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Appeals Court Orders DA

A federal appeals court has

refused to allow New Orleans °

Dist. Atty. Jim~ Garrison to
Jpursue the John F.:XKenmedy
‘assassination case any further
-through :prosecution -of Clay
-Shaw on a perjury charge,

. Shaw was acquitted in 1969

of canspiring to dssassinate -
»the President, but two days,

later ‘was ‘charged by Garri-
son with lying on the stand

the 42-day trial

“ In his’ amouncemmt; Gam-
- 8on traced his career -as DA
and alluded to the Shaw case,
as he had done many txmes
before, by saying “in some in-
stances the forees which I had

k. to fight were considerably
- more powerful than I was.”
 Garrison has accuse® 'the.

federal govednment of *‘cover-
ing up the true story” of the
assassination and sajd that

“the “federal military-industri-

-al complex is out to get me ”
: ]

HE BITTERLY oppased the
Warren Commission report

that Lee Harvey Oswald was .

the lone assassin of Kennedy.
Shortly after the report he
filed charges against Shaw. .

Shaw, a highly respected
New Orleans businessman be-
fore the trial and onetime
director of the International

him financially and socially.

Trade Mart once said"that
the Garrison probe has ruined

After the acquittal, Garrison -

. said that Shaw lied when he

< court
"ben-y.

testified that he never knew
Oswald, and the perjury
charges were filed. :
‘Shaw - 'wént to -US.. Dist,
6 Herbert Christen-
“that Garrison be
»h'om prosecuting; and
the “judge agreed that Shaw
was being “harassed and per-
secuted.” )
THE 5TH Circult !s uphold-
ing the lower court ruling,
- utifized Puch of Chm;enber}
“ By s “written opinion,  ~ h
Christenberry. in his 21-
page ruling, noted that in
Garrison's book of the assassi-
nation, there were several ref-
erences to the Dreyfus case in .
France in 1894 involving a
famed miscarriage of justice.

Pt — — a— — — —— -

“When we consxder~ Garri-

. son's actions toward Shaw, it

is small wonder that in writ-
ing his book thaf classic ex-
ample of injustice came to
mind,” Christenberry wrote.
.. The 5th Circuit said it
ggreed with Christenberry’s
Fmdmg that there exists a
“serious question concerning
the basis for Garrison's deci-
sion” to investigate the Ken-
nedy case. .

THE LOWER court judge
had stated that Garrison could
not prove he had good grounds
to arrest Shaw on the con-

~ spiracy charges.

“‘Apparently, his jurisdiction

was based on Oswald's activi- -

ties in New Orleans in the
summer of 1963,” tae 5th Cir-
cuit said. ‘“‘However, it is
strange indeed ' that, mearly
three years after the- assassi-

nation, Garrison would degide
fo undemkg - investigthn
of suct}xl g;avity merely bﬁ-
cause he disagreed the
findings of the Wan;;w Cajl;
mission and Oswald had
some time in New Orlea
Garrison had. ?
Christenberry’s ruling 49;
5th Circuit, charging J
judge was biased

evenifharassmentm gzre y

shown, it would not be ¢ 4
ground to' do ‘apy mq& !

injury to Shnw - g g!,l o
nessmanhld dimed.s o 4y
“WE HOLD th&‘ a

showing of bad taith o
rassment is, equivalent
showing of mepatah

..., the St i

The appeals court said Gar- :

rison’s argument of bxasfz!l!

.prejudice of the triat d?

“Is totally without merlt. Sues




