SHAW TRIAL JURY SHOWN MOVIE
OF JFK DEATH FRAME BY FRAME

Judge Haggerty Shows Dealey Plaza Exhibit at Trial Case Desmaically Mosts

7P to Dealey Plaza
i&i v —
lay L. Shaw trial was
dramatically transported fo
Dallas, Tex., and the John F.
Kennedy assassination scene
Thursday afternoon via a frame-
by-frame view of the Zapruder
film.

District Attorney Jim Garri-
son and his staff won the right
to introduce the film taken by
amateur photographer Abra-
ham Zaproder, It showed
graphically how the head of
President Kennedy was almost
torn off by the force of bullets
that riddled him in Dealey
Plaza Nov. 22, 1963.

Courtroom spectators saw the
film four times; and the jury,:
‘sitting and standing in awed
silence, minutely went over it
three times, including a 35
minute, frame-by-frame show-.
ing, presided over by assistant
district attorneys Alvin V. Oser,
William Alford and James L.
Aleock.

Garrison, who made only his
third courtroom appearance. of
the seven-day-old trial and first
in six days, contended in his
opening statement last week that
he would show with the film
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Tex., during a recess in Thursday’s session of the Clay L. shot strikes him from the front—
Shaw trial is Criminal District Court Judge A! Haggerty Jr. not the back.”
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David Ferrie and Oswald con-
spired to kill President Kennedy
in an early fall meeting here at
Ferrie’s apartment. _

Zapruder was called to the
witness stand to verify that the
film was indeed the same one he
took with an 8mm camera Nov.
22, 1963.

Defense attozjn%y. F. Irvin Dy-
| mond #rgued that this"might not
|be the actual film because Za-
pruder yielded the film to the
district attorney’s office and
picked it up there before com-
ing to the courtroom. With the
jury out of the room, Zapruder,
courtroom spectators and press
saw the film—all but Zapruder
—for the first time. There had
never before been a public
showing of the film.
| Zapruder said that it was the
film as best he could tell, and
Criminal District Court Judge
Edward A. Haggerty ruled that
it was admissible.

Later after the showing of the
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film, Buell W. Frazier of Irving,
Tex., testified that he gave Os-
wald a ride to the Texas Book
Depository the day of the assas-
sination and that Oswald car-
ried with him something that
Oswald said was curtain rods
that his wife, Marina, bought
for him.

Frazier claimed shots appear-
ed to “come from the triple un-
derpass.” This is away from
the Texas Book Depository. Gar-
rison says the shots were from
more than one direction in a
triangulation effect.: '

The state had just finished
with its examination of Frazier
at 6:30 p.m. when Judge Hag-
gerty called a halt to the day's
testimony. He rescheduled Fra-
zier for 9 a.m. Friday when the

defense will cross-examine him, «

Earlier in the day, these were
the highlights:

—The state entered three
exhibits, a mockup of the
Dealey Plaza area, an aerial
photo of Dealey Plaza and a

surveyor’s map of it. Dallas
County surveyor Robert W.
West testified to the exhibits’
accuracy.

—Judge Haggerty turned
down the State’s bid to have

entered into testimony i.nl‘.e'{ril:-

gation of Dr, Esmond A. rart-
ter, who hypnotized Perry Ray-
mond Russo, one of the state's
star witnesses, in March, 1967,
to induce him to recall more
detfails about’the alleged assas
sination conspiracy meeting be
tween Ferrie, Shaw and Oswald
Judge Haggerty said it was “‘im-
pinging on the hearsay rule”
and that Russo’s testimony
would have to.*‘stand or fall
on what he told the jury” and
couldn't be bolstered by the
state.

After a brief recess, the jury
refurned at 4:40 p.m. and asked
for a second showing of the
film. Judge Haggerty granted it
to' them and suggested that it
be shown frame-by-frame. For
35, minutes, as th= afternoon sun
went down, the jury and specta-
tors sat entranced by the film.

Though it was nearing 5:30
p.m., Judge Haggerty told the
state to call its next witness,
Frazier, because Frazier had to
go home during the night.

Frazier identified himself as
an order filing clerk for the
Texas Book Depository in 1963.
He said he lived in Irving, Tex.,
a suburb of Dallas, at the time.

“Did you know Mrs. Ruth
Paine?” asked Alcock.

“I heard her name, but I
didn't know her,” he said. ‘‘She
lived about one-half block from
where I lived.”

Witneas_ Met Oswald
During October, 1963

“Did you meet Lee Harvey

Oswald 'in October, 19637 he
was asked.
i “Yes, I did,”" said Frazier,
soft-spokenly. “I-first met him
when I came to work at the de-
pository around the middle of
Oetober.”

Alcock showed Frazier a pic-
ture of Oswald - and Frazier
identified it as such.

Frazier told the court that he
gave Oswald rides on Friday,
afternoons and Monday morn-
ings because Oswald visited his

- posite.” -

wife, Marina, living with Mrs.
Paine in Irving.

#What kind of word did Os-
wald do?"” asked Alcock.

YSame as I did, file clerk,”
replied Frazier.

“What type of clothing did
you wear?” Alcock queried,

$‘Oh, old clothes, blue jeans,
average shirts, anything you
didn’t mind getting dirty,” re-
plied Frazier.

{'How many times did Oswald

ride home with you?"" continued

Alcock.

1'Every weekend except the
one before President Kennedy
was killed,” he replied. .

“Did he tell you why he
didn’t ride that time?” asked
Alcock,

“He said he was going to get
a driver’s license,” answered
Frazier.

“On these rides, did Oswald
ever engage you in conversa-
tion?” asked Alcock.

“No, he didn’t talk much,
just not the talkative type,”
replied Frazier. “I don’t be-
lieve in forcing people to talk
if they. don’t want to. Some
people are friendly and al-
ways have something to talk
about. He was just the op-

“Did you ever see Oswal

with any other workers?

questioned Alcock.

“The type of work we did,
you might have to work with
someone or you would be by
yourself,” said Frazier.

“Do you recall if he ever ate
lunch with anyone . else?”
pressed Alcock. :

¥No sir, he didn’t,” repli
Frazier. ““He was more or less
a Joner, he stayed to himself.”

“What was Oswald’s hair
color?"” questioned Alcock.

“It was light colored, blond,
I would say,” answered Fraz-
ier. - !

‘‘How did he comb his hair?”
probed Alcock. . 1
‘Eell, if it got messed up, he
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didn’t make any effort to comb
it,” said Frazier.
“Did you ever see him nol

at the book depository or in yout
auto?” asked Alcock.
“No,” answered Frazier

“But I did see him playing
baseball with the kids in the
neighborhood in Irving.”

“On these rides you gave
him, what did you talk about?”
asked Alcock.

“I, always could get some
kind of comment on the weath-
er,” recalled Frazier. “He
talked about the kids in the
neighborhood. They seemed to
ike hjtn.” " ; ‘

“Did you know his wife?”
asked Alcock. i

“No," said Frazier.

‘Oswald Said Wife
Bought Curtain Rods’

Frazier said Oswald asked if
|he could golto Irving with him
| Thursday, Nov. 21, 1963, the
''day before the assassination.
‘‘He said he was going to see

arina to get some curtain

s which he said she had

ught for him,” explained

azier.

“Did you know then the
President would come by the
'Book Depository?” asked Al-
cock.

“Yes, he had to come by
there to get to the freeway,”
said Frazier.

“Did Oswald ever rnention
the President’s coming to you?”
continued Alcock. .

“‘He never did,” said Frazier.
" upid he ever talk of the
President?”’ asked Alcock.

“No, sir,” said Frazier.

“Did you all discuss poli-
tics?"" asked Alcock.

“No, we didn't,” said Fraz-
er,

"Frazier said when he picked
up Oswald Friday, Nov. 22, 1963,
Oswald did not have anything
with him, but he noticed a
package Oswald had apparently
placed in the back seat of his
car.

“Lee said they were the cur-
tain rods he had told me about
the day before,” explained Fra-
zier. “I said, ‘Oh, yes.! And I
didn't say anything else about
L

Alcock probed for a descrip-
tion of the package. “It was

laying on the back seat on the
side he (Oswald) was sitting
on,” recalled Frazier. “It rough-
ly occupied two feet.” Frazier
said Oswald never had taken
a similar package on any of
the previous rides.

Frazier testified that he
handled rifles in the Army,
using an Ml4. He said they
were about 30 inches long,
but broken down might be
roughly 20 inches long. - =
“Did you ever see a rifle in|
Oswald’s possession?”’ resumed
Alcock, |
“No, sir, I didn’t,” said Fra-
zier.

“On the trip Friday, Nov. 22,
what did you talk about?” asked
Alcock,

“Well, the weather,” began
Frazier. “It was a cloudy day
when we started off. But talk
of the weather didn’t bring any
response from him.” ]

Frazier said they arrived at
the Texas Book Depository
about eight or 10 minutes before
eight in the morning. He park-
ed the car and sat there charg-
imi the battery.

“Lee stood there waiting,"” re-

embered Frazier. “But then he
walked off and I never caught
up with hirn.”

Frazier said he (Oswald) was
carrying the package by his
side: “It looked like it was at
his armpit,” said Frazier,

“Did you see him enter the
building?”* queried Alcock.

N “Yes, I did,” said Frazier. “I

saw him in the book depository
several times,”

“Did you ever see the package
again?” asked Alcock,

“No, sir,” replied Frazier
“never saw it again.” .

“What did you do at lunch?”
asked Alcock. ,

“They had said the President
would .come by at noon,” re-
called Frazier. “You don't. get
to see a President that often.,

We went to the top of the steps
to watch the parade.”

Witness Reports Good
View of President

“Did you see the Presidential
motorcade?” Alcock asked.

“Yes, I did,” said Frazier.
“As they came down Houston
st. I saw him (the President)
real good, The motorcade was
going toward the triple under-
pass. There were people stand-

ling"on the curb, and the motor-

e

cade temporarily went out of
sight. Just after they made the
(turn, 1 heard several noises.”

“What did they sound like to
you?” asked ‘Alcock.

“Motorcycle backfire,” an-
swered Frazier. “Then there
were two more in rapid succes-
sion. People were running, and
screaming and falling down.
They were shouting, ‘Someone’s
ShOOtiﬂg.' "

| “Did you recognize them as

rifle shots?” asked Alcock.
“The two that I heard in

.|rapid succession I recognized as
rifle shots,”” said Frazier.

“There seemed to be a few

.|seconds between the first and

second sounds and then the
second and third were almost

“|back to back.

Alcock asked Frazier to dem-
onstrate by hitting- his hand.
Frazier hesitated for a moment
and then reached over to Judge
Haggerty’s desk and hit it with
a loud plop. After a second o
two, he smashed his right hanc
against the desk in rapid suc
cession, plop, plop.

. Frazier said the sounds “ap-
peared to me to come from the
triple underpass.” .

“Where did you go after the
shots?” asked Alcock.

“I stood where I was and -
talked with people around me
and then went back inside the
building,"” said Frazier.

Continuing his questioning, Al-
(cock sought to find where the
'people headed. “Quite a few'
people went to the direction of
the underpass,” said Frazier.

“Did you see any policemen?”
asked Alcock.

“Yes, I did,” replied Frazier.

“Did you see Oswald
again?” continued Alcock.

“No, sir, I didn’t,” testified
Frazier. “Several of wus
hadn’t eaten lunch. So we
went and got our lunch and
ate it.”

Frazier said that Oswald told
him earlier that he would not
be going home with him that
Friday, in spite of the previous
routine that the two shared.

“Did he give you any
reason?” asked Alcock.

“No,” Frazier replied. *I
didn't question him."

Aleock returned to the matter
of the package that Oswald car-
ried with him on the fateful day.
He showed Frazier a picture,!
and Frazier identified it as sim-'
flar to one that Oswald had

with him Nov. 22, 1963, and
that was in the back seat of



his car,
, “What was the color of this
package?” quizzed Alcock.

“It was similar in color to a
paper sack you might get from
the grocery store,” said Frazier.
“I'would say it was five or six
inches in width.”

With that question, the State
yielded the witness to cross-
examination. It was then 6:30
p.m. and Judge Haggerty asked
Frazier to stay overnight to
appear Friday for cross-
examination by.the defense.

Robert W. West, county sur-
veyor for Dallas County, Tex.,
was called as an expert witness
by the state; and he testified
that the day of the assassina-
tion he heard four ‘“‘unusual
sounds” as the presidential mo-
torcade passed through Dealey
Plaza; At first, he said, the
noises sounded like motoreycle
backfire, but by the third re-
port he recognized the sound as
“rifle fire.”

Immediately after the assassi-|
nation, he said, he went to the
sidewalk below the grassy knoll
and observed several 'people,
including policemen, ‘‘running
up” the knoll to get to the area
behind a ‘“wooden stockade
fence.” He said this was the
same area “I heard the shots
come from.”

Before the film was shown,
Zapruder was questioned
about circumstances leading
up to the moment of the film-
ing. . \

| Asked by Oser to pinpoint
lhis location on the mockup of
Dealey Plaza, Zapruder en-
countered a little difficulty at
first, He asked Oser if a build-
ing on the mockup was the
Dal-Tex Building. At this point,
|Judge Haggerty interjected and
told Zapruder “If you don't
fmow, who would? Don’t ask
questions.” .

Zapruder then scanned the
mockup for a few more seconds
and placed a marker on the

|Service and Federal Bureau of|

spot he reportedly was standing
on Nov. 22, 1963. He followed
|the same procedure for the two
maps. !

Then Oser asked Zapruder
what happened that day in 1963.

Zapruder related that he saw
the approaching motorcade uf
President Kennedy turn onto

- |

Elm st. and he began to fi]mi
the moment destined for his-!
tory.

“As they were approaching,
I heard a shot and noticed that
the President leaned toward
Jacqueline (Mrs. Kennedy).
Then I hgard another shot. This
one hit him in the head.”

After the first shot, Zapru-

der said the President “grab-
bed himself” and ‘‘leaned for-
ward” toward his wife, sitting
fo his left.
After the second shot, Zapru
der ‘said the President leanec
the same way forward and tc
the bottom of the car. Askec
further about what he saw fol-
lowing the second shot, Zaprur
der stated: %

“T saw his head open up.
Blood and other things came
out of his head.”

Zapruder Shouted,

Ran Around Scene
Zapruder then related ( he

stopped filming and began run-

ning around the scene scream-

igzgn "','mey shot him. They shot

Zapruder explained that he
kept on saying “They killed
him. They killed him” ‘until he
finally went back tp his office
near the plaza,

Zapruder said his secretary
otified the authorities imme-
iately about the film he had
ken of the assassination. He
estified that the film was taken
to an Eastman Kodak processing
office where the original film
and three copies were devel-
oped. e
_ Zapruder said he was presen
in the developing room while the
film was being processed,

t Of the three copies, Zapruder

aid, one was given to Dallas
olice, another to the Secret

Investigation, and the- third t
Life Magazine, Y
Under cross-examination by
Dymond, Zapruder revealed that
he had not brought a copy of
the film with him from Dallas,
Zapruder explained that the dis-!
trict attorney's office here had
given him the film when he ar-!
rived.

Dymond then ohjected to the
film being introduced as ev-
idence, maintaining that the
state had not laid the proper
foundation.

Judge Haggerty agreed that
 the objection was. well-taken |
and ordered the jury to leave
the. courtroom while the film
was shown to Zapruder. This

was done to allow Zapruder to
view the film and verify that
it was the same one he had
taken more than five years
ago.

The film was shown to the
jury-less courtroom of lawyers,
reporters and the public, who
gasped in horror when the in-
stant of Kennedy’s assassination
was shown.

The 35-second color film be-
gan a scant second before Ken-
nedy’s car whirled onto Elm
st. to begin its approach to
the triple underpass. Moments
later, Kennedy grasped his
throat, leaned forward and to-
|ward Mrs, Kennedy. Then what
|resembled a large cloud of
ismoke surrounded Kennedy’s
head as the second shot hit itsi
l'.l - Wl

target.
The film showed Jacqueline
Kennedy, looking on in horror
as her husband’s head was shat-
tered by the bullet, then Mrs.
Kennedy scrambling to the back
of the automobile to assist a
Secret Service man onto the
moving vehicle. The vehicle dis-
appeared behind what appeared
||to-be a tree or a clump of bush-
|es, and the film ended.
| Following the showing, Zapru-
'|der was asked by Dymond if
that was the same film he took
in. 1963. Zapruder said that it|
as, although he could not be
ure if the film had been edited
r had some missing frames.

[Judge Rules Movie

Is Relevant to Case
Judge Haggerty ruled that the
film was relevant to the case
and admissable as evidence.
The jury was brought back in,
and the film was shown a sec-
ond time for the benefit of the
jury. .
Zapruder was excused from
further testimony following the
second showing. '
During West's cross-examina-
tion by Dymond, West said it
was “‘possible” that he could

be mistaken about the number
of sounds he heard at the time,
of the assassination. He testi-
fied that he was “‘excited” that
day by the events and that it
was conceivable he was mistak-
en in hearing what appeared to
be four “backfires.”

Dymond asked him if it was
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possible to hear an echo in Uea-
ley Plaza since the area de-
clines rather sharply, resem-
bling a valley. West replied that
he does not know.

West testified that he was
about 360 feet away from the
motorcade when he heard the
noises or sounds coming from
northwest of where he  was
'standing. He said the Texas
School Book Depository Build-
ing was “slightly northwest” of|
his position,

(The Warren Report claimed
that Lee Harvey Oswald fired
the fatal shots at Kennedy from
the depository building.)

At the time of the assassina-
tion, West said he saw people
running up the grassy knoll off
Elm st. -

|
+0n re-direct examination by
Oser, West testified that he
headed toward the grassy
knoll after the assassination
because “it appeared to be
where all the action was.”
_The afternoon session began
promptly at 1:30 p.m. with
Judge Haggerty directing the
state to call its first witness.
“Abraham Zapruder,” called
assistant District Attorney
Oser. !
Zapruder, a balding man,
was dressed in a grey suit. He
wore dark rimmed glasses.
After he was called, there
was a delay of several minutes
before he appeared.” He identi-
fied himself, but the defense in-
dicated that they did not believe
the microphone in front of the
witness was working properly.
An adjustment was made,
and Judge Haggerty asked Zap-
ruder to count “1-2-3-4," into the
) ~




\microphone. He did, and Oser
asked his first question: *I
couldn’t hardly hear you,” said|
Zapruder. Laughter rippled
through the crowded courtroom.

The microphone working and
everyone able to hear, Zapru-
der then identified himself. He
said he lives at 3909 Marquette
in Dallas and he manufactures
ladies’ dresses.

In answer to an Oser question,
he said he was in the same busi-
ness in Dallas in November,
1963, and that his business was
located at 501 Elm st. in the
Dal-Tex Bldg., which is on the
edge of Dealey Plaza.

He was asked to recall events
as they concerned himself in
relation to the President’s visit
to Dallas. Zapruder said that
he recalled that about 12:15
p.m., in the company of his
secretary, he was looking for a
place from which he could take
movie pictures.

Zapruder Selects
Location for Movie

“And did you find such a lo-
cation?” asked Oser.

“After about three attempts

found a concrete abutment
about four-feet tall, and that's
where I decided to stay.”

Oser then stood up and walk-
ed to Dymond, and the two at-
torney's appeared to engage in
a rapid conversation; and later|
| Alcock joined in. They were ap-
parently discussing a state ex-
hibit. ! ;
Oser thon walked to Zaprud—|
er and showed him the exhibit,
a photograph, and asked him if
he recognized it.

“Yes,” he answered.

“Do you recognize what it de-
piets?”

“I recognize myself standing
there with my secretary on the
four-foot abutment,” he an-
swered. )

Oser then questioned him
about his camera, and Zapruder
said it was a Bell and Howell
B-millimeter movie camera with

ﬁ

a zoom lens. He said he believes
the camera was black in color.|
“Do you know the type of

lens?”

“Pm not sure,” Zapruder
said, “but I believe a 2.8
lens,” .
Next Oser explained that he
had some other exhibits in the
icourtrocnm about which he want-
ed to question Zapruder.

The exhibits, which were on

| — e e

Mock-Up Locates Zapruder at Shooting Scene

USED AS an illustration Thursday in the
conspiracy trial of Clay L. Shaw is this mod-
el of the site of President John F. Kennedy’s
assassination on Nov. 22, 1963. The arrow
points to a figure representing Abraham
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Zapruder who was taking motion pictures of
the Kennedy car when the shooting occurred.
The building at left is the Texas School Book
Depository. Elm st., on which the President

tripods and covered, were sta-
tioned facing the jury when the
afternoon session convened.

Dymond objected to anything
being exhibited fo the jury be-
fore it 'was entered into evi-
dence.

Oser explained to the court
that he was talking about “‘sep-
arate and distincet” exhibits
from the photograph he had al-
ready shown Zapruder.

was riding, runs in front of the depository.
gl

The jury was removed from|
the courtroom as arguments
were heard on the relevancy’
of exhibits the state was at-
tempting to introduce.

“We object to all of this
testimony on the grounds of
irrelevancy,” said the defense;
and they argued that there
was no legal connection be-
tween the alleged conspiracy,




'and the actual assassination.
! In support of its position, Dy-
mond read from the Louisiana
Revised Statutes a section re-
garding relevant testimony.

State Says Evidence

Will Be Connected Up

Aleock, arguing for the state,
said a state witness had al-
ready testified that he over-
heard a discussion thal men-
tioned a triangulation of fire
and the ‘yse of a rifle in con-
nection with an assassination
conspiracy, and that the state’s
presentation of evidence n-
cerning Dealey Plaza “will be
connected up and highly cor-
roborative.” J

Dymond countered that dur-
ing the past months Judge
Haggerty made many rulings,
pointing out as he made them
that there had to be no  con-
nection between the conspiracy
and the actual assassination.
. Alcock countered that the
state can, if it wants, try to
over-prove its case, although
as a matter of law it does not
have to prove the assassina-
tion. “But the state may en-
ter evidence to confirm the
conspiracy and the jury must
decide if they are to give this
evidence weight,” he said. Evi-
‘dence about Dealey Plaza will
'corroborate what two state
witnesses have testified to
hearing, he added.

Cymond cut in that it is ghe
judge’s responsibility to decide
what is relevant and what is
irrelevant. Then Judge Hagger-
ty said: “There is no guestion
the state can over-prove its|
case. I feel that evidence pre-
sented up to now indicates

relevant.”

The state then announced it
intended to call West to test-
ify as an expert that the ex-
hibits were irue representa-
tions of the Dealey Plaza
area.

One exhibit was an aerial
photograph of Dealey Plaza, |

“Does that represent Dealey
Plaza on Nov. 22, 19637" asked
the judge, The state answered
it did as far as the arrange-
ment of buildings, streets, etc.
were concerned and that the
witness could testify to that.

Another exhibit was a survey
plat drawn by West for the,
Warren Commission as accur-
ately representing the land to-

pography Nov. 22, 1963. 1

The third exhibit was a
mock-up model, representing
Dealey Plaza.

Zapruder was then permitted
to step down from the witness
stand, and West was called to
testify.

Judge Haggerty said he was
\“suggesting’ we question Mr.
West out of the presence of
jury; and if you have any ob-
jections, we can bring the jury
back and go through it all over
again.” ‘
This did happen as Judge
Haggerty accepted West as an
expert witness and accepted
the exhibits lover the defense
objections.

West Identifies Himself
as County Surveyor

When he was called out of
the presence of the jury, West
indentified himself as the coun-
ty surveyor for Dallas County,
Tex., and the state said it
would attempt to have him ac-
cepted as an expert surveyor.

West said he has been coun-
ty surveyor since 1944 and that
his basic training was received

what happened in Dallas is|

between the period 1904 to 1944
when his father was the coun-
ty surveyor. He said he was
about 12 or 14 when he first
started going out in the - field
\with his father.

He also said he has heen
qualified as an expert in all the
courts in Dallas County, includ-
ing federal and local level
courts. H .

.The defense questioned him
briefly, asking if there is such
" person as a topographical
surveyor, and if he was grad-
uated in civil engineering. He
said he was not.

Judge Haggerty said that on
the basis of his experience and
his education he is an expert in
his field and could give his opin-
ion about the exhibits.

Assistant district attorney Al-
ford handled the questioning of
West, and he asked him if he
surveyed and drew @ survey
plat relative to Dealey Plaza.

He said he had and that he
saw it in the courtroom to his
left. He said the plat was not

complete because it does not

give all topographical features
thin the plaza.
“What is the reason this is
ot compléte?” asked Alford.
“This is what was request-
d by the FBI agent. This is
hat he Instructed me to in-

kelude.” _

' B He said he could not testify to
the accuracy of the location of
street signs, but all other as-
pects were the same as on Nov.
22, 1963.

Next he was asked tp ex-
amine ‘“very carefully” the
aerial view of Dealey Plaza;
and when he was finished, Al-
ford asked: “To the best of
your knowledge, are _alj’g_.‘ the

buildings, streets, and trees ir
the same position as on Nov. 22
19637 The witness replied,
“Yes, Sir-" .
' He described the mock-up aj
being “‘basically the same arej
(Dealey Plaza),” but indicateq
the mock-up might inelude
some minor errors, although he
could observe no major errors.
Alford then asked West if he
was present in Dealey Plaza at
about noon on Nov, 22, 1963.
“Yes, _sir,” 'he answered,
| When Dymond questioned
West, he asked what the minor
errors were on_ the mock-up
model. He said it did not show
a concrete wall or fence near
a lagoon in the plaza, nor were
storm drains indicated, and he
could attest to the basic posi-
tion of traffic signs.

Dymond then asked West, if
in the area of the railroad
tracks there is an observation
tower “permitting open' view
into what is known ag the
grassy knoll area.”

West said he knew of the
tower, but he had never heen
in it. /

Judge Haggerty suggested
the aerial photo would indicate
if such a building exists. Dy-
mond pointed it out, and West
said that the building was not
reflected in the mock-up or on
his plat.

Diameter and Height
of Trees Not Shown
Dymond alsy uestioned West
about whether trees shown cn
his survey plat accurately re-
flected their size. West said he
did not- attempt to show the
diameter or height of the trees. .
Questioned about this, West
said the survey plat was ac-

curate “within jts limits.” Dy-

mond asked what he meant;
and he answered, “Within the
limits indicated to me by the
FBI that this was the informa-
ttion they wanted shown on the



ap.” |
lmAft;er a few more questions,
Judge Haggerty said he would
permit introduction of the ex-
'?ibits; and the jury was called

or. ;

After the jury returned, Dy-
mond announced in their pre-
sence that he was objecting to
the testimony of both Zapruder
and West, '

Alford began his questioning
of West again and, after hav-
ing him repeat his profession-
al background, asked him for
whom he prepared the survey
plat. .

He said he was instructed by
an FBI agent to prepare if for
the Warren Commission. '
“Does it represent a com-
plete representing?” !
“It does not show all the fo-
pographical features?"

“Why?" asked Alford.

“This is what the FBI agent
instructed me to show.”
Alford  then asked him
about numbers and dots
shown on the streets depict-
ed on the plat. West said the
numbers indicated the 'num-
ber of the frame of the Za-
pruder film and the dot in-
dicated the position of Presi-
dent Kennedy in relationship
to the frame. T
The defense objected that
West was giving hearsay testi-
mony. _
Alford then asked why he:
placed the numbers and the-
dots on the plat.

“At the instruction,k of the
IFBL,” he answered.

Then, afte; a few more gues-
‘ltions similar to those askeg.'l
‘earlier, Alford asked West if
|he was in Dealey Plaza Nov.
22 1963.

“Yes, sir,” said West.. o
was in the plaza approximate-
ly 15 minutes before the motor-
cade . came by.” West was
then instructed tg place a flag
with his name on it on the plat
in the position he occupied.
He did this and then said he
placed the flag at the corner
of the Main and Houston sts.
intersection. '

“Did you see the presic.lenti'z.ll
motoreade on that occasion?
“Yes, sir.” '

Witness Requested

to Place Figure
West was then given a sm_all
figure of a man and asked to

lace it in the mock-up to indi-
gate where he was when the
motorcade passed.
He then testified he saw the
motorcade as il approached
Houston st., as it turned right,
or north, onto Houston, and
that he lost sight of it as it
turned left, or west, onto Elm
st.
West said the next time he
saw it was just before it wen
under the underpass. :
“Did you see or hear any-
thing unusual?”
West said he heard what
sounded “to me” like a back-
fire,
He was asked how many un-
usual sounds he heard, and he
answered, “‘Four.” iy
He then said the sounds he
heard sounded the same on

tional questioning he said that
he thought the first and second

Continued in Sec. 1, Page 14
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reports he heard were a mot-
orcycle back-fire, but that hy
the third report, he recognized
fhe sound as a rifle shot.

“Were you able to determ-
ine the location the sounds
came from?”

“The sounds came from
the mnorthwest quadrant of
Dealey Plaza.” Then on the
plat he pointed out “this en-
tire area northwest of Elm.”

He could not estimate the in-
terval between the individual

- reports, nor could he estimate
the interval between the first
sound and the fourth sound he
said he heard.

Alford asked his impression
of what was going on the last
time he observed the president-
ial limousine before it passed
beneath the underpass. ““There

just seemed to be a lot of com-

motion,” he said.
He then testifisd he left his
position at Main and Houston

and “‘went across into the
Dealey Plaza area. There was

quite a commotion.”

He said he saw several peo-
ple, including policemen, “go-
ing up the grassy knoll,” head-
ed for the area *‘up hehind the
wood stockade fence.” He also
said that the grassy knoll area
is “in the same quadrant I

heard the shots come from.”

He was then asked to point
out on the exhibit which direc-
tion he saw people running,

each occasion; and under addi-

and he explained that the direc-
tion was “toward the grassy
knoll.” He said he went to the
sidewalk area below the grassy
knoll, and he observed -men
“going  over” the wooden
stockade fence,

At this point the state teng-
ered West to the defense for
Cross examination, and Judge
Haggerty called the usual 3
P. m. recess.

James Hardiman, the grey-
ing letter carrier who had
been testifying at the close of
the Wednesday session, re-
sumed the witness stand
Thursday morning for cross-
examination by Dymond for
the defense.

Dymond opened by asking
him how many letters he de-
livered to 1414 Chartres st. for
Clem Bertrand,

“Enough of them that when
the name came in the news I
recognized it,” replied Hardi-
man.

“How many?” pressed Dy-
mébnd. '

“Quite a few of them,” he
answered. “I know ‘I handled
several in a brown envelope,
woodframe type of paper.”
“Did they come in pac]:ets?”
asked Dymond,

“They were individual . let-
ters,” said Hardiman.

“Would you say 15 or 20
letters?”” asked Dymond.

“No, not that many,” said
Hardiman.

“Would you say 107" Dy-

. mond continued.

“I object to this questioning,”
said Alcock. ,

“Sustained,” said Judge Hag-
gerty, “Mr. Dymond, you can't
badger this’ witness.”

Resuming, Dymond said, “As

. many as 10?” \

“It's hard to say,” replied
Hardiman.

“Do you know a Mr. Biddi-
son?” Dymond queried. Hardi-
man said he does.

“Isn’t it a fact you told him
it was less than “five?” said
Dymond.

“I didn't tell nobody any
number,” replied Hardiman.

“Were they addressed tg Clay
or Clem Bertrand?” continued
Dymond. \

“Clem ﬁertrapd," answered
Hardiman. “All the mail came
direct to 1414 Chartres st

‘Letters Addressed

to Clem Bertrand’
“As I understand this now,”



said Dymond, “these letters
were originally addressed to
Clem Bertrand at 1414 Char-
tres st. Is that correct?”

. “Yes, to Clem Bertrand at
1414 Chartres st.,” he an-
swered.

“Then they were not sent
there as a result of the change
of address of Clay Shaw from
1313 Dauphine to 1414 Chartres
st.?” asked Dymond.

“No,” answered Hardiman.

Hardiman said that he de-
livered mail to Biddison at, the
Charfres st. address. “Did you
have occasion to deliver mail
to anyone else besides = Mr.
Biddison?” questioned Dymond.

“Yes,” he answered.

“How about James Biddi-
son?” asked Dymond,

“Could have,” said Hardi-
man, | v

“Fred Tate?”’ asked Dymond. |

“I have, but it's hard {o say
what year,” replied Hardiman.

“How about Cliff Boudreaux?"
questioned Dymond.

“Yes,” said Hardiman, “it
hasn’t been too long ago, after
the first of the year.”

“Mr, Hardiman, would it
make any difference in your
testimony if I told you I
made up that name?”

“No,” sald Hardiman, “I
have delivered to that ad-
dress.” .

“What made you recall Clif
Boudreaux?” Dymond ques-

tioned. _
“Nothing special, T had just
seen the name,” he answered.
Dymond reeled off other
names which Hardiman said he
could not recall,
“There are some names you
can remember,” said Dymond.
“Right,” agreed Hardiman.
“And I can recall addresses.”
Hardiman later testified that
in June-September, 1966, the
time that he says he delivered
letters to Clem Bertrand, his
route comprised 1,000 address-
“When was the first time you
found out Clem Bertrand had
entered the news?" asked Dy-
mond.
“] couldn’t give you the time,"”
said Hardiman.
“You knew the Warren Com-
mission . - .,”” began Dymond.
“T  object,” said Alcock.
“There was no mention of the

name of Clem Bertrand in the

Warren Commission Report.”

Hardiman said he had rea
jno part of the Warren Repor
|and did not pay attention to th
news at the time. He said h
first talked with the district at
torney’s = office about eigh
months ago, though it coul
have been longer.

“In other words, long afte
March, 1967, said Dymond.

“Right,” answered Hardiman
“There were some letter car
riers being called to the Distric!
attorney’s office; but the super:
visor said that if they wantec
them, they would have to issue
a subpena.”

Hardiman said he went to the
postmaster “to see how much
he could say” after he receiv
his subpena. eﬂ

Witness Reminded

He Must Tell Truth

“The posjmaster can’t tell you
what to say,” corrected Judge
Haggerty. “You must tell the
truth at all times.”

Hardiman said he had seen

the name Clem Bertrand in the
news. “And I mentioned it to
someone on the street that I
'had delivered mail to Clem Ber-
/trand and Clay Shaw at the
same address. They called the
district attorney’s office.”

“Tell us the dates of this,”
urged Dymond. :
“I can't recall,”” said Hardi-
man. ; e i
‘“How. were you able to pin-
point the dates that you deliv-
ered mail to Clem Bertrand?"
continued- Dymond, | -,

“I didn't have to pinpoint
them,” he said, “The change
of address was filed at that
time.” f

““Oh, your recall of the dates
you delivered the mail is based
not on your memory but on the
change of address date?”
asked Dymond.

“That’s right,” replied Hardi-
man.

“Didn’t you say the deliv-
ery of mail for Clem Ber-
trand to the 1414 Chartres st.
address had nothing to do
with the change of address?”
probed Dymond.

“That's right,” agreed Har-
diman, “but the mail stopped
coming to Clem Bertrand
when the change of address
order was changed back.”
With that, Dymond said he
was finished with Hardiman;
and the State called in Dr.
Fatter, who said during the
preliminary hearing that he

hypnotized Perry Raymond
Russo.

The state moved quickly to
[establish Dr. Fatter as an ex-
pert witness - in hypnosis. He
said he was trained “psycho-
logically, psychiatrically and
physiologically” in hypnotism.
Dr. Fatter said he hypnotized
“hundreds of people” and pub-
lished two papers on the topic
of hypnotism.

Alcock turned over question-
ing to the defense and Dy-
mond. i

“Do you have a residency in
psychiatry?” questioned Dy-
mond. : ;

“No, sir,” answered Dr., Fat-
ter.

“You call yourself a family
physician?"” asked Dymond.

“Yes,” replied Dr. Fatter,

In response to further ques-
tioning, Dr. Fatter said he is
taking a year's sabbatical leave
from hig practice, but he re-
tains a license to practice med-
icine.

" “You don’t hold any boards
in Psychia 7" asked Dymond.

“That’s correct,” agreed Dr.
Fatter.

Dymond asked Dr. Fatter
about the wuse of hypnosis, and
Dr. ‘Fatter began telling his
philosophy of it. But- Judge
Haggerty stopped him short,
saying he wanted no long ex-
planation of it.

Alcock objected to questions
about the doetor’s training.
“Your honor, we are seeking
to qualify this man as an ex-
pert in hypnotism, not psychia-
try. This questioning is not
relevant,” he said.

“I am going to sustain the
state’s objection about your at-
tacking his credibility as a
{psychiatrist,” said Judge Hag-
gerty.

Doctor Testifies of

‘About Six Seminars’
Dymond switched to Dr. Fat-

ter’s background in hypnotism.
The doctor testified the extent
of his formal training was ‘‘ap-
proximately six seminars” last-
ing three to four days.

“Is it correct to say that you
have trained for no longer than
24 to 30 days at these 'semi-
nars?” questioned Dymond.

“Yes,” replied Dr. Fatter,
|“but that doesn’t take into ac-
count the study and reading I
have done.”

Dymond mentioned that the
doctor had little training un-



der a hypnotist, but Dr. kat-
ter drew a laugh from the au-
dience when he corrected Dy-
mond:

“Mr.-Dymond, using the
word hypnotist to a doctor is
Itike calling a lawyer a shys-
er.”

Dr. Fatter said there is no
specialty in hypnotism, that it
is a tool in the practice of
medicine recognized by the
American Medical Assn., and
warious local and state medi-
lcal societies.

“Isn’t it fact that hypnotism
is used as a tool in psychi-
atry?” continued Dymond.

“No, sir,” rejoined Dr,
Fatter.

“Isn’t hypnotism as a medical

tool in the experimental stage?”

asked Dymond.

| “Yes, sir;’ he replied, “but

so is the practice of medicine.”
D y m o nd relinquished ques-

tioning of Dr. Fatter, and Al- |

cock immediately moved to
|qualify him as an expert in
hypnotism. . Judge Haggerty,
lover Dymond's objection that
'Dr. Fatter had no more than
30 days’ training in hypnotism,
ruled that Dr. Fatter's compe-
tency as an expert on hypnotism
was established.

' With  Aleock opening the
\state’s questioning, he immedi-

ately moved to the meeting of

Dr. Fatter with Perry Raymond
Russo in the late Dr, Nicholas
J. Chetta's office in March,
1967.

“What was the purpose
of your conversation with Rus-
s0?"” asked Alcock,

“My purpose was to induce
Mr. Russo into a trance for the
purpose of helping him fo re-
call a little bit more accurate-
ly,” said Dr. Faiter.

“We object,”” said Dymond.
|“He is rendering an opinion:
|that is for the jury to decide."l

Here Judge Haggerty called
for a 10-minute recess: to con-
fer with both prosecution and de-
fense on just what would be ad-
missible in Dr. Fatter's testi-
mony, The recess lasted 42 min-
utes.

Alcock was permitted to re-
sume questioning of Dr. Fatter.
He said he met with Russo on
March 1, 1967. )

“What did you ask him?"" ask-
ad Alcock.

“We object,” jumped up Dy-
nond.

“On what grounds?” asked
Judge Haggerty.

Dymond.

“It’s only fair for the jury to
hear under what circumstances
these meetings took place,” re-
joined Alcock.

“This testimony does impinge
upon the hearsay rule,” Judge
Haggerty began. ““The state is
trying to bolster the credibility
of its witness, But his testimony
must stand or fall on his testi-

“This is irrelevant,” pleaded

mony to the jury. This would be
corroborative testimeony.”
‘“Your honor, the state feels
it is only fair to let him tell the
jury what circumstances sur-
rounded this meeting. We are
not asking him to say what
Russo said.” - :
Dymond got up to argue, bui
Judge Haggerty cautioned, “Mr.
Dymond, I think you have won.
Stop while you are ahead.”
“Your honor, in your making
this ruling, I hope you are look-
ing ahead to when the defense
is going to bring in expert wit-
nesses to make contradictory
statements,” said Alcock.

Testimony by Doctor
Is Ruled Irrelevant

“There will be no need for
expert witnesses to make con-
tradictory statements,” replied
Judge Haggerty. ‘I am going to
rule that the testimony he is
about to give is frrelevant to this|
case. Dr, Fatter will not be per-|
mitted fo testify.”. |

“If that’s the court’s ruling,”
rejoined . Alcock, “I see no fur-
't:.hEI: need to question Dr. Fat-
er.”

Another recess was called for
15 minutes asthe state was
caught short on witnesses. Louis
Hopkins, a co-owner of the Trav-
el Consultants Ine., travel firm,
was the next state witness dur*
ing the morning. He was the 23rd
called by the state since the
commencement of testimony
Feb. 6.

Hopkins was on the stand for
only a brief while. Alcock es-
tablished that Shaw took a trip
to the Pacific Northwest some-
time on or after November 15,
1963, and Hopkins said he rout-
ed Shaw by rail via New Or-
leans, San Francisco, Portland,
Ore., Chicago and back to New
Orleans.

“Was this an unusual route?”
ai_ked Dymond in cross-examin-
ation,

*No, sir,” replied Hopkins,

“jt is a normal route to the Pa-
cific Northwest.”

Alcock asked if he thought
that Shaw used the frain res-
ervations. Dymond objected that
‘it would be an opinion.and Hop-
kins had no way of knowing,
but Judge Haggerty allowed
the question to stand.

“I have fo say-it was used,”
'said Hopkins. “Or the tickets
would have been returned to the
railroads for a refund.”

- It was 11:25 a.m. as Hopkins
concluded his testimony, and
Alcock asked for the noon re-
cess to allow him to bring in
new witnesses, - slated for the

1:30 p.m, hour.




Texans Here for Shaw Trial Testimony

i s

—Phate by The Assoclated Press.
WALKING AHEAD of Mr. and Mrs, Abra-  assassination of President John F. Kennedy
ham Zapruder as they arrive at the Clay L.  in Dealey Plaza at Dallas, Zapruder’s movie
Shaw conspiracy trial here Thursday is Dal-  film taken of the presidential motorcade at
las County, Tex., surveyor Robert H. West.  the time of the shooting was offered into evi-
Both West and Zapruder testified about the  dence.




