said that be had féad 3n opll:i‘o‘:f that could  be

changed by festimony.

When Aites Insisted that he
would have o hear the evi-
dence before he could make a
decision in the case, Dymon
asked him about a personal

prrightnow, |

- AT

testimony changes from an
opinion on - Perry Raymond
Russo fo no opinion at all.”

- Wilburn L. Abel, 1440, Char-
tres, an engineering company
supervisor, was dismissed by
the judge after he festified that

he had a definite opinion as to
the guilt or innocence of Shaw.

“ The next wilness was Nor-
man P. Baquie, 33 Andry, & .
bank clerk, who said he had
served as a juror, Baquie
testified that he had no fixed
opinion as to the it or inno-
cence of Shaw fell that he

could give the def




