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« « « . Pursuant to the adjournment of
February 25, 1969, the proceedings herein
were resumed on Wednesday, February, 26,
1969, appearances being the same as hereto-
. - fore noted in the record . ; . .
JAMES R. PHELAN,
.8 witness called by and on behalf of the Defendant,
-having been. first duly sworn, was exgmined_and
testified as fol1ows:
DIRECi EXAMINATION
BY MR. DYMOND:
Q Mr. Phelan, for the record, would you state

your full name, sir?

A James R. Phelan.

0] What is your occupation, Mr. Phelan?

A I am a magazine writer.

Q For any particular magazine or mégazines?

A - I am freelance. f was a staff writer with the

Saturday Evening Post for six years.

0 And the Saturday Evening Post is now shut down,
right?

A It's gone.

Q How long have you been a magazine writer?

A Since 1953, and before that I was a newspaperman

fqr 15 years.
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Q What newspapers did you work for, sir?

A I worked for the Glendale News Press in
€alifornia, the Long .Beach Crest Telegram
in California, the Alton Evening Telegram

N in Alton, Illinois, ana the st. Louis.
Globe Democrat in St. Louis.
Q . Did you receive an assignment to cover the

Garrison-Kennedy assassination probe in

19672
A Yes, sir.
Q By whom were you assigned to cover this story?
A Saturday Evening Post.
Q Do you knoQ approximately when you came to

New Orleans in connection with that

assignment?

A Probably late in February, 1967.

Q What was your purpose in coming here to New

Orleans at that time, sir?

A I wanted to interview Mr. Garrison.
Q Did you get to interview Mr. Garrison?
A Yes, sir, I was here four or five days, and

the press of the world was here, thecre were
two or three hundred reporters, and I
finally got a message to Mr. Garrison and

he suggested ~-
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14

MR, ALCOCK:
Objection, it is hearsay.
MR, DYMOND:

We submit this is not hearsay evidence,
inasmuch as Mr. Gafrisbn at this time
was representing the Office of the
District At?orney for the Parish of
Orleans, ahd I think.wﬁat a repre-

- sentative of'the District Attorney's

Office says is not hearsay.

- MR, ALCOCK:

I have never hedrd that exception to the
hearsay rule.
THE COURT:

Neither have I. I sustain the objection.

BY MR. DYMOND:

Had you met Mr. Garrison before you came here?
Yes, sir. About four years earlier I had been
down here and done another article for
the Saturday Evening Post about Mr.
Garrison.
Did you meet him in connection with that article]
Yes, sir, and spent about ten days here and saw
hin frequently.

After you came here to New Orleans in February,
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1967, did you see Mr. Garrison, and if so,

where?
I saw him first in his office here, later on
his home and four or five days after I

.first saw him T met him in Las Vegas.

Did you suggest the meeting in Las Vegas or not?

MR. ALCOCK:

This is hearsay.

BY MR. DYMOND:

Q

A

Did you suggest it?

No, sir.

Was it a prearranged meeting?

Yes, sir.

Are you acguainted with Mr. Andrew Sciambra?

Yes, sir.

When did you first meet Mr. Sciambfa?

After I returned from Las Vegas énd after the
Clay sShaw preliminary hearing.

You have told us you met Mr. Garrison in Las
Vegas, Nevada. Do you know on what date
you went to Las Vegas, Mr. pPhelan?

Yes, sir. I have my hotel bill, I beliecve.

I went out on March 4 and met him at the

airport on March 5. I met him when he flew

in from New Orleans and I took him to his

“
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hotel, and he registered there under the
name of W. O. Robertson.

Who was registered under the name of W. O.
Robertson?

Mr. Garrison.

Do you have anything with you from the hotel
showing the dates you were thére, Mr.
Phelan?

I have my own hotel bili.' I stayed at the
Dunes.

May I see that, sir?

Yes, sir.

Mr. Phelan, you have identified this decument: --

MR, ALCOCK:

May I see that exhibit?

MR. DYMOND:

Surely. I will mark it for identification
purposes as "D-54."

(Whereupon, the document referred

to by Counsel was duly marked for

9
identification as "Exhibit D-54.")

BY MR. DYMOND:

Q

Mr. Phelan, I submit to you the document which
you just handed to me and which I have

marked for identification as D-54, ana ask

4
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—
you to identify this document.
A It is a paid hotel bill from the Dunes Hotel
in Las vegas for the room I occupied from
March 4 to March 7.
Q Of what year, sir?
A 1967.

MR, DYMOND:
If the Court ple;se, in conﬁectioa with.
~the testimony of this‘witness, I
would like to offer, file and produce
in evidence the document marked for
identification as "D-54."
MR, ALCOCK:
No objection.
THE COURT:
Let it be received.

BY MR, DYMOND:

Q Mr. Phalen, you have testified you arrived in
Las Vegas on the 4th, of what month was
that, sir?

A March.

¢ The 4th of March, 1967. Wwas that before or
after the holding of the preliminary hear-

ing in this case?

A - That was prior to the preliminary hearing.

I
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After arriving in Las Vegas on March 4, 1967,
when did you first see Mr. Garrison in
Las Vegas?

March 5.

Wheré did this meeting take place, sir?

I met him at the.airport then I talked to him
at the San&s Hotel.

At the time you talked with ﬁr.'Gérrigbn‘at“
the Sands Hotel on March 5, 1967, in
Las Vegas, did Mr. Garrison give anything
to you?

He gave me two documents, but I don't believe
it was March 5, I think it was the day
after, March 6. We héd a series of con-
ferences before he gave»mé the documents.

Mr. Phalen, I show you a document which has
been introduced in evidence'and marked for
purposes of identification as State and
Defense 27, and ask you to examine this
document and tell me whether it was one of

the documents given to you by Mr. Garrison

on the 6th of March, 19672 That is, whethe

that is a true and faithful copy of it,
not necessarily the same paper?

Yes, sir.
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Now, Mr. Phelan, after this document was given

to you by Mr. Garrison, what did you do?

I went back to my hotel. He gave it to me late,

I went back to my hotel and read the two

documents, and reread them and reread them,

Could you tell me approximately how many times

you read them on that dccﬁsion, sir?
I read this oﬁe about six timés.
What wae your purpose in'teading it so many
times, Mr. pPhelan?
Because there was a wide discrepancy --
MR, ALCOCK:
I object to this. He cannot testify as
to the nature of the'document. Thé
document speaks for itself. Tt s
been read to the Jury.
MR, DYMOND:
I am entitled to know why this man read it
an unusual number of times.

MR, ALCOCK:

He is going into inconsistencies.
MR. DYMOND:
Try to answer the question without ex-
pressing an opinion, if you can.

TIIE COURT:
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That is almost impossible.
MR. DYMOND:

Yes, I am afraid it might be.
THE WITNESS:

It is very difficult, sir..

BY MR. DYMOND:

Q

Be that as it may, you say you did read it
about six times?

Yes, sir.

After having read this document numerous times,

. Mr. Phalen, what did you do?

. The next morning I Xeroxed a copy of it and a

- copy 0of the other document and returned
. the original to Mr. Garrison.
Did you tell him anything at that time?
No, sir.

Was the last you saw of Mr. Garrison at Las

Vegas on that occasion?

I think I talked to him one more time. I talked !

to him a total of about four or five times.

Mr. Phalen, when did you eventually leave
- Las Vegas on this trip which commenced on
March 4, 196772
.March 7.

Where did you go from Las Vegas after leaving

10
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there?

I went to my home in Long Beach and then re-
turned to New Orleans.

Approximatély, sir, when did you return to
New Orleans?

A couple of days later.

Upon your arrival here what did you do?

I covered the.clay Shaw preliminary hearing.

When you say ydu ﬁﬁvered it; were you here on’
~behalf of a publication?

I covered it for the Saturday Evening Post.

Were you sitting in the courtroom during the
testimony elicited at this preliminary
hearing?

Yes, sir.

After hearing the preliminary hearing proceed-
ings, what -did you then do, Mr. Phalen?

After the preliminary hearing?

Right.

I believe it was the next day I called Mr.
Garrison and told him I was tremendbusly
disturbed by the testimony of Perry Russo.

MR. ALCOCK:

I am going to object to this line of

questioning and the answers, becausc

11
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the Court has repeatedly said the pre-
liminary hearing forms no part of
this case, and what this man is
saying now is as a result of him
listening to the testimony at the pre-
- liminary hearing.

THE COURT:

I overrule the objection. He is testifying]

as to the fact he made a statement to

. Ssomeone,

BY MR, DYMOND:

Q

A

Q

A

What did you tell Mr. Garrison, Mr. Phalen?

I called him at his home and told.him I was
tremendously disturbed by the testimony of
Perry Russo.

Did you tell him why?

Not on the phone.

THE COURT:

Don't tell us what he told you.

BY MR, DYMOND:

Can you tell us how long after the preliminary
hearing this telephone conversation took
place?

I think it was the next day. It couldn't have

been more than two.
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What was the next contact, if any, you had
with Mr. Garrison concerning this?

Shortly after the telephone call I went to
his house.

Was that here in New Orleans, sir?

Yes, sir.

Daytime or nighttime2r

ﬁvening.

Approxiﬁafely what time?

I would have to guess. Maybe 6:00 or 7:00.

Upon your arrival at Mr. Garrison's home, did
you find him there?

Yes, sir.

Who else, if you know, that is who that you
know of in addition to Mr. Garrison was
there when you arrived?

Mrs. Garrison and their children;

At this time d&id you tell Mr. Garrison anything?

Yes, sir.

What did you tell him?

I told him that there Qas a complete discrepancy
between what Mr. Russo had told as related
in the Sciambra memorandum and what he
testified to on the stand here.

VWhat, if anything, was Mr. Garrison's rcaction

13
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to this?
MR. ALCOCK:
Objection.
MR. DYMOND:
I didn't ask what he said. The reaction
could be physical,
iHE WITNESS:
"His jaw droppedua little E;t.
THE COURT: |
.I haven't ruled on it yet. I think he
can testify to a reaction.
BY MR. DYMOND:
Q wWhat, if anything, was Mr. Garrison's reaction

to your statement?

A His jaw dropped a little bit.

Q After he picked his jaw up, what happened?

A He made a telephone call.

0 As a result of this telephone call did anyOné

else come to Mr. Garrison's home?

A Yes, Mr. Sciambra.

o Was he gcc0mpanied by anyone else from the
DA's Office?

A No, but before he arrived Mr. William Gurvich
came to the house.

0 So I take it Mr. Sciambra, Mr. Gurvich, you and

14
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Mr. Garrison were there, is that correct?

Yes, sir, in his study.

During the course of this visit did you have

Occasion to say anything to Mr. Sciambra?

Yes, sir.

Will you tell us what you said to Mr. Sciambra,

please?

I told Mr. Sciambra that in his interview, in

his -report of thelintéfview with Mr..Ruéso
in Baton Rougé, there was no<information
whatsoever about an assassination plot,
about Mr. Shaw knowing Lee Oswald, and
there was nothing abogt Mr. Russo saying
that he knew Clay Shaw as Clay Bertrand

or Ciem Bertrand.

What was ‘Mr. Sciambra'a reaction or his reply

MR.

THE

MR.

THE

to that statement?
ALCOCK:

I object to that.

COURT :

I sustain the objection.
DYMOND:

May I be heard on that?

COURT:

- Not in front of the‘Jury.
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 MR.. DYMOND:

MR, DYMOND:
Then I would like to be heard outside of
the presence of the Jury.
'THEI_CCHJRT:
- I think I anticipate whétiyouAaré goiné
to say.
. If I may suggest, we can a:gﬁe this matter
. before the Jﬁry comes back for lﬁnch.
THE COURT:
Gentlemen, do not discuss this case
amongst yourselves or with anyone
,glse until it is fipally given to you
for your decision. -
Sheriff, take ch#rge of the Jury and have
them back here for 1:30.
(Whereupon, the Jury was removed
from the courtroom.)
THE COURT:
You may proceed, Mr. Dymonu.
MR. DYMOND:
If the Court please, witb regard to what
Mr. Sciambra said at this time, we
now get into an area which is com-

pletely different from having one

16
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person testify as to what another
has said, for the reason at this
point in the. trial Mr. Sciambra_has
testified as a witness, has denied
making certain statements to Mr.
Phalen in the course of some conver-
sation about thch we.are talking
rigﬁt nov. So we have here a con-
. _~;;flic£ in the_ééstimOpy as between
. two witnesses which is certaiply
..relevant to the credibility of both
- 0of those witnesses.
THE COURT:
Wasn't Mr. Sciambra refused permiésiOn
to testify what Mr. pPhalen told him?
Now we have the other side, Mr. Phalen
saying what he said.

MR, DYMOND:

The record will reflect we did not object-w

to Mr. Sciambra testifying to what

Mr. Phalen had said during the course
of that c0nversati0p; Mr. Sciambra
was examined as to what he said during
the course of that conversation.

When he denies he said something we

17
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MR. ALCOCK:

MR,

THE

MR.

THE

MR.

are entitled to show by another wit-

ness what he said.

Is Defense Counsel saying they are putting
this man on the sgand to iméeach
specific statements made by Mr.
Sciambra? IIGOn't recall his atten-
tion being called to specific_stater
fmen£5‘and him denying it. This is

. the only way this witness could testi-
fy about anything Mr. Sciambra said.
DYMOND

From memory I can point out one specific

.statement thaf was denied.
COURT:

Did you lay a predicate as to time, place,

and --
DYMOND:

Yes, we did,. It was set forth as to where
, |

. N - i
it was, what took place and the cixrcumng

stances.
COURT :
We can look it up.
DYMOND:

Mr. Sciambra was specifically asked whether

18
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THE COURT:

he engaged in a conversation with
Mr. pPhalen with regard to a bet about
what was contained in this memorandum

and he denied it.:

I recall that. If there is a question on

exactly what was 5aid we are going
to ﬁave to get in touch with Mrs.
Diet?ich and-fiﬁd out who was the
court reporter who took Mr. Sciambra's
testimony. If you can show me you
laid a predicate, then I will rule

you have laid a proper foundation.
Unless you can show me you have done
that I will sustain Mr. Alcock's
objection. Is that the legal situa-

tion? .

.MR, ALCOCK:

That is as I understand it. The only thing

this man can testify to as to what

Mr. Sciambra said or what Mr. Russo
said, is if their attentiOn was called
to a specific statement at a specific
time and they can be impeached. 1In

testifying what he is doing is going

19
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. trary to the earlier ruling of the

THE COURT:

I wouldn't say he is putting an interpre-

MR, ALCOCK:

These things were admitted by Russo and

THE COURT:

. Mrs.

into the Sciambra memo which is alread
in evidence and it speaks for itself.
Now he is putting his interpretation

on the Sciambra memo, which is con-

Court, which said the Sciambra memo
shonld be read to the Jury and no

interpretation put on it.

tation on it.

Sciambra. .What are we impeaching?

I know the. newspaper reports have not
been very -- well, perhaps I had
better not say that. There may possi-

bly be some report in the press as to

what was said.

Dietrich is here now. Mrs. Dietrich,
we have come to a point where we find
it necessary to go over Mr. Sciambra's
testimony. I don't know who took it.

I don't know if you have expedited

y20
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L

that particular testimony at the
request of any person, but we have
reached a point where we have to have
someone read through Mr. Sciambra's
testimony for this'specific point.
What was the point you wanted to
check?

MR. DYMOND:

.. It is our contention.that.Mr. Sciambra
. was specifically asked about this
meeting at Mr. Garrison's house after
the preliminary hearing, the meeting
being attended by Mr. Gurvich, Mr.
Sciambra, Mr. Phalen and Mr. Garrison.
We contend that he was asked whether
at that time he had any conversation
with Mr. Phalen in connection with a
bet which was offered as to what was
Or was not contained in his memorandum |
to Mr. Garrison under date of
February 27, 1967, and that Mr. Sciambra
denied there having been any conver-
sation pertaining to a érOposed bet.

MR, ALCOCK:

For the sake of expedition, is this the
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only point you want looked up?
MR. DYMOND:

I can't say at this .time whether it is
the only point. However, I think

. . once we locate the general area in
the record where this subject matter
is covered we are not goihg to have
any problemn. :

THE COURT: |
Suppose the reporter who took it is 6ut of
town? Who took it, Mrs. Dietrich?
MRS, DIETRICH:
May I get my notes, Judge?
THE COURT:
Yes.
MRS, DIETRICH:

Mr. Neyrey took it on Wedneéday, the 12th
of February, and I don't have a nota-
tion that Mr. Sciambra continued the
next morning, so Mr. Neyrey must have
all the notes.

THE COURT:
Is there a way you can.reach Mr. Neyrey?
MRS. DIETRICH:

I will try right away.

(gcz 5¥) vISH

22

.uoTlo8TTed MAL ‘Adod esuexozey

et

(RPN PP ST

- —— -~

st 22 A o

A L —— A A i &

s ma— .t oS rahd



J2/N

—

REPRUDULLLED AL lhzo NALLUMNAL Anunxvna!rf~—

THE COURT:

Could you ask him to be here at 1:30
with his notes of Mr. Sciambra?
Meantime, I will ask Mr. Jacobs if
.he can get us a noon edition of the
1ith or 12th. 1t may have something
wWe can ue in that edition.

Mr. Phalép, you are excused for lunch.

The Court is adjourned‘until 1:30 p.m.

(Whereupon, a luncheon recess was taken.)
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AFTER THE LUNCHEON RECESS:
THE COURT:

- For the record, before we bring the Jury
down, I don't béligve -- déAYOu w;nt
to have him read the gquestion back?

MR. ALCOCK:

I have no objection to the question being

‘rep;0poundedf
THE COURT :

Why don't you repropound the question
where we excused the Jury and I will
go to what I have.

MR. DYMOND: .
Let me see what I have.

THE COURT:

I want you to propound it because‘I want
to clear this up out of the presence
of the Jury and then we will bring
them back.

JAMES R, PHELAN,
having been sworn and having testified previouély,
resumed the stand for a continuation of the
DIRECT EXAMINAT ION
BY MR. DYMOND:

0 Mr. Phelan, referring to the mecting at Mr.

24
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Garrison's home about which you were
testifying when you left the witness stand,
at that time did you ask Mr. Sciambra why
his report of the first interview with
Perry Raymond Russo contained noﬁhing
about an assassination plot or an ass;ssij
nation meeting?

THE COURT:

. Was that.the intétruptionhaththat ti@e?

MR, DYMOND:

I think the interruption came on what
Mr. Sciambra stated in reply to that.

THE COURT:

The legal point when we get the Jury down,
you can ask the guestion what did
Mr. Sciambra say to him, then you can
call for a verbatim transcript which
you have written down by Mr. Neyrey
and I will rule on it.

Bring the Jury down. I think we are going
to have Mr. Neyrey in attendance at
least part of the afternoon.

MR. DYMOND:
Maybe there 1is one other question that I

have propounded and I had better

25
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mention it to you now.
THE COURT:

Shut the door.

BY MR. DYMOND:

Q.

DidAMr. Sciambra contend thaﬁ his original
memorandum to Mr. Garfison contained an
account of an assassination meeting or
assassination plot? 3 .

THE COURT}

You would object on the grounds that
predicate was not laid.

MR, ALCOCK:

Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT:

Then you will have to get Mr. Neyrey again
for that part of the testimony.

MR, DYMOND:

That gets us up to date, Your Honor.

THE COURT:

We used the newspapers as a reference, but
it was out of context. We will have
to wait for that to be transcribed.

MR. DYMOND:

We now have a verbatim transcript, Your

Honor.

26
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THE COURT:

We do. Did that occur in the cross-

examination by Mr. Wegmann --
MR. DYMOND:
| Yes.
THE COURT:
Suppose we .try to find'thatﬁ
MR. DYMOND: IR
It is in that portion that you have, ‘we
-have covered most of it,
THE COURT:
I will let you ask both questions.
Bring the Jury in.
You can use this as an exhibit.
(Whereupon, the Jury was brought

back in.)

THE COURT:

I would suggest, Mr. Dymond, you do it all

over again in front of the Jury.

MR, DYMOND:
Very well, Your Honor.
BY MR, DYMOND:
0 Mr. Phelan,

referring again to the meeting at

Mr. Garrison's house, where Mr. William

Gurvich, you, Mr. Sciambra, and Mr. Garricon

p.7
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L

were present, at that time did you ask Mr.
Sciambra why his report of his interview

with Perry Raymond Russo which was dated

February 27, 1967, did not contain anything

concerning an assassination meeting or
assassination plot?
MR. ALCOCK:
Objection, Your Honor.
THE COURT: |
. State your reason why, Mr. Dymond.
MR, DYMOND:
My. reason is that when Mr. Sciambra was
~on the witness stand he was asked
whether or not pe had ever claimed,
whether he had ever claimed -- may I
have that transcript, I will give it
to you verbatim, Your HOnor;
THE COURT:
Here it 1is.
MR, DYMOND:

Whether he ever claimed that an account
of an assassination meeting or.
assassination plot was contained in
this memorandum which he had written

for Mr. Garrison, and in answer to

2
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that question he said no, he had
never contended that.
THE COURT:

The article that covers that.

MR. DYMOND: : | :

Article 493.
THE COURT: : c T
It is my understanding you are claiming‘
.that he did not distinctly admit --
MR. DYMOND:
Not only did he not distinctly admit'it,
he denied it, and his denying it under
the terms of Article 493, it gives-me
the right to put on evidence at this
time to prove.that he did make the
statement.
THE COURT:
I will overrule the objection. I will per-
mit you to proceed.
MR. DYMOND:
Wwould you kindly repeat the question,
please.
(Whereupon, the pending question
was read back by the Reporter.)

THE WITNESS:

4

29
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BY MR. DYMOND:

Q

And what was Mr. Sciambra's reply to that ques -
He said that I did not know what the hell I

~After he said that you didn't know what the hell

Yes,

Would you relate that for us, please. 1

He stated, he stated that I was all wrong, about

Was there any response to this proposal?

I certainly did.

tiQn, Mr. Phelan?

was talking about.

yYyou were talking about, was there any con-
vefsétien-between you and Mr. Sciambra or
any conversation by you pertaining to a
proposed bet on what was in the memorandum?

there was.

stating that there was nothing about the
assassination plot, and I told him that I
had a copy of his memoranduﬁ and had read
it six or eight times, and I said, "I will
bet my job on the Saturday Evening Post
that that memorandum is exactly the way I
described it if you will bet your job with
the District Attorney's Office and we will
read the memorandum and find out who is

right."

30
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I- did not get a bet.

Did you at any time during this conversation

request the production of Mr. Sciambra's

notes on this interview with Perry Raymond

Rusgso?

Not at Mr. Garrison's house.
Not at that time. Did you at a later date?

The next day -- I hadn‘t thought at the time,

the néxﬁﬂday I went éown to thé bA's'
Office and I said, "We can clear up tﬁis
matter real easy by your producing your
original notes." I said, "I would assume
that if you heard a witness say that he
had heard a plot to as;aséinate the Preéi—
dent, that you would at least make a note
of it." I said, "Get your originél notes

and we will clear it up right now."

Now, Mr. Phelan, at the time of the meeting at

Mr. Garrison's house or any other time, 4§ig .

you ask about any other things that yod
considered discrepancies in this memo-
randum as distinguished from the testimony

that you heard Russo give at the preliminary

hearing?

Well, we discussed the memorandum at considerablq

31
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length for, oh, a half hour or so.
0 What other discrepancies did you ask about and
asked to be explained to you?

MR, ALCOCK:

I object to this, Your Honor, the memo-

randum is in evidence, the Jury heard

it and they heard Mr. Sciambra and
they heard Perry Russo, the dis-
crep;ncies baéeﬂ on whose oOpinion,
his opinion? They are asking for an
opinion.
MR, DYMOND:
I will rephrase the question if the court
please.
BY MR. DYMOND:
Q Were there any other matters contained in this
memorandum which you had read six or eight
times about which you asked either Mr.

Sciambra and/or Mr. Garrison?

A Yes.
Q Tell us what other things you asked them about.
A We went over it at great lengfh, and one line

in the memorandum --
¢} Let me interrupt you and say if you have any

notes of your own to which you might refer

32
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for the purpose of refreshing your memory,
yYou may do so, sir.

THE COURT :

I suggest we get the exhibit, the Sciambra |

_ memorandum and lef him have‘the mémo-

randum.

MR. DYMOND:

All right, Your Honor.

THE COURT: |

- Do you recall what State exhibit number
that would be, "S and D-20," "State
and Defense 20"?

MR, DYMOND:

That is correct, "S and D~20."

BY MR, DYMOND:

Q

I am handing a copy of the Sciambra memorandum
of February 27, which has been marked for

identification "S and b-20," and --

The main point that we discussed was on Page 6 -

MR. ALCOCK:

This is what I was objecting to, this memo-
randum is in evidence, it statec fof
itself, the man can't go down the
memorandum and pick out discrepancies

that he feels that are present in the

33

(€€ oY) vISH

tUOE3DATTCD NAr ‘Ldoo esusxszey

[T

e s

[T S

e e



/N12

T e e

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

REPRODLCLED AL ibb MALLIUNAL ARLOLVEO E .

memorandum. It has already been read

to the Jury.

MR, DYMOND:

I agree he cannot pick out what he consider

to be discrepancies, I am not asking
him to do that, and I will specifical-
ly ask the witness at this time to
reffain from labelling anything "main"
or putting ané,édjgc;ives before it.
I merely want to kﬁow what discrepan-
cies, at least -- |
THE COURT:
You are using the word{ that is a bad
word.
MR. DYMOND:
I want him, I want to ask this witness
what matters in this memorandum, what
matters did he ask questions about,
that's all.
THE WITNESS:
The section that says “The next picture
that he identified was that of Clay
Shaw, he said he saw this man twice."

BY MR, DYMOND:

0 What did you ask either Mr. Sciambra or Mr.

Ul
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Garrison about that?

I pointed out that I had heard Mr. Russo's

wWill

testimony and that he had testified that
he saw Shaw three times. The one time

it was not mentioned in this memorandum was
the party where the assassination plot
Presumably occurred.

you name another portion of that memorandum

that you asked about.

The .conversation centered on this point, and the

what

other two times at which Russo claims to
have seen Shaw.

did you say in connection with that?

I said that I found that absolutely incredible

that a lawyer could go to Baton Rouge,
interview a supposed witness to the crime
of thé century and then come down and write
a 3500-word memorandum and leave out the

crime.

I will ask you -- go ahead.

I said that if I had heard Mr. Russo describing

the assassination plot, and I came down
and wrote a one-paragraph memorandum, I
would certainly have mentioned the assassi-

nation plot,.

35
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I

Now, after leaving Mr. Garrison's house that

Yes.

And that is when you had your conversation with
Correction, I am not certain whether it was the
It was the following day?

Yes.

All right. At any time subsequent to your ' i

Subsequent to the preliminary hearing?

Yes, and subsequent to your coming to the Distrigt

36
will ask you to look further at the memorandun

and tell me whether there are any other
portions about which you asked or com-
mented.

think there were not.

beg your pardon?

think there were not. .
evening, did you tesfify‘thatqycu came to

the District Attorney's Office the follow-

ing morning, Mr. Phelan?

Mr. Sciambra?

morning or the afternoon, the next day.

coming here to the District Attorney's
Office, did you have occasion to see

Perry Raymond Russo?

Attorney's Office following the meceting at
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Mr. Garrison's home?
Yes, I went to Baton Rouge and saw him.
Was this or was it not a prearranged meeting?

It was prearranged.

With whom did you make the arrangements for this

meeting?

Mr. Sciambra.

When you went to Baton Rouge, were yoﬁ(alone?

No, sir!

Whom did you have with you?

I had Matt Herron, he is a New Orleans photo-
grapher who ;hot the pictures for my
Saturday Evening Post piece.

Now, did you and Mr. Herron end up seeing Mr.
Russo in Baton Rouge?

Yes, we did,

Where did you see him?

At his hone. I don't recall the address, the
place where he was living at, a little
frame house.

Now, tell us what happéned when you went in

and saw Mr. Russo on that occasion?

We talked for several hours, he gave me the backd
ground of how he had appeared as a witness,

and at the end, ncar the cnd of our inter-
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view, I handed him a copy ©0f the Sciambra
memorandum.

What did you tell him when you handed him_that
copy?

I told him I was going to use the material in
the memorandum in the Post piece, and I
was giving it --

Now, the POSt'piece --

The article I was writiﬁd for the Saturday
Evening Post, and I gave it to him and
asked him to read it and tell me if it
was a correct account of his original
interview by Mr. Sciambra.

When you handed it there to him, did he or

. did he not read it?

Yes, he read it, he read it line by line.

Did he make any corrections or did he accept
it?

Yes, he made some corrections.

Approximately how many?

He made four specific corrections and a comment.

Could you tell us what the four corrections
were, Mr. Phelan?
He corrected the line on Page 1 that said, “He

was told at time" -- I presume it is at

38
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that time, a misprint here, "He was told
at that time by Landry's mother that
Ferrie had taken Landry out of the country"
THE COURT:
Would you repeat that, please.
THE WITNESS: |
He corrected the line in the second para-
graph, he said{ “Hé Qas told at that
timé by Landfy's mother th;t Ferrie
;had taken Landry out of the country."
He changed that to say that.Landry had

+0ld him this, and not Landry's mother

BY MR, DYMOND:

0 All right.
A He corrected the line on the second page in the
last paragraph where it says, “Russo said

that one night he and Landry and Tim
Kershénstine, who lives on 2061 Pelopidas,”
pP-e-l-o-p-i-d-a-s, --

0 Pelopidas.

A "Phone Number 943-8490, and possibly Niles
Peterson were in the Interlect, which is
located on Bourbon Streect and they ran into
Dave Ferrie." He said it was a place next

to the Interlect.
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Q All right. Anything else?
A .He corrected the line on Page 3, which says,
"He .also admitted to Russo for the first
time ﬁe was a homosexual.*
Q What did he correct about that?
A- - He said that he had-not made,; that Russo -- that
. this is referring to David Ferrie, and he
T, .said thaﬁﬁDavid Ferrie-did not make that
;-»AdmissiOn to him.
Q@ ... Did he make  any pther-corréctiOns?
A . He made a correction, .he made a correction on
the seventh page, whéfe it says, "He also
- $aid that if he were hypnotized,“'f-;no,
"He said .that he had_beén hypnotized like
this before,“ -he corrected that line énd
said he had not beep hypﬁotized.
Q Did he take exception to the statement to the
.effect that Russo had reported haviﬁé‘seen
Shaw.only twice rather than three times‘as
he had testified? Did you make any cohmeqt

to him about that?

A I can tell you what he said.
0 What did he say?
A I had underlined that in a copy of the memorandu:

I had, I had underlined that in with a ball

| (ecz Bu) vosu
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point pen, it was the only mark I made

-on .the memorandum, it struck me at the’

time, "so when-he was reading-through, he

-comes’ to.that -line and he stopped, he

. stopped and he .said, ."I should have saigd

three times, I am:usually,pretty careful
about what I say," and he shrugged and he

said, “bﬁtvmaybe I Dnly.SAid,twicg," and

. ..went on reading thefmempr;ndum:

Did you ask him any questions. pertaining to

. Yes,

when was the- first time that he had

- mentioned the assassination meeting or

plot to Mr. Sciambra?
I did. . Wwhen he finished reading the memo-

randum, I asked him one .question.

what was that, sir?

I saia, "wWell, then, you first mentioned the

Now,

Yes.

assassination plot when," and he said,
"After I got to New Orleans."

after this Baton Rouge meeting, Mr. Phelan,

did you have any other occasion or occasion

to see Perry Raymond Russo?

How did these visits or meetings come about?

After I had talked in Baton Rouge I went im-

ur
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mediately to New York and I wrote the
article for the Saturday Evening Post.
. About a week 0r so after the article was
.out I called Matt Herron here in New
. ;ereans and I asked him what the local
reaction had been about it and he told me -
'MR. ALCOCK:
Objection to what Matt Herron may:ha&e
.?said," ST IR
MR, DYMOND:

© . You cannot say what Mr. Herron told you.

BY MR, DYMOND:

Q What you wanted to know was the local reaction
to what?

A To the article and the statements made in it.

Q Now, as a result of your convérsation with

Matt Herron, did you have aﬁy further
meeting or meetings with Mr. Russo?
A I telephoned him from New York. The result of:
the telephone call --
MR. ALCOCK:
I didn't hear his response to that.
THE WITNESS:

I telephoned Perry Russo from New York.

BY MR, DYMOND:

42
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Q

A

After this telephone call by you to Perry
Russo, when approximately and where did

- - the next meeting take place?

- About the last week in May, 1967.

\
\
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\
\
\ k
\ >
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\
\
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N NO HIATUS HERE.
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A

Q

A

A

Q

And where, Mr. Phelan?

At his home.

. -What

Well

.. The .

What

MR,

section of the City or on what street was
he living at that time, sir, if you re-
member?

, the geography of New Orleans kind of
baffles me. I think it .is out near City

~pPark. I don't recall the,address.

“Q 'zﬂNow,‘what}"if anythingf‘did you.ask Russo at

this meeting?
first meeting we went down to the corner,
to the poolroom there and played a little
pool, and we started back to £he house,
and .I did not ask him'énything, he.s£0pped
and made a statement to me in the mi&dle of
the street or in the middle of the side-
walk.
was the statement?
ALCOCK:
I object to any statement he may have made
unless the Defense Counsel can show
it is used for impeachment purposes

and show the proper predicate was

laid and show the witness denied makin

the statement.
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MR. DYMOND:

If this is the statement, if that is the
statement I think it is, I will refer
ﬁhe Court to Page.420 of the transcrip

THE COURT:
All right. -
MR, DYMOND:

"If I might ask bne,question here.‘;I think

a

D 1 can,identify.the'statement about
which Mr. phelan is testifying in a

non-prejudicial manner.

BY MR, DYMOND:

Q

Did this statement have anything to do Qith a
priest, Mr. Pheian?
Yes.
MR. DYMQND:
I refer Your Honor to Page 420.
THE COURT:
The top of page 4207
MR, DYMOND:
Yes,
THE COURT:
I overrule the objection.
MR, ALCOCK:

I suggest the Court look at Page 419 where

T
LT N I
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the question is answered. He went
- in great lengths in that answer.
MR. DYMOND:

The;e“are two sections to this statement,
and .I.refer Your Honor to the last
sentence aof R.S.. 15:493, where the
statute sdys that, "If the witness
does not distipctly‘admit making such

-é;'stateﬁent,‘evidence<tﬁat he did make
it is admissible."
THE COURT:

I am aware of that.

I overrule the objection. I think your
question should révert back to ﬁhe
middle of pPage 419. -

MR. DYMOND:

I think the question was directed toward
that, Your Honor, and I think that
is what the witness --

THE COURT:

I overrule the objection based on the last

sentence 0f R.S. 15:453{

Do you wish to have this back?

BY MR. DYMOND:

Q

What statement did Perry Raymond Russo make to

46
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Q

I said, ”Do you want to tell me what you told

you at that time concerning a priest,
Mr., Phelan?
He stopped, and right out of the blue he turned
. to me and said, 4If Jim Garrison knew what
.-I told my priest in Baton Rouge.after the
Shaw hearing, he would go through the
ceiling."* = T e

And what did you say?

the priest," and,he.séid, "Yes."

And what did he say he had told the priest?

He said he ﬁold -- he told me that he‘had told
the priest that he wanted to meet ;omewhere
with Clay shaw in order to be sure Qf his
identification of Mr. Shaw.

At any time, or was at any time a‘méeting between

. Cléy_shaw and Perry Russo suggested?

I asked him first, I said, "For goodness sake,

'you got up here in Court and put your hahd
over the man's head and swore that he was
the man," and I said, "now you want to make
sure after you identified him," and I said
"if you want to see Shaw, I think I could

arrange it."

What did he say to that?

VR
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A He said, "All right.*

0 Did you attempt to arrange such a meeting with
... Clay shaw and Perry Rayﬁond Russo?

A Yes. The next day I went -to Mr. Wegmann's
~ ~o©office and they.had Mr. Shaw thefe_and.I

. told them what Mr. Russo had said,

Q  Did this .meeting ever take place? : .
A . _No, sir. .
.Q‘f . To your gnowledge, why_not, Mr.. Phelan? .

THE COURT:. i
L If he'knows,of his own knowledge.
MR, DYMOND:
~That 1is correct{
. THE WITNESS:
Mr. Shaw agreed to it?immediately,;and I
went back and so reported it ﬁo Perry
Russo and he backed off.
BY MR. DYMOND:
0 At that time, did he give you any reason for
his backing off?
~MR . ALCOCK:
- I object to this, Your Honor, .is this
impeachment or are we going back over

this area? We will put Perry Russo

back up and Mr. Sciambra, we will be

48
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here two years, Your Honor,.

- THE COURT:

- . I think Mr. Alcock's objection,. unless you
- - lay.a predicate, specifically to im-

peaching on. that particular point,
you can't let it go into a-general
summation of what ‘e thinks happened.

MR. DYMOND: '. T

: I refer Yégf-Honar.tbPaQe_dZQbof the

-transcript of Mr: Russo's testimony,

and it is also covered on a couple of

the preceding pages, Your Honor.

THE COURT:
I think the question refers to the 1ést
paragraph of Page 428,
MR. DYMOND:
Yes, and it is also-covered on a couple
of the preceding pages, Your Honor.
The main question that I wanted to .
ask 1s covered on Page 429.
MR. ALCOCK: - -
I don't think there is any impeachment here
THE COURT:
That is what I was going to say.

The question was put to the witness, Mr.

(£€z :6H) woIsH
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Phelan.

MR, DYMOND:

- * .This has to do.with the first reason for

not ‘going through with the appoint-
ment.

THE COURT:

.- - You are asking the question on that matter?

I am not gbing to.repeat it, in the

'z.;;imiddlé of 428, he gave you an answer. |

. --oo.-1 think. this énswer is such that he

would not call it, you would not éallA
it a denial. It is in the.middle of
Page 428.

MR, DYMOND:

That is not a flat denial, but,'oncg'again,

I refer the Court to the 1as£ sentence
of R.S. 15:493, which says, "If the‘
witness does'not distinctly admit
making such statement, evidence thét
he did mazke.it is admissible." |
Certainly while it may not be a flat
denial, it is not a diétinct adm;s—
sion.

THE COURT:

I am not going to repeat the question, he

50
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MR.

says that may have been part of it.
I would understand that ordinarily
to me that the part that he is ad-
-mitting is part .of it, there may be
more . to it,than,thét, you héven't'
asked him about the part,

DYMOND: - , Co

.- He- says that may be part .0of it, but --

THE. COURT : - .

MR,

MR,

MR.

THE

It goes:on "Did yOu‘téll him that?", and
; his answer is "I am not sure that is
exactly the reason I gave,lno," so he

is not sure.

DYMOND:
. Thatwis,cprrect,rso that @e does not dis-
“tinctly admit it.
ALCbCK:
He ma? not be.surevof the reason he-gave,
but it is an admission.
DYMOND:
The law. requires a-distinct admission.
COURT :

I agree with you, Mr. Dymond. Mr. Alcock,
based on that last sentence, if the

- witness does not distinctly admit

51
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making such statement, evidence that
‘he did make 'it is admissible," and
-~ - under the way I am reading the testi-
mony of 428 and 429, I will overrule
. .your .objection and permit him to

answer the question.

BY MR. DYMOND: :

Q

What was the first reason that Eerry~Raymond
7 Russo gav; to you;fdr“nptlgoing through
with that meeting? |
He said that word of it would undoubtedly léak
back to Mr. Garrison that he meﬁ with
- :Mr. Shaw and that Mr. Garrison would
clobber him.
Now, at any subsequent time did Mr. Russp'give
you any other reason for not having gone

through with that meeting?

Yes.

Approximately when and where did this occur,

_Mr. Phelan?

-About six, five or six days later, on the eve

of my departure for New York, out of my
car in front of his house.
What did he say at that time?

MR, ALCOCK:

52
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BY MR. DYMOND:

Q

"~ THE COURT:

Objection, unless it can be shown in the
record --
MR, DYMOND:
That is on Page 429.
MR, ALCOCK:
That has something to do with the‘dipner
at Fitzgerald'sl H;-saia itihappeﬁeé

when he gof out of his automobile.

-"Let-me.see.ifnl.understénd the legal' 

situation. You are asking_Mr. Phelan

.-0f an incident thch occurred in
front of Russo's home, and there was
nofhing here:—;

MR. DYMOND: ‘
I will aék Mr. Phelan wﬁere they had beep
- prior to .that in order.to tie it in.

“THE COURT :

.~ ...Because there is nothing in here.

Prior to the statement about which you were about

to testify, where had you and Perry Raymond

Russo been?

I took him and his roommate, Steve Derby, to the

53
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is Fitzgerald's, right on the edge of
the water.

Now, at any time after leaving Fitzgeraldﬂs
and more particularly in the vicinity of
Perry Raymond Russo's house, did he give
you any other reasons for not having kept
the appointment?

MR. ALCOCK:

I object,rthe objeéﬁon being that Mr.
Russo was on the stand as clearly
demonstrated in 429, his attention
was not called to a specific time and
place.

MR. DYMOND:

I submit it was, Your Honor,:if you will
read the transcript --

THE COURT:

I think the time, place and circumstances

have been sufficiently identified at

the place in the City, the time right

,after the dinner, and I overrule the

objection.
MR. DYMOND:
You can read the same sentence, if you

want.

54
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A _ He told pe,.“i lied to you thelfirst time I

BY MR, DYMOND:

Q  After the dinner at Fitzgerald's,. did Mr. Ru

- give you any other reason for not having

gone through with the appointment to meet

Clay Shaw?

A Yes, he did.

Q. What was-it, sir,what did he say?
“explained why I did not want to see Mr.
Shaw, " he said, "the reason I_did not

_was that if I knew that :if I got in the

same room with him and talked to him, that

I would know he was not the man, and if

- knew that," he said, "what could I do,
could go on the run gomewhgre, ; could
to Mexico or go out to California or
San Francisco and become a beatnik, but
could never run from myself."

Q Was there ever any conversation by you with
Russo in connection with the difficulty
and‘indistinction between reality and
fantasy?

A Yes.

Q Did he ever say that he had difficulty in so

doing?

5SSO0

I
I
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MR. ALCOCK:
I object, Your Honor, unless it can be
shown where.
MR, DYMOND:
Page 433 of the transcript, Your.HOnor;
THE COURT:

. The way I read Mr. Russo’s answer is that
he did admit distinctly, he did not.
den§ it. | |

MR. DYMOND:

He admitted it with an explanation which

amounted to a qualification.
THE COURT:

I rule that he did admit it and he had a
right to give an explanation in that
particular instance. I will sustain
the objection.

BY MR. DYMOND:

0 Mr. Phelan, did Mr. RussoO ever express any fear
of reprisals from Mr. Jim Garrison in the
event that he should change his testimony?

MR. ALCOCK:
Objection, Your Honor.
MR. DYMOND :

Page 436, Your Honor.

56
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THE COURT:
It involves two full pages, Mr. Dymond.
Mr. Alcock, the way I read the testi-
hony, it is from the beginning Mr.

. Russo énswered not exactly, no, and
then he was permitted to explain, and
after he explained; thé‘question was
repegted, "You didn'quay it the way

i read it to you,"right," and he says
"No," so he makes an absolute denial
of the way, so I overrule the objec-
tion.

MR, ALCOCK:

All right, yYour Honor.

BY MR. DYMOND:

Q Do you recall the guestion?

A Yes, he did.

Q what did he say in this connection, Mr. Phelan?
A  He said that he kept agonizing over the thing,

he repeatedly said that he was sorry he
had come forth as a witness, he felt

trapped, and that if he tried to change
his story now, that Mr. Garrison would
probably charge him with something and

that he would be clobbered and discredited

57
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and lose his job, he was particularly
concerned about his job with an insu#ance
company.
MR, DYMOND:
-We tender the witness.

CROSS-EXAMINATION

.BY MR, ALCOCK:

Q@ . Now, Mr. Phelan -~

THE COURT :
Just a-second. I know we did not come
_from lunch because we were waiting on
the official transcript of testimony,
80 I sent fQr some coffee, and rathér
than start your examination, I W£il
call a recess, we Qill take thelJﬁry
upstairs.
(Whereupon, a recess was taken.)
AFTER THE RECESS:
BY MR. ALCOCK:
Q Do you recall in April of 1967 appearing by --
rather, interviewed by‘telephone on Close-

up, WDSU Closeup, & radio program?

A Not specifically. After my article came out

I was interviewed by probably 20 different

organizations.

(tez‘su) VOSH
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Do you recall when your article came out?

Yes.

What date was that?

Oh,

THE

MR,

THE

THE

THE

THE

I think ~- no, I don't recall the
date, I think -- I think it was
- we have a copy there, is there a
it'thefe I céh refresh my memory
cOuRT: B
He can refresh his ﬁemOryu
WEGMANN;

~Just read it to him.

COURT :

exact
May 3,
copy of

from?

If he wants the article, he can have it.

What is the date, Mr. phelan?
WITNESS :

May 6, 1967.

COURT :

19672
WITNESS :

Yes.

Sea NO HIATUS HERE.
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BY MR, ALCOCK:

Q

To further refresh your memory Bill Slater,
Rick Townley and Dean Andrews were also
~in this program. Does that refresh your
memory any more on this particular program

No.

. Do you recall having made a statement on the

program to the effect thatvM;._Séiambra
better watch out, that you taped your
interview with Perry Russo'in Baton Rouge?

I don't specifically recall that.

You deny it?

No, I would not deny it.

Did you tape it?

No, sir.

Then if you made that statement on this prcgram
it was a lie, right?

MR, DYMOND:
The witness has testified he does not

remember making it,

MR, ALCOCK:
He does not deny it either,

THE COURT:

I will permit the question,

BY MR. ALCOCK:

PIPE

At B —— . A ort mr . AR

Ao i

tucT3o08TTed NAr ‘Adoo esuwexszey

b mean s ca s et » At

———— 8 .

+

“

(g€z 9Y) w¥IsH




W3/p2

10

11

12

. 13

14

15

16

17

21

22

23

24

REPRODLLUED AL iHE NALILUNAL ARLALYLO ! ‘

If you made the statement on the program that

you do not deny, that would have been a

lie, is that correct?

If you wish to call it that.

Now,

Yes.

Mr. Phelan, going back to the conversation
you had with Mr. Garrison, I think you
said Mr. Gurvich was present, Mr. Sciambra
at Mr. Garrison's home. Do you recall

the convérsation ﬁoﬁ? 1 am talking about

the first conversation --

-- when you spoke to Mr. Sciambra. 1Is it your

Yes.

testimony that this is the first time that
you . called this discrepancy or alleged-
discrepancy to the attention of

Mr, Garrison and Mr. Sciambra?

Do you recall whether or not Mr. Sciambra told

Yes.

you at that time that he, upon leaving
Baton Rouge, February 27, reported
verbally to Mr. Garrison that Perry Russo
did in fact tell him about the party or
gathering in which the §ssassination was

discussed?

61
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BY MR. ALCOCK:

Q..

Do you recall that?

Mr. Sciambra said that.

Did Mr. Garrison deny that in your presence?

MR, DYMOND:

I object to this on the ground it would
be hearsay, Your Hﬁno:. Mr. Garrison
is available to te;?ify, Your Honor,
and this is asking. in fact what did

. Mr. Garrison say at this time.

THE COURT: |
I sustain the objection.

MR, ALCOCK:

Very well, Your Honor.

Now, Mr. Phelan, Mr. Sciambra then did deny the
fact that Russo did not tell him, Is that
correct? In other words, you got the

impression from reading the memorandum that

Russo did not tell Sciambra in Baton Rouge |

about this meeting. Is'that correct?
Yes, that is, I did not get the impression, I
simply was not there.
But, Mr. Sciambra said he did tell him about
it. 1Is that correct?

Mr. Sciambra made a number of statements. He
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first said that I had incorrectly

described the memorandum and then about

three minutes later he said, "Well, if

the material is not in the memorandum,

then I must have. forgotten to put it in."

But he never denied, he never said or denied

that he did not directly come back to

Mr. Garrison and verbally relate the

xcenspiratnrial.meetihgm;annr. Garrison,

did hev?

He claimed that, yes.

Now, was it not Mr. Sciambra who made arrange-

ments for your going to Baton Rouge and

interviewing. Perry Russo?
Yes, it was, he did it on Mr. Garrison's’
instructions.

I take it then as far as you know,

Mr. Garrison did concur in the arrange-

ment. Is that correct?

I would have -- I would say yes, and then I

would have to --
You can explain that.
-- qualify it. Oh, no, that is correct,

certainly, yes.

- Now, did you feel at that time, did you,

as you

63
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BY MR. ALCOCK:

Q

BY MR. ALCOCK:

Q

A

. THE COURT:

feel now, that that was inconsistent with
their trying to hide something?
MR. DYMOND:
I object, Your Honor, "that calls for a
conclusion and opinion of this

witness.
Would you rephrase your gquestion.

Did Mr. Sciambra in directing or assisting you

in getting in touch with Perry Russo appeay¥

to be hiding anything from you?
MR. DYMOND:

Objection, it ¢talls for a conclusion and

opinion, Your Honor,

THE COURT:

I think he can still rephrase the question,
MR, ALCOCK:

Well, I will go on to something else,

Your Honor.

Now, during the course of your -- How long was
your interview with Perry Russo, sir?
Repeat that, please.

How long was your interview with Perry Russo?

(ész 54) VOSH
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Oh, between two and three hours.

Two and three hours?

Yes.

Did you discuss the content of the memorandum
the entire time?

No, sir.

When did you start discussing the content of

the memorandum?

Near the end o6f the interview.

Was there any particular reason since you were
s0 concerned about this memorandum that you
did not discuss it at the outset of the
interview?

Oh, he wanted to tell me the whole background
on the thing.

But you did not?

I also asked him about other statements that he
had méde and other interviews that he had
given prior to Mr. Sciambra's arrival up
there.

Would not you say, Mr. Phelan, that your
principal concern on that cccasion was

the so-called Sciambra memorandum?

Yes.

And yet it's your testimony now that you did
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. I don't understand your answer.

. He did not call you;_did he?

Yes.

. What was your reason for not bringing up this

not approach the subject until just .
before leaving. 1Is that correct?

No, I left, I left after he finally read it.

He wanted .to talk to me.  He talked to me at
great length and there were some other

reople there.-

No, sir.

The arrangements were made for you to see him,
weren't they?

Yes.,

About this memorandum, weren't they?

memorandum that you felt so critical until
the latter part of the conversation or just
before you left?

I told you he wanted to talk to me. He is a
very talkative boy, and he felt that he
was sort of the center of a lot of atten-
tion and he kept telling me the background,
his own background and so on. When he
got through talking, and there were other

people there, and some general conversation

66
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and when he got through talking, he knew

I came up there to discuss this, I said,

"Here is the memorandum," and I gave it

to him.

Was there a lot of confusion, would you say,

~ No,

there?

sir.

Were there many peoplé in and out?

There were -~ Perhaps besides Mr. Herron,

four or five people.

And what had you brought Mr. Herron along for?

As a witness.

Did you give Mr. Herron an opportunity to read

the memorandum before you questioned

Perry Russo about it?

I believe he did.

You are not sure?

I am not certain. I knew -- He knew the main

Now,

point in the memorandum, and that was the

lack of any incriminating matter regarding
Mr. Shaw, he knew that this was the thing

that I was concerned about, but whether

he read the entire memorandum I can't say.
you say that you gave the memorandum to

Mr, Russo and he read it word by word. 1Is

67
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that your testimony?

.That is.correct.

How long did .it take him to read it?

: Oh,-quite a while, he sat on the recliner and

-~ he went through it and he would stop and

- make a comment on a portion of it, and he

. - . . made his corrections,.-.it took him quite

a while, - . .

. How many.comﬁents.ﬁid.he“make?

He corfected foﬁrf;tatemehﬁs and tﬂen maée one,
he made a comment on another secfion of"
the memoranduﬁ where it said he had ssen

.= . Shaw twice, and then he responded to my
final question~--

In other words, it took'h;g a lohg time to'@;ke
his four corrections and ore comment;: 1s

that your testimony?

It took him guite a while to read the menoran-~

2

o dum, sir.

You said you discussed it, did you discuss it

at the time he was reading it?

No, we were not discussing, we were not discuss-

ing the memorandum, I mean, he made the .
comment to me, he sat there and read it

and made the comments on the four
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1 . corrections that he wished to make. 69
2 Q The twice should have been three times, is that
3 - your_testimony?
4 A Yes, and then his response to my final gues-
5 --tion, I asked him‘only-one guestion.
61 Q One question the entire day?
J } A _ _Only one question about the entire memorandun.
8 . Q - One question about-this‘memorandum that you
9 . -~ :..felt-so critical,-is that what.your =
-]
10 - . 3 . ™
.- testimony is? o
' s
11 A Yes. a
2
12 Q When was the question posed? - -
- <
13 A Right at the end when he finished reading it. :
: e o
. -
4l Q As a matter of fact, weren't you going out the- -
: e
15 door? - e s 3
16 a No, sir. =
17 Q How long before you left was it before you posed
18 ;this question? U
¢ L .G
19 A Oh, probably five or ten minutes, merely a
20 ) general conversation.
21 Q .. Five or ten minutes.- Is that.correct? -
22 A Yes. i
23 Q Now, did you consider this cguestion a very
24 essential part of what you were up there
25 for?
~ T ———— ~%
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1 A Yes. s : 70
2 Q . And you waited that long to pose the question? ? ..... i
-3 A . .I could not.pose it. until he read the memoran- :
4. - dum, :
: ; s Q. Bu;lyouigaye it to him toward_the end of'yoﬁr
. : #
6 ) ‘interview? 5
1 A Yes. Lo w attmT f?
8 ,Q‘ Isn't ‘it a fabt,-Mt,wPhelan;_thaF Perry Russo | - 'fié”
L 2 B ; e :;-ng?ér{deniadftgliihg:yougtﬁat.iq.féct he -3 .?i
. ) 4 : e !
10 . did. tell Mr, Sciambra abéut this party g ;
) 3 -
11 : . "or meeting or conspiratorial meeting? E !
12 A Eis whole comment was what I testified té.- ; ;
, e .
13 0] Well, tell me wh;t_that is again. f, g
Q .
M| -A Ee said when_he hit that line, When‘he hit thé' % --E
15 . line that, I underlined, he said "I should ’ g é
16 have said three times, and I am usualiy' =
, : a
17 pretty careful akout what I say," and he Z
13 : , .starteé toAshrug and he said, féu;-maybefﬁ ; :
19 . I said only twice, " and then went on -f"v';fgﬁ,
20 reading the rest of the .memorandum. | L i
o2l .Q . _.I see. Now, what was the question that. you -
22 | - as%ed him, is that the queétion? §
23 A Oh, no, no. 5
24 Q Go on with the question. What was the questions
25 A When he finished?
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W3/P12 1 Q Right. . 71
2 A -.And I said "Other than the correctlons that you
3 -+ ... =+ ‘have made,” is the memorandum accurate,”
- N 7 ~-and ‘he said "Yes," and I said "And you
el o o _.:first_told about the assassination plot
6 | -. . - - when, P&rry,"™ and he said "After I went
74{._...7 .. down to New Orleans." K ~ = )
- -8 | Q@ - Now, did you ask him to -explain when he cor- ..
-=- -9 - - ’:ﬁi:rented:the:twiceito'th;ea:times,-did you =
. . . 2
. ) T []
10| . . -."ask.him to explain that? s :
5 .
11 A No. o i
. B
12 Q You didn't ask him any questions? D -
: < -
13 A No. & {
0 =
g i
oL Q You weren't interested? by %
Q H
. - ~
15 | A - .when I got there, when he finished reading the | & ~ -
16 - memorandum, I asked him the critical -
. - -
17 . question, .ané I khad my answer. ~
181 Q@  And you had your answer. 457
# ' By
19 A Yes. '
20 Q . Now, when did you start writing this article 3
21 C for the Saturday Evening Post? o
- . 2 A About two or three days aftnr I had the inier-
23 view with Mr. Russo.
24 Q Did you consider his statement to your last
25 R guestion highly important and critical?
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A Simply confirmed what was :in the memorandum. 72 f
2| Q Did you consider it highly important and i
- 3| -, ..€ritical that in effect he said that %
; - 4| Sciambra was a liar?> ' .- :
T | A I don't understand the question.
VR A | Q In other words, Mr. Sciambra assured you kefore
-7 -~ : .. . .You left while he was making. arrancements
- -8} - ... . for you to . see Mr. Russo that Mr. Russo - ;H”
seomrdoe- 9 b o0 L. _bhad-in fact ‘told him about the party or -2 A
. . L - . . : [y 5
. - R . o :
= - o 10 b - the gathering where the plot was hatched. § !
. 11 .Is-that correct? 3 '
‘ -
12 A Yes. b :
ot ‘-
131 Q@ . All right. ©Now, ycu say Russo said tha:t the : '
' . . . ' ) '
: . : [ A
. 14 LT first time he mentioned anything atout it a i
| - | £
15 ) was in New Orleans. Is that correce? g i
16 | A Yes. -
| | g
17 | Q Now, my question is did you not think tma= t£hi ~ &
18 : was in effscti saying that Mr, Sciazszrsz N
o o Pat
19 ; was a liar if he said otherwise?> e
20 A Yes., : ) A : ::'
21 Q All right. Now, hcw many words was your ’ 7;
22 article, do you recall? %
23 A Oh, probably around 6,000. ?
24 Q Would say that is an article critical of the §
25 investigation? fs
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15 -

16 -

17

13

23 BY MR. ALCOCK:

24 Q

- Now,. do you have mentioned in that article

--You don't mention that in your article?

':That Russo called him a liar??

< ...~ . Ve object to-that, askin§ this wizness: to

I certainly do.

4l-anywhere where Russo in effect called
© . Mr. Garrison =2 liar and Mr. Sciambra a
. liar?

No. -

In effeéf'by-ﬁakiﬁg theistatemept that the firsy

- time. that he mentioned anything abcut the .
- plot was in ﬁew Orleans.

MR. DYMOND:

pass upon and interpret an article.:
- . . If the State wants to introduce it,-
~ the artiéle speaks forvitself.
MR, ALCOCK:.
i "ﬁeare-not~in£roducing the articie;-Ycurh"
AAHonor.
THE COURT:
I overrule the objection. I think it is

.. .legitimate cross-examinatiorn.

Is there any reference in your article to

Mr. Russo saying that he did not say that -

73
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1
2
3
. 4
51 a
- §1 g -
2 -
B 8| a -
9 Q. .
0| a
i
12
13
12
s
15
R
13
19
=
g
20 A
3 g
21
2

S that?

/There is not.

he did not tell Mr. Sciambra in Baton
Rouge anything about the meeting with
Leon Oswald, the Defendant, and David

Ferrie?

No, sir, there is not.

There is not in your article anything about

' -Well, can you explain that for us?

Why, certainly. It merely confirms what I
learned from Mr. Sciambrafs;memorandum}

and I made the statement in the article

that Perfy Russo had told two different

stories’ and this information ccnfirmed it,

and i-said it-in small words in the

article.

And you did not put in your article that Perry.

} Russo confirmed that when you went to him

in Baton Rouge?
I did not.
And that is your explanation?

Oh, you want an explanatior?

I want an explanation as to why you did not put

that critical thing in your article since

your finding fault with Mr. Sciambhra's

74
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1 memorandum. ' 75
2 A Because the information that Mr. Russo gave me
3 - - confirmed_the. accuracy of what I printed.
4 T Now,j;-t;lked to many people, I covered
5 . ;thé_yhole range of the investigation, there
L was only a small portion of this devoted
N - to t-e Sciambra memorandum,: and it was
8 o - Siﬁply an edipofiai judgment; We had con-
9 ; f;;medhthe-t:nti.of-what I;was priﬁting,
10 - and the.article ran:mucﬁ.ionger than the
11 space given for it, it had to be cut, it
12 was put in the Post, and there was a
.- 13 - p}?ter that I had evidence of the statements
 C I .. that I made in the article and I kept ghié
15 . in reserve in case the article should be
16 chalienged or if we were toke sued, wh;ch
17 we were not..
18 Q Ygu kept what in reserve?
19 A fhe statement that Mr. Russo made in Baton -
20 Rouges.
21 Q And you rslegated this most important memorandum
- - to é sxm2ll portion of your article. Is
u. that your testimony?
24 A No, sir.
25 | Q That is wkat you just testified to, was it not?
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W3/P17 1] A
2 - éi;;;ion in 6,000 -- this article is
3 _:.%‘the whole ihv-estigation, sir, and

o — -
4 rm;ZLI:?%iiig;ckground on it, =y conversations
5 .Tlééééégég;r. Garrison, ané& the background on
S

6 -:;:::Eﬁgéihole assassinaticn story, and I had

~ 7 n-:Zléégggll quite a long Qéory in %,006 words,
] = -.;%E;“é'notiqgfarticle about the Sciambra
}g; o But th}s is'a&critical arﬁi;l;'of the investif_
ﬁ' o gation. :i§ that not your testimony?
12 A a;ndeed it is.
13 Q fI see., And don't yod, did you not deem this
14 an extremely importaﬁt and critical pie;é

TS ' of evidence for your article? .

16 ‘A No, sir, it simply confirmed the statements
17 that‘IAmaég there.
18 Q Ch, I see. You-had a time and space prgglem;"
19 f Is that essentially it? .
20 A No, that is not eségntially it,
21 Sea !
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'ﬁW4/Pl 1 Q Did you not tell Mark Lane that you had a 77 .
2 . . space problem?
3 |- A ‘I don't what I told Mark Lane.
4 Q Would you deny it? ]
. 5 A Do I deny what?
~;.s .6 Q ‘That you made. the statement_to Mr. Lane that
7 {+~ = -.- - Yyou had a space problem,: that is why you
$ |.: .= - .. left that-cri;igal piece of evidence gut. R
e T . 9 b oA 5 X made-that séatement;£0'yoq,,sir.~’ f‘ ’
S -~
10 Q Well - -- ;
) ' z
i A We had to cut the article.- ;
12 Q So you had a space problem. ;
13 A Yes. : ’E‘ -
o : g
14 Q Now, Mr. Phelan, when you next saw Perry Russo, E
15 . . .. that would.be in May, I think oZ 9967,.qu_ g
16 whom We;e you working? | ;
17 A . For Natiosa; BrQadqasting Cémpany. E
18 Q H%y long had you been working for the Nztionzl - E
19 . Broadcasting Company? | R
|
20 A How long had I been? » R A - ~..{
2 0 Yes. 4 : o : E {;
22 | A I was hired for a specific White Paper docu- , ?
23 : mentary that they were éoing on the
24 Garrison investigation.
s Q Who hired -- Go chead, I am sorry.
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1| A I worked five weeks. 78 i
2 Q You worked five weeks on that paper? %iﬁ{
3 A Yes. % :
4| Q On.the White Paper? i
5 A Yes. }
- s - . . 61 Q. And who hired you for thét? g-
© ..1 }{- A" .The producer. VE-

8 | . Q. "~ 'Did you work with Walter Sheridan during the _%a:
- . - - . n - . . B ;'
. o 9y - .. .T=——¢ourse of that?" 3. j”
. . - . E ‘
S 10 A He .was working on -- He was a part of the e :
: t
O
11 - White Paper team ané he was working on a -i
Z ;
12 S " the same story, yes. ) ..
< .,
: e i e %
IR ST A3 Q - And what was the . purpose of this White Paper? a {
14 f A It was a.report .on the Garrison investigation. e i
' . a ;
. .15 ] Q. - A report on it or to wreck it? - 2 !
- . t
16 A - To resport on it. = é
R . > .
17 Q When you .came to New Orlezns and you were - :
18 employed by NBC. 1Is that correct?. b
- :u’-
91 A The second timé, yes. ' A R
e . 20 | Q .Now, where &id you stay when you came down : B
: :
21 . here? A
2| A At the Maison deVille. é '
: 4
23 Q Did you come down here with anyone? Cf
24 | A No, I came alone. ;
25 Q And what was your assignment in New Orleans when :
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You came down here? 79
A -To explore the discrepancies in Mr. Russo's _
i - story. ;
Q Towhat?
A To éxplére.the discrepancies-in Mr. Russo's
story. -
- TO ‘1§adn't you already donerthat in Baton Rouge? g
A _Yes. o " _ %
) o b
" Q In;othgr‘woras,;yoﬁ:s:ill;h;d.tﬁat'ia”reservé; ff- F:
ST 2 :
2 :
-that -- § %
A No. ;V ?
“Q . Had that been pfinted by that time? ; .?
) e :
A - I did not understand the question. f ?E
_ o ’
Q . I said did you still have that little piece cf % {
. .evidence in reserve at this time? § é
A Well, it still existed. = %
Q Now, did yéu wérk with anybbdy in this particu- i. ;
lar area, that is, exploring theAstata:e:ts“*;i
: .0f Perry Russo? | - ‘jf
A I did not understand that question, lé
Q. .Did you work with anyone down here besides . "é
Mr. Freed, did he come down here with vou? é
] 4
A He was here. ?
Q Did you work with anyone? E
A Mr. Freed ;nd Mf. Sheridan. a
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14 /P4 1 Q DO you know where they were staying at the 80
2 time? é
3 A I think they were staying at the;Maison éeville §
4 © . == eXcuse me, Mr. Freed was staying at the %
5 - Maison deville, Mr. Sheridan was staying, %
-6 L I believe, at the Boufbpn Orleans. é?
*| Q. Now, just what was your purposg,in talking . :
8 | _ with Perry Russo? :
- %=.- 91 A. - F;rst.of all,ihe invited me to come down here = f
L . s ;
10 . . and he invited me to come here before I é
I : was employed by NBC. He said that -- I .g
12 called him from New York after the ?
13 article came out -- ; §
5 :
14| Q . You called him? =
o '
_ s A - I called Mr. Russo, I ,called him at the sugges- g '
16 ' tion of Mr. Matt Herron and Mr. Matt ;
17 Herron héd received a call from Perry Russd E
18 and he said "If Phelan is ever around ;
19 here, I would like to see him," and he v 4..: el
20 asked me if I would, he asked -- related ] %
21 | o the message through Mr. Herron for me to é
. 22 ' © call him, so I called Mr; Russo, he tecld E
23 me that he thought it wés a pretty good
24 article I had written in the Post and he
25 . said %e could not understand Qhat all of ',“”»~‘
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4/P5 1 the hullaballoo was about, and if I was 81
2 - ever down here to be sure and give him a ;1
3 oo ring and come and see him, g
3
) 4| 0 Did you remind -him at the time that you had ;
) . 5 ‘ . the statement- from him in Reserve? i
6 A I did not need to remind him, he knew it. g
. b
7 Q Had you heard of anyone by the name of Guy %
8 Bannistér:at,that time? i ? -----
-~ - - 9| A . I heard about him 1ate£.. E '1 
, = i
10 Q From whom did you hear about him? g :
-
11 A From Mr. Freed and Mr. Sheridan, lé
N
12 Q And where was that? .
=
13 A Sir? o !
14 Q Where was that that you heard about it? g %
- .
15 A Down here. g E
! :
16 | Q Was that on the same occasion? E f
>
17 A Yes. % {
18 Q In connection wiﬁh this White Paper? L_§ :
19 A Yes. ! i 3
20 1 Q Had you ever heard of the name of James %
21 . Llewellyn before that time? E
22 | A No, sir.
2310 When did you hear of the name of H
24 James Llewellyn? ;
25 | A When we were down here working on the White Pacer. ?

- - p——— e, P e e
quff' . T j
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w4/P6 1 Q Did you have a picture of either one or both of|82
2 " these men? .
t
3 A No, sir. :
4 Q . You did not have a pictre of them?
5 A No, sir.
. o8 ) Q- pPid you ever see a picture of either one or
7t . both of these men?’ o 7
- . §] A - I saw one of -- one or two of Mr. Bannister, ?
; ] t
5 .- - :but- I don't believe I saw any of 3 fr
. : e
o
10 S . . Mr. Llewellyn, I might have. ~§ N
’ . 0
-]
11 Q Did you show.any pictures to Perry Russo during a
' <
[
12 any of your interviews with him? D
[
13 A No, sir. =
5
ol
14 Q None whatsoever? &
c o
15 A No. o
16 | Q Did you mention the name of Guy Bannister dﬁriné o
. "
. gl
-
7 any of your interviews with him? -
| 2
18 A Yes. N
w
. S
19 Q For what purpose? '\;
20 { A I told him that there was scme speculation that f
24 perhaps the man .that he had identified as §
22 ‘ Mr. clay Shaw had actually been "
23 : Mr. Bannister. %
24 Q And where did you hear this speculation?
25 A From Mr. Sheridan and Mr. Freed. i
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W4/P7 1 Q And do you know where they got it from? 83
2| A No.
3 Q In.other words, you suggested to this State
4 .~ _ witness that he was wrong and it might
5 o ; have been Mr. Bannister?
3 A Mr. Alcock -~ i ¢
) 7 Q. - Answer the question'and:then you can explain ;
8 - it. |
A .“:(Whéreupon;‘thé guestion was read izi
- ]
0 { : by The Reporter.) é
1 "THE WITNESS: ;
<
12 I would answer yes with a guzlification. -
13 BY MR. ALCOCK:
14 Q Go ahead.
15 A From the first time that I talked to Perry
16 Russo until the day that I left, I re-
17 peagedlyytold him over and over and over :
18 _ ‘again that if his story that he had tcld |
19 _ . .at the preliminary heafing was true, that
20 he should get up on the stand and tell it
21 exactly the same way, and I never once
22 : suggested to Mr. Russo4tha£32 change his
23 story. We discussed it, he was uncerﬁai;
24 about himself, he was lookxing for other
25 . explanations, he was nét certain of his
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/P8 1 } identification of Mr. Shaw, and he was a 84 :
2 boy who was tortured and in real agony. i
3 Q - So why did you suggest Guy Bannister? 3
. ) 4 A . Because of his similarity to Mr. Shaw. §
, ] Q. Yoy, think there is a similarity? Have you ever 1
- - - ) S
6 see Guy Bannister? :
7 A  No, sir.
8| @  Now, did you ever mention the name of James | g
- -9 - . . .Llewellyn to Mr.‘Perry Russo? -g :
) o : i
10 A No. " .
| :
11 Q Did you ever tell Perry Russo that you would n
. Q
T
12 get him a lawyer in New York or a group of | -~ :
< i
- 13 lawyers in New York? = :
a :
Q M
14 A I told him that a lawyer would be provided for E :
. a *
~ :
.1 him, not that I would get him one. ) !
16 | Q Provided for him? o
(f.:;
17 | A Yes. j Lo
. _ - ST
18 Q For what? N ?
) 1.
19 A When Mr. Russo, when I first talked to Mr. Russao|
| )
20 from New York, one of the first things he :
21 stated to me was "everybody down here think$ i
2 that I ought to have a lawyer," he said :
23 "What do you advise" and I said that "I
24 have only one piece of advice for you,
25 -Perry, that 1s to tell the flat out truth."
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N-w, when we came down here he raised the |85
issue of a lawyer again, he thought he

‘was in trouble, and he said he could not 3

§ s s

afford a lawyer.

And’you would provide him with a lawyer? E

Not I would provide him, I will explain this --

NBC provide him?

- I don't know that, sir. : .3

10 A
1
12
13
14
15

16

Mr. Russo. Now, when I told him this I
said, "Perry, you're going to have to do

it yourself," I obtained the prone number
of the lawyer, I said, "I can call the
la%yer and I will tell him hy rame and I
will say this is Mr. Russo and I will hand

the phone to you and you will have to ask

for his help."

(ve¢

Well, who are.you-tﬁlking about? = !
o a2 _
I relayed the information that Mf. Russo was g :
- interested in getting a lawyer to E
Mr. Freed, and Mr. Sheridan told me afﬁer ;
L
Russo raised this and said he did not have f é
‘enough money for a lawyer, he said that % ;
e .
there was a well-known lawyer who would g §
take his case without a fee, and this was ;
what I was referring to when I spoke to E
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2
3 A

4
Q

b1

6
A

7}

8
) Q

9

10

11
12 A
13 0
14 A

15
e
16 A

17
Q

18
A

19
Q

20
A

21
0

22
A

23

24

23

What particular case had you suggested he need
a lawyer for?

Sir?

What particular case had you suggested that he
needed a lawyer for?

I did not suggest that he needed a lawyer, he
told me that he thought he needed one.

Now, did you have occasion at anf time you were

-talking.to'?erry:Russo at this time for

NBC to have any conferences witﬂ the De-
fense counsel in this case?

Yes.

How often?z

Once.

Well where did this take place?

Mr. Wegmann's office.

Who was prssent?

Mr. Shaw.

Who else?

Mr. Edward Wegmann, Mr. Dymond.

When was this, do you recéll that?

It vias between one and three days after I
came cown here, it was the day after my
initial conversation with Perry Russo when

he saigd he wanted to see Mr} Shaw to check

86
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W4/P1l1 1 on his identification of him, 87

2 0 Did you have any other meetings with them?

3 A With whom?

4 Q . With Defense Counsel.

5 A No.

6 0] Any telephone conversations with them?

7 A Not to my recollection. - E ?

8 Q Now, do you recall Perry Russo telling you ;
e 9 )  anything about he wanted to be 1,000 per- P

10 cent sure other than 100 percent, do you

1 recall anything like tha<?

suctydarred dAp ‘Adod edusasjey

12 A Absolutely not, never once.

13 Q You don't recall that at all? g

14 A I do not. ) é

15 o} How many times did you mentiqn your ability t§ g

16 get Perry Russo a lawyer to him? = |

17 A Oh, we discuésed it fou; or five times, §

18 Q Four or five. 'Do fou feel thzt is the most? i

19 A He kept bringing the subject up. _-.5 ;.+g;

20 Q Did you tell Perry Russc that if the Deferdant %

21 were not convicted, he wculd be a patsy? ;

2| A sir? | .%

23 Q Did you tell Perry Russo thaé if the Defendant %

24 were not convicted, he wculd be a patsy?

5 | A Yes. . - -
1

- ——— g S R -
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was/p12 1 | @ You @idXTil him that?
. iy
"2 A Yes, he 1s_the man that made the accusation
3 ~;_ég;;nst Mr. Shaw, and if Mr. Shaw was
4 o 'aﬁﬁﬁitmed -- this whole case rests on
5 ~~f£§2&£ﬁ§inusso.
6 Q And tEﬁ%éB?— Garrison would turn on him in the

‘iﬁgiﬁ;the Defendant was acquitted?

o 8 A Yes, *wa%h—an expgipatlon.

—— b I T

s : s |' @ Go aheadi®

.
—

10 AA Mr. Garrison told me in Las»Vgéas 10 or 12
"if | - days beggre the hearing that he was going
“ ) :
12 . to get Deaﬁ'Andrews, he did not -- he did
13 not use theiname, he saia I'm going to get
14 a lawyer who is a good friend of mine, and
= 15 I am going to wreck him, and immediately
:< . 16 | after the ‘Préliﬁinary Mr. Andrews was
11— _ arrested_aﬁgq@uﬁgld”fg;ry Russo that
18 | Mr. Garrison had a way of bustlng on any-
19 ’ body who didn't go along with hlS theorles.
20 ﬁ Q I see. And Dean Andrews was also indicted and
21 convicted by a Jury. Is that correct?

MR. DYMOND:

. _..Counsel well knows that conviction is on
.. appeal at this time and that cannot

=7 pe properly brought out as long as a

88
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W4/P13 1 conviction is not final. 89
2 THE COURT:
3 L . .The subject matter was opened by
4 - .- - Mr. Andrews himself and he stated to 1
5 L @;. the Jury he was convicted, and, as i
6 I say, we'are all aware of the fact q
) . | - that he 1is appealing that conviction., :
s | - - .  Mr. Alcock's question to Mr. Phelan,
RS I R : o is_it.notza“facﬁ that:a.Jury con-
.10 _ victed Mr. Andrews, not Mr. Garrison.
11 MR, DYMOND:

2 I will ask that *he question be read back.

ruotyoaTred MApr ‘Adoo edusxsyeu

13 {Whereupon, the gquestion was read
14 | - by the Reporter.)
15 THE WITNESS:
16 I have no first-hand kncwledge cf o
' ) o
17 that. ”
13 BY MR, ALCOCK: N
I
19 Qo After your article appeared, do you recall |} -
20. . Mr. Sciambra inviting you down to New | ,
21 Orleans? :
22 A Nc. ?
i
23 Q You don't recall that?
24 A No, someone told me he got up on telsvision and
25 ‘ said something about my coming cdown here
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before the Grand Jury, but I received no
communications from the Grand Jury, from
Mr. Sciambra, from Mr. Garrison's office,
although they all knew my business address

in New York and my home address in

.California. When I came down here for

NBC Mr. Sciambra had made this statement,
the Eirst thing I did was to let

Mr. Garrison kﬁow I was initown.» I was
advised by Mr, -- by my lawyers not to
come down here because of Mr, Garrison's
ruthlessness with people who criticized
him, but I cameanyway, and the.first thing
I did was to.go to Larry Lamarca at the
Gunga Den, a long-time personal friend of
Mr. Garrison's, I said, "Tell Big Jiﬁ I

"

am in town," and I went to Pershing
Gervais at the For+<zinebleu and I said

"Tell Big Jim I am in town and I am not

hiding from anybod:y."

Did you interview anybc<dy when you were down

lre for this NBC White Papef?

One or two other people.
Can you recall their names?

I talked to Layton Martens, I talked to a

90
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15

16

17

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

0

A

»

Marilyn -- I think it is Marcuso (?), she
was identified to me as the former wife
of Gordon Ncvell.

Anyone else?

ﬁot that I recali right now; Mr. Alcock, fur-
ther on the matter of Mr. Sciambra inviting
me to come dcwn here where I would be in
reach of the Grand~Jury,~M£. Russo
informed.me, I5thini it was the seconé
time that i saw him, that he had tcld
Mr. Sciambra that I was in town, ard
Mr. Russo alsoc told me that he knew my
hotel and no one came arcund.

Did you know, as & matter of fact, that Zuring
the conversations with Perry Russo théﬁ
you were being led on?

Absolutely not. -

MR. ALCOCK:

Nc furpher guestions.

MR. DYMOND:

No further guastions,
THE COURT:
You may step <own.

MR. DYMOND :

You may step cown, sir, that's all.

REPRODUCED AT THE NATIONAL ARCHIVES
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THE COURT:

Do you have any need for Mr. Phelan under

the obligations of his subpoena?

MR, DYMOND:
No, sir,. '
THE COURT:
You are released from thévobligations of

the subpoena, sir. -
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