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[RUSSO DENIED
|AT PARTY..

Lt. O'Donnell Testifies Atiorney Jim_Garrison and ye-~
ported to hin and James L.
Alcock, the chief prosecutor in
the Shaw trial, what Russo had :
told him. ¢

Lt: O'Donnell was undergo-’
ing cross examination at 5:35;
p- m. when Judge Edward A.’
aggerty recessed the trial un-:

.

.

About Interview

A veleran N
A veleran New Orleans police
officer. testified Wednesd:;b at
. the trial of Clay L. Suaw that
191, Perry Raymond
at th “ 5",';"9 Sha:er"" ot 3
e mid-September, 1963, 1
f David il ® & m. Thursday. :
Verrior” “partment of David; Immedaiely before L.
Lt Edw A jO’'Donnell's appearance, )
who is usl.?t'an‘t' c:n‘?::zl; lJese Garner, the former land-:
of the homicide division and 329y Of Oswald in New Orleans, -
Bas been en the force for 37 lestified that Ferrie came to
Years, made the statement g7. her home either the night of
ler being called as a witnegg the assassination er the night

‘;l;“ the ':e!eme, T after,

W i5 standing trial on g '
charge that he participated in
8 conspiracy fo assassinafe
President John F. Kennedy. The
;:"SP"';SY allegedly - involved

i aw, Ferrie and R

: Oswald. Lee arvey

. Shaw is expected fo take the
.ol '“ness ‘l v ay.

it Lt. O'Donnell said that he in-
ferviewed Russo — the state's

-Mrs, Garr aiorqazine,
Was another of five defense wit-
lslhssa called Wednesday as
aw's atlorneys attem to
Eatler down the state ug:
$ Called presumably to gesti
about Oswald . v
dress habits and behavior, Mrs.
Garner was shown photographs
of Oswald and Ferric. She
also testified she pever saw

star witness—June 19, 197, and Shaw prior o his arrest in . : - .
during the course of his conver- March, lm.mdneverlnpu.gb;p:u was ol written By e
$ation Be asked Russo why he on until last week. %A state witness earlier testi- | | NEW ORLEANS, LA, -
m."’." a3 be did during the 3 Whea she was shown Fer- fied she saw Shaw sign the|’ . e .
p n“u?smaf}'.heulll‘ three  yie's Picture she sald she rec- 'name. | _jDote F
mf.t. O'B:r he;-‘“u : Sgnized bim a5 a man whe . Also, Jefferson Biddison, a' | Eatuons2=27=69 ¥
Y = toldn::e (hat Shen be Came fo ber home shorily yeal estate man and Jong-time| - '} a gthor: . ' :
= "0 pahoarbiad e en B0t  efter the assassination. Ariend “of Shaw, who handled, |_ CEORGE W. HEALY
. thearin heor [reliminary ! Oswald lived in an apartment Shaw’s mail while Shaw was in} ek o $ha
 iigng e telr came With all igles- jn the pame buildinf 85 Mrs. Europe in 1965, appeared. Bid-l» | Title: ASSISSINATION OF
(F. !r‘:r‘ -l tln);tm_th &nd you | Garner. She said a lot of Peo- “dison said he received no mail PRESIDENT JOHN F
 atioroey) tomped el delene | ple, “moslly “federal agents, Gormme s oy e .
" ing If he bl ed 1 Gol LK Were in and out of her home elther a Clem or Clay Bertrand. KENNEDY, TEXAS
g slee:siliv it ""d fnmediately after the assas- & postal worker testified he de-| - | Chorocten: 11-22-63
him, and after eup;:e ui?lr : §ination. . “livered mail to the Biddison ad-] | = ¢ Tl
turned him ’g:' decided he - She said Fer ved, and dress during this period ad- Classtficetion:
was going toob“.'.ry " Alter g fow minues; when she dressed to Clay Bertrand. ) -
“Bury me,” asked Dymond qelermined he was nol there Much of Phelan's testimony Subamttting Offices ¥N.0..1A
uyes.n Lt."s‘a“’!n re e&. ‘on olficial government business,: and cross examination con D’“" tavesll ‘“‘. L 4
- Pli she asked him 1o leave. She cerned a memorandum written] J *= "0 "% : A
“ o4 ‘Garrison Was Told '.'."l'f be was ""3‘} by assistant district attorney| £+ C e e
7 of Stat by Russo® * the aftcrmoorpy left the city] 3w M. Sciambra following| A L
. atement by Russo’ ° the afternoon of the ASSASSINA-l ciambra’s Initial interview|:§ - = - . o
mu- O'I?(:nnen ]“‘d that as :gwstg‘en he said bhe went to "“h Russo N el O .
R as he completed his fnter. © Hou - . " R it
N went o B mmediate.” Other witnesses called in| o The “Sclambrs memo” &4 f © T .
ly went to the office of District . Juded i.!!‘:me:"l"helan. lree-l;ncc ing, as Russa Iater tostified dur.|’ e Tl
LTt et L e 2T T magaz riler. who said on g ’ . - R - »
D [k direct-examifialion that Russo. R s-h'!f‘gr el"n-—"?qm . " m
= . . . ——'_-~-:. o T = ‘o T e \ s . ot B
' e .8 - . e e LR D - d. e - l’- d
.- LT tnmnQuRE (bR AT 0 - Gl

SHAW
OFFICER

rmer, 40aYsgazine, ‘he

‘s appearance, hand

after iﬁ’préTx'hmary bear.ing.
backed out of Frmetir with
Shaw, though Shaw

. - .
. -, - - . s
- R EX -
T, .
1)

agreed h}_' Sl

- o

. Phelan s2id Russo told him
be wanted {0 be sure Shaw was
man he claimed he was.

% Phelan alleged Russo told him
the reason he backed away was: -
“if word got back to Jim Gar' -
rison, be would clobber me.™
s Later, testified Phelan, Russo’

%old him that he lied about the
reason. Phelan quoted Russo as’
gaying that “the reason I didn't '

not him. .
¢Phelan said Russo toid him -
e could run some where “but -
Tcould never run from myself.”™

l?mdwﬁling Expert
Testifies of Signature )
{Charles A, Appel Jr., a relired
iting rt for the
Federal Bureau of Investigation, ™
testified the signature “Clay .
Berirand” on the guest register -
at New Orleans International ‘.
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the FBI since the

oty . : the two. - -
i ' He assenied7 _saw leaves1948 when be petired. He said - Ty The same. ‘ .
- his ‘ a's” ope }.-reas the reg-has been receiving a federai -.-’-Lvlhy did you have hlmj -
oL ister sign;teure had a c‘:‘osﬁd "a;pension since then. ‘ ? | “‘ R
o . (saying “ writing & suc! . e . *Because people learn .
h:urx‘r'w'g;g-g:uag’-fgédwumk B ate act of movement co- Examination Made write sealed, snswered Appel.!

'e at Ferric's apariment opordinating kands, fingers. and Entirely with Photos . - -
tiona ave, pkwy during|arm with the dnrec'gon ‘g\i the ,1oock asked if his examina- 1966 Letter Examined, ‘
~September. 1963. ;?s :h‘ltae.t‘llrc d": ‘se Mngsltion consisted entirely of analy-| Appel Tells Court {
" \ppel, Biddison sod Phelan u‘" ‘l’n desi same 10 p sis of photographs, o if he stud-| Appel said he also examined
SR e during the morn. |N¢ $ame CeSEN. b awaicd the original samples. Hela Jetier Shaw wrote %o one of
_ - { sesslon, but enly the ques- | He characterized Shaw'iaig pholographs were used. Al'{the Wegmanns in 1966, Ak} oo
. - ming of Appel and Biddison handwriling as being done rap-lcock asked if, as a general prac-icock asked to see it and, & e
" 15 completed. |idly “in what some teachersice it would not be more de-ireading it, asked how he
ppel, who was qualified as would call a scribbling fashion."\sirgble to have eriginal sam-icluded thal it was written i0] - -
oepert in the field of hand-jand said there was a completely : 1965, since it was not dated, 4
Snp prior o the trial's re-(different style of writing pel said it i siways bel-| “[ was told it _was taken
s Tuesday, was the first wit-|tween the two signalures.  leor'yo have originals, but i s from the Tiies o~ Mr. Weg-
. After going through each leb-ingt pecessary. mann,” he replied, and said
Jn direct questioning by Dy-jter, Appel said, “It can be seeni 'y, c3id he cxamined all orig- later he received several sam-
“ind he told the court that, he these are distinctive _forms;|. 1 of chaw's handwriting aft- ples of Shaw's signature
- .- amined photographic samples|neither of these e.l.ltnes '"ler he arrived in New Orleans, writings made in 1966. )
'Shaw's handwriting as welllcarefully composed,” and bel\y 1151 he saw the questioned] “Did you make your conclu-
' a photographic reprpduchon'a.dded that in making copies of signature in the register for the|sion prior to seeing the original
“ithe Clay Bertrand signature,signatures, it Is mecessary tolf.c time when it was shown|documents?" . .
~~and in the Eastern Air Lines make much © slowe, move-| “him on the witness stand. } “I did." _
; P register. ments."s - - wyou did point out, though,| Appel later old Alcock that
He said that he performed ex-| Of the “Clay Bertrand™ Sig- (hat it is betler to see the orig-{no two signatures are exactly -
ninations and _ comparativeinature in the register, he $3id:|inas, did you not?” asked Al-falike, “even though one is writ-
Sts on the handwriting sam-|“It is more formal, slower, but! coek “{ten right after the other.”
s to determine the written|nevertheless natural to the per-t wy i¢ mot : There was @ frecess; and

necessary at all if
- lotion habits which causes the;son doing the "“i“‘i Becaluusde the evidence concerns d.etsign of|following i, Alcock resumed
conclud-

- cove P

Y

. »sign of letters. of these differences, . these his cross-examination. He ask
e said the first thing he did|ed they were not written by the pinecied ad e (e B so|ed Appel bow he selected m"
as to copy the design of thejsame person” there was Do problem.” particular Shaw_signature of

gnature from the register “so} | 4 “Sskei—wppel If be |; the name “Clay Berirand” that

s to make sure 1 was receiving “l:{i':&nu: s“:dy “P;“t one ! He tfold Alcockledth:t. in uﬁ.was used on {he blow-up. He!

1e hand movemems.” sample of Shaw’s bandwrit- !?Muino&gﬁ;m"“m it was one of the nmplesi
_'He said he also did this with| ing, and ke sald his study in- hnat because the forger does“" received, and it was X

_-. i “Clay Bertrand" signature, cluded “a good ‘many other” | ' oiove the pen continuously yed at random. H

“7jgned by Shaw “to compare| samples, some written fn o full “and Alcock asked: *“Is yeur ‘
ach and efery—dcsign caused| 1966, “And then I asked that bul rather very core Y g the] specialy an exact scienct®

"'y the motion of the pen.” he be requested to write o 8 o0, B moved from the paper “How exact do you mean?”

"He said that Shaw writes| gumber of sheets, each fade . Pad replaced.” P’} asked Appel. -

ager s R et ol ot the olber So wa | Alcock msked wbether ADPS e T e oty

TR e regisler, could mol see g o8 . . > "

.-{he proportion of one Jelter size] the previous sheet” = . :;&s:::w :‘:ﬁ exact science there is,” reghed

ST i BB S et P s b

. i a t w i " M . .

U?:f vllll;ie"““‘gc" .in &2“ register coxln;t;:;:? “r%e: entry in u': wot, but he asked that they be | 344ed: “Certainly the compari- =3

ritt cerfaln s . i
was gmaller than & “L” i~ book was made by some other :nm:; :Im s ;:’ ::;z son of the design is scientif-

‘ :Shaw’s 'ﬁw- writer enﬁrely." lignalures were written, - ... Q—hm
i . gai rious sam- . : Alcock then asked if mis-
Expert Points Out ,,':: ﬁ"%ﬁ&'{,n‘,mﬁn‘ He told Alcock he’asked'that takes are made in his field;

Ty N : :  lihe signatures be wrilten with and Appel said, “Mistakes are
 Differences in Letters ;‘Hﬁ‘:ﬁ‘&‘:’ﬂiﬁﬂ"’%ﬁ Si&"./Shaw seated in a normal writing; made in any kind of endeavor
Appel, using a blow-up photo- ‘position. and he asked him to that a human undertakes.” He

graph of the signature witha ural variations. write the content of the entry|quickly added his conclusions
blow-up of a sample of Shaw's vlct?‘d’?'w s?:"' to a firm con- in the register. After Shaw did‘g;ve zever been proven wrong
~writing- of *Clay Bertrand,” ,,Y"“' l‘did” this, the paper was removed,.in court.

ihen went Gougirtach Jetter of es, - 'and he was asked to do it again,: Alcock then mentioned some

_ And what was that, Mr. Ap- juntil finally he had repcated the | Louisiana cases and asked Ap-

? . process 10 times, providing 10 ,pel if he recalled them. Alcock

“That the defendant Shaw did different handwritings of the jintimated that in some cases!

po wrie the entry in the book.”|same signature. he named, the side that Appell

7.7 - On crossexamination, Alcock!  Alcock asked Appel If he knew |testified for did not always win.

e asked Appel if he had occasioniwhether the person who signed Appel said that what he

R . atanytimefo do similar hand-l«Ciay Berirand” in the register meant when he made his

BRI - writing studies for the Federall was seated or not, and Appel Jicr stalement was that “po one;

S S c Bureau of Investipation in con-isaid he dij nof kpow, and he has even prSvei—fiy position

, . pection with {he assassination ofisaid in answer laler ques. |was wrong.” _
R . President Kennedy. _ _ lﬁons that there is no great
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“what' he—si i court, the, Cobb
iginal of the signature in thejtrial for

rister “verifies what 1
und.”

Un redirect, Appel told Dy-

pnd that Baving scen (thejion about the

iginal of ¢:- register signa-
re confirmed his opinion. Dy-
~nd asked if there s any

id Apprl, “that would con-
rn a diliercnt aspect of the
riting entirely.”

lfercnce crvaled by wriling |witness was excused.
iting or standing. “No, sir,”.

I B
T e

*No, 1 dél don't know;
anything abod_he case.”

*And yet you formed an opin-

case?”
‘I‘Thal's right,” answered Ap-
pel.

B A rmauves w . v} ——

4
L

tion of whetber during
time be has known Shaw
was reasenably familiar wit
Shaw's circle of friends.

He also said he did not know

2 Lee Oswald or a Lee Harvey
Oswald, or a David W, Ferric or.

“pid you ever preceive amy
mail at your effice, residence
or any place, addressed to
Clay Bertrand?” asked Dy-
mond. —stamer

“That's all,” said Alcock. The

Biddison  was called next.
said he has lived

tres since 1957 and has knownddid he ever hear Shaw men-

Shaw for 23 years. -

|2 Dave Ferric, and did nol know
Helof either of these persons be-
at MI4 Char-fiing acquaintances of Shaw, nor

“Never,” answered Biddi-
ment of this frial.”

Dymond then asked Appel If Dymond asked Biddison if he’

1963, wald and Ferrie and repeated

He was shown pictures of Os- Shaw being delivered o his

S ek id.

il ormed an opinion that was

- ecauss of Civis Duty
*“No, I'm appearing because
feel it a civic duty.”

-~ 'He explained that in the past
» had done this, adding be
»es mot mormally take crimi-

‘ol cases, but when there

e ettt . . » - - -
- ymes a time when “without

iy services an injustice may

scur 1 do it as a civic duty.”

.Dymond said he was finished.

. Jcock immediately questioned
ppel about his last statement.
ppel repeated he does mot
ppear as a defense witness.in
riminal cases “unless there
re some. peculiar circum-
iances thal convince me an
sjustice might be done.”

- :Judge Haggerty said he
.aought the state was allowing
je witness to go into a field

“"thich the jury would eventually
ave to decide.

. [He told. Alcock he was per-

hitting the witness *“lo go

ond the scope of his (estimo-
iy.” Alcock countered that this

‘as a subject that was entered
iy the defense.

- Alcock asked Appe! when he

ormed his opinion about an >

" jeedful for me fo intervene.”

" He then explained that Lloyd
‘obb, who previously testified

is a defense witness, called him
y:d asked what he would charge
or his services. He said he
vorked for Cobb on previous

© ;" rases. Appel said he toid Cobb
1is fee was $250 a day, and

Sobb said the defendant docs
"yt have that kind of money.
“'He said the call was made Jast
. Feb. 4.

- ;u was being compensated for owned an automobile in

and °‘Biddison ra'd he did.

then showed him a state exhibit of Shaw. *
of a black Cadillac and Biddi-

iowned. He said he recognized it familiar with his
‘as being photographed in the dress?”-asked Dymond.

= he pever saw them, vor did he
1950 black Cadillac. Dymond ever see them in the company

“During the rs you have
son identified it as the one he known Mﬁ. Shan{el'nve you been
manner of

be-

driveway of the man {o whom
he sold it. .
The photograph of the black!

was shown {0 witnesses from
Clinton, La., who said they saw
Shaw and Ferrie sitting in R in
late August or early September,

;10swald get out of the car, and

:ibe identified Shaw and Ferrie

ijas

it Dymond asked Biddison i he

ilknew Shaw in 1963 and if he
was a close friend of his at
!lime. He sald yes tp both gues-
ftions. ¢

* Biddison Did Not
Lend Auto to Shaw
*Did you lend your car to
cip St

. home during the

“Yes,” answered Biddison.
“Have you ever seen
wear ti'th pants?”
0.

Cadillac is a state exhibit that)” «y
“Have you ever seen him

wear & hat?”
”

1963. One witness sald be SaWiyani: oo Recalls
1Shaw fr'i';—to‘Europe

remaining in the front seal.:

home.

Dymond asked if a Clifford
Boudreaux ever lived at his
home, and Biddison said “no.”
{Clifford Boudreaux was 8
name which Dymond mention-
ed to James Hardiman, Biddi-
son’s mailman. Dymond asked
Hardiman if he ever delivered

him| il addressed to him at Biddi-

son’s residence, and
said he thought be had.)

On cross examination, Alcock
established that Shaw resided
with Biddison for a short time,
iabout a week, after Shaw return-
ed from Europe in 1966 and be-
‘fore he was able to get back
linto his own home.

Dymond then asked Biddison;  Ajeock asked who else lived

if he recalled when Shaw fook

that 8,79, lo Europe in 1965, andiiie said that Fred Tate lived,

wilness said he did.

Biddison said he drove Shaw business

with Biddison at the apartment.

there in 196¢ and 1965, and that a'
{ner in the restora-

1o the ship that he sailed on and tion of 1414 Chartres, Clifton Go-
bandled the leasing of Shaw'simez, lived there with bim from

was to be away.

period Shaw 3957 until 1961 :

Biddison said there were mo

He said Shaw's home at 1313|other permanent residents at

Dsuphine was originally lease
for the

dithe address during the period

three-month period from he has lived there, but he added

Dymond asked why be was 30 May 4, 1966, 1o Aug. 3, 1965, but he bas bad reanv,guests from

itive. and

Biddison said that the lease was later extended toitinw to time.

used his car in his business Sept. 3. 1966, and again to Sept.

car of his own, a black 'ﬂlun‘lretumed to the city.

derbird. :
Dymond asked if during 193
Biddison loancd his car to any-
one “jor a sufficient period to
take a trip out of lown?”
“No, not in 1963,” he said.

! knew
; Clay L. Shaw. “No.”

“Did you ever know him
I use sn alias?”

L W B

to] Dymond

0.

He also said he did not knaw‘
-C'l:?BemandonClemBer-xope; al
" tra

“During the time he was out|

of the country, M you reeeiveg‘m Shaw very much i1 1963, -

mail for him?”

“Not to my knowledge, al my

home,” answered Biddison.

. He said he received mail for
Dymond asked Biddison If be Shaw at his office at 300 Roya
Shaw ever {o go under & and some mail was brought to
pame other than Clay Shaw ﬂ’lhis office by the people who

leased Shaw's home.
with the mail, and

Spain and England.

asked what he éid
Biddison said
that on two occasions he placed
certain correspondence in enve-
ni-maied it to Shaw Ia

(real estate) and Shaw had 220, 196, even though Shaw Tad Witness Saw Shaw

‘Very Little in 1963
Alcock asked Biddison 3f he

"and Biddison said ko s2w hir
verv seldom because Shaw wis
“fully involved™ with Interna-
), tional Trade Mart busincss
' “How about the summer?”
*Pariicularly during the sum
ymer,” angwered Biddison.
Alcock as| icdison ¥ he
ever lonned his car to Shaw-

asked if he had oc-

- After his discussion with,

'Cobb, Appel sald, he felt the -

defendant could mol pay “and i

possibly stogd 4 thapce of an : :
_injustice.” N -

e ————n - S—— »

. Dymond
casion fo Jook at Shaw’s mail,
and Biddison said he opened all
the mail; and it was at his dis-
crelion what correspondence be
Iwould forward to Shaw.

son, “prior 1o the commence- -

He described the type of mail ~. -
tion either name. box at his home and said he did
not recall any mail addressed to

Ve .
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'sand 6 had And Tic DEUCVES

w drorzs_sa.eas his parents
Hammond He said thal at
most, he loaned his car to

\w on three occasions, but

_could sel remember

Biddcon =~id tha! nn» mai
forwarded

lbe‘ ed. Judge Haggerty susfained

es.
Jeock returncd to the ques-
of Shaw mail received

fiom Shaw's

ould Wisk FIEE3 Teaion

Hardim® -
thing wnu A
matl to the{ | Charires st
address, but "Dymond ebject-

the ebjection and told Alcock
that Biddison was not & char-
acter witness for Hardiman.

Next Biddison was asked how
much mail he received for

JURPST NP TV .'_._‘;._._"“ e e i
e Photan then toid Dymon” Y
Wou ‘ay seme . Garrison first at his o ..
delivering 4 foter a¢ his home and:subZ~x
sequently mc? him in Las Vegaso
“Did you suggest the meeting
in Las Vegas?” :

EL

“No sir.”
s“Was §t pre-arranged?”
*“Yes sir.”

‘ ck ohiacind hut was over-
od.
Phelan said that, shortly after

telephone, he went (o Garrison'’s

ihome and arrived about § e 7.

p. m.
Dymond asked who else was

|
Phelan said he met again with lprescnt. and Phelan said Mrs.

f

talking with Garrison on the -

Garrison after the Las Vegas

icence to his own. althoughiShaw at his office. : e B35 i Garrison and the Garrison chil-
said there may have been| *“What comes to mind,” uld!!.'i;"’ "w'd :i':g' Shaw's’ prelim-ijoon P

1 hhal oo % : i
ers addressed to Shaw di-|Biddison, “is fons of it. a!Phyelan then produced a bill!! Dymond asked Phelan what ..

. Uly to 1414 Chartres.” |

Alcock asked Biddison ¥
... » knew whether Shaw ex-
~.uted a change of address
fore he left on his Euro-
san trip. “It was my mnder.

he told Garrison. -
“[ fold him there was a com- - -~
plete discrepancy between
iwhat Mr. Russo told in Sciam- -
'/bra’s memo and what he testi-
fied to on the stand,” answered
Phelan.
Dymond asked for Garrison’s -
reaction; and Phelan said,
“His jaw dropped a little bit.”

He said he opened every piece;cor ne room he occupied at the
of Shaw's mail, both personal: el during his sta
as well as business, and said {?r:nmsugrfh 4 ‘: r,?fmh 1 196{
Shaw iad complets confidence " e gaid he first saw Garrison

Alfock Kin a:l.ted if, prior “ﬂn Ay Mam;an:s :lnd
anding,” sald Biddison, “that {the fall of 1766 Bddison nved!i:}ke,g,':.ﬂmc::,g:n gave him
, ll' :b:r;s :;iﬁnuimﬁ ‘with Shaw. l{e' answered that two documents, and he identi-
fio sl sl Fom it 37 A ot e bt e

iall for Shaw at his effice. until 1950 they lived at 906 Phelan Was Given “And what did he do after
3iddison, questioned about|Esplanade. Biddison said that|ny o onts to Read picking up his jaw?.

_ange of address forms. $3id shaw owned 905 Esplanade. : - . an said Garrison made
- execuled them for client’s Phalen said he thinks Garri-jla telephone call. Dymond asked

Alcock asked Biddison
.. bis real estate business. He!received mail ‘oBr anyonel‘ez
15 then shown a state exhibit,jat 1414 Chartres. He named a
.change of address cancella-C. C. Bunker and a Sherman
-m directing that mail for|Schroder, both of whom bhe
‘aw redirected fo 1414 Char-{identified as one-lime house

'what the result was, and Phe-
Jan said Sciambra arrived at

followed a series of conferences. -i|he Garrison home. He saidl
He said after he received the jthat, in the meantime, William
document he returned to his (Gurvich had also come fo the;

hotel room and read them sev-

son gave him two documents
March 6, and the presentation

»s should bedefiversd W 1313‘guests, and he said that from

uphine, Shaw’s home,

1963 on he has received mail

Biddison Tepeated that, fo the for bis invalid mother, his de-
‘st of his knowledge, no Shaw ceased father, and Social Secur-

ail was redirected to 1414

rartres.

“Do you know the posiman
your:

-~ mo delivers mail to
me?”’

L eYes T @0

“Do you know this man's

ime?™

*] do mow.” said Biddison,
‘Hardiman, James Hardiman.”
tHardiman {estified e'nrlier

3}
o the ‘state.) :
iAlcock asked Biddison If

d ever had any difficulties .
: ICUIIES | otirement from the Trade Mart,
th Hardiman, and Biddison o; ), was & licensed salesman

»d no.
.| Biddison was then asked if

‘e had occasion to ask Hardijoperates. .
“-.an about his stalement that
. uring the period Shaw was out

ity checks for his mother.
“Other names escape me,”
added. v

A4~ ‘0l Alcock he sl his
iblack Cadillac in late fall of
196, and he said he never|
Joaned his automobile to bis

se guests. .

He told Alcock he was mot
subpenaed o appear as & wit-
ness but appeared of his own!

—

volition. He said that sfter his

eral times. He mentioned six
readings and Dymond asked
why, and Phelan said because

he |cies In

them.
Alcock objected that the
Sciambra memo had already]
been Tead to the jury, and Phe-

about it in their presence.
Dymond asked the witness
try 1o answer the question with-

after s pause, Judge Haggerty
addad: “It's -almost impossi-

ble.
Dymond said he realized that
and then asked Phelan what he

for the real estate business be

Phelan was called next,
Phelan was called as a wit-

did with the documents. Phelan

isaid he made copies and re-,

there were s0 many dnscrepan-:ihim that in his_report on NS‘

lan could not-~express AR OPIIOD [ "¢, oy pre Russo said he }
1o Mr. Shaw 23 ~Bertrand
Bertrand.”

se. ]
Dymond asked the witness i
he said anything to Sciambra,
land Phelan began, “Yes, I told

interview with Mr. Russo in
Baton Rouge that there was mo
information whatsoever about'
an assassination plot, or that
Mr. Shaw knew Lee Oswald

out expressing an opinion; and | Aroyment Ensuss
Over Defense Question . .
* Dymond asked for Sciam-

ibra's reply, but the state ob-
jected. Arguing began, and the
jury was ordered out of the’
courtroom. Dymond maintained!

turned the originals to Garrison.!that Sciambra flestified as &

'He said he did not teJl him any-
thing at the Time, and he be-

wilness and dcnied making a
certain staicment to Phelan,
conflict

f i mess at 11:30 a.m., but Bis [fieves he spoke with him one (hat there was not a
“ﬂlbe'ddcro;ns:rdy l:u q::nl‘lvenr:: testimony was halted shortly Lmore time. in the lestimssy—alsiwo wit-!
rand to the 1414 Charires st. belore moon when the defense \i  pratan said he left Las Vegas . — j it

ddress.

~ Riddison said he had, “when
| was published in the news-

ager.” .

- Alcock asked #f he meant
Aardiman’s testimony, and Bid-
lison said he referred to Dis-
rict Atlorney Jim Garrison's

atfempled lo question him |
aboul s conversation he had :
with Sciambra at the home of
Jim Garrison [a March, 1961,

Orleans in late February, 1967,
shortly after news broke of Gar-
rison's investigation into the as-
sassination, on assignment from

Phelan said he came to New |, pogt .
He satd he was Ia the court-

March 7, returned to his home
in Long Beach, Calif., and re-
turned to New Orleans to cover
Shaw's preliminary hearing for

room for {he testimony, and
be belicves that the day afler
the hearing ended he cafled

‘ ypening slalement which

‘named me and my address.” Saturday Evening Post.

He said he got {o see Garrison Garrison “and told bim 1 was

terribly disturbed by the tes- .

“Did you know about his gqer hig arrival and started to y -
a:ior to It being publithed I8 gy Garrison suggested a trip {{';‘;‘2.. Raymond o
;;:\;sgaper? . W las Vegsoetatshleock ob-) Tetitme =
—_ r i v - N P - - -




rsses, That the diicnse bad a
ght to biffarncerlain state
wents by Sciambra.
The defen<e maintained thal
. lgld the poper foundation
o impeaching Sciambra In ity
- uestioning, and Judge Hagger-
v indicatcd that he would
15y the testimony during the
_.inch break and rule on It after
- e trial was resumeé.
The afternoon acssion was
fore than 55 minutes late in
tarting as the court waited for
; transcript of the lestimony -of
ciambra. The defense was
eeking o throw the door open
or queslioning of Phelan by
anking on an arlicle pertaining
9 prior contradiclory state-
nents. This was vital to the de-
ense, so that it could bave
- < 'helan tell what Sciambra re-
sted to him in a meeting at
. iarrison’s house.
. | Finally at 2:27 p.m,, Judge
_Taggerty and the state and de-
. ense returned to the courtroom.
n the §7-minute wait, spectators
1sed the time to visit wilh each
ther and compare notes. One
" riest leaned back in his chair
ind appeared to be napping.

. Dymond read the questions
that be wanted to sk Phelan, -
and Judgf Haggerty sald to
bring the jury back.
With the jury in, ond
1sked Phelan, "Referrin!:y::ﬂw
__meeting at the Garrison bome
wuth  William Gurvich, you,
_iciambra and Garrison, did you
~=“1sk Mr. Sciambra why the re-
ort of his interview with Perry
3aymond Russo in Baton Rouge
“eb. 27, 1967, didnt contain any-

jon plot?”
Alcock immediately objected
Dymond explained that Sciam-
wa in his testimony before the
rial was asked whether he had
laimed the account of the as-
assination was in the Feb, 27
nemorandum to Garrison and
hat after some explanation,
Sciambra said, “No.”
.Judge Haggerty ruled that
Sciambra did not distinetly deny
he question, and that the de-
ense could proceed to get an-
_ wwers from Phelan. .
_ Phelan was able {o say wheth-
T be asked Sciambra about the
imission of anything about the
:;sals:‘;?naﬁon plot in the Feb.
e ] o i ¢
il y“nfunv‘ne." 3 replied, I

- cet— . - .-

hing concerning the assassina-

ly?" .

“He se.a g~ ~n't know what
the hell 1 { - talking aboul.”
said Phelan,~Thal I was all
‘wrong thal there was nothing
about the plot in the memo.”
|, Phelan said he told Sciambra,
“I'l bet you my job on the "
Saturday Evening Post if you'll
bet your job on the district at-
torney’s stafl. We will read #t
and find out who is right. I got
Do bet” . .

Witness Alleges -~
He Asked for Notes -

In response to a question,
Phelan said the pext day he
went to the office to clear up
the discrepancy. He said he told
Sciambra it could be cleared up
by his producing the original
notes. * I assumed ff fl was
lheard." said Phelan, “that there
was & note made of it I told
him, ‘Get your notes.’ * -

“What other discrepancies
were - found in the memo?”
|asked Dymond.

] object,” said Alcock. “He
is asking for this man's
opinion.”

Dymond agreed, and re

iphrased the question, “Were -

there any other matters dis-
‘ Phelan said there were. “We

went over one line at great
lengtn,” he said. :
. There was a pause as Phelan
iwas furnished a copy of the
,Sciambn memo. “The main
{point is on Page 6,” said Phelan.
] object,” protested Alcock.
“He just can't go down the
emo and read it to the jury.”
Phelan, after Dymond ye-
phrased the Jead-in, sald, “I
pointed out to Sclambra that
Russo ia his preliminary bear-
ing testimony said saw
Shaw ‘three efore,
while it said only twice a the
| Sciambra memo. The eune
time mot mentioned was the -
party st which the assassina-
tion plot presumably eccurred.
1 told Garrison that I thought
Sciambra could coust e
three. :
“Our cooversallon cenfered
Iargely on this. I said it was
,absoluu:ly' Incredible that &
lawyer could go te Bates
Rouge snd inferview s po-
i tential witeese ¢ the crime of
: the century, write a 3,500-

o I ST e T e g

Hoeatee Lobhi

came back and write o072,
paragraph oa fhe meeling, i )

would have feo meation
ploL.” - ,

Phelan next told of a meeling
with  Russo, pre-arranged by
Sciambra, in Baton Rouge. He
said pe took along Malt Her-
ron, & New Orleans photograph-
er who shot pictures for the.
Saturday Evening Post.

“We talked several bours,”
gaid Phelan. “He gave me tha
backgrouhi ot 7% he appeareéd
as a witness. 1 told him I was
going fo use the Sciambra
memo in my Saturday Evening
Post story, and 1 asked him if

he would make corrections on -

it. He read i line by line
made. four specific corr
and a comment.”

These were the corrections,
according to Phelan:

—Al Landry, not his mother,
toid Russo that David W. Fer-
rie had taken him out of the

country. .
—Russo sald he, Landry and

Ferrie met at a place next

to the Intellect Bar and not the

Intellect itself.

“Jrieans?” asked Dymon)f.’tg“’

. right!
—Ferrie had pever sdmitied " “ppotan said a meeti
4 Russo that he was & homo- ghay was suggested for Russo.

©1 didn't ask him anything,*
sald Phelan. “We played a
fittle pool and then, relurning
to his home, Russo out of the
blue made = slatement {o me
on the sidewalk.”
The state immediately object-
ed. saying “no predicate had

been laid for the stalement™ - -

Dymond asked Phelan, “Does
this bave anything to do with
a priest?” Phelan said It did.

There was another
hassle, but Judge Haggerly al
Jowed the defense to continue
on the same line.

*What was the statement?”

cd Dymond.
“Russo right out said to me,
4f Jim Garrison knew what I .

told my priest in Baton Rouge,

he would go through the ceiling.:
1 told my priest I wanted to'
meet with Clay Shaw and be,
sure of my identification d.,

w.”

Phelan said he told Russo,
sFor God’s sake, you got up in
court and put your hand over
the man's head and said be
was the person and mow you
want to make sure you were

2 aht1?
with

sexual. - Phelan said he went to the of-
—Russo said that he had pot fice of William Wegmann and

Russo Allegedly Noted

Two Mettifigs Listed

told Shaw what Russo had
said. “Shaw agreed to it im-
mediately,” said Phelan. “And
Russo backed off.* *

*Did he take uceptionh:g Witness Is Asked

* mentioning that he (Russo)

only scen Shaw twice, as the

memo read?” asked Dymond.

¥f Russo Gave Reason
Dymond asked Phelan if Rus-

Phelan replied, “1 had under- o ever gave him reason why
Hied that line. As he was read- he (Russo) didn’t go to such &

Phelan said he ]
why there was no mention

! ghe assassination plot. Phelan en by Russo; and after anoth-

h the memo, Russo pmeet
stopped and said, ‘I should have
said three times. Usually T am back to Carrison,
ity careful about what I say,
t maybe 1 said only twice.'
asked Russo

ing. .
“He said if word of it Jeaked:
Garrisod
would clobber him,” said Phe-
lan. !

Dymonde—gsssconed Phelan
if there were other reasons giv-

said Russo foid him he men- op kﬁgl spat, Phelan was able
ano

tioned the assassination plot o te!

after he got to New Orleans.

Phelan said his next meeting

with Ru

ther reasoll.

“Russo said to me, ‘T lied to
the first time about why I

was the last week gidn't attend a meeting with

of May, 1967. In the meantime, Shaw. The reason I didn't was

he had gone to New York and
wrillen a Post story on the Gar-

As a result of

gison probe.

that if I gol inlo a room with
Shaw, I would know he was not

8 the man. And what would I do

call to Herron, inquiring about hen? 1 could run somewhcre—

the local reaction to the
Phelan said

article, California, Mexico, become 8
he called Russo beatnik. But 1 could never run

and set up the meeting. 1t was from mysell.”

at Russo's home ‘*‘near

Park” i W Ufleans.

-
.

.. »

Dymond atiempled to ques-
tion Phelan abnut glalements
by Russo per@ining 10 “peality

N

@ =e se-0 9



- He repeatedly sald be was

Sy I.rled to change his story,

-+ would Jose his job. He was

“ymond. Judge Hazgertv eallad

H SH

M Banrry -not “knowing “ine

feronce diweznothe two,'fhelp ma~emer™ ~ements forllthe

# Judge .llagperly sustai

state objcclion. terview R s nicock asked.

“Then Dymond asked Phe-
um #f Rasso ever expressed
my fear of reprisals from
sarrison §f he should change
iis testimony,

Again Alcock objected, bul

idge Haggerly aliowed Phe-'

o to answer.
“Yes,” was Phelans reply.

Nty he had come forward as
witness and felt trapped. i

Josing his job.”
#Tender the wimess,"j::id

PO

T T S L O Sort

G TR e

~ BTG ICIRIUTIN BT el

°bj§cﬁmlonz your inter
o¢! w '.s -
view with Perry Russo?” Alcock

ing him about the content of
the memorandum?”

i recess before the state went

7 nlo crossexamination of Phe-

an.
: Following the recess, wlﬂ'” weritical.

to explain why he

crepancy in T
hih be (Phelan) considered

“At the end of the interview.” fpoi
Alcock then wanted Phelan| Sciambra
s &

tioning Russo about the dis-1Shaw.
orep . the Sciambra memo asked.

:;Gcle jor _the B w

' Neock 2 |

9"

»] certainly do.”
Alcock then cen
questioning oo why Phelan did
not mention in his arti
int that Russo did not tell
about a meeting be-
Ferrie

you explain?” Be 1o Russo asked him to come .

thousand.
“Would you sa
s criticism of the ijavestiga-

Oswald,

the article is

RieVisioh Ve e,

*~“hal was the - m'k‘- -vno\ -

it * " Ba louge 1o In-||Evening Posl?

o s 4 E“"Aboit two or three days —v2%  hile Paper?” Alcock quer-

*yes,” reph. -*Phelan. er I had the interview wi Y -

“Don’t yofl feel that was In-|[Russo.” Y-"To_report on the Garrison
consistent with their trying to - invesligation.
hide something?” *Did you consider his an- "3'0 report on Rt or to wreck

When Alcock asked this ques-[|swers highly important and #t?” Alcock countered. -
tion, defensa altorney Dymondjicritical .. . that Sciambra was - To report en i, Phelan
objected on the grounds it called {(a liar?™. said again. L . P
for a conclusion by the wilness.i. “Yes, sir.” 'What was your assignment?™ -~ . - :

*To explore the discrepancies ",
In Mr. Russo's story.” - . :== =i i
“Hadn't you done that in Ba- = - - ..
lull.Y Rouge?” ”

es. S e s

&

! Alcock Asks Purpose e
tered %is| of Second Meeting - -7 -

Alcock then wanted to know
terview with Russo, - Bk e

Phelan explained that be esll- - )
ed Russo from New York and .

by and see him if he was ever -

“Well, certainly,” answered oy, ;o0 again. Phelan quot-

o By s e O 1 L
Phelan in April of 1967. Alcockjime the CKEro ; . o
asked i Phle)lan made a com-igot through talking, 1 gave him [Story in Magazine

ment on the show fo the effect ithe memo.” .Cut to Fit Space
that “Mr. Sciambra had better mo, ted four sme-' swe had confirmed the tru

.me
walch out because I taped the 00 4"y and made a

Perry Russo interview.”

* Alcock, Teferring to the

~3lhe subject of

“Did you tape H?” asked

=1 o interview. =

“No,"' answered Phelan,
*“Then 2 le?”

11 you wish t» call 1t that” |
Alcock then concentrated on lvou considered critical?” coun-;
whether Phelan jiered Alcock, adding:
~ ipointed out the discrepancy in
_1Sciambra’s memoran

irogation of Russo.

i %] didn't get an impression. Phelan fhen
1t simply wasn't there (in thei| 8% saying 5 A
“'memo),” Phelan replied. Then,| | the conspiracy P
- Phelan quoled Sciambra as ted

saying that he was “incorrect- interroga
ly describing™ his memoran-
! dum, but laler amended him-
:sell by saying that if the mate-}
sial about a plot is mot in the
“tmemo then “I forgot fo put i
» [ S A J

B e e - e a——

Rus- ‘ potes,” said Phelan.

Phelan seid Russo read the

f i peod ment on the section where he Phelan
ahl;;‘edl:; ,.',‘.T;"ﬁ,,"‘ :ltateh::em. claimed he saw Shaw twice. that the

1“1t took him quite a while
{read it. I sat there and m

finished reading
on,” Phelan testi

“lgn't it » fact that Perry

dum to ei- . < hile you.
- 1ther Sciambra or Garrison. Al asked this question " lﬁ.’
I?ize‘:kl wan%:d lomekir:gw hiow
an could get pression. i o, tho
‘that a conspiratorial plot was .Rusls’:t ngre: ‘::‘l“i::" :ﬁ‘;:yg
'not involved in Sciambra’s mem-  |c.., nira about a conspiralor- i
iorandum relating to his inter- 1al meeling?™ Alcock pressed

t »No,” -Phelan replied tersely.

quoted Russé
+{irst told of
ot after he
came to New Orleans to be
by the District
Attorocy—and mot during the
earlier Sciambra questioninf

o Baton Rouge.

Phelan also quoted Russo as
saying *“I'm usually preity
careful about what 1 say.”
Phelan pointed out that Russo
made a comment that he should

com- jof what

{o|long and h
ade lof JJack of

‘to

Y ing (Whole assassina
“Only ene? Aboul somelling inol the Sciambra memo. 1

tell it in 6,000 words.”

Phelan. “It (the arficle) con-

zock conducted the crossex-Phelan Calls Russo ambra memorandum and tha
" amnination of ’ Talkative Boy’ Perry Russo told two stories.”

ed Russo as saying that he

cerns information from the Sci- ¢0,,0pt “the Post story was
s “pretty good” and *couldn’t

: ¥ Very e u ». junderstand all the hullaballoo™
o Al - 'But si were so criti-
Alcock, assistant district ab] o7 L 0og g0 talk to me."|eat mﬂ%,‘ onemo, |

oy X i - . £
. lommey, began_the questioning Phelan replied. “He's a veryiuhy dido't you put it in thel ~es Guy Bamni and

Alcock agked Phelan H the

James Lewallen ever were
x'ni:n'tioned in the Russo inter-

said Bannister was

th menti nd of specula-
e t mentioned because

we were printing.” |tion that the man Sdentified by,
asseried, explaining|Russo might be Bapnister and
original article ran 100 not Shaw.

ad to be cut because

Y space in the magd-l oy 4, 5 state wilness he might
o .

When Russo This article is sbout the
a whole investigation, sir,” Phe- ’

ihe memo, °T asked L [o::iy 1an foid Alcock. “It was on the repeatedly told Russo that, ¥

mmm tell #t the same way. I mever *

“In other words, you suggest-

bave been wrong?”
“Yes, with qualification. 1

his story was true, he should

ence suggested he change his -
story. He was not certain of

*You had o cut the article?”} g, geptification of Shaw. He

] have supportive
dence,” Pbelan tol
Alcock then turned the ques-

Alcock retorted. *“So you had a] . "0 p,
y tortured and in
iwere going out the door? d ;Q;::] :nmbleml?a"' _— : .
E"l‘,iﬁq ’ele! l"s cut, he “Then why did you say Guy.

ioe| “Because of the similiarity

real agony.”
Bannister?” :

between them (Bannister and
:Shaw).”

d MJ:{ *“Have you ever scen Guy Ban-

nister?”

tioning to Phelan's role as an “No."
employe of the National Broad- Phelan said he Jearned of the _

to work oD 2

ployed for fi

casting Co. In May, 1967 Phe- Bannister - Shaw spcculation
lan festified that he was em- from Freed and Sheridan.

ve weeks by NBC  Phelan said Russo expressed a
White Paper docu- desire for legal belp and asked
mentary about the Garrison.Phelan for advice. “I told him

1 had only one piece of advice

case. T
Phelan said he worked withlfor him—eii-irc-Bat out truth,”
producer FTET FTted and rg?tz[;heun testified. “ m’J

have told Sciambra he sawi .

- - g - ——
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L TN BN DUV el R . sAacnan; 3 v feme’
» did fot have encugh money|| said B "~ke 1 twe elher
x & lawyaf. :“l rglayed the in-}| person. £ g Shite Paper
wmation #bout a lawyer to nssignmenl( “Layfon Mar-
reed. Frecd said thrie was a]l teps, ene-tih. roommate of
ellknown Iswyer who wouldi Ferric, and Marlene Mancuso,
tke his case withcul 2 fee” |} ex-wile of Gordon Novel, a
Phelan said he tohl Russo | bar oprator who figured in the
3is, but also stressed that be, Garrison investigation. -

Fisso) would bave fo call thel| Phelan’s cross - exa
U iwyer himsell and ask for hisi enggﬂoztm:ﬁl:rz

elp. the stand
- Aleock wanted lo know just’
* - what *“case” ni¥Tri%yer was
- bandle for Russo. :

© ... /Russo Kept Saying

He Needed Lawyer'

rented an apariment to Oswald
in the summer of 1963.

Mrs. Garner said Oswald stay-
ed at the apariment from early

She testified that she saw him

‘elt he needed a lawyer. He said 3 pyg
“he matter of a lawyer was dis-| «Did you
.. mssed four or five times be-l4 beard?” asked defense sttor-
sause Russo kept bringing it up. |pey Dymo!
o etk af Shaw, AL
.. w's jdentification aw,
* uck asked Phelan, “Dor't you o b ey S, v
- pecall Perry Russo saying he'd | "« .
© "% rather be 1000 per cent sure mkl:;‘pz:s very meat. Never
s rather than 100 per cent? “Did you ever see the de-

L:Abmluwy nol,” replied Phe- lfendant, Clay Shaw, with Os-

ing that tin g~
week. “I used (o see him ¢ :L
ing the bus once & week, may
be more.” -

at

Lyln a short cross-examination
fby Alcock, Mrs. Garner said
jshe did mol have any lengthy
‘conversations with Oswald while
was Mrs. Garner, the housewife be was slaying at the apart-
from 4911 Magazine st. who ment. Bhe said he paid the $65
monthly rent in cash. -

Witness Asked
May fo mid-September of 1963 ‘About Apartment

:*| Phelan replied that Russolabout once a week waiting for condition of the apartment

ever see him vlth!mmy

ierything was broken” includ-
ing the stove and refrigerator. ly saying you had a tape re-

back with one
direct.

promptly?” be asked

e Rast 0~a i TG

L2 Y W
Y]

A

““on  cross - examination, Al

_bk's first question was i Lt

Dymond tendered the witness 10'Donnell had tape recorded the
this point. !eonversaﬁm. L
“No, sir,” be said. o
Alcock then asked him M

when he was in the DA’s of-

like to hear a tape of the =
conversation. L
Lt.O‘Donnellsaidbehadnﬂ

“ever told me Clay Shaw was
not al Ferrie's apartment,” and
Alcock wanted to know if the [he attempled to use the possi-
was |bility of & tape recording to get

prebedini

after the
Mrs. Garnér teplied that “‘ev-

< |Russo to
Oswalds, told me.”

“Pel'ry
ke.” Lt. O'Donnell said.
“Do you remember repeated-

Alcock ended his cross-eX-‘eording and be said, ‘Let me

amination and Dymond came |hear it . ' .
question on re-l| Lt O'Donnell said Sciambra

. had asked him the same ques-
“Did Oswald pay the rent|ltion and “I told him there was
no tape.” -

this because Russo denied he

- *“Did you tell Russo he would waldr”
be a patsy if Clay Shaw were
found not guilty?”

plaining that Russo was

“I've never seen him (Shaw)
before his picture was pub-
. “Yes, sir,” said Phelan, ex- Gamerinalms: "ﬁﬁ%ﬁiﬂ"&
the lnever heard Shaw's name men-

man who made the accusation }yined by Oswald.

and that Garrison's case rested
solely on his testimony.
| *Did you tell him
:.'son would turn on him?"

he was going 1o discredit at-
torney Dean Andrews Jr. “I'm

ifriend of mine and I'm going
to wreck him,t-Fhelax quoted
Garrison as saying.

I Phelan said Garrison
. |hame Andrews per se, but he
w:jfelt that he meant him. (An-

“““ldrews was indicted and con-

victed on a perjury charge
~ throught against him by the Or-
leans Parish Grand Jury.)

of Phelan’s Arrival
] Phelan said afler he arrived
- Yin New Orleans for the NBC as-
signment, be relayed informa-
~iMion to Garrison, §nforming him
that he was in town. Phelan
“Isaid he told Larry Lamarca
and Pershing Gervais to “Tell
Big Jim I'm ia town and that
_JI'm not hiding from anybody.”

Phelan said bis lawyers had
advised him not to come to New
Orleans sgain “because of Mr.
Garrison’s ruthlessness with
people who crifitize M.

- - et

that G"ﬁ'i Photo of Ferrie

Dymond then showed Mrs.
Garner a photo of David Fer-
she had seen that
Mrs. Garner re-
plied that he was the same
going o get a lawyer who's a man who rang ber doorbell
either the night of President
Kennedy's assassination or the |g

_ ... “Yes, with explanation.” Phe-|
“lan then explained Garrison’
lonce told him in Las Vegas how {rie. Asked if

Witness Identifies

man before,

aight afterward.

did not  Mrs. Garter~seid>Ferric was

alone and came “after dark.”

“He stayed a few minutes
and whea I found eut he
wasn't someone important, I
asked him to Jeave,” Mrs.
Camer said, explaining that

| she thought Ferrie mght have

been an FBI ageni seeking
fnformation about Oswald.

Sept.
wald stayed a shori while

night.

entire months*v

. Jong-
‘er before .Jeaving that same

Under Dymond's_qucstioning,

Mrs. Garner festified that Os-
wald lived in the apariment the
thstutFay” and Au-

Dymond said be

“The first month he &id.
But after that 1 had & go
after him.” ’

The questioning of L. O'Don-

er getling the officer’s back-
ground into the record, Dymond
began asking him’ questions
about his June 18, 1967, confer-
ence with Russo.

After giving Russo’s state-
mgnt as to why he testified as
he did, Dymond asked if during

son's case in its entirety.

Mrs. Garner said Oswald’s||Mr, Garrison has . . -
wife, Marina, left the apart-{0'Donnell said. .
ment during the day betwecn
2123, 193, and that Os-

this conversation Russo express-
. copy he kept.
ed an interest in seeing Gartk, 2} 5 KUty who bad the

see it fo see how sirong it was
Jas this would assist him in de-

Four or Five Copiu

!of Report Made
Alcock then asked the wilness

pell began at 5:05 p.m. and nft-‘ how many copies he had made

‘lof his report and what distribu-
tion he hadm=lesof them. It
0’Donnell said he made four of

|five copies and he said he gave

one copy to the DA’s office;

'the original to the chief of po-

‘lice; one copy 1o the chief of
detectives, and the remaining

! original and Lt. O'Donnell said

“Yes, he did,” answered LU oo syon (the DA's office)
for the superintendent (Joseph

:1. Giarrusso.).
He said he gave copies to no

the one else.
Alcock asked Lt. O0'Donnell

it on direct questioning be
sald Russo stated be was pre-
pared to “tell the truth” be-
fore Dymond turped him ea, .

idi id ify.

cu‘l.u‘ng‘:;gwh?; '::"uﬁn: his | and the witaess said this was ;
cunselcnce and not Jean 08 WAL | “4coc then asked If the word
“truth™ appeared in his report

O e o sched thal e i

Officer Reported asked T1a -
. ness be asked if there was &
Conversation to DA word synonymous with “truth®

ly went to Garrison's office
report

the following day I

copy of my

» imediate-
©'Donnell said he im lmd of the report be read.

ed the conversation “and
typed a re- [ob
port on it and brought 1t up-

slairs 1o give Mr."Gamson a

was through

in the report, and that that pm.
Judge Haggerty gverruled the

jection.
Lt. O'Donnell said he could
not find the word “truth” in the

{{:ss: rt::ggmn he was being
mbal y newsmen.
"Dorfrer 5ad

re;
Rlogck asked the witness ¥

fice with Garrison, James Vo ooon
Burnes and Russo he had ve- . -
peatedly asked Russo M be'd .. .~

“sdmit lo what he . .

s e

-

% for crossekam T
BrcShircTor, an ~_

Werramuy @



‘ lhi'm *he was under extreme . _ o . s -
{pressiirs Jfrucs. mewsmen k: “The nolcg state I could : . - - '
+{Jim Garrison.” ; ;:coducei"ﬂ'pes.s and I don't : ST
: is that in your report?” hava_ d. tape.” 9 taped the : :
Pressure Mentioned - * {conversation.
‘in Report—Officer = m:{"mh?reﬁie:rw with 1 s
Lt. O'Donnclt <aid It was nol gudge Haggerty then an- ~ ~ ° T T T

{ insiead there was 8 men-pounced he was recessing the
tion that Russo said he was un-lirial since he expected more ) .
der pressures. cross-examisetian: and then re- ’ ST
“If you're asking me is mydirect and re-cross. S T
report word-for-word with eur; ST
conversation, then It is not.”
“Ig it the conversation, ia -
sence?”
“Do -you recall making this : <
statement, *If pecessary I will
produce a tape.'?”
Lt. O'Donncll repeated that .
he bad already explained why ’ .
bhe said that; that “Perry Rus-
$0 had dooc a retake; Se had
told me Clay Shaw was not st
David Ferrie's apariment.”
Lt. O'Donnell then said.that
“{Sciambra *“falsely led me
the District Attorney’s office,| * .
Jeading me to believe I was to : -
give someone a test.” He said
he waited for an hour in the of- )
fice and then he was called )
into Garrison’s office and his . . .
secretary lh;.s there “taking
notes at this time.”
| Russo wis—There, he sald,
tand Garrison asked for a copy
of his repoct. Lt. O'Donnell .
said Garrison did not have his .
copy. and he Teturned to his of-
fice,r oblained & copy and| . : :
brought #t. He said X was : : : : »
given to Russo to read. T
: 1. O'Donnell continued that
:after Russo read it, he said
“most of i is true, except Ij
didn't tell O’Donnell Clsy Shaw
was not” st the party.
He said it was at this point
that he afternpted (o eoblals . )
from Russo an admission -
that be had made that state- : : : : .
ment, and “I made the state- ) T C
ment relating ¢o 8 (ape ro-
cording.” ;
# “You were lying then about‘

the tape?”
“Well, you have noles there.,
luon'tkmwl(luid.‘lml . Lt
{a tape,’ or ‘Would you like fo’ PR . e
hear a tapg’. You_have thei e - . . T
stalement; Er, Garrison’s sec- . : - c
retary was taking it down.” ) L . - e -
Alcock then showed the re- - L - S

port of the discussion in Garri-. - . - S . . .
son's office to (he witness and DA . - T . Cm e o
he studied & for several min- e A PR e R TR T

1 After finishing 1, he told Al T
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