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DA ELECTION, PROBE FUNDS
OVERLAPPED, WITNESS SAYS
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Overlap in Funds Told
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anolints to $236.

A, Well it’s not really typi-
cal because it is a sheet sub-
mitted in advance.

Q. What is an emergency
exvense?

- 3.1 understood that was for
anything not allowable under
normal procedres,

. Jones went ‘on to- exvlain
that emergency exvense could
inc'ude something as minor as
meals or some‘hing as large
as a Major exvense. .

Q. Don't vour record show
you-paid Mr. Sciambra on the
basis .of this estimated ex-

account? Right?

:A. Yes, I gave him a check.

A, During the t-ial of th=

«Qvoow comsniracy case, weren't

a substantial . mumber of wit-
nesgses “ brought to New Or-
Jesns from: Dailas and other

1 and given board and

’ 7 :Wasn’t that paid

AL
- fines and ' fees account.

Q. WRl: pridr to' the begin-

‘of the tial ;

":No #ir, that was from

3 e brongat o Kew or

_sA. Therp . were- some wit-
nes se eXpenses were
paid, but I don’t know exactly
t those .were for. Some
witnesses expenges were paid
“womn :fines . and fees, but I
dont know what thése were
for. - '
., Judge ~Christenberry then
asked, “Do you have 5 vouch-
Jer.for Mr. Gurvich’s trip lo
#9 ax" Vegas-when he brought
M. Garrison. 8 brown sport
d that Gurvich’s
%fpmmted for in the

nt?
me the.
nount i iren the begin- -
b gof the o -in 1067 to
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fees?

Trom $45,000 £ $50.00,

Q. That’s in addition to the

,0007
A No. That would be sub-
tracted from the total. Per-
. haps’ $25.000 or $30.600 should
‘he sub‘Tacted from the total,
“7In the last testimony before
‘a 10-minute recess shortly aft-
er. noon, - Wegmann asked
. Jones about a check for $315
"‘made out to Steven R. Plot-

$99
tra

“kin, - C
“What did that coves?”

Wegmann asked. = -

A, From isainory I'd say .

.of
David Ferrie's -
nue Parkway ¢ for
July, August and :

of 1967. e

Jones read a letter from
Plotkin to Garrison in which
Plotkin told the DA “he had
spoken with City: Councilman
Eddie L. Sapir, Ferrie’s land-
lord. Ferrie’s rent was in ar-
rears. . :

Q. When did the district at-
torney’s office take possession
of Ferrie’s apartment?

A. I don’t know.

Wegmann then tald Jones
that Garrismn had advanced
the fund more than $15,000 for
irv~stigation expenses. e
asked if the DA had ever been
repaid the money.

Mot to my knowledge,” an-
swered Jones.

ASKED WEGMANN: “Was
there an obligation on the part
of the city or the state to pay
back this money?"

“I don’t know,” replied
Jones.

Jones told Christenberry that
one account was named J. G.
Safi. The name, he said,
stood for “Jim Garrison Spe-
cial Accoynt for Investiga-
tion.” i\ -

Q. Wheri“wag the J. G. Safi
account established?

A. In March, 1967,

Q. Is it still open?

A Yes it iy

Q. What is"fhe amount now
in it? N

A. Four huntred and some
dollars. |

Q. What is the date of the
last activity which occurred ;
relating to the account?

A. August, 1969.

Wegmann then contended !
that since Shaw’s acquittal on :
the conspiracy charge in 1969
the J. G. Safi account has
been used only intermittent-
Iy and for small amounts.

WEGMANN asked Jones if
he ever secured a ruling from
the Internal Revenue Service
that the account was a tax-
exempt fund.

“1 don’t know,” Jones an-
swered, “I merely set up an
expense fund, not a corpora-
tion.”

Under questioning by Al
ford, Jones stated that the
fines and fees account in the
DA’s office includes only of-
ficial money from bond for-
feitures and fines.

~ account.

-nected with any other office

JONES ALSO said that

about $25,000 of the $99,488
came from the fines and fees

He added that the cily au-
dits the fines and fees ac-
counts annually.

Jones also said documenta-
tion of the Garrison -investi-
gation expenses have been
turned over to Shaw’s attor-
neys, except for actual re-
ceipts for hotels and airline
tickets.

JONES SAID some money
in the accounts was provided
by campaign contributions
for Jim Garrison’s re-election |
in 1969.

« Alford took up the cross ex-
amination of Jones.

. Mr. Jones have we
turned everything over to the
defense except for motel bills
and similar vouchers? .

An argument followed as to
whether everything had been
turned over to Shaw's attor-
-neys and Judge Christenberry
said the question might not be
important as it had been prov-
en that it would have been
easy to divert some of the
privately given funds to a
purpose other than what was
intended.

Volz and Alford took excep-
tion, sa that no misuse
of ad been proven.

JUDGE Christenberry re-
rmarked, “I was merely stat-
ing what was possible.”

Alford resumed the cross-
examipation of Jones.

Q. Why weren't these motel

] ot .
’Ah. m& hany, halty: :

wtih e T Needabkahiel 83
many as 1 codid, we suve 8
the receipts. |

Q. They are very volumi- |
nous?

A. Yes.

Q. Has Mr. Garrison given
you any instructions regard-
ing the records?

A. He has told me to give
Mr. Shaw's attorneys every-
thing they ask for. .

Wegmanp then asked, one
question. x

Q. In your years with Mr..
Garrison have you ever hand-
led any account like the J. G.
Safi account.

A. No sir. :

Alford then fired back with
one last question of his own.

Q. Have you ever been con-

that investigated the death of
a president?
"A. No sir,

Y



