


Shaw Trial Moved

éTo French Quarter
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gGi"E} since the compietion of
| your lestimony vesterday, Mr.
| Spresel?
| A—Dnly to zay that 1 testi-
fied vesterday in court,
| @-With whom did you taik?
; A-Lagual acquaintances. |
| don’t know their names,
| Q—-Where did you talk to
| these people?
i A—Al  the  Fontainebieau
| Molor Hotel. At Lucky Pler-
re's,
| Q—Lucky Pierre's? is that a
| bar in the French Quarter?
L A=Yes, I s
@F—Who did vou lalk with
©ut Lueky Plerre's?
| A—I don't knew iheir names, |
| 1 relaxed. 1 played pool.
| Q—Where in the Fontaine- |

i biean Motor Hotel did these |

| discussions take place? In the
i bar?
| ANy

Q—In the lobby?

. A—Ne. As a matter of fact,
L on the telaphone.

Q—0h, 50 you called some-
one on the te!ephrme tn dis-
cuss the case” Whe did you
»ail ]

A1 calied an old friend of
mine. Mr. John Hechelie —
he works for the State of Lou-

. lslana,
(AT THIS POINT Dymond
opped his questioaing, held
b a copy of the document ex-
amined by Aleeck and Sciam-
bra and told the equrt that at
this time he would like to
how the decument lo the wit-
s
?'}-landing the document 1o
Spelsel, Dymend asked: “I
show yeu 4 copy of a pro-
| t:f,emmg mimbered No. 32,601,

! '{.led by you.*™
The ‘witness then hegan e
ining the decument. turne
ity puges.
{ THE  WITNESS apswered
ithat it was a copy of an ap
petidix of a pompiaint and told
the court there wers varions
iteins missing.
Q=1 would like to ask wvou
r.! this time if this is not a
mplaint avthored and writ-
%n by you.
A-Yesg,
Dymand, who was standing
at the gide of the withess hox
|dm’m§ this disongsion, then
returned to his chair at the de-
| fense pounsel table.

ness:
“T'd like io tell vou in ad-
vance that I'm going to read
ceriain parts of this decument,
and if you guestion any por-
tions, vou may step me and
examine that portien to see
If T have read it corregtly.”
Aleock objected stating that,
| inasmuch ay the witness iden-
tified himself as the author of
the dovument, the documnent
spoke for fdzell He further
argued that the line of guos.
| tioning would be redundant,
JUBGE HAGGERTY o

!

| tered the discassion, saying
| to Dymand: “You have o lay
the proper foundation, Mr.
Dymond, you can’y ask him
fquestions,”

Aleork  inlerjecied:  “Mr
Dymond's asking the witness
questioniz & not geing  to
ehangﬂ the document In sny
Wiy

Dymond then repiied: 1 in
tend to offer this document
nte evidence.”

Judge Hsaggerty then re-
ferred to the law regarding
impeachment of wilness and
explained the law regarding
contradictary  stalemenis,
| DYMOND  interiected e
| hadn't asked 2 question vet,

Alesek rejoined: “What is
the purpose of asking these
giestions? They are excerpiy

giarked United States Court |
ef Appeais and ask you to ex :
lamine it and se¢ if Hf it a {
::Iaaihfm copy uof & eomplaint

HE CONFERRED momen-

lartly with felfow counsetior, |
William Wegmann. Hs then |
| stiod and addressed {he wii-

| from his own document.”
| Dymond said. “His honer
| ditest’t know the questien yet
that I'm going to ask.”
Judge Haggerty said A-
cock's argwnent was good,
that Dymond could enfer the
evidence intg the recerd.
Hearmg no objection from the
state, the judge allowed Dy-
nm o enfer it into the rec~

pmom:a REQUESTED me\
ourt’s permission to read the
document to the jury.
Haggerty asked if there was
abjection to the sate.
VAleock shrugged bhis shoul-
der :md sa:d “We trve no ob-

Jertion
ﬁvmasnd then approached |
microphone in front of the

jﬁw box. He read.from-she
document that it was an ap-
peal by Charles | Spiesel v |
Pinkerion ™ Natidaal Detective |
A 3

ist of about eight defendants.
fe read the jurisdictional pro-
geedure which enabled Splesel |
m bring this suit inlo eourt.
According to the suit, Dve
jrxmncl sail, the wilness was
thorn in New York City, Dee, |
195, 1918 was a gradudte of |

—Alates-item i
PERRY RAYMOND RL‘%S(I
New York University: he op-
srated a tay rettirn and ac-
counting hustness in the City
of New York, the munn piflee
being at 127 E. 47ih st.
“Heading from the document,
Dymand said that from Jan 1,
48, to July 5, 1984, the suit
i pontends the defendants
i pamad by him in the suit
¢ bsed 4 “new police technigus”
o toriare and conspired with
gthers to tarture the plaintit
in Mew York, New Jersey,
CiWastingdon, Do C New Or-
i e ang various ather places,

\b‘mmn SAID the plaintift
eimbem!w these defendants an-
neyed, harassed and tailed
him--that they prevented the
iplammff from sbtaining em-
{;m:ymmr—w.hai ihey pased and
tdisguized themselves as rela-
Uives to ester hig home—that
taey disguised and posed as
friends and relatives to guick-
iy pass by the plaintiii—ar
wqu in Yink the plaintiff
with earious erimes—-exerted
figaneial pressures on the




plaltifi-nypnotized the plam-
P in New Yark City, New
Jersey, Washington, D. 0, and
(the city of New Orleans.

{tiv-é Agency and 2 former
lcompetiior in the tax return
Tusiness,

Asked how he knew Zahn |
was a Pinkerton wman, the |

witness teatifled he saw him
@ capain’s uniform during
Dlympic irvouls al Randall's
Idiand, but he was not sure
of ihe date.

ASKED IF te knew a Lenny
Kehen, Spiesel said Kohen was
an employe of the New Vork
City sales tax department,
And operated as a competitor
in the tax return business.
mend asked Splesel ¥ he
Aknew a Richard Ravford, The
witness said Raviord Had used

}éymousm on him i New

“How do yeu Xnow he used
hypnosis,"" Dymond asked,

Spiese! answered, “The best
way I ean explain if is to give
yeu the general definition of
hypnosis, which s 1o come
under ihe will of a person
but be aware that it is hyp-
nogis. "

knew he was under the will
:1”“ Hayford and the withesy
i answered that he (Spiesed)
was sure Rayford had lem-
;\\porarils' suceeeded,

-When  asked hew  many

| tgies he had heen hypno-
. Yzed, Spiesel said that while
| piz law suit has not gene to
{frial, ke didn't fesl i would
| be right to answer such ques-
| tions and jespardize his ease
| unless ordered lo do so.

| ‘Aleouk objected that this
| questioning was lotally re-
F dundant but Dymond replied
[ his reasens shoald e fairly
obvious.

| /SPIESEL THEN said that,
o his knowledge, hs had been
(hyprotized 50 or bG times
his consent.
5 ed i all accasions were
in New York City, he replied
“primarily dering the 15 or 18
ears'” alleged in hig puil,
“Were vou ever hypnotized
in New Orleans?” Dymond
agked.

! Spiesel veplied, “hat's a

f

DYMOND ASKED # he |

difficull guestion fo answer.
“Da you reslize when sou
lare being hypootized "
| “Yes, when it's bemg dose
with sucosss,”” Spiesel rephed.
L DYMOND AGAIN asked i
an attempl was made to hyp
potize him v New Orlpans
and Spiesel replied. “Yea, but
when [ say that. vei'll want
(16 know wha they gre. Time
cund lme apsin they have
fried to hypnetize ime, but 1
L don't know thetr enmtity, I'm
i rather ap expert on i
* Dymond asked how Spiesel |
knew when he was being hvp- |
notized and he replied, “They |

lempt 1o calch your aten-
tion. if they try to hypnotize
me they try to cateh my eye
or my attention.'

Dymand ncted that in his
$16 nmilion suit, Spiesel al-
ﬁgﬁd the bhypnolism ook

lgce between 1948 and 1964
and one of the places listed
#was New Orjeans.

11 THE DEFENSE attomey
hen specifically asked if the
MNew Orieans hypnosis og-
eurred in May or June of 1963,

Spiese! replied he did mol
know but he was here in 1963
and had bean coming to the
¢ity sines 1861,

Spiesel said be once came
| to Lowisiana 1o see Lopisiana
| State University play Ole Miss
i in football.

/Asked by Dymond what hap-

ed when placed nader hyp-
/nosis, Splesel replied, “Cer.
itam thoughts are manied or
| given and ihat's what
A mean.”

DO YOU MEAN that the
thoughts planted give vou the
immpression  of bemg  irue”
Dvmen dasked.

“Fossibly, wes. My suit
may or may net go to trial
and since my answer would
be earried in the national
press, 1 dow't feel that §
sheuld have o go into details
that would harm my case un-
less hiz honer insists upon i,

Asked to explained his suif,
Spiesel sad he asked for $i6
milion damages becouse he
was well aware a good por-
tion of what he said may be
overturned by the siafufes of
limitallon and wowld leave
him with $3 million to 84 mil-
Lem # he was successful

“Do pou mean that the
damages w you are worlh §1
million & year?"

Spiesel replied, “that’s what
it amonnled to* i




