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 N
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C

rim
in

al C
o

u
rt to

 d
eclare C

lay
 S

h
aw

 in
n

o
cen

t o
f Jim

 
G

arrison's charges that he conspired w
ith L

ee H
arvey 

O
sw

ald, D
avid W

illiam
 F

erric and others to assaanats 
P

resident K
ennedy in 1963. C

onsidering the evidence that 
G

arrison presented in court, w
e have n

o
 aran

n
en

t w
ith

 
th

e 
ju

ry
's d

ecisio
n

. W
itn

esses, o
f v

ary
in

g
 cred

ib
ility

, 
testified that S

haw
 w

as "C
lay" or M

ere B
ertrand" and 

that S
haw

 w
as present w

hen O
sw

ald and F
erris discussed 

plans for assassinating IC
ennedy. N

one of the prosecution 
testim

ony w
as conclusive, and although A

ssistant D
.A

. 
A

lvin O
SaT

 m
ade a strong case that K

ennedy w
as killed by 

a triangular crossfire, this did not im
plicate C

lay S
haw

. 
. Y

et S
h

aw
's "in

n
o

cen
ce" after th

is "trial" h
as M

ile to
 

d
o
 w

ith
 th

e. G
arrison assnssinction conspiracy lira-est/3a-

tio
n
 an

d
 G

arriso
n
's h

an
d
lin

g
 o

f th
e case raises m

ete 
q
u
estio

n
s th

an
 th

e ju
ry

 d
ecisio

n
 an

sw
ers. if it w

as a 
b
ask

etb
ail g

am
e, w

e'd
 say

 th
at th

e fix
 w

as o
n
, • th

at 
G

arrison dum
ped. M

ost of the w
itnesses G

arrison 
pre-

sen
ted

, hie:ailing his "star w
it/leas" P

er), R
usso, w

ere n
o
t 

part of G
arrison's initial investigation. T

hey m
ade their 

know
ledge of the case know

n to G
arrison after the case 

first becam
e publicized in F

ebruary 1467, and after S
trew

 
w

as form
ally indicted on the caspirtreicherae, and after 

G
arraors stated his investigation had solved the assassina-

tion plot. In other w
ords, G

arrison initially had absolutely 
no evidence on w

hich to charge S
haw

 and others or lie 
deliberately kept this evidence out of the crarataaam

. 
R

eaders fam
iliar w

ith W
IN

's special G
arrison investiga-

tion issue Im
ow

 that the heart of the G
arrison invearl-- 

ration had to do w
ith O

sw
ald's friendship w

ith .eerie and 
his 'involvem

ent; through 
F

erris, w
ith

-the m
itittalt anti-

C
om

tm
aist and anti-C

astro C
uban exiles, w

ho had head-' 
q

u
arters at 5

4
4

 C
am

p
 S

treet in N
ew

 O
rleans. W

e slated 
that G

arrison had questioned m
any of these C

uban exiles, 
as w

ell as friends of V
erde and O

savalcl and that their 
testim

ony w
ould provide the m

eat of th
e evidence. W

e 
also stated that F

erris, an em
ployee of N

ew
 O

rleans M
afia 

leader C
a-dos M

arcello, served as liaison betw
een the M

afia 
a
n

d
 th

e
 e

x
ile

 g
ro

u
p

s a
n

d
 th

a
t a

n
 th

e
 d

a
l o

f th
e
 

assassination he m
ade a sliapicious trip to H

ouston, T
exas, 

w
here he w

as in telephone contact w
ith M

arcello's office 
and then w

ent to G
alveston w

here w
oad m

ay have bean 
passed thaough inteam

ealiarles to Jack R
uby, also involved 

w
ith M

afia and right w
ing C

uban groups. 
N

one of these w
itnesses w

ere called to give testim
ony 

b
y
 th

e p
ro

secu
tio

n
 ex

cep
t fo

r C
h
u
ck

  R
o
llan

d
, th

e 
cp

arato
r o

f th
e W

in
terian

d
 S

k
atin

g
 R

in
k
 in

 H
o
u
sto

n
: 

R
olland verified that F

erric and tw
o m

ale friends stopped 
at iris rink, did not skate, and received a telephone call on 
th

e rin
k

's p
ay

 p
h

o
n

e. B
u

t th
e p

ro
secu

tio
n

 m
ad

e n
o

 
tit-tem

pt to link this incident to the case against S
haw

 or 
the conspiracy  as a w

hole. D
espite G

arrison's effort to 
k

eep
, th

e lid
 o

n
 th

e sto
ry

 o
f O

sw
ald

's an
d

 F
erries 

activities in N
ew

 O
tleans, certain facts did em

erge from
 

the ti-tat. 
M

arina P
orter, O

sw
ald's w

ife, testifying as a defense 
w

itness, stated that O
sw

ald w
as fired from

 his job w
ith 

th
e W

illiam
 B

. R
eilly

 C
o

m
p

an
y

 in
 S

ep
tem

b
er, 1

9
6

3
. 

O
sw

ald's supervisor on that job testified that lie w
as fired 

July. 19. W
here-did O

sw
ald spend his d

a
ys during the tim

e 
his w

ife erroneously thought he w
as w

orkieg? A
nd how

-
d
id

 b
e earn

 an
 -incom

e? It is W
IN

-S
pecial E

dition's 
assertion, based on G

arrison's ow
n investigation, that • 

O
sw

ald w
as spending m

ost of his tim
e at 544 C

am
p S

t.,, 
active in the beehive offices of the m

ilitant . anti-C
astro 

right w
ing. 

A
nother defense w

itness, O
sw

ald's N
ew

 O
rleans land-

isd
y
, testified

 th
at sh

e d
id

 n
o
t k

n
o
w

 D
av

e F
erris. B

u
t 

w
h

en
 S

h
aw

's atto
rn

ey
 ro

u
tin

ely
 sh

o
w

ed
 h

er F
erries 

picture, she unexpectedly identified him
 as the m

an w
ho, 

p
o

sin
g

 as an
 F

B
I ag

en
t, cam

e to
 in

sp
ect • O

sav
eld

'S
 

ap
artm

en
t aro

u
n

d
 th

e tim
e o

f th
e assa.ssin

atio
n

. S
ite 

refused to let him
 in because lie lacked identification. T

his . 
startling revelation • w

as unexplicably ignored by tile 
prosecution and never follow

ed up. 
P

erry R
usso acknow

ledged that he bad often seen a 
m

an, identified as. G
uy B

annister, in the com
pany-of 

F
erric. D

a:m
ister operated a D

etective A
gency at 544 

C
am

p S
t. H

is office served as a m
eeting place 

for right 
w

ing m
ilitants, W

ith F
erric he w

as involved in the B
ay of 

P
igs invasion of C

uba. S
everal of B

annister's em
ployees 

had seen O
sw

ald and F
erric together, but none w

ere called 
as w

itnesses. T
he prosecution m

ade no attem
pt to explain 

w
ho I3annister w

as or w
hat his im

portance w
as to th

e 
case. T

hey n=
ew

ly let the nam
e drop. 

In
 th

e'W
IN

-S
p

ecial E
d

itio
n

 rep
o

rt o
f th

e K
en

n
ed

y
 

conspiracy, Shaw
 had only a fringe role. W

o identified him
 

as "C
lay B

ertrand," (based on the principal conclusions of 
G

arrison's investigation, 'w
hich w

ere never pressured to 
the court 	

the N
ew

 O
rleans jury did not rule on the 

S
haw

.."B
crtrand" identity issue, but found him

 not guilty 
of conspiracy} a m

ysterious person involved socially.  w
ith 

F
orte m

id O
sw

ald but w
ithout right w

ing or anti-C
astro 

con:actions. B
ertrand 'a part in the case sham

s from
 a 

telephone call he 'supposedly • ram
ie to law

yer D
ean 

A
ndrew

s, asking him
 to go to D

allas to defend O
sw

ald. 

G
eari&

an failed to prove that S
haw

 w
as B

ertrand, but 
D

ean A
ndrew

s testim
ony that he m

ade the w
hole. story op 

to gain som
e publicity, that C

lay B
ertrand never phoned 

him
 in the first place, is as suspect as all his other versions 

of C
lay B

ertrand's identity and in no w
ay explains how

 
.O

sw
ald chose him

 for hitN
ew

 O
rleans attorney. A

lieady 
co

n
v

icted
 fo

r p
erju

ry
 o

n
 testim

o
n

y
 d

ealin
g

 w
ith

 B
er-

- tren
d
's id

en
tity

, an
d
 w

ith
 o

th
er p

erju
ry

 in
d
ictm

en
ts 

pending, A
ndrew

s rem
ains unconvincing proof that no 

C
lay B

ertrand exists. 
It is o

u
r co

n
ten

tio
n
 th

at G
arriso

n
 can

 p
ro

v
e a 

conspiracy w
ithout im

plicating S
haw

, and in fact very 
little  of the W

IN
-S

pecial E
dition issue dealt. w

ith the 
specifics of the S

haw
 rasa. W

e have no explanation for 
w

hy G
arrison chose to indict S

haw
 in the find place and 

- w
e find his new

 indictm
ents of S

haw
 (for trio counts of 

perjury, based oft S
haw

's testim
ony that he did net know

 
either O

sw
ald or F

erric) a shocking m
isuse of pow

er. W
e 

on the left are fam
iliar w

ith the w
ays district attorneys 

..ab
ase th

eir au
th

o
rity

. S
traw

 h
as alread

y
 b

een
 u

n
d

er 
indictm

ent for tw
o years, and his defense bas .  coat him

 a 
sm

all fortune, G
arrison had his day in court and blew

 it. 
.T

here is absolutely
- 110 reason to continue his vendetta 

against S
haw

. Justice w
ill not be served by putting S

haw
 -

in jail -  on a perjury rap. Justice w
ill only be served by 

G
arrison m

aking public tim
e facts of his investigation. 

It m
ay already be too late. G

arrison's credibility gap is 
. reaching Johnsonian proportions. U

nless lie m
akes tam

e 
startling revelations soon he is sure to be throw

n out of 
office in the N

ovem
ber elections. W

IN
 m

agazine bias m
ore 

pressing duties than to becom
e professional assasaination 

butt's' a la B
ark L

ane. W
e published our G

arrison edition 
because w

e believed in w
hat w

e w
rote and because w

e had 
faith

 in
 G

arriso
n

, b
u

t n
o

n
e in

 th
e o

v
erg

ro
u

ad
 p

ress. 
G

arrison lies disappointed us. 
G

arrison has not presented the results of his investiga-
tion to the courts or the press. T

he w
riters and investi-

gators of the W
IN

-S
pecial E

dition do not plan to let the 
m

atter rest. R
eaders of W

IN
 are by now

 aw
are that the 

ease for a conspiracy had little sem
blance to that w

hich 
G

arrison presented in court. N
o sentence in that issue of 

W
IN

 
h

as b
een

 d
isp

u
ted

 factu
ally

 b
y

 G
arriso

n
, S

h
aw

, 
M

arcella., or the executors of the F
erric estate. W

e raised 
m

any questions and expect m
any individuals w

ill he called 
upon to stand up to the issues at first raised arid then so 
quickly buried by Jim

 G
arrison. 

—
Sandy H

ochberg, M
arty darer, 

Jim
 V

alliere 


