





A REPORTER AT LARGE

GREAT many Americans

must have responded with some

measure of bewilderment when,
on March 1, 1967, they heard the news
that Jim Garrison, the District At-
torney of Orleans Parish, Louisiana,
had arrested a prominent New Orleans
citizen, Clay L. Shaw, for “participa-
tion in a conspiracy to murder John F.
Kennedy.” The conclusions of the
Warren Commission, published some
two and a half years before, had of-
fered the authoritative judgment that
Lee Harvey Oswald alone was respon-
sible for the assassination. And although
a host of doubts were subsequently
raised concerning the adequacy of
the Warren Commission’s investigation
and the reliability of its conclusions, it
seemed incredible that the New Or-
leans District Attorney could declare, as
Garrison had, “My staff and I solved
the assassination weeks ago. I wouldn’t
say this if we didn’t have the evidence
beyond a shadow of a doubt.” Indeed,
the possibility that a local prosecutor
had found the answers to questions that
had baffled the investigative resources
of the federal government seemed so
remote to most journalists that, soon
after the initial stir provoked by Shaw’s
arrest, news of the “assassination plot”
was generally relegated to the back
pages and treated about as seriously as
flying-saucer reports.

I, for one, however, was prepared to
believe that District Attorney Garri-
son’s claims might have some substance
to them. In the course of writing my
book “Inquest,” I had found that the
Warren Commission’s investigation had
been severely constrained both by bu-
reaucratic pressures exerted from with-
in and by limits of time imposed from
without. Far from being the rigor-
ous and exhaustive examination that
it was taken to be, the Commission’s
work was, at certain crucial points,
reduced to little more than an ex-
ercise in the clarification of super-
ficial evidence. When one delved more
deeply, some far more difficult problems
than any acknowledged by the Com-
mission began to appear. Even members
of the Commission’s own staff found
this to be true. For example, when one
staff lawyer suggested, late in the in-
vestigation, that it might be worthwhile
to look further into the partly cor-
roborated claim of one witness that
Oswald had been associated not long
before the assassination with two un-
identified Cuban exiles, his superior
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curtly told him, “At this stage, we are
supposed to be closing doors, not open-
ing them.” It later turned out that
some of the doors left ajar but un-
opened led to associates of Oswald’s in
New Orleans, so it seemed entirely
conceivable to me that Garrison just
might have stumbled upon some valu-
able information that the Commission
had, for one reason or another, side-
stepped. '

Consider, for example, a story at
the root of Garrison’s investigation,
which involved a meeting among Os-
wald and three men—David William
Ferrie, Carlos Quiroga, and W. Guy
Banister—all of whom the Warren
Commission had had reason to be in-
terested in. Ferrie, who, according to
the testimony of one Commission wit-
ness, commanded a unit of the Civil
Air Patrol in which Oswald may have
been a member briefly, had been ar-
rested in New Orleans shortly after the
assassination, on a tip that he was in-
volved with Oswald, and then released.
Carlos Quiroga, a prominent Cuban
exile, had visited Oswald’s home several
times in New Oprleans, for the purpose,
he alleged, of appraising Oswald’s pro-
Castro activities. W. Guy Banister, a
private detective known to be associated
with anti-Castro activists in New Or-
leans, had an office in a building whose
address appeared on some of the pro-
Castro literature that Oswald occasion-
ally handed out on the streets. All
this information was in the hands of the
Commission, yet none of these three
men was questioned by the Commis-
sion or its staff. It seemed to me that
leads such as these, if they had been
pursued, could have provided a possible
bridge between the known and un-
known worlds of Lee Harvey Oswald
in New Orleans. And once such a

bridge was crossed, a whole new set of
clues to why Oswald killed the Presi-
dent might have been found.

Could Garrison have discovered such
a bridge? Skeptics tended to dismiss
the possibility on the ground that Gar-
rison was a flamboyant and extreme-
ly ambitious politician. According to
Aaron M. Kohn, the managing direc-
tor of the Metropolitan Crime Com-
mission of New Orleans, “Garrison
never lets the responsibilities of being
a prosecutor interfere with being a poli-
tician.” However, the fact that Gar-
rison was politically motivated did not
necessarily—to my mind, at least—
preclude the possibility that he might
be on to something. Whereas it might
not always have been in the interests of
the Warren Commission, which was
concerned as much with dispelling
doubts as with ascertaining facts, to
pursue leads that might generate fur-
ther doubts, or possibly damage the ef-
fectiveness of federal agencies, an am-
bitious politician, it seemed to me,
might well pursue leads to their con-
clusion, especially since solving “the case
of the century,” as Garrison called it,
would certainly enhance his reputation.
Convinced that it was possible—indeed,
probable—that Garrison could find de-
tails of Oswald’s affairs that the Com-
mission had missed, I went to New Or-
leans shortly after Garrison announced
that he was getting to the bottom of
the “assassination plot” and arrested
Shaw,

VER since he was first elected Dis-

trict Attorney, in 1961, Jim Gar-
rison—he legally changed his given
name to Jim from Earling Carothers—
has been a controversial figure in New
Orleans. He has fought long and hard
against prostitutes, homosexuals in the
French Quarter, and the more wvul-
nerable purveyors of vice, but, according
to his critics on the Metropolitan Crime
Commission, he has neglected the
problem of organized ¢rime in New
Orleans. “People worry about the
crime ‘syndicate,” ”’ Garrison once said,
“but the real danger is the political
establishment, power massing against
the individual.” When the city’s eight
criminal-court justices exereised their
statutory right to oversee the financing
of his anti-vice campaign, Garrison
charged that their actions “raised in-
teresting questions about racketeer in-
fluences.” A court subsequently con-
victed Garrison of criminally libelling
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the eight judges, but the conviction was
reversed by the U.S. Supreme Court,
in a decision that held that individuals
have the right to criticize public offi-
cials even though the charges may turn
out to be unfounded. Garrison 1s popu-
larly referred to in New Orleans as
the Jolly Green Giant—an image con-
jured up by his imposing physical
stature (six feet six inches) and his
political glad hand. When T met him,
in mid-April, his welcome was gra-
cious, if slightly fulsome; he told
me, almost solemnly, that it was his
reading of my book that first set him
thinking about launching an investiga-
of his own. (Later, I learned
that this was a standard greeung, ex-
tended to almost all critics of the
Woarren Commission.) Over a leisure-
ly dinner at Broussard’s, Garrison be-
gan to tell me about the conspiracy he
had uncovered. It was a diffuse nar-
rative, in which it appeared that Os-
wald had only heen feigning the role
he went to considerable lengths to es-
tablish for himself as a pro-Castroite
and had in fact heen part of an ant-
Castro assassination team trained by
David Ferrie. Ferrie, in turn, was in
some important way—Garrison never
explained exactly how—personally in-
volved with Clay Shaw. When a plan
to shoot Castro was aborted because
Oswald could not obtain a visa to Cuba,
the assassination team turned its atten-
tion to President Kennedy, and, on
November 22, 1963, carried out its
mission.

How had Garrison discovered this

tion

conspiracy? “It’s exactly like a chess
problem,” he explained. “The War-
reén Commission moved the same pieces
back and forth and got nowhere. 1
made a new move and solved the
problem.” The move he meant was the
arrest of Clay Shaw. He pointed out
that after Shaw was arrested men from
the District Attorney’s office searched
Shaw’s home, in the French Quarter,
and found in it a cache of new evi-
dence, which he suggested that I should
see, because it would give me “a new
perspective on the case.”

Early the next morning, I went to
the District Attorney’s office, which 1s
housed, next to the Parish Prison, in
the Criminal District Court Bulding,
a massive structure at Tulane Avenue
and South Broad. Garrison had not yet
arrived, but one of his assistants, James
C. Alcock, told me that Garrison had
left word that T should “start going
through the evidence.” T did so with
Jones Harris, a New Yorker of inde-
pendent means who has devoted the
better part of the last three years to a
private investigation of the assassina-
ton. Six cardboard cartons were
brought out containing personal be-
longings of Clay Shaw: letters, photo-
graphs, financial records, blueprints for
renovating the French
Quarter, the manuscripts of plays he
had written years calendars,

houses 1n

ago,

checkbooks, address books. In one box
were a black costume, a net mask, and
some plastic slippers—all of which
Shaw had claimed were part of his
Alcock

1965 Mardi

Gras costume.
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said that the District Attorney’s staff
had yet to examine all this material,
and he suggested that Harris and I
look through Shaw’s address books and
financial records in hopes of discover-
ing some information that might inter-
est Garrison. We were left alone with
the evidence. '

Though none of these materials, as
far as 1 could see after examning them,
had anything directly to do with the
assassination, the odd way in which
Garrison treated them did give me,
when T thought about it later, “a new
perspective on the case.” T recalled that
a judge’s order had forbidden discus-
sion or disclosure of any evidence in
the case. The very fact that Harris and
I were allowed to examine objects
seized from Shaw’s home and desig-
nated “evidence” scemed to be a direct
violation of that order. Why, I won-
dered, should the District Attorney
risk having his case thrown out of
court on a technicality by letting
outsiders go freely through the evi-
dence?r Moreover, it seemed curious
that Clay Shaw’s papers had not al-
ready been rigorously scrutinized by
Garrison or his staff, especially since
Garrison had told several people, in-
cluding me, that one of the main rea-
sons for arresting Clay Shaw on March
Ist was to prevent him from destroy-
ing his personal papers. Six weeks had
passed, and yet from what I saw it
appeared that no real invesugation of
Clay Shaw was going on at all but
only a search for peripheral characters
connected with David Ferrie. If Gar-
rison helieved that Shaw
had openly conspired to kill
the President, why was the
Inquiry into his activities
being treated with such ap-
parent nonchalance?

A discovery that Jones
Harris made while we were
going through the papers
provided considerable in-
sight into the nature of
Garrson’s investigation.
What Harris found was a
five-digit number that was
common to both Shaw’s
and Oswald’s address
books. The entry in Shaw’s
book was “Lee Odom, PO
Box 19106, Dallas, Tex.”
In Oswald’s book, the
number 19106 was pre-
ceded by the Cyrillic
letters I IO (which, like
other Russian letters on
the page, the Warren Com-
mission had assumed were
made during Oswald’s two-



and-a-half-year  stay
in the Soviet Union).
Though the coinc-
dence of numbers
proved nothing in it-
self, it was striking, and
Garrison decided that
further investigation
was merited. Shortly
thereafter, Garrison
announced to the press
that he had found the
entry “PO 19106 in
both  Oswald’s and
Shaw’s address books,
and that the num-
ber was a “nonexistent
or fictional number,”
which removed “the
possibility of coinci-
dence.” Moreover,
Garrison  said  that
“PO" 19106” was a
code that, when deci-
phered, produced Jack
Ruby’s  unlisted tele-
phone number, WH
1-5601, and “no oth-
er number on earth.”
The method by which Garrison “deci-
phered” the code is worth following.
Starting with the “scrambled” number
19106, Garrison “unscrambled” it (by
choosing the nearest digit, then the
farthest, then the next nearest, etc.)
to produce the number 16901. Ruby’s
number was 15601, so by unscram-
bling the digits Garrison managed to
match the last two digits in the two
numbers. The next step was to subtract
1300 from 16901, and—presto—
15601. Finally, Garrison converted the
prefix “PO” o “WH” by a system
that, according to the prominent cryp-
tographer Irwin Mann, yields at least
six different prefixes; Garrison chose
Ruby’s.

A few days after Garrison an-
nounced that he had deciphered the
code, it became known that the num-
ber 19106 in Shaw’s address book was
by no means “nonexistent or fictional.”
PO Box 19106 had been, as Shaw’s
address book indicated, the address in
Dallas of 2 man named Lee Odom.
Odom stated that he had been intro-
duced to Shaw in 1966 by the manager
of the Roosevelt Hotel in New Orleans,
and had briefly discussed with Shaw
the possibility of bringing bleodless bull-
fights to New ‘Orleans; he had left
his business address—PQO Box 19106,
Dallas, Texas—with Shaw. In fact,
Odom’s post-office box could not pos-
sibly have been the number in Oswald’s
book, because the post-office-box num-
ber 19106 did not exist in Dallas be-

“One liberal Old-Fashioned for one

fore it was assigned to Odom, in

1965-—long after Oswald’s death, in
1963. It was clear that Garrison had
done some questionable interpolating of
his own in moving from a coincidence
to a conspiracy. First, he had told news-
men that the number in Oswald’s book
was PO 19106, although in fact it
was J I 19106. (When a television
interviewer later asked him how he
had determined that the prefix was
PO, rather than I 1, he answered,
with perfect aplomb, “More or less by
looking at it.””) Then, on the basis of
his deductions, he had announced that
the post-office-box number was fic-
tional. And, finally, he had converted
the number in Shaw’s book into Jack
Ruby’s phone number by rearranging
the digits, subtractng an arbitrary
number, and changing the letters “PO”
to “WH.” Garrison had constructed
a piece of evidence against Clay Shaw
and had disclosed it to the press. Yet
the District Attorney did not seem
particularly perturbed when questions
were raised about the logic of his de-
ductions. When he was asked on a lo-
cal television show how the number of
a post-office box that didn’t exist until
1965 could have been used to represent
Jack Ruby’s phone number in 1963,
he replied, “Well, that’s a problem for
you to think over, because you obvious-
1y missed the point.” Indeed, Garrison
counterattacked in a press conference,
saying, “We are very interested in
knowing who introduced Mr. Odom

old-fashioned liberal.”

to Mr. Shaw, how many bullfights
Mr. Qdom has actually produced”-—
as if this fact were relevant to his in-
vestigation—and “We are particularly
interested in clarifying now why there
is also coded in Lee Oswald’s address
book the local phone number of the
Central Intelligence Agency.” Using
an entirely different system of deci-
pherment, Garrison managed to con-
vert the number 1147, which appeared
in Oswald’s book, to 522-8§74, the
C.I.As phone number. Oswald’s codes
were ‘“‘subjective,” Garrison said, in
that they varied from number to num-
ber. There seemed little point in Os-
wald’s having gone through such an
elaborate pracedure, however, because
the C.I.A. number that Garrison re-
ferred to was—and is—isted in the
New Orleans telephone book.

What was Garrison’s purpose in all
this? He himself noted, in an extended
interview in Playboy for October,
1667, that pre-trial publicity prejudicial
to the defendant “could get our whole
case thrown out of court,” yet he him-
self had jeopardized his case by releas-
ing information that was not only
prejudicial to Clay Shaw but un-
founded.

IT was aboard a jet flight between
New Orleans and New York in
late November of 1966 that the Gar-
rison investigation started taking shape.
Prompted by a cover story in Life
that called for a new investigation into
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the assassination, three prominent pas-
sengers—Senator Russell B. Long, of
Louisiana; Joseph M. Rault, Jr., a
wealthy New Orleans oilman; and
District Attorney Jim Garrison—Dbe-
gan speculating about the events in
Dallas three years before. As their con-
versation was reported in New Or-
leans, the official magazine of the city’s
Chamber of Commerce, the three
agreed that, in Rault’s words, “.. .1t
would be almost preposterous to believe
that one man, an individual such as
Oswald, could have been the only one
involved in this thing.”
Senator Long cited defi-
ciencies in the Warren
Commission’s investigation.
“I think if 1 were investi-
gating,” he said, “I’d find
the hundred best riflemen
in the world and find the
ones who were in Dallas
that day.” Garrison recalled
that in 1963 his office had
heen interested in “a very unusual type
of person who made a very curious trip
at a very curious time about the date
of the assassination,” and the District
Attorney added that he “might want
to now go back into some of those
events.”

The individual whem Garrison had
in mind was David William Ferrie,
and he was, to say the least of it, “a
very unusual type of person.” Garrison
Jater characterized Ferrie as both an
“evil genius” and “a pathetic and tor-
tured creature.” To compensate for
being completely hairless, Ferrie pasted
what looked like clumps of red mon-
key fur on his head and wore artficial
eyebrows. ( Explanations of how Ferrie
Jost his hair have become part of the
folklore of the assassination. William
W. Turner, author of a so-called “of-
ficial history” of the Garrison investiga-
tion which appeared in Ramparts, re-
ported one speculation that the loss
might have been “a physiological reac-
tion to exposure to the extreme alti-
tudes required for clandestine flights.”
He went on to say that Chinese Na-
tionalist U-2 pilots have reportedly
experienced the same “hair-loss phe-
nomenon.” Fred Powledge, after in-
terviewing Garrison, wrote in  the
New Republic that Ferrie’s “interest in
homosexuality led him to shave off all
his body hair.” However, the question
was decisively answered by Harold
Weisberg, a critic of the Warren Com-
mission, whose stepbrother, Dr. Jack
Kety, had treated Ferrie for the disease
alopecia, which can render its vicums
hairless.)

Rather like Oswald, Ferne was a

failure at virtually everything he tried.
He trained for the priesthood, and was
dismissed from two seminaries as a
result of eccentric personal behavior.
Later, he became a “bishop” in a quasi-
political underground cult called the
Orthodox Old Catholic Church of
North America. Ferrie ran a service
station in New Orleans. His greatest
ambition seems to have been to become
a fighter pilot. In 1950, he wrote to
Secretary of Defense Louis A. John-
son, demanding, “When am I going to
get the commission, when the Russians
are bombing the hell out of
Cleveland?” In a letter to
the commanding officer of
the First Air Force, he
wrote, “There is nothing I
would enjoy better than
blowing the hell out of
every damn Russian,
Communist, Red or what-
have-you. . .. Between my
friends and 1 we can cook
up a crew that can really blow them to
hell....1 want to wrain killers, how-
ever bad that sounds. It is what we
need.” Ferrie never received an Air
Force commission, but he did succeed
in becoming the leader of a unit in the
Civil Air Patrol (a civiban organization
made up of volunteers), and he also set
himself to training youths in jungle-
warfare tactics. Oswald, according to a
witness before the Warren Commus-
sion named Edward Voebel, may have
belonged to Ferrie’s outfit for a hrief
gme in the nineteen-fifties, when he
was a teen-ager. Ferrie was also en-
gaged in a long-term project to dis-
cover a cure for cancer, and it was
said that at one tme he housed thou-
sands of white mice in his apartment in
New Orleans. For a while, he was em-
ployed as a pilot for Fastern Airlines,
but he was suspended, in 1961, as a
consequence of an arrest on a morals
charge, and later dismissed. After that,
he managed to make a meagre living
as a free-lance pilot, an independent
psychologist, and a private detective.
At about the time of the Bay of Pigs
invasion, in 1961, he became as-
sociated with some Cuban exiles, and,
according to one of them, he flew fire-
bomb raids against Cuba and helped
anti-Castro refugees escape. It has also
been reported that, in pursuit of his
desire to “train killers,”” he became in-
volved in teaching paramilitary tactics
to anti-Castroites in St. Tammany
Parish, across Lake Pontchartrain
from New Orleans.

In 1963, Ferrie was employed as a
private investigator for the law firm
then representing Carlos Marcello, who
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was reputed to be the head of the New
Orleans Mafia. Marcello had been de-
ported in an extralegal manner—he
was abducted by Justice Department
agents and put on a plane to Guate-
mala. According to one story, Ferrie
clandestinely flew Marcello back into
this country. On the day of the assassi-
nation, Ferrie claimed, he was in
court, listening to a judge declare
the Marcello deportation illegal. To
celebrate the victory, Ferrie drove to
Texas on a “goose-hunting” expedi-
tion with two friends. Meanwhile, Gar-
rison’s office received a up from a
New Orleans private detective named
Jack S. Martin to the effect that
Ferrie had trained Oswald in marks-
manship and was his “getaway pi-
lIot.” Martin was said to be a member
of the same cult in which Ferrie was a
bishop. On his return to New Orleans,
Ferrie was arrested and questioned,
but, according to F.B.I. reports, Mar-
tin admitted that he had made up the
whole story, and Ferrie was released.

The F.B.I. may not have thought
much of Martin’s tip, but it was this
tip that enabled Garrison to begin his
investigation, in December, 1966, with
a specific suspect in mind—David Fer-
rie. Garrison set about his work with
the assistance of a small but industrious
staff. His chief investigator, a police-
man named Louis Ivon, had requisi-
tioned other members of the New Or-
leans Police Department to do the
necessary legwork. William H. Gur-
vich, a partner in one of the city’s larg-
est private-detective agencies, handled
interrogations and the extraterritorial
aspects of the investigation. Thomas
Bethell, a young British writer who
was living in New Orleans, was put in
charge of research. Assistant District
Attorneys Alcock, Andrew J. Sciam-
bra, Richard V. Burnes, and Alvin V.
Oser questioned the more jmportant
witnesses and prepared the legal
groundwork. Other tasks were per-
formed by some of Garrison’s personal
friends—among them Max Gonzales,
a law clerk in the criminal court and a
pilot, who made a number of flights
with Ferrie in order to gain his confi-
dence, and Alberto Fowler, a Cuban
exile and the Director of International
Relations for the City of New Orleans,
who made discreet inquiries about Fer-
rie’s activities among anti-Castro exiles.
Later, a self-styled intelligence expert
using the pseudonym Bill Boxley
joined Garrison’s staff.

The first step was to compile a dos-
sier on FPerrie. Cameras were secretly
set up across from Ferrie’s apartment,
he was followed everywhere he went,
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and his friends were questioned about
his activities. Little came of this sur-
veillance. For further information,
Garrison turned back to Martin, whose
tip had first linked Oswald and Ferrie.
Martin, who told Secret Service agents
that he suffers from “telephonitis”
when he has taken a drink and that
it was on such an occasion that he
telephoned the District Attorney’s of-
fice about Ferrie, continued to narrate
a vast number of disconnected varns
about Ferrie and the assassimation. Ac-
cording to a typical one of these, Ferrie
hypnotized Oswald and then dispatched
him on the assassination mission. Ac-
cording to another, Ferrie had a work-
ing association with certain anti-Castro
activities conducted by the private de-
tective W. Guy Banister. Garrison
found this connection especially pro-
vocative, because Banister, up to the
time of his death, in 1964, main-
tained offices in a building at 344
Camp Street, a block from the Wil-
liam B. Reily Company, where
Oswald worked, and one
of the questions the Warren
Commission had left unan-
swered was why the address
“544 Camp St.” appeared as
Oswald’s headquarters on
some pro-Castro literature
that he handed out. Since
Banister’s office was, as Gar-
rison put it, “a mare’s-nest of
anti-Castro  activity,” Garri-
son postulated that Oswald
might be an “agent provoca-
teur” in Banister’s employ.
Garrison followed up this
lead by systematically ques-
tioning Banister’s former em-
ployees. One of them, a ship-
ping clerk and sometime pri-
vate investigator named David
F. Lewis, Jr., added richly to
the developing drama. Lewis
clatmed that he had been wit-
ness to a meeting among Ban-
ister, Ferrie, the anti-Castro
leader Carlos Quiroga, and a
person he called Leon Os-
wald, who he later thought
might be Lee Harvey Oswald.
Although Lewis said he was
certain that this meeting had
occurred in 1962, a time when
Oswald was known to be liv-
ing in- Texas, and although
Quiroga categorically denied
that such a meeting had ever
taken place, Garrison intensi-
fied his efforts in this direction.
He began digging into the ac-
tivities of anti-Castro Cubans,
and discovered the sites of

what had been two secret training
camps in St. Tammany Parish. Ferrie
was rumored to have used one of them
to train his corps of commandos. In
the hope of identifying the men under
Ferrie’s command, Garrison hired Ber-
nardo Torres, a private detective from
Miami who claimed to have assisted
the Secret Service by spotung poten-
wally dangerous Cubans during a visit
President Kennedy made to Miami in
1963. In December, 1966, and Janu-
ary, 1967, the investigation was broad-
ened to include various efforts to track
down, with Torres’s help, any Cubans
in Miami who might have known Fer-
rie. These efforts turned out to be un-
productive but quite expensive—more
than half the total expenditures—and
Garrison began to suspect that Torres’s

acavity did not justify the expense. To-
ward the end of January, the Florida
manhunt was called off.

But Garrison had other leads to fol-
low-—notably an old clue from a New
Orleans lawyer named Dean Adams
Andrews, Jr. Andrews’ original story,
which he told to the Secret Service
shortly after the assassination, was that
Oswald had come to his office a few
times during the summer of 1963 in
the hope of finding some means by

“One of us is fast.”
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which the “undesirable” discharge he
had been given by the Marine Corps
could be converted into an honorable
one. The day after the assassination,
Andrews, who was in the hospital un-
der sedation recovering from pneumo-
nia, said he received a phone call from
a man he knew as Clay Bertrand,
whom he described as “a lawyer with-
out a briefcase” for local homosexuals.
According to Andrews, Bertrand asked
him to go to Dallas and defend Os-
wald. When Andrews was questioned
by the F.B.I., he gave several dif-
ferent descriptions of Berwrand, and
finally said that the character bearing
that name was merely a figment of his
imagination. A few months later, he
again changed his story, telling the
Warren Commuission that he had re-
cently seen Bertrand in a bar, and de-
scribing him as “a boy” who was “5
foot 8 inches” and had “sandy hair.”
No other clues to Bertrand’s identity
turned up, however, and Wesley J.
Liebeler, a Commission lawyer who
conducted the investigation in this area,
said he was cenvinced that no such
person existed.

Garrison nevertheless now decided
to pursue the matter further, and gave
Assistant District Attorney Sciambra, a
former boxer known by the nickname
Moo, a task he referred to as “‘squeez-
ing” the French Quarter. A crack-

down on homosexuals that Garrison
had carried out in 1962 was generally
thought to have produced a number of
informers, but Sciambra was unable to
find anyone who had ever heard of
Clay Bertrand. Garrison reasoned that
Dean Andrews was probably protecting
a wealthy client with homosexual as-
sociates, and came up with the idea that
Clay Bertrand was in reality Clay
Shaw, a socially prominent retired di-
rector of the International Trade Mart
in New Orleans. David L. Chandler,
a Life reporter who worked closely
with Garrison in the early days of the
investigation, was present when Gar-
rison first put forward this hypothesis
to his staff. According to Chandler,

Garrison offered three arguments for

it. First, Shaw had the same first name
as Bertrand. Second, Shaw was ru-
mored to have friends in the homo-
sexual world. And, finally, Shaw spoke
fluent Spanish and, although Andrews
had never said that Bertrand spoke
Spanish, Garrison was looking for a
conspirator involved in anti-Castro ac-
tivities. Garrison brushed over the fact
that Shaw—six feet four and a quarter
inches tall, fifty-four years old, and
white-haired—hardly fitted Andrews’
description of a five-foot-eight-inch
boy with sandy hair. He also ignored
the question of why Andrews, having
given a false description and a false last

name to protect his chent,
would give the client’s correct
first name.

In any event, Shaw was
brought in for questioning in
late December, on the pretext
that Garrison was attempting
to tie up a few loose ends in
the Warren Report. Accord-
ing to Chandler, it quickly be-
came apparent that Shaw had
no information to offer about
Ferrie or his activities, and the
matter was dropped. The Dis-
trict Attorney told his staff to
“forget Shaw.” In January,
when asked if he knew the
identity of Clay Bertrand by
Richard N. Billings, another
member of Life’s staff, Gar-
rison replied, “His real name
is Clay Shaw, but I don’t
think he’s too important.”
Ferrie was still, at this time,
the only suspect.

By February, 1967, the in-
vestigation seemed to be at a
standstill.  Ferrie  obviously
knew that he was under sus-
picion, and it was highly un-
likely that he would do any-
thing to incriminate himself.
The Cuban-exile trail had petered out
in Miami. The Bertrand matter had
been shelved. Garrison’s chief witness
was David Lewis, and, of the four
participants in the meeting that Lewis
described, Oswald and Banister were
dead, Quiroga (according to Garrison)
could not be found, and Ferrie un-
equivocally denied everything.

At this point, Gordon Novel, a
specialist in anti-eavesdropping devices,
was recommended to Garrison by Wil-
lard E. Robertson, a New Orleans
automobile dealer who was one of
Garrison’s political supporters. (Gar-
rison had been so concerned that the
F.B.I. might be tapping his telephones
that he had made plans a few weeks be-
fore to execute a midnight raid on the
FBI field office in New Orleans,
using a water pistol loaded with a
charge of red pepper to disarm the of-
ficer on duty; he even invited Chan-
dler, the Life reporier, to accompany
him on the mission, but for some reason
the plan was scrapped.) Upon learning
that Ferrie was under suspicion, Novel
told Garrison that he knew a good deal
about Ferrie’s activites in 1961. Ac-
cording to Garrison, Novel claimed
that Ferrie, a2 Cuban-exile leader
named Sergio Arcacha Smith, and two
unidentified Cubans had been involved
in 2 “pickup” of arms from a bunker
in Houma, Louisiana, belonging to the
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Schiumberger Well Surveying Corpo-
ration. Some of the arms were re-
portedly deposited in the offices of W.
Guy Banister. The purpose of the
rasd was to acquire arms for an anti-
Castro militia, and Novel stated that a
CI.A. contact had indulgently pro-
vided a key to the bunker. Novel
later claimed that one of Garrison’s
ideas for breaking the stalemate his in-
vestigation had apparently reached in-
volved a plot to kidnap Ferrie. Accord-
ing to this story, Ferrie was to be shot
with an atropine dart, injected with
sodium pentothal, and forced to con-
fess. Novel has said, “Garrison asked
me to order him such a dart gun so
that it wouldn’t appear on his
office purchase records” after the
District  Attorney “had  read
about the idea in one of the books
about the C.1LA”

The entire investigation might
have expired quietly for want of
any truly tangible leads if it had
not been for some resourceful
moves by three reporters for the
New Orleans States-Itern—Rosemary
James, Jack Dempsey, and David
Snyder. In New Orleans, the financial
vouchers of the district attorney’s of-
fice are a matter of public record. By
piecing together information gleaned
from these records and through various
leaks from Garrison’s office, the re-
porters were able to come up with a
fairly accurate picture of the investiga-
tion, even though it was sull being kept
secret. Mrs. James wrote an article on
the subject and showed it to Garrison
on February 16, 1967. He simply
shrugged and told her, “T  will
neither confirm nor deny it.” The
next day, the story broke. Garrison’s In-
vestigation into the assassination of
President Kennedy was now a public
issue. Garrison charged that the news
story had seriously interfered with his
efforts; arrests that were to have been
made immediately, he claimed, had
now to be deferred for months. More-
over, he announced that he would seek
private financing in order not to have
to conduct the inquiry in a “fish-
bowl.” Two political allies, Joseph
Rault, Jr., and Willard Robertson,
thereupon organized fifty New Or-
Jeans businessmen into a group that
called itself Truth or Consequences,
Inc. Its function was to supply Gar-
rison with both funds and moral
support. Meanwhile, David Ferrie told
a newspaperman that Garrison’s inves-
tigation, in which he was suspected of
being Oswald’s getaway pilot, was
nothing but “a big joke.” He denied
that he knew Oswald, and, for good

measure, added that he was conducting
his own inquiry into the assassination.

For two days, shorty after the
States-Itern broke the news of Gar-
rison’s investigation, Ferrie was kept
under “protective custody,” Billings
has reported, at the Fontainebleau
Motor Hotel in New Orleans. Ac-
cording to a member of Garrison’s
staff, this was done at Ferrie’s request.
In any event, he returned to his own
apartment on the evening of February
21st. The next day, Ferrie was found
dead. An autopsy indicated that he had
died of a cerebral hemorrhage caused
by the rupture of a blood vessel. The
coroner, Dr. Nicholas Chetta, ruled
out suicide, because a person is
rarely aware that an aneurysm,
or weak spot, exists in a blood
vessel, and it would be virtually
impossible to induce a “blow-
out.” He also ruled out murder,
on the ground that if the rupture
had been caused by an external
blow there would necessarily
have been tissue damage, and
none was found. He concluded that
Ferrie had died from natural causes.
But the mere fact that a man suspected
of having conspired to assassinate the
President had died five days after
he was publicly implicated in the
crime was sensational news, and re-
porters flocked to New Orleans. Gar-
rison, without waiting for the results
of the autopsy, had proclaimed Fer-
rie’s death a suicide and had interpreted
a somewhat ambiguous letter that Fer-
rie wrote to a friend shortly before
his death as a “suicide note.” Garrison
called Ferrie “one of history’s most im-
portant individuals,” and claimed that
an arrest had been only days away.
“Apparently, we waited too long,” he
said. No mention was made of the fact
that Ferrie had already been placed
under protective custody for two days.

Ferrie’s death brought a windfall of
publicity, but Garrison had lost his
prime suspect. And the hundreds of
newsmen who had come to New Or-
leans could hardly be expected to con-
tinue reporting cryptic comments from
Garrison such as “The key to the
whole case is through the looking glass.
Black is white; white is black.” When
they asked for hard news, Garrison told
them that he had “positively solved the
assassination of President John ¥. Ken-
nedy,” and he added that “in the
course of time” he would make arrests.
At that point, most of the out-of-town
reporters left.

Garrison had promised that arrests
would be forthcoming, and apparent-
ly a number of possible suspects were

e
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considered. Some were drawn f{rom
Ferrie’s twilight world of adventurers
and self-styled secret agents. Others,
according to William Gurvich, were
pronminent citizens of New Orleans. At
this point, Garrison received a brief
letter from Perry Raymond Russo, 2
twenty-five-year-old Baton Rouge in-
surance salesman, who claimed to have
known Ferrie. Russo had previously
approached a number of local reporters,
but they had shown no interest in him
after he said that he had never seen
Oswald and knew nothing specific
about the assassination. Garrison, how-
ever, was very much interested in Rus-
s0’s assertion that he possessed useful
information on Ferrie. On February
25th, the day after Garrison received
Russo’s letter, Moo Sciambra was sent
to Baton Rouge to question Russo.
The greater part of the interview
was confined to uncovering Russo’s re-
lationship with Ferrie. Russo told Sci-
ambra that he had first met Ferrie in
1962, when he attempted to get a
young friend of his in Ferrie’s Civil
Air Patrol unit out from under what
he called the commander’s “spell.”
Russo said that at one point, after he
had succeeded in breaking Ferrie’s hold
over his friend, Ferrie had threatened
to kill him. Later, however, he and
Ferrie became friends, and worked as
partaners in selbng pornographic films
imported from Cuba. Ferrie’s main in-
terests, Russo continued, were, first,
instructing members of his Civil Air
Patrol outfit in “the art of fighting
jungle warfare” and, second,
his medical research; he was
developing an aphrodisiac as
well as a cure for cancer.
But Ferrie had said very lit-
tle to bim on the subject of
assassination, except for some
vague remarks about how
easy it would be to shoot a
President and flee by air-
plane to Cuba or Brazil.
Russo indicated that Ferrne
probably had in mind either
Eisenhower or the President of Mexi-
co. He did remember, however, that
Ferrie had said a few times in the
summer of 1963 that he would “get”
Kennedy. Sciambra then showed Russo
some photographs. The first one he
identified was of Sergio Arcacha Smnith,
the Cuban-exile leader. Russo said it
resembled an actor in one of the por-
nographic films. “To be perfectly hon-
est,” he said, “I looked at the film
quite a bit.” (Russo was mistaken in
his identification. Garrison’s investga-
tors later ascertained that the actor in
the film was not Arcacha Smith.) The

second photograph he recognized was
of Clay Shaw. Russo said that he
thought he had seen this man twice be-
fore but that he had never met him.
The last photograph showed Lee Har-
vey Oswald. Russo thought this person
was a roommate of Ferrie’s, who had
a beard.

The next day, back in New Orleans,
Sciambra gave Garrison a preliminary
oral report on his interview with Russo
in the presence of Richard Billings, of
Life. Garrison then asked Sciambra to
arrange a test for Russo using “wruth
serum,” or sodium pentothal. The
“truth serum’ was administered to
Russo the next day by Dr. Nicholas
Chetta. While under the influence of
the drug, Russo was again questioned
by Sciambra, though no transcript was
made of the interrogation. Afterward,
Russo had dinner with Garrison,
Sciambra, and Billings, and Sciambra
told Russo that after taking truth se-
rum he had identified a tall man with
white kinky hair, and that he had also
said that he had been ntroduced to
this man as “Bertrand.” According to
Billings, Russo insisted that he did not
remember ever having met anyone
named Bertrand. Garrison attempted
to resolve this embarrassing discrepancy
hy suggesting to Billings that the truth
serum probably jogged Russo’s mem-
ory. “They asked me a lot of ques-
tions,” Russo is reported to have re-
called Jater. “I could figure out what
they wanted to know.”

The following day, Garrison brought
Russo to Shaw’s home in the

Shaw, and on March Ist
Garrison summoned Shaw to
his office and had him inter-
rogated for two and a half
hours. Shaw categorically de-
nied that he knew either Fer-
rie or Oswald and that he
knew anything about the as-
sassination. When the topic
wyl of using truth serum came
up, Shaw sent for a lawyer,
Salvatore Panzeca. Panzeca agreed to
let Shaw take a lie-detector test, pro-
vided that the defense had the right to
approve the wording of the questions,
that the results of the test were not dis-
closed except at a duly authorized court
proceeding, and that Shaw had a day’s
rest before the test. Garrison replied
that he did not have to agree to any
conditions. A moment later, he de-
clared that Shaw was under arrest, had
him handcuffed, and led him before
news photographers to be booked. This
move, Garrison later told me, was “a
command decision.” He said he was

French Quarter for a look at



apprehensive that if he released Shaw
the suspect might “destroy vital evi-
dence.” This explanavon made litte
sense, for Garrison could have ob-
tained a search warrant without arrest-
ing Shaw; no more cause was required
than that he have a confidential in-
formant, and he had—Perry Russo.
Moreover, he had questioned Shaw in
December, and if Shaw had had in-
criminating evidence in his home it
would seem likely that he would have
disposed of it then. But, whatever Gar-
rison’s motives were, on March 1,
1967, a week after the death of Fer-
rie, Clay Shaw was arrested for con-
spiring to murder John ¥. Kennedy.

N Louisiana, after an arrest has been

made, the district attorney either
presents the case to a grand jury or files
a “bill of information,” which, under
the Louisiana code of criminal pro-
cedure, allows a district attorney to
bring a case to trial without a grand-
jury indictment. In the case of Clay
Shaw, however, Garrison decided to do
something that was, in his own words,
“virtually unheard of.” Instead of go-
ing before a grand jury meeting in
closed session, he requested a prelimi-
nary hearing, which takes place before
a judge and is public. The purpose of a
preliminary hearing under Louisiana
law is to determine whether or not the
state has sufficient evidence to warrant
a trial. Although 1t 1s not unusual for
the defense to request z prebiminary
hearing, if only to attempt to compel
the state to tip its hand and disclose
vital evidence before the ac-
tual trial, such a hearing is
rarely, if ever, requested by
the prosecution. Why, then,
should Garrison, the prose-
cutor, have elected to dis-
close some of his evidence
before the trial—an appar-
ently gratuitous favor to the
defense? Garmson has said
that he did so in order to
“lean over backward and give the de-
fendant every chance.” A preliminary
hearing, however, has at least one ex-
tralegal consequence that a political-
minded prosecutor might find advan-
tageous: 1t provides the prosecution
with a dramatic opportunity to reveal
publicly far in advance of the trial some
of the more sensational aspects of the
case, thus helping te stimulate public
interest. Whether or not Garrison’s
extraordinary move did, as he claimed,
enhance the defendant’s prospects for
justice, it unquestionably weorked to
focus national attention on the case.

With a full complement of reporters

in attendance, the hearing began on
March 14th, before a panel of three
judges, with the testimony of Per-
ry Russo. Russo stated that he had
attended a meeting at Ferrie’s apart-
ment in September, 1963, at which
the assassination of President Ken-
nedy was planned by three men:
Ferrie, a man he called “Leon Os-
wald,” and another he called “Clem
Bertrand.” Russo identified Leon Os-
wald as Lee Harvey Oswald from
a photograph. Then Garrison asked
Russo whether he recognized the man
he called Clem Bertrand in the court-
room. Russo pointed out Clay Shaw.
He tesufied that after the three men
had discussed such details as the need
for “diversionary tactics,” the “trian-
gulation™ of crossfire, and the selection
of an appropriate “scapegoat,” they
ended the conversation by bickering
over various methods of escape.

Under cross-examination the follow-
ing day, Russo admitted that he had not
been able to identify Oswald positively
until after an artist in the District At-
torney’s office spent six hours drawing
different beards on photographs of Os-
wald. It ‘was also revealed that, before
Garrison interrogated him, he had de-
nied in a number of interviews that he
had ever seen Oswald or that Ferrie
had ever specifically discussed the as-
sassination of President Kennedy.
Many of the details of Russo’s story,
it turned out, were developed under
hypnosis—a method that Garrison said
he used in order to “objectify” testi-
mony. Moreover, it was learned that
Russo had been under psy-
chiatric treatment for eight-
een months, ending in late
1960, and had last consulted
a psychiatrist just two months
before he went to see Gar-
rison.

The District  Attorney
found his only other witness,
Vernon B. Bundy, in the
Parish Prison after the hear-
ing had begun. Assistant District At-
torney Charles Ray Ward and other
members of Garrison’s staff strenuously
objected to using Bundy as a witness,
but Garrison put him on the stand any-
way. Bundy, a narcotics addict and
petty thief, tesnfied that in the summer
of 1963, while he was preparing to
inject the contents of two capsules of
heroin into his arm, he saw two
men meet on the shore of Lake
Pontchartrain, on the outskirts of New
Orleans. One, whom Bundy described
as “a junkie or beatnik type” with a
light growth of beard, he had later
recognized frem photographs as Lee
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Harvey Oswald. The other man Bundy
identified as Clay Shaw. Like Russo,
Bundy had never before told anyone
about his encounter with Oswald. The
three-judge panel ruled that there was
sufficient evidence for a trial. The deci-
sion was by no means startling; It mere-
ly established that there was evidence
that merited judgment. Yet to many
people the ruling suggested that Garri-
son had won some sort of legal victory.

As it turned out, the evidence used
at the preliminary hearing was even less
sound than it may have appeared at
the time. About six weeks after the
hearing, James R. Phelan reported 1n
the Saturday Ewvening Post that Russo
had told two contradictory stories—one
in his first interview with Sciambra, the
other in court, after being questioned
under hypnosis. Phelan discovered the
discrepancy when Garrison, with his
customary generosity to journalists,
supplied him with a memorandum
of Russo’s first interview. Nowhere
in this document, which ran to thirty-
five hundred words, was the supposed
meeting among Shaw, Ferrie, and
Oswald mentioned, either directly or
implicitly. Yet two weeks later, in
court, Russo stated that it had definite-
ly taken place. In his first interview,
moreover, Russo did not state that
he had ever met Shaw, and he him-
self made no mention whatever of
a2 Bertrand—either Clay or Clem.
Assistant District Attorney Sciambra,
who conducted this first interview and
wrote up the memorandum, later said
that Russo did tell mm
of the assassination plot
but that he forgot to
include it in Jus report.
Yet Sciambra’s own
words 1n the memo-
randurn would appear
to belie this explana-
tion: ““The next picture
that he [Russo] identi-
fied was that of Clay
Shaw. He said that he
saw this man twice. The first time
was when he pulled into Ferrie’s serv-
ice station to get his car fixed. Shaw
was the person sitting in the compact
car talking with Ferrie. He remembers
seeing him again at the Nashville Street
Wharf when he went to see J.F.K.
speak.” Here Sciambra specifically states
that Russo said he saw Shaw twice, and
neither occasion involved a rendezvous
in Ferrie’s apartment during which
Shaw, Ferrie, and Oswald planned the
assassination. 1f Russo went on to de-
scribe a third encounter, and that was
the only one relevant to Garrison’s
case, it is difficult to understand how

JULY 1351968

Sciambra could have neglected to in-
clude it in the memorandum. More-
over, according to Billings, Sciambra
did not mention the alleged “third en-
counter” in an oral report he made to
Garrison the day after the interview.
Sciambra reported that Russo said he
had seen Shaw only twice—once at
Ferrie’s service station and once at the
Nashville Street Wharf. In fact, the
first time Billings heard of the third
encounter, during which Russo was
supposed to have overheard Bertrand,
Ferrie, and Oswald planning the as-
sassination in Ferrle’s apartment, was
when Sciambra himself 7old Russo that
he had mentioned the name Ber-
trand and had described the meeting
in Ferrie’s apartment. This was after
Russo had taken the “truth serum.”
And Russo still, at this time, said that
he could not remember anyone named
Bertrand.

1f a witness tells two contradictory
stories, external evidence may make it
possible to choose between them. In
Russo’s case, the corroborative evidence
available casts doubt on his second sto-
ry—the one he told in court. He tes-
tified that Oswald was Ferrie’s room-
mate in early September, 1963, yet
there is evidence that at that time Os-
wald was living with his wife and their
infant daughter on Magazine Street in
New Orleans. Russo described Oswald
as having a beard in early and mid-
September, yet generally reliable wit-
nesses reported that Oswald was clean-
shaven at that time. Russo claimed that

he saw Oswald in Fer-
rie’s apartment in the
% first week of October,

yet Oswald was known

to have been in Mexico

and Dallas during this

s period. Russo said that
é a friend of his, Niles
i Peterson, was at a par-
! ty at Ferrie’s apartment
et the night that he saw
Oswald  and  Shaw
there, yet Peterson flatly denies that he
saw anvone fitting the description of
either Shaw or Oswald. (Peterson did,
however, recall a bearded man who
was six feet tall and otherwise fitted
the description of the man who was
known to be Ferrie’s roommate at the
time—James R. Lewallen.) Russo
claimed, further, that a young woman,
Sandra Moffitt, accompanied him to
Ferrie’s apartment the night of the
meeting, vet she denies this, and says
that she did not meet Ferrie until 1964.
In sum, Russo’s court testimony ap-
pears to be at odds with a great many
of the external points of reference he







