On Thursday, larch 14, 1968, Dick Billings, associate editor of Life
Vagazine arrived in New Orleans, having received a letter from Jim Garrison
assuring him of irmmmity from subpoena or any other legal entanglement. On
Thursday morning Garrison came into nmy office and told me that Billings
was arriving that afternoon, and was planning to stay for three nonths, I
asked him vhat I was supposed to do if Billings came into my office, Was I
co-operate with him, as we had in the past, and show him the files] Garrison
sald emphatically not, that he was now convinced that Life was working with
the Federal Government, that he himself vasn't even going to talk to Billings,
and he would prefer it if I didn't oven see Billings socially outside the
office, although, he added, he wasn't exactly ordering me not to,

It should be noted that about a week earlier we had received word from
the west coast that Life was preparing an article about the case which would
be published at the time of the Shaw trial, which would cast the investigation
in a derogatory light, ilso,on larch 11, 1968, Fedmral District Judge James
Comiskey ruled that Life stringer David Chandler did not have to testify before
the Orleans Parish Grand Jury as to his alleged knowledge of organised crime
in Orleans Parish, On March 14, 1967, Jin Garrison addressed the National
District Attorneys Convention, which by chance is being held in New Orleans
this year, and attacked the Judge's decision on the grounds that there was
collusion between the Federal District Court, Life Magazine and the Federal
Gévernnent, He added that they were engaged in a conspiracy to suppress the
Zapruder £1Im, anongst other things,

By way of retaliation, Garrison decided on Thursday, 'arch 14, 1968, to
subpoena the Zapruder f£ilm from Life, This subpoena was drawn up by Assistant
D.A, Richard Burnes on the same day, and he requested my assistance in include
ing some details about the actual {ilm itself, I considered it irportant to
clarify whether we were subpoenaing the original film, or a copy., I advised
Burnes that it would be better to subpoena a first generation copy, as I was
quite sure the magazine wasn't going to take the original out of their safe
for anyone, and that we would therefore have a better chance of sumcess if we
subpoenaed a copy, The matter was referred to Garrison, I went into his offiece,
(Harold Weisberg and Andrew Sciarmbra were in there at the time,) and again
recornended that we subpoena a copy. However Garrison was adamant that we
subpoena the original, In taking this course of action I wms received the
impression that he was less concerned sbout aetually getting a copy of the
£11n to show at the trial than he was about raking trouble for Life., In any
event, the subpoena was drawn up that afternoon, I discussed the matter with
JirAleock, and he agreed that it would be better to ask for a copy. I pointed
out that from the point of view of the trial, it would be very affective to
show the £ilm, and that therefore this subpoena was more important than nany
we had issued, sush as for Allen Dulles, in that in this instance we were, or
should be, genuinely concerned about the outcome, Alcock also pointed out
that it would be even more sensible merely to ask for the film, especially
as Billings was coming in that very afternoon, Thus, it should be noted, the
£11m was subpoenaed before even a formal request was made to borrov it for
shoving at the Shaw trial,

At 3,00p.m, Billings arrived In the office, and sat outside in the lobby,
waiting to be invited,” Dventually he spoke to Jin Alcock in Alcock's office,
Billings at that tire advised that Life was outraged by Garrison's recent
staterents about ther in fromnt of a large proportion of the D.,A.'s in the
country, and that Life's lawyers were instituting contempt proceedings against
Garrison as a result, Alcock told hinm of the new office poliey with regard to
Billings, and that they had been told not to provide hir with any rore inforrae

tion, On Friday, !arch 15th, Billings had still failed to reach Garrison, and
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he therefore came into the office again, He spoke to Alcock and Louis Ivon

on this occasion, and they told him of the subpoena of the Zapruder £ilm,
which was in fae® issued that day, I saw Billings briefly soon after he had
met with Alecock and Tvon, He scered depressed by his failure to rake any
headvayj he told me he was leaving Life ragazine on April 1, 1968, with plans
to be a freelance writer, Ve agroed to meet that evening to discuss the whole
matter further, &

I met Billings at 7,00 p,m, that night and we discussed the whole question
of the assassination and the Garrison investication for several hours.
Clearly, his position is that he wants to write a bool: 2bout the subject, and
has already approached about 6 publishers in New York, without, however, rec-

. eiving any encouragerent, fé& feels that his proble is that he is unable to

reach any conclusion on the subject, I was never too clear exactly what he
meant by this, but ny guess is that the fact that he has been out of touch
with the office since about Septerber reans that he cannot rake any positive
statenents about the validity of Garrisonts case,’ _

In general, I fecl that Billings and I share a sirilar position about
both the ascassination and the Garriosn invemtigation, He does not believe
that there wms a conspiracy on the part of the Governuent, the Warren Cormission
or the FBT to conceal the truth, but that a probabllity exists that they
simply d7d nét discover really what hapnened, Vhen it came to the investigation
of sensitive areas, such as Oswald's possible alliance with anti-Castro Cubans,
he feels that the FBI tended to dide-step the problem by not investigating
it vory thoroughly, for fear that it might upset their soke assassin pre-con-
ceptions, In corobboration of thig, one need only point out the absence of
any trace of an FBI investigation of the 544 Camp Street" problemy Billings
argues that the classified documents, if declassified, probably wyould reveal
some interesting inforration, and he cited CD 1085, the FBI report on Cuban
exile groups, Billings does not feecl that the IBI lmowingly filed any reports
which indicated conspiracy, rerely that these reports would inadvertantly
contain such information, I agree with this position,

As for the Garrison investigation, Billings was more guarded, but I
gsense that he feels thats 1, Shaw is most probably corpletely innocent,

2, Garrison sincercly believes evrything he says, 3, Garrison is not motivated
by political ambition, but that h#8 motives are much rore corplex, or maybe,
mch more sirple, 4. Garrison, regrettably, has too ruch of a butterfly approach,
and instead of concentrating on a few lmportant areas, such as Oswald's Cuban
connections, hops around from storm drain theories to the !Hnutemen, without
ever really exhausting one line of inquiry, I believe that Billings is correct
in all of thesc assessrents,

e discussed Life ragazine's position at sorme longth, I said that I thought
it was absurd to say the ragazine wvas & tool of the Governmmont in view of their
lov, 1966 article (M™A latter of Reasonable Doubt®), and it was also unfair to
accuse then of "suppressing® the Zanruder £ilm, Thoy have made it available for
vieving in the Archives, they wrote and published an article based on its contents
eriticising the Gormission and calling for a new investigation, and, above all,
they are a ragazine and not a TV station or a i‘ovie theater, The only decision
Life made about the Zapruder £ilm which cannot easily be interpreted as simple
cormereial vested interest was their refusal to let CBS show it on thelr !special,!
Such a shoving would alrmost certainly have enhanced rather than Jdinminished the
value of the f£ilm, I asked Billings about this and he said this was one of those
somewhat mysterious calculations made by the businessmen in the upper echelons
which, he agreedy did not seen to make good semse, He then said that Life has
in fact been dickering with the project of making a £iln, utilising Zapruder
and other footage which they possess, such as DCA, Dorman, Hughes, ete, Hovever
the proble:: has been to £ind a producer for it, As Billings said, you cannot just
rake such a £ilm and then show 1%, You have to analyse it and core to econclusions,



and this is precisely what no-one in the ragasine wants to do, noi because anyone
there lmowg there was a conspiracy, but because it would represent a controversial
entangleront which they would rather avoid, T2 they made such a £iln it would be
sold to & TV station,

Billings omphasised that he has no Federal GovE, comncetions, He worked closely
with Garrison at the early stages of the investigation, anl was sincercly hoping
for some solid proof of conmspiracy, which the ragazine would heve published if it
had existed, As he said, this would have been of comsiderable embarrassment to
the FBI and th: Govermont, and he obscrve! that the present open rift botween kim
Garrison and Life mmst be a sourec of ploasure to the PBI, Billings said that he
had serious suspicions about the New York Times' aborted investigation, and in
particular, their very peculiar attitude towards Garrison, He said ho thought it
was possibly the same as Hugh Ainsworth!s, narely, if yg cantt 2ind anything then
we're not going to believe that you can, (Billings feels that Ainsworth's #nitial
resentnent of Garrison was mare sour grapes.) Howvover, thore .rc nmore intriguing
possibilities with regard to the NY Times, In Noverber, 1966, NY Tires reporter
lartin Waldron was in Dallas and at that time ho had a long list of queostions about
the asgsassination he was looling into, I met Waldron at that time but he did not
show ne the 1list, lost of them were about New Orleans, and co e speeifically about
. Ferrie, Thus it should be erphacised that he was looking into Ferrie quite independ-
ently of Garrison - alrost before Garrison, Billings lator saw a copy of these
questions, wvhich Waldron took to Hew Orleans poliee chicf Giarrucso for answers,
Nearly all thc answers were "don't lmow® or "See Garrison” - hardly answerss which
should satisfy a NY Tires reporter, The very odd thing is, as Billings confirms,
is that Veldron never did go and see Garrison, not once, !‘orsover, thore was no
question that Waldron Imew, a full nontk before the nows of the investigation broke
in the States-Them , that Garrison was conductdfig an investigotion conlered on Ferries
I ret Waldron in Dallas on the day Ruby died and I spoke %o him for sore time in
the company of Pernn Jones, Y had ovorheard him in Noverber telling Jones comething
about a policeman in New Orleans who had died, Iasked hin in Janusry who this
policeren was, and he said, "Oh, Liculcnatt Dyer, sore nare like thaty you ask
your DA, , I'u sure he lmows about it."(Dyer is rontioned in Froderdel O'Sullivants
testinony,) T had not breathed a word about working for Garrison %c Waldron, nor,

I an sure, had Penn Jones, The quostion is,why didn't Waldron over go and talk to
Garrison? Why didn't the NY Times display any intercst in breaking the news? Billings
feels there is a strong likelihood that Waldron has very good Federal connections,

vho regularly supply hin with information, but alse place hin under certain constemints -
in this instance, gmlerg not to talk to Garrison, Since returning to Vew Orleans

I have several times seen Waldron with other reporters, such as at the tine of the
Andrews trial, and I have a cordisl relationship with hin (ke oven oceasionally gives

me a lead or two,) but I have noticed that he will not step inside the D.A.'s

office, evon though I once invited hin in,

Billings {irst saw Garrison on Decerber Lith, 1966, He wac clerbted to the faet
that Garrison vas up to sorething by David Chandler, who in turn had been alerted
by me, T hod callad Chendler, at the suggestion of 'att Herron, who is o f£riend
of Chandler's, and kmew that Chandler knew more than mest people about Garrisen,

I vanted Lo lmov a bit more about Garrison before I coriilbed nyself to working

for hin, I asled Chandler a few questions (ironically enough, I was wdrried specife
ically about the possibility Garrison might be seared off the subject If he stwbled
into CIA involvemend,) Chandler was alerted by my call, rades a Zev inquiries, and
called Billings, I acked Billings when the investigotion really begam, and he replied
that that was, to him, one of the big iysteries of the case, He thinks it might be
earlier thon is renlised, The Long- Garrison- Roult plane ride Yook place sore time
in October, Garrison once teold me that ome of the things that got hin going was the
Esquire article, "35 Theories and 84 New Leads,® (Questions what date exactly did



that isgue hit the nows stands?) I note that ng investigutive report in Garrison's
files 1z datod cerlier than Decerber 1966, and so I conelude that the investigation
did not seriomsly got under way wntil early Decarmber, although there ray have been
some warecorded investigation before that, Billings feols thot Garri on wes in
posgession of important and convineins inforation immlicoting Ferrie very early on
in the inveatipntion, beouuse Garrison was so positive and swre about Perrie, He
feels "hat Garrison may never have rade this inforuation awailable to anyone, I do
not believe this Tor one ninute, Garrison had a wmy of being positive about things
- on nrecious little evmidence,

We discucsed some aspects of the Mow Orleans investigation in nore detail, X
sald that it was important to cast omes mind back &o the begimning of a hypothetical
investigation into the assassinatlont what are the really ivmortant things to invest-
igate in New Orleens? They are, I think, 1, Vho is "Clay Bertrend®? 2, Who ig the
unidentifiod person passing out leaflets with Oswald in front of the Prade Mart?
3¢ Hou did ®544 Canp Streett appear on Cswaldls parmphlots? 4, In general, did the
FBI cowluct an honest Investigation inbto Oswaldls activities in New Orleans, or did
they leave blz gaps? All of these questions have been looloed intey and the net
result has Deen that Clay Bertrand has been putatively identified as Clay Shaw, the
unidentified ren with the leaflets rerains today as nysterious as ever, ( although
he wvas apparontlr ab one stage alleged to be someone ealled 'lamuel Gercia Gonzalest,
on evmidence vhich seens to be non~ex’stent,) no credibls explanation has been
offered as %o how the Camp Street address amesred, and it has boon concluled that
the FBI's investigution into Ommald was, in general, veryg thorough indeed, (Exceptions
Guy Banister, and 5.4 Camm 8t, both secn to have been oberlooized, Reasons Banistorts
office was in 544 Comp building, end he was an ex PBI ran in close commication
with Regls Vonnody,) This does not 23d up ‘o a vory proiuchive investication, although
it should be added that this is not really Garrdson's fault, A sericus and quite
conalderable investipation was conlucted into these iimoritont areas, iAlso, Alcock,
Sciarbra and Tvon have 21l atbested at 2i2%erent tines to the efficioncy of the FBlls
invectipgation, Tt ‘s hard to think of anyone of any relevance wvho wos not ipterviewed
by them vithin g week or two of the assassination,

(This has boem, T an sure,a source of great disappointment to tho DA's officey
althoush Garrigon hingel? hoa never adnitted as ruch, When all the books and articles
came out criticlsing the Corvidspion, T think many vneonls in the DA's office thought
they were exrloring virgin terriery wheon they first looked #nto Oswaldlc background,
andk that it would only be a matter of time hofore the comspiraey wes uncarthed, On
the contrary, thoy found that the FBT hal always been there, 3 years ahead of them,)

Billings still considers the Sylviz Odio lead one of the most important in the
case, and recently cheeled out the myor that she is novw in Chicage with her husband,
He concluded that she is not, He has spoken to Annie Odio, who has promised to
forvard a letter fro: Billings to Odio, but she will not glie hin her address,
{No~one hes succeeded in interviewing Odio, or showing her pictures of possible
suspects,) Billings wants to telk o O'io's father, who ray still be in jail, to find
out if he still has the etter she vrote hin before the assasgination (?7) referring
to the wisit, Billinge focls that Pidel Castre - isht well co-cpcrate in this project,
and rdight oven be 2ble to furnigh hin vith soue walugble information, I guther he is
toying with the id & of approaching Castro sbout this,

Ry chance, Billings was present with Garrisorn on the night of Saturday, Narch
25, 1967, having dinner at fomeswd Broussardls restaurant, Andrew Sciambra joined
them later In the evening and related that he had Just interviewed Perry Husso in
Baton Rouge, Sciarbra was emcited about the results of the interview, because Russo
said he had scan Shav and Perrie togother - in a car at IMerriets gas station, He
also said he had seoon Shay at the Hashville St. vhar® on the ocecasion of President
Fennody's visit, No mention was rade of the third reeting at the party at Ferrie's
home, no nention vas made of Oswald, and no rention was rade of Clay or Clem Bertrand,
Thus, Billings'! description accumtely describes the contents of the conitroversial
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memorandum publicised by Jim Phelan in the May 6, 1967 issue of the Saturday
Evening Post, !‘oreover , it precisely contradicts Sciarbra's explanation of

why he didm not include these vital points in his memo, which in essence is

that he rushed to tell Garrison the story of the comsplraey meeting in person,

and therefore it was not necessary to include it in the mero, 13illings, who

was present when Sciambra told Garrison about his interview, affirms that Seiambra
did not in fact mention anything about a conspiracy meeting,

Billings concludes from this that Selarbra is "a liar®, and I am forced to
agree, The Phelan article always struck me as the most seriocus eriticism of
Garrison's case, and I now conclude that it is correct, narely that Russo did
not relate seeing Shaw with Ferrie and "Leon Oswald®, discussing the assassiantion
and using the nare Clay Bertrand until he had been hypnotised and given sodium
pentothal, Thus, Garrison's explantion of these tactics - as "objectifying" the
z.:z.tness' testimony - 1s a cuphemisms apparently they were used to elicit the

stimony,

Two points need alaborating heret 1, It is still possible that Russo's
testimony is in fact correct, i,e, he neededto be hypnotised to reocall the events
he testified to; (however it is not easy to bolieve this,) 2. As Billings said,
Russo's pre-hypnotised statements to Seilambra were in themselves interesting
enough « placing Shaw and Ferrie together - and as such Billings revarks, and I
agree, it is a pity that Russo was subsequently so "prepared" by hypnosis ete,
that he finally was unable - gemuinely unable, I an sure - to distinguish between
what he recalled and vhat was suggested to him,

There is a further confliet; when Russo first said he saw Shaw and Ferrie
together at the gas station he said it was before the assassination, When Billings
later interviewed Russo he hhd changed this to after the assassination, which
was more in harmony with the facts, as Ferrie did not have the gas station until
after the assassination,

Shaw was arrested on Vednesday, !arch 1, 1967, Billings has a clear record
of the events which led up to this arrest, and he briefly outlined them to me,
however I cannot recall them in any detail, Basically, there were the sodium
pentothal and hypndtism sessions intervenming between the Sciarbra interview and
the arrest, Billings said that after Garrison heard of Russo's amplified testimony
elictted by thesc means, he deranded the irmediate arrest of Shaw, right on the
street as he came out of his house, (Shaw's house was being staked out at the
time,) Garrison's assistants demurred at this, especially in view of the presence
of a Life magazine reporter, They insisted that Shaw be brogght into the office.
Garrison acquitesced, Shaw was brought to the office, and refused to answer any
questions without an attorney being present., Hewas then placed under arvest, I
was oncetold in the office that Shaw's somewhat precipitate arrest wasmotivaged
by this considerations that if he was allowed to return to his apartment he
would undoubtedly destroy whatever ineriminating evidence there was there,
(Rebuttal: Shaw had alroady been interrogated in the DA's office on Deec 23 1966
and asked if he had ever used the nave Clay Bertrand, He sald he had not.He would
presurably have deshroyed the evidence at this time,)

Taken in conjunction with Dean Andrews' denial that Shav is Bertrand, it
is diffiecult to avoid the conclusion that f%my there is no basis at all for
supposing that Shaw ig guilty,

It is irportant to realise that Garrison seers at all tires to be guilty
of bad judgement rather than bad faith, There is no doubt that he sincerely
believes that Shav is guilty, that Thornley is a conspirator, that the CIA
planned the assassination and carried it out, and that the Federal Govermment
covered 1t up, I once asked Alcock what he thought about this and he agreed, He
said 1t was the only thing that kept hir working on the case, He said that if he
thought Garrison was being insincere he would have quit long ago,
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