A turning point in my Seelings asbout the Clay Shaw case, and my
opinion as to his guilt or imocence, came after a lengthy discussion
withe Richard Billings, then an associate editor of Life mapazine,
That discussion took place on March 15, 1968, Until that point I felt
it extremely unlikely that the meeting as deseribed by Russo had taken
place, After the discussion I felt certain that it had not teken place,
and that Shaw was therefore certainly innocent, -

Rather than go into the details of my talk with Billings, I will
inclnde here a 5 page synopsis of the meeting and events surroumding
it, vhich was written shortly after X met Billings, In swmary, Billings
completely corroborzted Phelan's story as to the sequence of events
smurrounding Russo!s preparation as & witness, and Billings concluded
by disnigsing Andrew Sclambra "a liar®,

I then contimied to work in the D,A.'s office, and nothing new
developed which would lead me %o suppose thai Clay Shaw was guilty,
Semetine in June, 1968, Jim Aleock and Louis Iven were discussing the
Clay Shaw case, and they requested me to prepare a memorandiga sboub
the case, Alcock had ir his offiece a £ile entitled "The trial File®
vhich contained memoranda pertaining to interviews with potential
witnesses in the case, Many of these memos were already contalned in
a f1ling cabinet in my office, (This £iling eabinet contained nearly
all the files in the case, with the axveption of a fow "sensitiven
files, such as those on Clay Shaw, Xerry Thorpley, and others who had
been charged by Garrison,) Hovever, Alcock!s file contained a1l these
memos in one place, These memos were left In my office while I worked
up the nmenmo entitled "The Clay Shaw CaseW, ,

After the long-hand version of this nemo was cowpleted, it wms
given to Lorraine Scimler, (Garrison's personal seerstary) to iype.
She typed i1t up and returned the typed wversion plus the long-hand one
tp me for xeroxing and distribution, I tore up the hand written vorsion
and then made several zerox coples of the original, The original I
gave back to Lorraine Schlar-toc give to Mr, Garrison, and one copy
each was glven to Jim Alcock and Andrew Sclambra, Possibly alsc one
was given to Louls Iven, possibly not, He was subsequently unable to
find it anongst his files, whereas Selmsbra's and Alcock?s copies were
found, I kept cne copy myself, At no point was I asked specifically
how many copies I had made, or whether I had kept one for myself, I
kept my copy in a drawer in my desk, After completing the memo, Alcock's
f£ile entitled "The trial File® was retirned te Alcock's office,

The memorandum which I wrote was addressed to: Jin Garrison and
Jim Alcock, Fromt Tom Bethell, Res Clay Shav Case, Dates sometime in
 late June, 1968, (Tho date of cowrse was exact, but I cannot remember
vhat it was,)

Sometime in August, 1968, I met Selvotore Panseca when I was coming
into the Criminal Cowrt Building, I hal spoken %o him several times before,
and had indicated sympatly for his camse, A% one point he had asked me if
we vere plarming to use Russo on the vitness stand, and I said that I
thought so. He therefore had reason to beliove I might be sympathetic
to him, A¥ this meeting, I told him—a nropos of vhat I can't remembesse
that T believed that Clay Shaw was innocent, He then asked me 1f I would
be prepared to help them and I seld yes, He suggested that I go out and
have lunch with him, and we went out togother to his car, vhich was
right outside, We drove around but couldn't £ind anyvhere suitable to eat,
and meanvhile he asked me a few questions and T gave him 2 few names of



Rage 2
MﬁMMmSpM.,WMMAaIMMW
mmmmmmﬁemimmmnmm and I

renember being rather sppalled that he obvicusly dld‘ﬁ't}mraboutﬁu.
snd hadn*t heard them before., I had thought, In view of the attention
focusaing on the , and that many including nowziy were gyme
pathetic to Shaw, that somehow much of mst heve leike? back %o
ﬁm&eﬁa&.ImMﬁuﬂ;W%ﬁkaﬁtﬁw
about the Clinton area, I then decided that T would do more o help the
defense than just mentlon s few names, and I told Panzoca that I had
fairly reocently written a meme listing wiltnesses vho would be used, and
I offored to give 1t to him that

IM-mtmwmmmxmmmmﬁwmx
took the momo home with me in my brief case, Panzeca called me at the
appointed hovr and I net hinm outside the apartment, (My bell doesn®t
work,) He came wp to my aparimont and we talked very briefly, I agaln
re-iterated that I wes convinced that Shaw wes immoecent, I then gave
hin the memcrandum, I expressed some concern as o vho would see it, and
ke said he would re-type it, We then tore the top off the first page of
the momo and threw it mmy. He said 1 would have to tell the Wegnmamn
brothers where he got the memo from, tut said that no-one clse would know
asbouat 14, I was not offered anything for this, Vhon I later gave o states
ment to the D A, %s office concerning this, the precise wording on this
polint wasm / :

"T was not oficrud and @14 not recelve any rommeration,
financial or othervise, for thlsX

Penzeca then put the mamo In his pocket and Jaf¥%,

Sometime after glving this information, towards the end of Angust,

T decided that I could not go or working in the D, A.'s office, I had
previously spoker on the telephone with Clay Felker, cditor of New Terk
Mogazine in New York, and it apperred thet there was a chance I night be
bble to get a Job warking for thet majmzine, I therefore told rvcznbarn of
ﬁmM’sﬁi&MIWh@hM?ﬁﬂ%Mf&aﬂ&b,

Ivon agreed to let me take sbout = week off, T werdt Yo Wevw York and med
Clay Felker, but he exrlained hmt&mt‘:&eywremtatthsttﬁmein
a position to hire me as they were really only interested in hiring giris
for staff postions, mainly tc de fashion vriting ete,

I therefore returned to New Crleans, and had by that time decided
anyvay that the best thing for me to do would be %o cuplete my book en
Ceorge Lewis--a project I have been inveolved in for two yeorr or more,

T returned o the DA's office and told them that I foresav that
there r#ght be a lengthy perled dwring vhich T would have 1ittle or nothing
to do, and T therefore sugpested thet T resign, I also told them that I
wanted to work on the Lewls book, This sugpestion was male %o Louis Ivon,
Atout 2 day later Ivon told me that he had nentioned my sal to Jim
Alcock, who had come up with a compramise solution, I saw Alcock, snd he
mggestedtbatImksdmammrMamﬁ I docided to accoph
this compromise, The next doy he told m2 that he thought a betler sclution
wold be 2 days a woek for $200 a month, X agreed to this, I then started
o work 2 days & week, coxing in on Tuesdoys and Thrrsdays, This arrange-
ment gharted on Sep 1, 1968,

v Little hoppened for the next fowr menths, Tvon, wider vhom I worked,
gawmm!kﬁ:litﬁaﬁn&e,mﬂlw&awismmtmtb.nomm
or twlece during this peried. At one point during this time, Panzeca called
ne again, at gaparmenﬁ ard aglked mo f I would meet hin that evening,
This was vory shortly after the Suprome Court decision mot to stop the
trial, Ve nmet at the Cafe Du Yonle, and then drove ui'f in his car, He



asked me if I knew of any more witnesses in the case, and I said I did
not, He also asked me 1f I knew who would be trying the case for the
state, and I said I thought 1t would mainly be handled by Jim Alcodk.

He meptioned the Supreme Cowrt decision, and we both agreed that i%
world have been the best thing for all parties if they had stopped the
prosecution, I renamber also telling Panzeca at this time that I beliewed
Clay Shaw to be innocent not only in fact btut also morallyw-and in this
resepect I contrabted Shaw's case with Edgar Tugene Bradley, also charged
by Garrison with conspiracy, I explained to Panzeca that vhareas I did
not believe that Bradley had had anything vhatsoever to do with the
assassination, there was in his case at least some fairly aredible ovide
ence that he had wanted to have Kemnedy killed, and may have at cne
stage even solicited someone to kill him, In Shaw's case, however, it
did not look as though there was any evidence that he was even antie
Kemmedy, Therefore, I saild, the charge agalnst hin was particlarly
unjustified, fbmxiwm

During this meeting, Panzeca told me that they were now going to
have to start investigating the witnesses who were listed in the memeo,
He saild this would be done as discreetly as possible, I asked him if they
had found out anything about Charles Speisel and he said that all they
had been able %o determine was that he was something of a mb, and seemed
reluctant to belleved that he would be used as a witness,

A day or two before Christmas I left for Washington, vith Ivonts

for a short vacation, vhich I spent with 2 English jowrnalist
friends, (I had stayed with them in 1967 when working in the Natiomal
Archives for Garrison,) George Lewis died on Dee 31, and I reftaumed to
Vew Orleans on Jan 1, 1969,

Thenmtsig;ﬂimtm&wmedmw@.mte}ywm,zm
8th, It may have been the day before or the day after, This was the
day that nembers of the DA's office were first aware that there had been
a leak in the ecase, I was in Alcock's office on some other business—
Just the two of us,~when he said:s "You haven't been talking %o anyone
have you?" I sald "what do you mean?® He sald "They've been talking te
our witnesses, Gurvich and Aynesvorth are up there in Clinton right now
talking to owr witnesses, You don't know anything ebout that do yout®
I said I didn't, He seemod to accept this and said he believed the leak
may have originated with Bill Boxley, who had been publicly f£ired about
a month earlier by Garrison and accused of being a CIA agent, I said
that T supposed Boxley could have been a logical possibility; Alcock said
however that even though Boxley had been fired he didn't think he would
have done it, as he "worshipped® Garrison, I agreed,

Later on in the day the subject came up again vhen I was again in
Alecock!s office for some incidental reason, This time Iven was also there,
Ivon asked me casually if I remembered James Hardiman, I was a bit confused
by this beecause I honestly coulin't wecall who he was, except that he wam
something 4o do with the Shaw case, le said, "The postman?® I then remem=
bered who he meant. He added that the defense had alse contacted him,
Again I said I didn't know anything sbout it, He then asked me if I could
remamber who had received coples of®fhe trial file®, This was an earlier
memo I had written vhich was similar to the Clay Shaw file memo gliven to
Panzeca, but it didn't list all of the witnesses in the later one, I said
I thought it had gone to the usual distribution--Garrison, Alcock, Ivon
and Sciasmbra, I said I did not have a copy of that memo, which was correct,
That day, Tbon had a copy of that memo out on his desk, and he had obviously
been studying it, considering it a likely source of the leak, He had comple
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otely forjotton about the second memorandum vhich I had wrltten. Sume
time later that day I also saw ¥AAdrew Sciarbra, and he told me there
had been a leak in the office, ®0Of course, you know who it was, don't
you," he said, I said "Tho?" He said "Bill Boxley," IHe reminded me
that Boxley had known sbout the Clinton witnesses, and had gone to
Clinton with him as an investigator,

While I was talking to Ivon and Alcock earlier, Ivon salds "They've
even got coples of our statements,” I said "Stdementsl" this time in
genuine surprise, I asked him how he lnew that they had statements, and
he s.id that ope or twe of the Clinton witnesses had called up the off-
ice, and had said they had besn showm copies of their statements by
Gurvich and Aynesvorth, He obviocusly was at a loss to understand how
the statements could have gotten out, as they had been closoly guarded
in a locked file in Ivon's office,

At that time I was working on some of the "Dealey Plaza® aspects
of the trial, mainly under the direction of Al Oser and Jim Alecock, I
was coning %o work every day, owing to the proximity of the trial, Ome
thing 7 was working on, I recall, was trying to locate Buell Wesley
Frazier in Irving, Texas, To this end we had solicited the assistance
of the Irving and Dallas Police Dept, (as a last resort, it seemed, Later
when I saw Garrison in his office on January 21, he told me that they had
had very good co-operation from the Dallas police in getiing the Dealey
Plaza vitnesses lined up, and I wondered why he hadn't sought that co=
operation before insteal of accusing the Dept, of being conspirators, )

I care in the next day, and they were still talking about the
leak, Once again I saw Jinm Aleock in his offise, and this time he was
oven more concerned, "They've even contacted our boy in New York," he
said, "—-Cbarlassw*lagainezpressadmﬁso. Ivon came in and
made some remark a their "going right down the list® of witnesses,
although he didn't elaborate on which list he was talking about,

Alcock was really worried., "They're looking right down our throat,®
he said, "This could be a disagter. I tell you, we could be locking at
a directed werdiet in this case,” I think he also said something about
this would depend on whether Riisso cracked or not, Also, some time onm
this day, (which would be most probably Thursdey, Jamuary 9th,) Alcock
started to talk agbout = Grand Jury investigation of the leak, He said
he "hated to do it," because of the shortage of time, but he said that
if there was time, he would try to institute an investigation next week,
which would have been the last week bafore the trial, He said something
about "getting Wewsweek" before the grand jury to find out vhere they
had gotten the information from, I saw Sciambra again later on that day
and ho said the @game thing,

That night, after leaving the office, I called Panzeca at his office,
I told him that they were aware of the leak, and that apparently the def-
ense even had copies of our statements, He said they had statements, bubt
implied that they came from earlier on in the investigation, and reminded
me that someone elsc had left the DA's office earlier on, (strongly imp-
lying Gurvich,) I asked Panzeca what I should do if I was asked to take
a polygraph and he suggested thot I "indignantly refuse to take it.* He
reninded me that he had not told anyone of the source of the leak, (The
substance of this conversation was included in the f{irgt statement I gave
the DA's office (dated Jan 17th 1969), but only very briefly mentioned in
the second,) The question of whether or mot the defenge had statements
was of course of interest to me, as it might have indicated two lesaks,
Subsequently, when Ivon was aumre of the document I had given the defense,
he told me he was "satisfied®™ that nothing else had leaked out, and he






