Late

The trial of Clay L. Shaw, retired New Orleans business-
man accused by Dist. Atty, Jim Garrison of conspiring lo
murder President John F. Kennedy, could be set for late
next month, Criminal District Judge Edward A. Haggerty
said today.

Judge Uaggerty inude this observation after ordering
Garrison to tell Shaw's attorneys approximately when the
DA contends Shaw met with Lee Harvey Oswald (the ac-
cused assasein), the late David W. Ferrie and Jack Ruby
in Baton Rouge.

Septembe

The judge also ordered Garrison o nami the slate
and city on the West Coast in which Le claims Shaw com-
mitted an overt act relating to the assassination conspiracy

alleged by Garrison,

THESE WERE THE ONLY POINTS won by the de
fense as Judge Haggerty ruled on a set of motions asking,
the DA to give more inlormation on his charges agninst

Shaw,
The judge gave

the detense until Aug 30 to file a s

able

mental motion lo :.E_m.__ the indictiient against Shaw and the
state until Sept. 6 to answer the motion.

Judge Haggerty said he will rule on the
13, then noted that. “barring sone uniorseen deve
the trial could be set for the latter part of Septenber.

He said all of the pleadings will liave heen e leted by
the middle of the month and the “late won the right o sel
a trial date as soo as pre-rial pleadings are over,

i
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T OJURGYE HALGERTY ssued
a loagtily legal opimon deal-
ing with the nature of the
crime of conspiracy. He made
the following key points: )
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1
1
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pose, the fact )
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3. When a consplragy exists,
the joining of new: members
itiwresfier does  nol gikeate 8
new conspiracy.’ -

& 1t is not negekefry’ that
eaty conspirator” comimit an
overt act .. .U_%_nhowo: act
mav be commitied by any
member of the conspiracy.
The overt act need not in it-
self be criminal. Anything
done to carry out the conspir-
 acy is' a sufficient overt act,
even making a phone ‘call or
‘a Tetter. :

5. Crlminal responsthility for
the cobspiracy is not affected
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6. Buch conspirator is luble
for any act of every partici-
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mitted i pursuance of the
original plan and object.
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9. A conspirator may clear |, (his j;iformation. b

himseli by proving that he

withdrew from the conspiracy | soocific evsuence of what were

before the overt act was com-
mitted.

Ou the alibi matter, Judge
Haggerty said: -

“The legal error and fallacy
thot . . . the defense has fall-
en into . . . 1s that an alibl
is not u defense when a per-
son is ~harged with a criminal
conspiriey.”’

The jadge then took the de-
fense’s requests in the bill of
particulars by groups.

The first group asked for the
exact date when Shaw alleged-
ly entered into the conspiracy.

Ruby and Shaw. 1 so vrder
the stale to parliclarize
ther. 1 further-dicvet that the
stale’s amswer 10 paragraph
22D he
explainibg where on the West
| Coast, particularly the state |
and the city, [ do order.” ﬂ
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the state in
defense requoest in the bill of
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the stote said, was
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The sixth group, again seek.
ing more information about
the alleged overt acts, were
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jeans to Baton Rouge in the 2 cady complied with by the
fall of 1953 whd there et stale, Judge Haggerty ruled.
ing Lee Marvey Gswald aid A final seventh group of
Jack Ruby at the Capitol requests  sought iESa:c:
House Hotel and delivering 1o | about the state’s evidence
which Judge Haggerly said
the state was nol required to
give.

Defense  attorney F. Trvin
Dymond told the court he
would lite exceptions to all of
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the court's rulings except in
fie two cases where Garrison
was ordered to supply infor-
ination.

Ruling on a motion to select
a trial date, Judge Haggerty
<aid he saw no reason for &
conference since the state can
set the trial date when the

pleadings are complete. '
SHAW'S .| ATTORNEYS to-

_day also took steps to have

testimony taken from San-

dra Moifett (Mrs. Lillie Mae
McMaines), in Des Moines,
Towa.

Mrs. McMaines, a formp
girliriend of the state's Year
wilness Perry Russo, has ¥Ye-
fused to retirn to New Or

{Continued on ﬂn. "13)

Shaw dur-

has charged that it

i took place 1n September, 1863, “ otien said that toe
and Judge laggerty held that | i copy of alet-
they did not have to be any | - ter t- Garivon teen Mrso -
more specific than (hat. CMeMines” attorney, ©Lex

wkius, which offers to have

The iudye said, “This is A © :
ke a her available in Des Moines

peculiur ‘ype crime, calling | | a, 24
for pecubar tvpe proof, and Avg 2. -
-counsel s pot permitied to Judge  Haggerty ,m.:a he |
would need time fo study the
present 1o motion and sald that he had
e - evidence ana sz

“pever heard of such a thing
.. 1 never heard of faking a
deposition like this—like in a
civil case.” He said there is
nothing .in the erininal code
to allow a deposition to he

1

one or more of
, co-conspirators.
Judge Haggerty ruled that

since nlibiis not a defense taken in the manner sug-
NN A yested.
the defendant not entitled i He .gave fhe slate ntil

Monday to file an answer to
the motion. :
+ Dymond wid the court, "It
preity obvious that both } .
sides want this testhimony.”

The third group asked for

the overt acts and what w

leans for questioning by the .
. DA’s office. L= e
Today, Shaw's attorneys
filed a motion for deposition
.by agreement to take her tes-
timouy in Des  Moines and
asked that the DA’s ollice
join them for the tuking of |-
the deposition. .
They pointed out in the mo-
tion that the state has been
anxious lo have her testi-
mony for the Shaw trial and
said they, too, are anxious
ta have her testimony on rec-




