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JFK PROBE
TARRISON

IS

and ALLAN KATZ .. ,"‘m; v,

‘District ‘Attorney. Jin.. Gn'dlm said
today his ‘investigation ot he assagsi-

vmono(Mdeu Kamed,

: been complefed.”¥"

" Garrison, testifying ay's defendant ir

ﬁt‘mu by Clay L: Shaw #ho seeks to,
perjury r ainst him

!uvwn out. said of

ﬁ vhﬂhat gonclu-
lie* repn-_ﬁ o ‘the -citizens
1 et P d d,

of New

E

'aarmant at least ag gq u publiclty is
“’tmee:m, Alace was 'acquitied
\M‘Marchl 1980, on ththecon-

'spired to xilt Kennedy
Sbaw was od will. perjury on
’ -illebasi.'.olfl.:‘lrg i?mthecon
; thacurtent hearing in
on s plea that the
: ﬂroww ot because his

#ivil rights®are beliig’ yithifed. The
w::;rmbgf mwtrd&iﬁto ity sécondiday to-

ore: Di#rk:t Judge Her-

,;

- for the probe

- fbeing questioned
[-by Shaw: Sthrney Willlam Wegmann
W bout 2 book,h‘ééwrote entitled “Heri.

; * proces becanse of . ghaw s
;_;neyMn that ;the DA has & finamcial
; v'*‘*“hteresrin?rmﬁng hun, that is pub-
Hcizing the book.,-+ .

ra;ig prite. the ook ‘and -sald its
jet‘g rg;{ter “concerm the’, transl-

 cAfter. Garrison admmed that most of
&e k\fmmiﬁoﬁ in ;hg book was gath-
l!ed ﬂ!e Kentiedy probe;’ ngann
Sitked ‘the DA it the {nvéstigatlon is
s&ﬂlln effect. ;.
2 o

E

vy

?.:lhuwm ﬁ'r?;ﬁ’nulxllis;lopuhtma ’

obe hegan Inte in 1968

LNDED,

DECLARES

out.of the - M&ﬁm él Sbaw, Gar-
rison sal(* E

“Yes, . We accumalated: lo much. jn-
formation it could not all:be put into
the book; I-would like. o put it in a
public report to the citizeng of New
Orleans. There was just no room

Tarn to Page 6, Column 1
Continued from Front Page

enoligh for all the mformntnon in the
bock "

GARRISON SAID he has a royal-
v interest in the sale of the baok
and a contract for three other books.

He said he -has refused offers to

District. Aﬁomey JIM GARRISQN ngh!,
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publicize -the book because it might
influence Shaw’s perjury trial.

At one point, Wegmann asked the
court’s permission to introduce a copy
of “Heritage of Stone” in evidence
and Garrison interjected:

“If you like, I'll be glad to auto-
graph it {or you,”

ON ANOTHER MATTER, Ggrrison
confirmed that funds were received
from John J. McKeithen to help fi-
ance the probe, James A. Alcock,

“lormer first assistant DA, acknowl-
edged in yesterday’s session that two
checks for $5,000 each were received
from McKeithen.

In a discussion of his office’s han-
dlirg of the funds used in the probe,
< Garrison said at one pomnt: ¥ .

< “If our accounting procedures were:
enmpared to those of the Bank of New
Orleans, we would come in second.”

While talkative on some points, Gar-
rison wds recalcitrant when it came .
to disclosing details of the Kennedy
probe.

is accom-v
panied by investigator STEVE BORDELON as he
arrives at federal court-to testify in the hearing fo

. bar him from proaeeuting Clay L Shaw on perjnr_r
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der qnesunnma by Wlmam Weg-

Garrison was asked: =

f;f-"-‘What’ withésses did you ha've on

-1, 1087; to base your order to
rest Clay Shaw?’

o G‘ﬁﬁm obijected to answering, say-

ing: -

}'L e o(ithe"mnsedmonmtdjherone
dﬂnstwomenwouldhlvehae&
sentxalwitnm"”? ‘,4{:, r T

i o gd further, he’ said ‘the as-

@’%och Wwas “part of the tbeory of

the -state’s case.”

£ Garrison - also testified there ‘“‘was
: never any attempt to involve Shaw” in
gﬁ events in Dealy Plaza in Dallas where

" {;the assassination occurred. _

~ ‘The.DA said Charles Speisel, a wit-

5 bess who testified about an alleged as-

o, J25sination plot in the conspiracy trial,

e’ Christenberry.: ©
Atoumhut“

T,
[

"Ibel!g%ltﬂunmdlbeﬂmlt\
now.

- .. -Garrison - heume visibly annoyed.
wben asked abeuit another witness, Ver-

non Bundy, wbo ied in the con-
spiracy trial he saw Shaw and Oswald
together, He_again said he would be
violating his oath of office to answer.

Judge Christenberry again refused to
force Garrhon Ip answer, saying thgt

Alcock testified on that point yester-
day and the prior testimdny wouldsﬁ‘i
accepted as accurate if the DA refu.

to talk. Garrison did not reply.

THE JUDGE AND Wegmann noted
that Alcock’s testimony indicated
Bundy’s information against Shaw be-
came available only after Shaw was

. arrested.

Garrison declined to answer any fur-
ther questions about Bundy, charging

. Wegmann A “on a fishing expedi-
N mn ”

The Judge again stressed that when
Garrison refuses to answer, he will
base his decision in the case on testi-
mony from other witnesses.

AT ONE POINT, during questions
about his office’s conduct of the con-
spiracy trial, Garrison pointed his fin-
ger at Shaw and said:

J™oaq would infinitely rather see Clay
Sﬁaxncquimd than see him contyicted
~sind "have -a trial about which there
-were any. questloux :
'In, yesterday’s - session,’ Judge

. tenberry raised the~quesﬁm of

Shaw’s case was handled dlffetut!y
from that of other defendlnts.

CHRISTENBERRY, 123-year veter
an of the federal bench, -Jet it :be -

known yesterday he thinks at:Joast on¢
part of the case dxdn't seem tn “be
. handled right. - - g
“ . . 1 saw on tel xonwllen
Shaw was in the courtmom cén'ﬂor
the day he was arrested on a charxe
.of conspiring to kiil President-Johm B+
Kennedy surrounded by police and:
trict attorneys,” Christenberry

yesterday on one ‘of the seversi’ oea..k

casions he interrupted tesumony'
the hearing to make comments,

“It seemed confused. As far as- that' ;
goes, it didn’t seem to be handled
like any other trial,” the judge added.’

Christenberry asked several ques:
tions during the hearing about the as-

sassination trial. At one point he asked
how long the jury was out.

“Fifty-five minutes,” answered one
of the attorneys.

. Christenberry shook his head in be-
wilderment saying, “Fifty-five min-
utes after a 40-day trial.”

He added with a smile that this
hearing isa’t going to last as long as
the trial lasted.
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" Allegedly Linked Shéw, Ferné Oswald

One of the witnesses. Dls-
trict Attorney Jim .Garrivon -
smd he planned to call in the. .

Cilay Shaw perjury trial-
hanged himself in.the jail at. -
Clinton, La., on June 6, 1968. .-

Records "in Clint.on con-

drunk charge, hnnged !:!mself
with his belt. -

In: his. answer to Shaw's
Us. D:strict Court. motxon to

sent”

in- its perjury case
against Shaw. The angwer -

said the witnesses pbeerved.

Shaw in the company of Dav-
id Ferrie and Lee Hamy Os
wald.

GARRISON CLAIMS Shaw
lied whea-he testified he did

~ o

- Garrison Wltness IsDead.

- distriet al

.not know Oswald and If'p!‘r

“That testimony came: ln
+Shaw’s trial on -a charge he
-+ consplred to assassinate Pres:
ident ‘John F. Kennedy.. He

. WA ‘Equxtted of those

firmed ‘-today that Andrew .’
Haden Dunn, jailed on-a:

Gﬁrl‘un’s answer -ir - the
“coutt’ of i Jndge Herbert W.

hrmctterry sald--Dunn
ftestity that,-d
flemonstrations

b‘t Shop in- Clintony, across’
. tha: street. from the voter re-
, gistrar’s office, “at which
time he saw. Shaw, Ferrle and
Oswald - to
W'mlam

the answer should e flenti-
fied the witnesi'ds William E.

"...Dunn, .a Clinfon construction
= and tatro worker

ho tﬁﬁhed‘
in the Shaw conspiracy trial.
Dunn in the 1969

A 1

“elvil”
‘the’

s\m?ar of 1963, he was ‘it-
. tingn front of Wﬂzht'.s Bar- ..
* ton some _}xme ago.

rd mgasutant,'
y, Aaid: hdw,

dtrial that he, was working in a

 civil rights voter registration
drive .jn Clinton during tha%
1963 summer, that he saw Os-

wald in the voter reglstratwn
-Jine;7and: that he saw Shaw in

Ca parked mtOmobue

IT ALSO WAS learned today
that “John - Manchester, who
Garrfson - identified as the
Clinton town marshal, re-
:signed and- moved from’ Clin¢

Garrison - sald - Mmcﬁé;«ter
will:testify that, during eivil

r ights “demonstrations that
ummer in Clinton, he saw ag

hauto parked on a streel
“’“he established
to the occupants‘of

ca.r t ‘they were from the

‘hational Trade 'Mart &
New Orleans. He identified
" the “occupants of the cac K
‘Clay Shau and Dawid Ferrfa.”

j~~f?' o




“The second day of a UL
i, Court hearing on Clay
Shaw's. bid to aveid gotig’
trial oft perjury charges got

under way: today before Judge

Herbert W, Christenberry. .
The first witness called -was.
Joseph  Rault Jr., New Or-
leans businessman, who was
} of the founders of Truth
nd .Consequences, a group
formed to finance District At-
tarney Jim Garrison's probe
of the assassination of Presi-

. dent John F. Kennedy.

AFTER RAULT introduced
some bapk records which had
bedn subpensed, Garrison
hifself appeared and Rault

down temporarily so-

Mged A could testify.

uv’l}qham bWeegmann. a snhi"
& ey, gan questioning
Gdrhun »l!«q‘h the text of

tha, tegimbny::-
“4Q, When. did your office be-
‘iyestigiting the death of
dent John F. Kennedy?
K. ¥ dom't recall the year
extctly. We began a short in-
vestigation a few davs after
§* assassination when  we
ned Oswald had uent a
few days in New Orle.:u.h We
arpested David Foovie for fur-
thédr investigation 1~ the case
but let the matier go bucause
federal authorities were !
ing into it. Several yeurs later
in. 1966, when we determined
that their investigation was a
fake, we resumed our investi-

. When - was... Shaw . first
d to vonr affice” :

A, He was cgued m .early
1947,

“Q. When he: qu.d
he. adyised he tntmpect’
:de}?e Whenaéle was ftl#
¢ Was nof:a suspect
Q. Was he ’, :

el and ™ ol S “his
, efe.? .

-A. No, but “hot a
mkpeCt at that ti ’

timaa
Q. On what dete did Sbaw
b&ome & suspect?,..
R It was such. a. grqdual
“g that it's almosr. impossi-
to estimate a  definite
It wag, someum after
oltir second »mterview “with
him. There was something -
-ahput his answers that did not
coppletely correspond and. fit
aur questioning,. He was’ nevm;
‘called again without a awyet: -
'Q..Wheh was that 3.3

© terview? o -.'.‘.’}:" o

- A. I'm not sure butift was
wnt.hm a short time after the
l_!xj_tial interview in Decemb.el_\

ke

THESTATES - ITEM

Aher that um! Ne Was Coneia-
ered a suspect.

Q. Was Shaw & swspect on
Manch 1, 1967 {the day he was
arrested)? A

A. Yes. ’ i

Q. Was he advmed he was
a suspect?

A? Yes.

Q. When did Perry Ray-
mond Russo come to your ai-
tention? )

A. I do not have an exact
date but that is a matier of
public record.

Q. Isn't it a fact that Russo
came to light when Andrew
Sciambra (assistant district
attorney) went to Baton
Rouge to interview Russo”

. Yes.

. Did Scnmbra prepare a
memorandum in connection
with his interview? .

Al He prepared two of
them, - v

Q. Im't it trye that the
memorandum did not mention
& conspiracy plot?

Assistant DA William Alford
objected to the qdesnon and
the judge overruled the objec-
tion.

A. The memorandum went
into matiers at such length
that T amn not sure of all the
details it hrought ou'.

Q. Did Sciambra prepare a
second menviranaum?

A. Yes. He aiso supplied me
with verhal commentary on
the interview.

Q. When did Sciambra teli
you of the meeting on Louisi-
ana Avenue?

A. On his return from Baton
Rouge.

Q. Did you believe him?

A. I didn’t make a determi-

. nation of the veracity of the

information. 1 was interested
and wanted to talk to him
more about it.

The judge asked Garrison,
“What prompted you to send
Sciambra to Baton Rouge?”

- A.-1t was prompted by an
anpouncement by Russe short-
+ ly after Ferrie’s death that
there had beer such a.meet-

Q Did Russo wnte you a
letter?

‘A. No, I believe the initfal
informaﬂon we received was
in: his public announcement to
newsmen in Baton Rouge.

Q. .When Russo came to
New ' Orleans after Feb. 3,
1967, was he subjected to hyp~
notxc sessions?

A. He was only subjected io'
hypnotic sessions',.fouowing in-

hmon‘y ‘of

- Clay

L . NEW ORLEAR

Shaw

structions by our office. The
purpose being to obtain a de-
gree of cooperation in that we
wanted something additional
to his statements because of

the seriousness of his charges.
Buch a session was set up by
). (Nicholas) Chetta (the

late Orleans. Parish -coroner)
and Dr. (Esmond) Fatter.
Q. How many sessxons was
do? 1 :

suggestion given Russo?

A. As I recall the testimony
of Dr. Fatter, the only post-
hypnotic suggestion given
Russo was for hinﬂo tell the
truth.

Q. Were Lee Harve
and David Ferrie
Shaw was indicted?

A. Well, Oswald was elimi-
nated within 48 hours of the
assassination but Ferrie was
alive when Shaw was indicted
and we were considering in-
dicting him sho"tly before his
death.

Q. What witnesses did you
have on March 1, 1967, to
base your order to arrmt Ciay
Shaw?

A, Garrison at tbis point ub-
jected to answering, saying:

“In my considered judg-
ment I would not be doing my
duty to answer the reasons
for making a policy decision.”

The judge at this point said,
“But that question doesn’t in-
volve policy.”

Alford objected. saying
“This is prwileged informa-
tion.”

The judge responded, “But
this case is closed.”

Alford replied, “‘I object to
the court asking Garrison to
violate his oath of office.”

ASSISTANT DISTRICT At-
torney John Volz stood up at

"Dswald
¢ when

this point and told Judge .

Christenberry,  “We regard
the information on the first

case '(the conspiracy case) -
. and this case to be so .inter-

twined that any reveMtions
about one would lnvanably af-
fect the other.” : .

A e e i ¢ Svae e e v e e e a e o

Garrison, addressing t
judge, said: “If I were to @p-
swer that -question, I w

office and _

so I must refisg8;answer.”
Shaw altotigy: Wiham Weg--

mant’ agked. {he” flidge to or-

der Gatripelf: f;; answer and

ied: “Now

walt a , -refuses to
answer, we'lkkave'lo: assume
there was e83. "™

Q. How: wete, lnvolved
in the “’a _"}.»,"'
. A, 1. soget Ised the ‘en’tire- :
irot phase W $he myestigation
and Ia out the second
phase lo terrts, making’

my- role primarily:one of con--
trolling their. investigation. 1.
assxgned the prosecution to:
James Alcock. .

Q. Was it not an essential
element of your original case
to prove Shaw was associated
with Lee Harvey Oswald and
David Ferrie?

A. Yes. 1t is my recollection
at the time of the prosecution
that either one of those two
men would have been essen-
tial witnesses.

Q. But - we're not talking
about essential wiinesses and
you haven't answered my
question about whether it was
essential to prove Shaw knew
Oswald and Ferrie.

A, Yes, we sct out to prove
he knew either one of them.

Q. Was that the theory of
tha state’s case?

A. It was part of the theory
of the state’s case.

Wegmann showed Garrison
a transcript of his opening
statement ii the conspiracy
trizl and asked him if he
made the statement.

Garrison said he did and
that it outlined what the state

" hoved to prove.

Q. Did you make refcrence
in your statement ic tre fact
that Shaw knew Lee Harvey
Oswald and that the state
would prove this?

A. Yes.

Q. When you made refer-
ences to the Dallas witnesses
of the assassination, did .any

of them ever mention Clay -
- Shaw?

A. No, there was never any

- aftempt 10 involve Shaw in
the.Dallas events. As we saw

Hearin

be in vibla-

-



,»jt, there were.two parts to the
' gsgassination — the pre-assas-
~ ghnation events in which Lee
"‘Harvey Oswald was set up: a8
‘a potential patsy ‘with a ree.
- ord of left-widg-activities” i
New Orleans and-a second,
_part being” what led to the
g;r:n(s in Dallas. At no time.
we try .to. connect
- with Dallas. M
Q. Are_you saying that the
{ Dallas " Witnesses had no im-
" portance in the conspiracy
“trial?
* A. The Dallas witnesses
were important to the state’s
case but that importance did
“mgt Involve Clay Shaw. The
r,m!ents surrounding the assas-
. sipation were all comparimen-
i talized and one was rot neces-
;8pily connecled 1o the other.
¥+ Wegmann asked Garrison if
“he recalled the witness

;.Charles § '
; Garrison mhed “Yes, He:
. was ok, s vy good witness,”
Garvison sald his recom-
* frfersdation:“was “ that Speisel
« net be used in the conspiracy
but Alcock decided to put

on the stand.

GARRISON SAID he did not
Anterfere with Alcock's deci-

“slon because “it would be ke

telluvg a pilot how to fiy.a
“plane.”
Wegmann then. turned to &
fHe dctector test administered
to Russo by Lt. Edward M.
<0'Donnell of the New Orleans
‘Police Department. He pro-’
o iwfluced” a copy of the repo
) gxtag that O’Donnell  sa
usso could not récall chh
,statemems swere; made by
Shaw. Ferrle and? Qswald gt~

L e

Gun;oa éazd,,
t ‘dekined w hing to be

.M

<.

vague and negat)
Jwith an unusug
" speculations. He:‘
¢ ally .the report ’
_betause it se
_mnclusw_ev;j :

PN ._t{.

GARRISON DEN&ED he. :

to convince 0'Dignnell t5-”
dezvy the repock: ¥nd said
" the officer lled: at a meeting.’
‘mth Garrison ™ and members
* of his staff.: B
“‘At this meetlng, Russo de~
nied having sald certaln
things to O'Donnell and
O'Donnell inferred that he had

taped his session with Russo,”*
he said.'“It later turned u’ut«

that-was untrue.”

Garrison Said e ‘recorded
the session; with his stal
Russo and the lieutenant a

voluntarily will make the tape

‘ ;‘:ﬂﬂﬂh gﬁp court; it it can
THE mt‘l' attorney

l=ouxdlmedmlrer
usual to h!m that an omcial

neys. .

At that” pomt Wegmann
asked, “Did you believe Perry
Raymond Russo’s story?”

Garrison replied, I be-
lieved it then and I believe it
now.”

Wegmann asked if a Lt
Fruge of the siate police was
instrumental in helping line

up some witnesses in Clinton~

who testified they saw Shaw,

Werrie and Oswuld there in
1963. :
Garrison said he was in-

. %olved in lining up the wit-

nesses.

Wegmann thicn asked,' “Was'
Lt. Fruge paid®”

| dont rmu" Garrison
replicd. ,"'As you

Just gettlng back from l;t hz:
pital and just gettm, back in )

charge of my offiee.’

Garrison indicated he was )

‘just now checking and re-
. checking his records in the

Yed

WEGMANN THEN attempt-
ed to ask Garrison about an-
-other witness, Vernon Bundy,
" who testified in the conspiracy
trial.

Garrison became visibly an-
noyed and replied, “Now you
are asking about witnesses
who will not be used in the
perjury case, You are alw

asking me to go beyond the
case as to why we used this
witness or tha: one.

“l think this is irrelevant

- and 1 would be violating my

oath of office if 1 participated
in thns fishing expedition with
you.”

HE REFUSED TO answer
any question pertaining to
Bundy and ‘he judge noted
that Alcock yesterday an-
swered similar questions about
Bundy and said he would go

5" with the prrior testimony if

. Garrison- refused to answer
" the question. °

Garrison did not _Teply to
this.

Bo.h Wegmann- and Chris-
tenberry noted that prior tes-
timony indicated Vernon Bun-
dy’s testimony against Shaw

became available. only after
" Shaw had been arrested and

‘charged * with conspxrmg to
‘kill Kennedy.

Wegmann then tried to
bring up a conference be-
tween Garrison, former as:

sistant DA Charles Ward and
former assistant DA and now
Criminal District Court Judge
Alvin Oser as to whether Bun-

dy should be used.in the’ con-_

spiracy trial.

GARRISON AGREED such’

a confetence probably was
held but said Wegmann was

- “on & fishing expedition based
- on -#hé questions you have

been  asking for the last
hm'll

Garrison declined to answer
any further questions about
Bundy.

Judge Christenberry said he
would not insist on Garrison
answering the questions but
the current hearing is being
held on order of the Fifth
Circuit Court of Appeals and
he would base his judicial de-

- ciston on testimony from oth--

er witnesses if Garrison re-
fused to answer.

_ Wegmann then tried to pur-
-sue questions indicating Bun-
dy and Russo told different
stories at the preliminary
hearing and at the conspiracy
trial but were nol prosecuied
for P rjury.

GARRISON REFUSED to
answer the questions about
Bundy and Russo in any de-
tail, saying, "I don't recail
whether they were charged
with perjury. There are so

.many cases at Tuiane™and

‘Broad that I cannc! remem-
w ” . *.

Garrison also said he could
no: rcmember if any other
,eefendant who testified on' his

alf, has been tried for per-
]ufy durml his tenure as dis-
trict. attorney. .

WEGMANN THEN turned to
questions about press releases
and press conferences by Gar-
rigon during the buildup to the
Shaw trial.

Garrison said at one point
he issued a press release in
which he condemned an arti-

cle In the National Qbserver .

which he felt unfairly indicat-
ed Shaw's guilt.

Poin‘ing a finger at Shaw,
who was seated abou’ 2§ feel
away, Garrison said, “I would

_infinitely rather see Clay

Shaw acquitted rather than
see him convicted and have a
trial about vuh'ch there were
any questions.’

WEGMANN THEN asked,
“Isn’t it true that at one time
or-another you have said the
CIA, FBI, Justice Depart-
ment, oil-rich Texas million~
aires, members of the Dallas
Police Department -and mili-

JOSeph M. Rault Jr.
one of the founders of Truth
and Consequences Inc, " a
group formed to help District

. Aitorney Jim Garrison finance

his investigation of the assas-
sinatign of President John F.
Kennedy, artives to testify at
today’s . bearing in federal
court on a request to block
the perjury trial of Clay L
Shaw. (btates -ltem photo)

tary-inaqustrial complexes ana’
suadry other blaces were re-
seible for the murder of
#x dent Kennedy?” -

~I never made any such
statement,” Garrison said.

Wegmann then attempted to
go into each of the institutions
or pcrsons named to sce if
Garrison recalled having ac-
cused them of complicity in
‘he murder.

Garrison agreed that he had
implicated the CIA in the
murder bu* sa‘d the FBI and
the Devpartment of Justice
played a role only in covering
up the murder ‘“rather than
planning the assassination.” ’

HE SAID THERE are no in-
dications that either the Dal-
las police force or oiirich
Texas millionaires h~d any-
thing to do with the Kennedy
assassina’ion.

Wegmann attempted lo pro-
ceed down the Iist but Judge
Chnstenberry s'opper’ _him,



o

saymg ‘“You are goln& a li
1le far afield now.” ; ‘p-i5

: Q,. Are you familiar - w&ﬁx;

!!'tuth and Consequences’
~-A Yes, of course. :

¢ @ Who is Louls Tvon? *

A, My chief mvestigator
Wegmann then introduced &
series. of checks paid . Iven
supposedly in connection with
. Gargisori’s investigation of the

Kennedy assassination. Weg.

- mann asked Garrison if he
< could identify” each -of the
- checks, which were made out
“for $1,500, and Garrison re-
plied that he.could not but

that his. bmkieeper Damel

Jones, could. ¢

! vexnstructeer
Jon

- ords. eoncernmg Truth and
MUences avgxlable to

‘A, 1 don’t recall but there
: were .investigators
s were h make trips
o, other cities to check out
<loads and Rt was possible that
ﬂtﬁmﬂ W mlght have

o What kind - o(.accounting
ords‘t.ﬂ W

«were the terms ot.a ‘petsanal.
Toan for $30,000 given ‘him by

. auternobile executive - Wﬂlard lon

',E Robertson. ..  2."lx

¥7ZA, There were many ramifi-
_ cations of the case whxch
me beypnd Shaw. W

R steéin in‘
" individuals m% dovel-
oped we were nltimately sug-
3 - None of the checks

with Shaw.

paid Ivon have' anytﬁlng to do"

to make all of the rec-,

T tﬁnghmu '
dmwnm tg

veonyourﬁ

* Do: yeiuu rm& e twa'
Samucg}ekr ‘fréixi-. Gov. 7

*Johtn” & McKeithen?<>* -0
A T paly, recall o€ check:
: p. were two ehecks. w i’
"either an ‘ocident in'typinglof

an accident in my. recolleds’
tion.” Again, the chéck hﬁ‘
nothing to:do with Shaw. ..
Wegmann - showed Garmon
decumentation of two checks

paid lz McKeithen to Truth
and X ces over &
{wo-year period and ' ‘asked
him If - recognized the
checks,

“] only recall the one
check,” Garrison said.

Judge -Christenberry asked
Garrison ot this point if it
wasn't true that most of the
knvestigation of Shaw took
Pplace after he was arrested.

“A great deal of cooperative

investigation of Shaw - took
done r his arrest,” Garri-
son sald: “But“most of the

investigation wis not spent on
Shaw.” :

Q. Did you give Gov.
McKeithen an accounting of
how the dnch were spent?

; Q.Didhl  for one?

~ & No, he didn’t.
n then pr-ented
was an accoun-
t::d the .hmf

rnann .llull. g Garri-
mﬁ substantiate

tures of the money,

which amounhd to $99,488.

Wi
what bhe sald w:
m;um

‘Gartison replied that he :

tbougnl uking sueh questions

wu irrelevmt and accused

,Wegmmn of emducfmg a.

. “‘m ANSWER such a ques- .
~tion. would be violating my
inty. I would be giv-
ing information I do not have

'%gl:ble." Garrison said.

district attorney re-
fused {0 answer several subse-
%l:gt questions _concerning

fha; of T&C on' the

then asked Garri-

- he..ig-the author of'a
ook enttlet “Herttage of
Stone.” .
Garrison said he did write

the book.

| “HOW LONG did it take

‘you to. write-the book?” .

. “About twd _years,” he 313—
ed,

-\ﬂer

Q V[hatis the subject mat-
If concerns the “Yrinsi-

’11 1 'of America from a state

«controlled by-its citizans to a
state controlled by its warfare
machine. .

Q. Isn’t it true that-ost of
“the - information used in the
book was gathered while you
were investigating the death
of John F. Kennedy?

A. Yes.

Q. Is that investigation still
in effect?

A. It has been completed.
We have reached a conclusion
that has made further investi-
gation unnecessary.

Q. Did anything contained
in the book come out of the
investigation of Shaw?

A. Yes. We actumulated so
much information that it
could not all be put into the
book. T would like to put it in
a®public report to the citizens
of New Orleans. There was
just not room enough for all
the information in the book.

Q. Do you have a royalty
interest in the sale of your
book?

A. Yes, I have a royalty in-
terest in he book and a con-
traci for three other books.

Q. Will the other books be
based on your assassination
probe?

A. No.

Q. Haven't you been advised
to keep your name before the
publlc in connection with the
sales of your book?

A. No, but the public rela-
tions, department of my pub-
whe's did -agk- me to. make
appearances M the East. I did
noi have time, however, to
Mt those aptearances be-
! camse of m¥ buck infection,

Garrison said he has ro-
4 fused other offers to appear in
¢ public to publicize his book
! primarily because of Shaw’s

upcoming perjury trial. '

“I DIDN'T WANT to do
anything on my part to have
this man convicted,” he said.

He was asked where He was
the night the jury acquitted

"Shaw of conspiracy charges !
on March 1, 1969.

‘1 was in my office.”

Q. Who told you of the deci-
" ston?

A. I was informed by a
phone call from*Barbara Ber-
rigan, a friend.

Q. WHat was your reaction
to the decision? .

A, I had no great reaction
one way or the other, except
that I had done my duty and
done my bst. It was like get-
ting an ordeal completed.

Q. During the period from
the end of the conspiracy trial
to the filing of perjury
charges against Shaw, did
turn up any new witnesses? -

Garrison. objected to an- !
swering the question, again
accysing Wegmann of conduct-
ing a fishing expedition.

Bl T

Volz - ebjected to the ques-
tion and- Judge Chnstenberry
-sustained bimy -

Q. When#lld you decide to
charge Spay?.-

- Garrison *aln refused to
answer: The *district attorney
was asked Hiitwo editorials
apoearing in ‘e States-Item
and -The : T¥m.e s-Picayune,
which calléd ‘for lﬁs resigna-

tion, -in anyﬁay affected his

decision w}u: cbarglng Shaw
with perjury? 575"

A, “Na, it hadno eﬁect on
me. Infact,xfithad,!think
it would have. cwoed
to charge hlm..L
warm feeling’ # ﬂl{' fwo. pa-
pers, In fact tha first: Sopy-of !
my book was sent (6" W
Phelps (pub

pers).” i

]uncheon recess

bt

T ORIt L0003 Sek———

Aynesworth of Nevnweekmag

azine. ‘S
He testified that at the time '
of the assassination-of Presi-
dent Kennedy he was a report-
er for the Dallas Morning

News and was at the scene of -

the murder and later at Os-
wald’s arrest..

He said that because of his

close connection with the case

a French journalist arnn%r .

for him to come to Ne
leans to meet with Garrison. .
AYNESWORTH SAID he met
with Garrison at.the district
attorney's home and then went
to Garrison’s ;office in' com-
pany with Sciambra, - -
He said Gagrison allowed'
him, to see address books and
a number of photographs
which the district attorney felt
were related to the case.
Aynesworth said after serv-
ing a stint as a Time-Life re--
porter and closely watching
the Garrison investigation he

~went to Newsweek, where he
. wrote an article critical of the
- Garrison probe, calling 1t a

farce.

WEGMANN SOUGHT o
have the witness testify that
he received threatening calls

- . as a result of the Newsweek

story but the judge ruled this
out of order on the grounds
that the threats were hearsay.

Sciambra then took over the
cross-examination, seeking to
prove that at one point Aynes-

Forth went to Clinton carry-

ing a list of prosecution wit-

_nesses taken from the district

attorneys office. . Sciambra
said Aymesworth used the list

\ to interylew .prospective wit-

nesses against Shaw.

| - The assistant district attor-

‘m.. when'the

y judge ordered & lunch recess.

denied having
t from defense
d was released at

Caiet,

about 12:30 p.

Aynesw
gotten his.
attorneys an

trial

it

. aharges * ag

who allegedly

»
*

ney said the list Aynesworin Be'thél are pending in Crim-
Criminal

ook to Clinton was taken by inal District

furned over the DA’S
brief to Shaw's defense at-

Thomas Bethel,
1yrneys.



