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wnl, remam unresolve@,unt:l
_sttrlct Attorney Jlm 'Ga_rrx’s_on

‘ Attorney James L Alcock

-said he ig' ‘certain that: Garri:
‘son,’ who has had a bnck; ail-:
:| ment for about one year, :
be able to. testify soon.

i = Shaw .is:. charged with Hav-
ing::lied.: when. he- said. ynder
-{oath: on - Feb. 16, "1969, ithat -he
|did " not ; know.: Lee Harvey 08~
‘Iwald and David W..Ferrie; two
Jof the:men-with whom' he-was
accused of - having: conspnredto
urde: Presxdent ‘John -

: Shaw made -the . denlals
when he .took the, witness stand
in-his own defense ;while:being
tried on the consplracy trial;:.
12-man.*jury > acquitted* him*

the charge on March. 1;:1969. ...

<

Judge O’Hara’ saxd the mal
ter will remain’ open until* Gar-
bbaprihet Eyk

- despite”the absence of
“son and the othér witness
poenaed by the' ‘defénse, .,éé"m.

Y Shaw's . attorneys,” asked

| because * “Garrison’-'and * ‘Helen

Dietrich, 2 court reporter,’ Avere
not available to testify. Tuesday,

+§ *vEach time, the ‘judge’ denied

ry + charg, ‘,pmeed :

F,. Trvin - “Dymond’ of|
qthat' ‘the’ ‘hearing he" continted|

the ‘request, but- after the _Sec|

T it ot SN

‘lond- request he added the’ as-|

nessdcalled to the st

:|the jury which acquitted Shaw|
‘thas already passed on his testi-
- |mony, .and that. the mafter, has
- |already been adjudlcated ,

-Shaw ‘Ferrie gnd Oswald ‘met!.
:lin Ferries apartment - at? 3330|4
|Louisiana Aveij Pkwy." in~ Sep-|’

{0 Perry
: testiﬁed that, h ] watnessedi' Such

- the conspiracy #
, idefendant . .had not . 'been . ac-{
- |quainted wrth &geen Oswald, or|
- |Ferrie,” Dymon

: [Tecognizing AIcock as:
:{swer the question..

- not understand --what Dyniond
|meant by the theory of

-|any way that. your contention’ of

S
first assistant; was theonly wit-|

polite’ sparring match between

:[Dymond and Alcock “aver what! ~|%

the first-assistant “DA™tried {0

: provemthempertammgtoff

<|Shaw's g1le g Nelﬁ%mtanqe '

with USwald an

" The defense contends th

. To subj ; another
trial would be a-denial” of - his
rlghts ' defense’ attorneys’ claim. |
Dymond cited a ' 'series - of|
meetmgs alleged “to  have & oc-
curred by Garrison in’ an\ open-,
ing statement "at: Shaw’: {
spiracy trial. )
After each Dy &
Aleock if it wou]d not. be. neces- :
sary for: Shaw to have kriown or|
at least to have seen Oswald or|’
Ferrie for the all gatxons to be|,
true.

placed with Oswald, Ferrie, or

both . S ﬁ%ﬁm
j o MEETING 8 CLAIMED
One -‘allegation - was * that

tember, 1963, fo dsctiss means|
and methods of executmg a con-|
spiracy . with. regard to “the as-f
sassmatlon of John F. Kennedy
Raymond Rsso’ wﬁo

"Accordin to the. theory of

theory have been ;).oss ‘ble if the|

mke&Mcock

witness ‘and- ordered hi

Aleock "said he reAIly

. 4 Assuming - that -
had mever seen nor even “been
acquainted  with 'Ferrie ‘or Os-
‘|wald, would. there - have . been

-|how the consp'racy fook. place

lcould be frue?!”:Uymond askea.}

|there was -no w:

Hjury - -that:{: the’ §®nspkatMa} ]

In each instance, 'Shaw was

,.'4 e '&. PR

Under those: cir irctimstances,
. be

meeting.. 0 pl i Ferrie’

(placing emphasis""
oﬁsnh'atd;'ia}'meetm'

y-present,
a: party in’a’ French»’Qﬁ p
apartment attended by
June;: 1963 Charles Sp

ged: - Vernori Bundy':
cotics’ addict, testifiéd al

jment }:said.;; Several .. %

testxti%d ab’ofut seeing’ th ;

. Dymond * made “ the*po]
‘the

# gard ‘a“ >

testimony - if:: he testiﬁed Aalselyiiy

W'rherefore, Dymond, argued, |¢
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% "Dymond” then said it ‘was at the conspiracy trial and the

Shaw is not a pauper,
{fina lally‘ fa'ble o1k
pt

- 4
Shaw with .transcrip of all




