-

, The Wegmann Files Part Il

In the last issue, we mentioned the impor-
tance of both Gordon Novel and the FBI af-
filiated Wackenhut private investigatory
service. Although Novel appears to have
worked for CIA, he was also a frequent in-
former to the Bureau, which was very inter-
ested in Garrison’s progress. Novel made many
trips to various FBI offices, and according to
his Playboy lawsuit deposition, the FBI would
often visit him at home. A particularly inter-
esting report is one dated 2/9/68 which went
directly from J. Edgar Hoover to Richard
Helms, then CIA Director. In it, Hoover quotes
Novel as stating that

B ECS

Shaw's

lawyers “... plan to sub-
poena many Federal officials ...
involved in the investigation of the
assassination of President Kennedy.”

And further:
i Mr. Novel added that Shaw's attomeys feel that testi-
i mony of reputable Govemment witnesses regarding the
lack of evidence that there was a conspiracy in the as-
| sassination of President Kennedy will be their best de-
fense for Clay Shaw.

Hoover was quite interested in this strat-
egy because the more holes Garrison punched
in the Warren Report, the worse the Bureau
would look, since the Warren Commission
relied on the FBI as its major investigatory
arm. And although officially, Hoover stayed
clear of any role in Garrison’s probe, there are
many indications that unofficially, the Bureau
was working to undermine him. One of the
avenues of operation was through Wackenhut.

Surveilling Garrison: Wackenhut
and the FBI

In part one, I mentioned that it appeared
that Wackenhut was availing itself of some
FBI databases to get leads and background
on prospective Garrison witnesses. Through
the Review Board’s securing of the extant
Garrison files, we now know that the Wack-
enhut-FBI interplay went further. In Lou
Ivon’s memo, (at right), former FBI agent—
now prominent banker—William Walter, re-
veals some significant information about the
FBI’s role in both the Warren Commission’s
cover-up, and its electronic surveillance of
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Garrison’s probe. Later on, in 1977, when
Garrison was contemplating suing the U. S.
government for illegal surveillance, he inter-
viewed Walter in person. Well-established in
his new career, the banker felt free to be more
specific and detailed about what he knew
about the wiring of Garrison’s office.

In this interview, Walter reaffirmed that
Garrison’s office was wired, Walter named
several of the former FBI agents and one un-
dercover agent who had been transferred to
the phone company’s security office, “...from
which vantage point, under a longstanding

arrangement between the Bureau and the

phone company, he can patch

anyone’s phone line into the
’a

Bureau’s local cable
for self-activat-
ing record-
Walter revealed that
this technical crew was
working under the super-
vision of former FBI agent,
now Wackenhut agent, Charles Car-
son (named in part one as giving many
reports to the Wegmanns). This relationship,
of course, clearly implies that since Carson
was working for the Wegmanns, he would
be informing to them on important develop-
ments revealed in this surveillance. But ac-
cording to Walter, this operation went even
higher. He stated that the audio tapes of the
surveillance were transcribed nearly every day
in the New Orleans FBI office. How was he
so sure about this part of the operation? Be-
cause he later married the Bureau secretary who
typed up the transcripts. Another Wackenhut
agent, Bob Wilson (also employed by the
Wegmanns) moved into a hotel room in New
Orleans from his home in Biloxi, Mississippi
to be in on the operation. One of Wilson's
assignments was to personally tail Garrison.
Originally, the surveillance was done by
Wackenhut on assignment for Aaron Kohn, a
strong Wegmann ally and head of the Metro-
politan Crime Commission (MCC). But
Garrison’s memo of the Walter interview
reads:

However, Walter makes clear that this was just a thin
cover fo protect the Bureau and *explain its entry into
the operation. Besides the Bureau clerk typing the tran-
scripts of my conversations in the Bureau office, record-
ings of my conversations were monitored in the Bureau's

Technical Surveillance room and a full file was main-
tained in the office filing cabinets on my phone calls.

In regard to the MCC’s eager cooperation
with the Bureau and Wackenhut on this elec-
tronic eavesdropping, it is interesting to note
that one of Kohn's positions earlier in life was
“administrative assistant” to J. Edgar Hoover
himself. The man who followed Kohn as head
of the MCC was Warren DeBrueys a special
agent of the FBI, who was quite active with
the Cuban exile community in New Orleans
and also in the Bureau’s investigation of
Oswald. Clearly, the Wegmanns, through
Wackenhut and Kohn, were getting a lot of
help from the Bureau. Garrison’s notes from
his Walter’s interview state that the Bureau’s
motive

...was lo see what leads | was checking out on the
Kennedy assassination and to make sure that my in-
vestigative efforts did not “embarass” the FBI....

In a mutuality of interests then,
the Wegmanns and

the FBI
coalesced into what now appears to be the il-
legal monitoring of a state official during a
homicide investigation.

Walter Sheridan:
Washington Touchstone

The web of forces in the capitol intent on
monitoring Garrison and helping the Weg-
manns is much broader than the FBI. One of
the touchstones leading out of the Crescent
City and into D. C. is, again, NBC “correspon-
dent” Walter Sheridan. It was Sheridan who
hired Novel for the network’s hatchet job on
Garrison. It was also Sheridan who arranged
for Novel’s dubious polygraph exam in
McLean, Virginia (see part one of this article).
But the tributaries and streams around Sher-
idan are even richer. To take one instance that
has been noted, although not yet examined
and plumbed, when Garrison was attempting
to try Sheridan for attempted bribery in Loui-
siana court, Sheridan had a battery of lawyers
there to defend him. Two local ones were the
well-known Milton Brener, and the relatively
obscure Edward Baldwin. Unlike Brener,

Baldwin did not write a book about Garrison
continued on page 18




MEMORANDUM _

May 282, 1973

TO: JIM GARRISON, District Attorney
FROM: LOUIS IVON, Chief Investigator

RE: Phone call from BILL WALTERS [sid]
May 11, 1973 at approximately 4:10 P M.

I received a telephone call from a person who identified himself as BILL WALTERS who wanted
to speak to JG. He identified himself as the fellow who was in contact with this office when he
was working as a clerk in the local FBI office. He went on to say that he doesn’t personally
like J@G, that he believed JG was sincere in what he was doing because he personally knew that
messages were sent through the office where he was working where reports or memos by
agents, if they didn’t coincide, the agents were advised to make the necessary changes so there
wouldn’t be a question about the Warren Report. There were also complete statements from
various individuals which were eliminated by the agents.

He sald he had been watching and reading about this Watergdate with the bugs and break-ins
and said he personally knew that during our Investigation there were ten or fifteen agents as-
signed to the New Orleans office to follow our investigators to see what leads we were checking
out. He said he personally knew that there were some telephone taps in New Orleans and he
Specifically mentioned the Governor House where a HARRY BENNETT who was from Guifport,
Mississippi, telephone was tapped by one CHANDLER JOSEY who works closely with the FBI.
He sald another bug was put in on the Chef Menteur Highway by a motel. He could not re-
member the name but the person that owned the hotel wag a woman who worked for the State
Insurance Commission. One night an agent by the name of NAT BROWN picked the lock at the
motel, removed a lamp from the office, placed a bug in the lamp and went back and replaced
the lamp in the office of the motel.

He said ex-agents BOB WILSON, CHARLIE CARSON of Southern Research, were hired by the
MCC to investigate the District Attorney’s office.

All these taps were being monitored in a room called the Technical Surveillance Room or the
Bulky Exhibit Room which is located on the seventh floor on Loyola Avenue.

Agents JOSEPH SYLVESTER, ERNIE WALL, C. L. MURRAY (GS87), FURMAN BOGAN (who now
has security at Nichols State College) and a fellow by the name of MAYNARD who was the head
of the New Orleans area.

He stated that he wanted to give JG this information. He didn’t want any money nor any pub-
licity. He wanted to be assured that his name would be kept in complete confidence. He fur-
ther stated he would call between 3:30 and 4:00 the following Tuesday to speak to JG.

(In the above 1973 memo, Walter refers to Wackenhut by its old name, Southern Research.
MCC refers to the Metropolitan Crime Commission. - Eds.]
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continued from page 16

or his experiences opposing him. Yet Baldwin
was not just a local attorney for Sheridan. He
also turns out to be the lawyer for Sheridan
aide-de-camp, Rick Townley. Beyond that he
also provided legal help for probable Garri-
son infiltrator Bill Gurvich. Over a month af-
ter Sheridan’s infamous NBC special
(originally planned for two parts) Baldwin was
still funneling information from Sheridan and
Hugh Aynesworth to Ed Wegmann. And just
as Sheridan arranged for Novel’s “polygraph”
before he began his publicity tour blasting
Garrison, it was Baldwin who arranged
Gurvich’s polygraph as he began his tour.
From the above duties—and there were
more—the obstruction of Garrison provided
ample billable hours for Mr. Baldwin. So much
so that his partner, one James F. Quaid Jr.,
wanted in on some of the lucrative opportu-
nities. But Quaid did not query Townley or
Aynesworth in case they needed help. Appar-
ently, Baldwin told him to go right to the
horse’s mouth. As we can see (from his letter
pictured below), Quaid did just that. He wrote

to CIA Director Richard Helms.

Mr. Quaid received a response to his letter
from Helms’ personal friend and CIA counsel,
Lawrence Houston. Although Houston ex-
pressed appreciation for Quaid's offer, Hous-
ton replied that no such “referral list of
attorneys” actually existed. There is a difference
between what the overt opera-

terview in Playboy was published. This law-
suit dragged on until 1971. Since Novel was
employing three attorneys at the time—with
no visible means of support—it is logical to
ask: Where was he getting the money to pay
these lawyers? David Krupp, attomey for Play-
boy, addressed this curious point twice as part

of pre-deposition interrogato-

tors say, and what the covert side Co ries. Let us quote Novel’s two
does. Even before Houston’s let- uoyd ,' bb answers:
;er was ma%led, ar.f l:hast (l::l‘lree dit was considered As of this date, | have paid a total of
erent sections ot the Compan 2
were assessing Mr. Quaid:PDo)-{ foruse on aCIA ::?n?no ﬂ;ﬂ"&ﬁfﬁﬂiﬁfﬁﬁ;ﬂ
mestic Conta;ct Services (DCS), “Cleared Attomeys’ in Columbust. I t;;v; ‘eniergd :'nzlo an
the New Orleans CIA station, arrangement with Elmer Gertz, my
and James Angleton and Ray Panel” present counsel, and such arange-

Rocca of Counterintelligence.

Angleton’s memo requesting information on
Quaid, in turn went to three other desks at
the Agency. (To show further how “in the
family” this circle of lawyers opposing Garri-
son was, Burton Klein, attorney for Dave
Ferrie’s pal Al Beaubouef, had been a former
associate of Irvin Dymond.)

Further undermining Houston’s denial is
another CIA document declassified last year.
It refers to Lloyd Cobb, who along with Shaw,
ran the International Trade Mart in the ‘60’s.

Barpwin anp Quaip
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

1018 DE MONTLUZIN BUILDING

234 LOYOLA AVENUE

NEW ORLEANS, LA 70112

EDWARD M. BALDWIN
JAMES F. QUATD JR.

May 18, 1067

Honorable Richard Helms, Director
Central Intelligence Agency
2430 “BE” Street

Washington D. C.

Dear Mr. Helms:

I am a practicing member of the Loulsiana State Bar,
have been admitted to practice in the Federal Courts in
this area, have served as a Judge ad hoc in the State
Courts and in both the Civil and Criminal divisions.

It is requested that your office place my name on
their referral list of qualified attorneys in this area.

A suggested reference of a private federal agency that
has used my services in the past is the Federal Land

Bank of New Orleans.

If there are any further questions concerning my
qualifications please contact the undersigned hereunder.

Very truly yours,

/8/ JAMES F. QUAID, JR.
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The first paragraph of the
3/18/68 document reads:

Lloyd J. Cobb, born 19 July 1904,
New Orieans, Louisiana, senior
member of the law firm, COBB and
Wright, New Orleans, Louisiana,
was granted a Provisional Secu-
rity Approval on 19 June 1967 to
permit contact and assessment of
COBB in connection with his use
on a Cleared Attomeys’ Panel for
the Office of General Counsel.
[Emphasis added].

The head of this “Office
of General Counsel” was
Houston himself. Appar-
ently, CIA wished to investi-
gate Quaid more thoroughly
before admitting the panel
existed.

Novel’s
“Clandestine”
Funding

Furthering the idea of a
CIA-backed “attorneys panel”
is a list of queries put to Gor-
don Novel in preparation for
his lawsuit against Playboy
and Garrison. It is revealed
in those documents that
Novel met with Elmer Gertz,
his libel specialist, as early as
1967, when the Garrison in-

ment s privileged (3/14/68).

On April 19, 1969, Novel slightly altered his
answer:

My attomeys [Plotkin and Weiner] refused fees for this
matter, but it is my understanding that they were clan-
destinely remunerated by a party or parties unknown to
me in the amount of $1,633.33 each. (Emphasis added.)

But in these interrogatories, Novel reveals
something that is just as—perhaps more—
important than these clandestine payments.
As one of the people who he consulted with
about the effects of the Playboy interview on
his reputation, he listed another lawyer:
Herbert “Jack” Miller of Washington D.C.
What makes this fascinating is not just that
the itinerant Novel now has four lawyers in
his employ, but that Walter Sheridan also
employed Herbert Miller. In the August 1967
editions of the New Orleans Times Picayune,
Miller is described as Sheridan’s “personal at-
torney from Washington D. C.” Miller flew
into New Orleans at the time Garrison was
attempting to prosecute Sheridan and stayed
for days at a time, closely consulting with
Brener while awaiting the grand jury’s action
against Sheridan.

The Return of Jack Miller

The presence of Miller in the Garrison in-
vestigation, especially in aid of two men bent
on obstructing him, completes a fateful arc in
the JFK investigation. That arc began in No-
vember of 1963. At that time, Miller was as-
sistant Attorney General and chief of the
Criminal Division of the Justice Department.
Technically, this puts Miller at about the level
of Hoover in the assassination investigation.
According to both Seth Kantor and William
Manchester, within about 72 hours of
Kennedy’s murder, Miller was Washington’s
man on the scene in Dallas coordinating the FBI,
Justice Department and Texas investigations. In
fact, Miller was essentially coopting Waggoner
Carr’s local inquiry until Washington could
formally take jurisdictional control away from
Texas. When Lyndon Johnson, right after




Kennedy's burial, ordered Nicolas Katzenbach
to compile a report on Oswald, Katzenbach
assured him that Miller was already flying to
Texas to get on that immediately.

So here we have the spectacle of a man
who, in 1963, was a major player in the origi-
nal—and abominable—investigation of the
assassination, resurfacing less than four years
later to aid Sheridan in making sure that
Garrison’s probe will not be successful. By
1967, Miller was a high-priced Washington
Lzwyer in the firm of Miller, McCarthy, Evans,
and Cassidy. The Evans in this firm is a former
top FBI officer, Courtney Evans (Evans had
also been in the Bureau during its pathetic
“investigation” of the JFK case). How does

one explain the incredible resurrection of
Miller’s interest in the supposedly “solved”
assassination?

A Faustian Bargain

Before we answer that question, we should
return to Shaw’s defense team which, as re-
vealed in Fred Leemans’ affidavit (Probe Vol. 4
#4), was working closely with Sheridan. As
some commentators on the Garrison case have
pointed out, Shaw’s lawyers used every pos-
sible legal tactic to delay a trial for their client.
At various stops along the way—the prelimi-
nary hearing, an appeal to a federal court in
1968—they argued that the Warren Report
should be binding on the JFK case. According

to Mort Sahl, at one step, Dymond had:

waved into the court room two men with wheelbarrows
containing the 26 volumes of the Warren Report . As
they proceeded down the aisle toward the bench, the
three judges conferred with each other. They stated that
they would not accept the Warren Report as evidence....
(Heartland p. 104.)

Shaw'’s lawyers must have known that no
court could have accepted as binding some-
thing as porous as the Warren Commission.
Again, there seems to be something at work
behind the scenes, at a higher level. That
“something” is hinted at in Ed Wegmann’s
letter to Jack Ruby’s sister Eva Grant
(3/11/68) in which he states, :

continued on page 20
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continued from page 19

Let me assure you once again that | believe the Warren
Report in every respect...

To trace the beginnings of Ed Wegmann’s
epistemological certitude, we must go back
to March of 1967. Two days after Shaw’s ar-
rest on March 1st, the Wegmanns sent a tele-
gram to Attorney General Ramsey Clark. It
reads in part as follows:

We have been retained to represent Clay L. Shaw
charged by the District Attorney for the Parish of Or-
leans with conspiring and entering into an agreement
with others for the purpose of committing the crime of
murder of John F. Kennedy STOP In the interest of jus-
tice we respectfully request a meeting with you at the
earliest possible date STOP Edward F. Wegmann can
be reached at area code 504-524-0732 or 861-3844
William J. Wegmann can be reached at area code 504-
524-2206 or 488-0155.

This was just the beginning of the Weg-
manns’ efforts to get Washington directly in-
volved in Shaw’s defense. Through Wackenhut
agent Bob Wilson, they apparently urged Or-
leans Parish prisoner John Cancler to seek a
consultation with the FBI about misdeeds by
Garrison. Through Bill Wegmann’s former law
partner Herb Racivitch, the Wegmanns tried
to get a private conference with J. Edgar
Hoover. At the end of a 4/17/67 FBI memo
the following is noted:

Wegmann was previously in touch with the Bureau by
phone on 3/9/67, at which time Wegmann requested
the FBI in Washington instruct New Orleans office of
the FBI to cooperate and make available the “rap sheet”
(criminal or amest record) of the individual Garmison
named as the informant against Clay Shaw.

On May 11th, Hoover wrote a memo to
Ramsey Clark in this regard. He described a
meeting Ed Wegmann had held with assistant
Attorney General Harold Sanders. After this
meeting, Wegmann went to the FBI’s Wash-
ington headquarters. Although not clear, it is
implied, that Wegmann met directly with
Hoover. The object of the meeting was osten-
sibly to get a retraction of the 3/3/67 New York
Times story stating, from a Justice Department
source, “that Mr. Bertrand and Mr. Shaw were
the same man.”

But there was something else on
Wegmann’s agenda. Hoover writes that the
object of the Sanders meeting was “. . .an at-
tempt to have the Department of Justice or-
der the FBI to enter the investigation. . .being
conducted in New Orleans by District Attor-
ney James C. Garrison.” The object of the FBI
meeting was to express an interest “. . .in se-
curing. . . any information in our files con-
cerning Clay Shaw or the results of any
investigation which had been conducted by
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Memorandum
To : Mr. Ramsey Clark DATE: September 22, 1967

The Attorney General

From: Fred M. Vinson, Jr.
Assistant Attorney General
Criminal Division

and J. Walter Yeagley
Assistant Attorney General
Internal Security Division

Attached for your information is a copy of the memorandum
summarizing the conference held Thursday, September 21, 1967, between
Mr. Nathaniel E. Kossack, First Assistant, Criminal Division, and Messrs.
Edward F. Wegmann and Irvin Dymond, counsel for Clay L. Shaw. A copy
of this memorandum has been furnished to Lawrence Houston, General
Counsel, Central Intelligence Agency, with request for his comments.

At the conference, Messrs. Dymond and Wegmann expressed
their belief that if Clay L. Shaw 1s convicted of conspiring to assassinate
President Kennedy, not only will the Warren Commission and the
Commission’s Report be completely discredited, but confidence throughout
the world in the United States Government will be undermined. They ex-
pressed amazement and horror that one prosecutor in one medium sized
city could so affect the international stature of the United States. They
cited the results of a public opinion poll taken in Louisiana during August
at the direction of Governor John J. McKeithen, which revealed that 88%
of those Interviewed had a favorable impression of Jim Garrison. The Dis-
trict Attorney 1s a dangerous, irresponsible man and must be stopped
they concluded.

Dymond and Wegmann were disparaging of Judge Haggerty who
is scheduled to preside at the Shaw trial, saying that he is a notorious al-
coholic. Also that he 18 rumored to have “bounced” a number of checks in
the New Orleans area, checks which Garrison is supposed to have covered

and collected, and now keeps in a flle to guarantee Haggerty’'s “coopera-
tion”. Because of Haggerty's (possibly forced) disposition against Shaw,
Dymond and Wegmann are hesitant to seek a change of venue, lest
Haggerty assign the case to another parish where the political climate

might be even less favorable.

Dymond and Wegmann, who claim that they are forced “to play
with a stacked deck,” presented a strong plea for investigative assistance
and cooperation to help them refute charges that are otherwise unanswer-
able. Ultimately, their objective 1s access to Information in the CIA flles.
Mr. Kossack sald only that we would communicate with them further,

without any pledge of assistance.

the FBI regarding the latter.” Hoover notes in
the memo that he had to decline this overture
on grounds of confidentiality.

By September, the attitude of the Justice
Department had warmed. On 9/21/67 there
was a meeting between Ed Wegmann, Irvin
Dymond, and Nathaniel Kossack of the Crimi-
nal Division of Justice. At this meeting Weg-
mann and Dymond dropped a laundry list of
requests in Kossack’s lap. They requested fi-
nancial information on Oswald, investigatory
files on Jack Ruby’s roommate George Sena-
tor, and access to CIA files on David Ferrie,
Novel, Shaw, attorney Burton Klein and them-

selves! Revealingly, they wanted to ascertain
the FBI’s willingness to conduct an investiga-
tion of Garrison witness Perry Russo for its
psychological effect alone i.e. to “shake up
Russo.” Importantly, in exchange, they seem to
offer to bolster and support the government’s
verdict on the case, that is the Warren Report.
This proposed bargain seems to explain the
near religious belief Shaw’s lawyers have in
the Warren Commission to this very day. (As
Irvin Dymond explained to me in 1994, the
Commission was a sloppy inquest but it got
the essentials right.) Two memos of this meet-
ing with Kossack went to Lawrence Houston
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at CIA. (The first one is pictured at left.) In-
terestingly, in the second one dated 9/28/67,
it is reported that Kossack got the “very clear
impression that Shaw had not told them [his
lawyers] of his previous contacts with CIA.”
This is quite revealing of the depths of Shaw’s
secrecy about his service with the Agency. In
fact, when this message was relayed to the
New Orleans CIA station, they found it “hard
to believe” that Shaw’s contacts were not re-
vealed to Dymond.

Although there was no overt deal yet, the
Wegmanns were insistent on getting direct
FBI help in exchange for upholding the War-
ren Report. By 1969, on the eve of the Shaw
trial, they appear to have succeeded. A 2/7/69
memo by the Dallas office discusses a series
of meetings from 1/31/69 through 2/6/69.
Ed Wegmann “indicated that the defense at-
tormeys needed someone outside the State of
Louisiana to assist them in their investiga-
tions.” Since this unsigned memo is still partly
redacted, it is impossible to state precisely who
was involved in the deal that appears to be in
effect at that time. But the Bureau “agreed to
check out state witnesses or potential state
witnesses” who would testify for Garrison. In
fact, the memo states that the FBI had already
checked out two witnesses whose names are
not revealed but “were referred... by Attorney
Ed Wegmann.” Again, at the end of the memo,
Wegmann assures the Bureau “that the de-
fense of CLAY SHAW is going to do every-
thing possible to uphold the Warren Report....”

Sheridan-Miller-CIA

This explicit aid by the FBI to Shaw’s de-
fense seems to be only the direct part of a net-
work that has been working through indirect
channels for a long time. Although Lawrence
Houston was alerted by Justice to the Septem-
ber meeting of Wegmann with Kossack, it
appears that CIA was indirectly in contact with
the Wegmanns at an earlier date. This seems
to have been done through the Walter Sheri-
dan-Herbert Miller connection. The earliest
known CIA memo on this is dated 5/8/67.
Houston’s assistant counsel Richard Lansdale
wrote up two phone calls he had with Miller,
They concerned the trip to Washington by
David Ferrie's friend Al Beaubouef, who had
accompanied Ferrie on his trip to Texas the
weekend of the assassination. Lansdale reveals
in his memos that Miller’s source about the
imminent visit by Beaubouef is Sheridan.
Miller’s function was to arrange a conference
with his former cronies at the Justice Depart-
ment for Beaubouef, apparently at Sheridan’s
urging. Lansdale notes that Miller assured him
that “Beaubouef would be glad to talk with us
or help in any way we want.”
This is notable in two ways. First, as Gar-

rison noted in his Playboy interview—and as
is borne out by the record—after this trip “a
change came over Beaubouef; he refused to
cooperate with us any further and he made
charges against my investigators....” This dif-
fered from his previous attitude toward the
DA. Secondly, the date of this memo is many
weeks before the broadcast of Sheridan’s spe-
cial. Therefore it precedes any of the legal
entanglements Sheridan had with Garrison.
Yet Sheridan’s lawyer Miller—the first Justice
Department representative into Dallas in
1963—is serving as a “cut-out” well before his
overt role as Sheridan’s “personal Washing-
ton lawyer” is revealed. This implies that Sher-
idan had a covert assignment, and covert
sponsors, from the beginning,

Lansdale’s memo of May 8th went to both
the Office of Security and James Angleton’s
Counterintelligence unit, among other places

Allen Dulles
was in contact with
Gordon Novel and was

orwarding material

from him to
CIA

in CIA. Yet Angleton already seemed aware of
Beaubouef’s trip. And whoever Angleton’s
unnamed source on this was, the information
was given to that person by Sheridan also. In
his May 9th memo, Angleton alerted his FBI
contact, Sam Papich, of the Sheridan-Beau-
bouef visit to Washington and Beaubouef’s
importance to Garrison’s case. Three days
later, both Lansdale and Angleton (through
his chief assistant Ray Rocca) received even
stronger overtures from Sheridan and Miller.
Lansdale wrote that Miller had called on May
11th and said that Sheridan would be willing
to meet with CIA “under any terms we pro-
pose.” Sheridan would be willing to make the
CIA’s view of Garrison “a part of the back-
ground in the forthcoming NBC show.” Lans-
dale goes on to write that Miller was selected
by the CIA to be part of an unrelated litiga-
tion matter they were involved in and that he
had worked closely with him on that matter
and was “quite favorably impressed with him.”

At this point, there is a gap in the declassi-
fied correspondence. But there can be no
doubt that Miller continued and expanded in
his role as willing conduit for the Company in
aid of Shaw’s defense. On May 31, 1968 there

appears a note from Miller to Lansdale:
Dear Dick:

Enclosed are the documents | received from Clay
Shaw's attomey, Ed Wegmann.

Best regards

Later, in June, Miller made two such drop-
offs for Wegmann in the space of nine days.
In fact, by 1968, Miller was serving as a CIA
courier not just for the Wegmanns but for Gor-
don Novel also. When Garrison was trying to
extradite Novel from Ohio, the Company
seemed very interested in the progress of those
legal proceedings. They could not request a
copy of the hearings directly of course, so they
got the transcripts through Novel’s lawyer, the
same Herbert “Jack” Miller. In March of 1968,
Miller wrote to Lansdale:

Dear Dick:

Enclosed is the transcript of the testimony which you
requestedin the Gordon Novel case. (Emphasis added.)

But there is another person who was also
forwarding material to the Agency for Novel.
One of the most curious comments made by
Novel while he was ensconced in Columbus
evading Garrison’s subpoena occurred in Feb-
ruary of 1968. He told a reporter that in re-
sponse to Garrison’s subpoena, he would “wait
and see what Mr. Dulles does.” (Allen Dulles
had been called by Garrison around the same
time.) Most people could not fathom what this
curious comment could mean; others had just
cast it off as irresponsible drivel form the lo-
quacious Novel. It now is revealed that Allen
Dulles was in contact with Novel and was forward-
ing material from him to CIA. When Miller came
to Novel’s aid and got an Ohio court to reject
Garrison’s subpoena, Novel forwarded a press
clipping on the victory to the former CIA Di-
rector, and noted that he himself could take
advantage of the legal precedent to avoid
Garrison’s subpoena. This is what probably
was meant by Novel’s “wait and see” com-
ment quoted above. Dulles then forwarded
Novel’s cover letter to Lawrence Houston,
keeping the enclosed clippings for himself. But
there was another enclosure in Dulles’
3/14/68 letter to Houston (see page 22).

There is as yet no evidence that the Weg-
manns’ proposed meeting took place. In fact,
Dulles wrote to Houston, “I do not propose
to make any answer and plan to avoid seeing
the writer unless you have other views.”

Surveying Courses of Action

So far, we have outlined what appears to
be essentially an intelligence gathering opera-
tion against Gartison. But as early as 1967 the
Agency was liaisoning with the Justice Depart-

continued on page 22
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continued from page 21

ment as to what to do about Garrison. Hous-
ton was speaking at that time with Kossack
and Carl Belcher. Houston wrote, “I think we
should consider this aspect carefully at the
Wednesday morning meeting....” The results
of that meeting seem to have been positive
since in late September of 1967—right after
the Wegmann-Kossack meeting in Washing-
ton—a CIA memo went out surveying courses
of action against Garrison. The two main
courses outlined were to get sympathetic

members of Congress and/or the Executive
branch—Clark Clifford is specifically named—
to attack Garrison and to endorse the Warren
Report. The second avenue is to use the me-
dia, both at home and abroad, to smear the
DA. In anticipation of the Shaw trial, this
memo says “it would be prudent to have care-
fully selected channels of communication
lined up in advance.” It suggests that Richard
Helms, then DCI, should “assure that the
newspaper outlets receive a coherent picture
of Garrison’s “facts” and motives.” It then
suggests using the United States Information
Agency (USIA) for foreign media and urges
Helms to ensure their cooperation through

EDWARD F. WEGMANN
ATTORNEY AT LAW
1047 NATIONAL BANK OF COMMERCE BUILDING

FRED P. WESTENBERGER

March 11, 1968

Mr. Allen W. Dulles
2723 Q Street, N. W.
Washington, D. C.

Dear Mr. Dulles:

The writer, together with F. Irvin Dymond and my brother Willlam J. Weg-
mann, represent Clay L. Shaw who, as you probably know, has been in-
dicted by the Orleans Parish Grand Jury with having conspired to

agsassinate the late John F. Kennedy.

TELEPHONE BR4-0732
NOTARY PUBLIC

As I dictate this on Friday, the Bth, I note that you have once again been
subpoensaed by the District Attorney for the Parish of New Orleans to ap-
pear before the Orleans Parish Grand Jury in connection with his alleged
probe of the assassination.

Mr. Dymond and I will be in Washington on other business of Friday, March
22nd, at which time we would like to meet with you for the purpose of dis-
cussing this situation. If this date i not convenient, could you meet with
us in the early afternoon of Thursday, the 21st. We do feel that such a
meeting would be mutually advantageous and I trust that you will find time
to see us.

1 await your advice.

Yours sincerely,

/8/ BEdward F. Wegmann

EFW: ft
Alrmalil

ce: Mr. F. Irvin Dymond
ce: Mr. Willlam J. Wegmann
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Dean Rusk at State.

A week later, the “survey of actions” is fast
becoming a reality as Donovan Pratt of
Angleton’s staff is suggesting specific “story
lines” for press contacts to use in editorials.
What were some of the prospective “story
lines” CIA was anxious to get out? In a 6/28/67
memo from Ray Rocca to Houston, Rocea for-
wards derogatory information on Garrison that
was supposedly “confirmed” by the FBL The
angles are dual: 1) Garrison’s charges against
Shaw compose a personal vendetta, and 2) Gar-
rison is mentally unbalanced. Interestingly, for
the former charge, Rocca uses the story started
by Shaw himself, that Probe detailed in the last
issue, about Shaw claiming to have seen Garri-
son throw a drink in his wife’s face at a restau-
rant in the French Quarter.

CIA vs. Garrison: Escalation

From the incomplete declassified record,
the changing of the CIA’s attitude toward Gar-
rison seems to have occurred in May of 1967.
Up until this time, the Agency is mainly con-
cerned with monitoring the DA. But there
were two interesting cables passed from the
CIA’s Lloyd Ray in the New Orleans office to
CIA headquarters in Langley, Virginia. In the
first, Ray notes a letter forwarded to him from
a friend of his at the Agency for International
Development (AID) in Washington. His friend
had received a letter from a New Orleans law-
yer, one Charles Dunbar, in which Dunbar
noted that after a series of articles in the States-
Item had been published:

From original skepticism, many people around town are
beginning to think Jim might have something. In any
event, | don't believe the CIA can play ostrich much
longer.

The occasion of this letter seems to have
been a series of articles in the New Orleans
States-Item by Hoke May and Ross Yockey
which treated the Garrison case seriously and
actually exposed some of the CIA connections
around Novel and his lawyers. There seems
to have been a series of escalating actions due
to the May-Yockey articles and the concermn
expressed over them. On May 16th John
Greaney, Lawrence Houston’s assistant, vis-
ited Lloyd Ray in New Orleans to discuss the
Garrison investigation, from the record, the
first time this happened. Ray’s memo on this
visit is about 60% redacted. Then, Bill Gur-
vich visited the States-Item offices, and some-
how had Yockey and May pulled from the
Garrison case. (In my 1995 interview with
him, Yockey told me that he was then reas-
signed to high school football games. Shades
of Gary Webb, who, after exposing the role of
CIA operatives in domestic drug trafficking,
has been transferred to the Cupertino beat.)

continued on page 25
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continued from page 22

In August, Ray Rocca requested that Ray’s of-
fice be swept for electronic “bugs” planted by
Garrison.

A month later, on September 7th, a wa-
tershed is reached. Irvin Dymond is now in
direct contact with local CIA officer Lloyd Ray
on the Garrison case. The wall of decorous
deniability provided by people like Sheridan
and Miller has been broached. Dymond’s re-
quest for information is sent to CIA HQ. On
September 26th, in a cable marked “restricted
handling” and “SECRET”, this clandestine
channel to Shaw’s lawyers appears to be OK’d
by CIA HQ in Langley, Virginia. New Orleans
then wires back, “I do not believe our contact
with Dymond could possibly be twisted into
a story of CIA association.” This, of course, is
a reversal of what official policy had been for
months, In all the early memos and cables,
the fact that Garrison could “exploit” just such
a direct relationship outweighed any advan-
tage that could be gained from it. In fact, on
4/25/67 Lloyd Ray had sent a memo to HQ
voicing this very fear. Now, as long as such a
tie could be kept secret, the balance has shifted
the other way: Garrison had to be stopped,
and the Company was willing to run a modi-
cum of risk to do so. Certifying this escala-
tion, a CIA cable of 1/8/68 reads in part:

[Garrison] case is of interest to several Agency compo-
nents covering aspects which relate to Agency...office
heavily committed to this endeavor.

CIA Smothers Garrison’s
Subpoenas

Itis in this time period, May-September of
1967, that the Agency seems to have upgraded
its stance toward Garrison from a somewhat
passive to a heavily active mode. On May15th,
Dennis O’Keefe, another Agency counsel, met
with Judge Sinclair of Fairfax County, Virginia,
Sinclair would be involved in the transfer of
any subpoenas or extradition requests to Lan-
gley from Garrison’s office. O’Keefe briefed
him of the CIA’s views on any requests from
Garrison. He wrote:

The Judge...promised to cooperate with us in everyarea
whence in judicial and legal ethics would allow such
cooperation, He said there would be no unnecessary
publicity emanating from his court and stated that he
would call Mr, Houston or myself if and when he heard
anything relating to the service of Garrison's subpoena.
I gave the Judge Mr. Houston’s and my phone num-
bers and thanked him for his cooperation in this matter.

At around the same time, Garrison issued
subpoenas for both Helms and any photo-
graphs of Oswald in Mexico City held by the

\
{
i
}

O

Agency. This request set off a chain reaction
in Washington. The CIA first contacted Carl
Belcher at Justice who was monitoring the
Garrison investigation there. The Company
then contacted both Lloyd Ray and the Jus-
tice Department representative in New Or-
leans, Louis LaCour. The point was to
establish local contacts with Justice “in the
event Mr. Ray did receive a subpoena.” Next,
CIA got in touch with Louisiana Congressman
Ed Hebert of the CIA subcommittee in the
House, who “. . .was very closely associated
with the Agency; in fact, he had breakfast with
Mr. Helms on 10 May.” These contacts all
turned out to be quite helpful. When
Garrison’s subpoenas arrived, Houston met
with Belcher and, “It was agreed that the sub-
poena would be returned as not having been
properly served....” There were no legal grounds
discussed in this memo. Just a bald, blank as-
sertion of non-service. It was also decided that
Houston would write a letter to Judge Bagert
in New Orleans who had issued the subpoena.
Houston would deny there were any photos
in CIA’s possession depicting Oswald in
Mexico City. The assertions in Houston’s let-
ter were run by both Attorney General Ram-
sey Clark and White House counsel, Harry
McPherson. The skids were greased even more
by Hebert, who actually called Judge Bagert.
The judge agreed to keep the returned, unan-
swered subpoena under wraps, with little or
no publicity. Hebert informed CIA, that on
receipt of Houston’s letter, Judge Bagert had
called him back and “was very pleased with
the letter and that he considered this “privi-
leged” information and, therefore, had turned
the letter over to the foreman of the Grand
Jury.” Houston was glad that the New York
Times “did not refer to the CIA report ad-
dressed to the Judge.”

The above demonstrated network may also
explain why Wesley Liebeler, living in Virginia
at the time, was also able to dodge a Garrison
subpoena. The story in the New Orleans States-
Item on August 8, 1967 stated that a district
court judge in Virginia “blocked” a request to
have Liebeler testify “after Liebeler said he had
personal business” conflicting with the court
date.

So we finally know how the CIA managed
to avoid testifying in New Orleans, and simul-
taneously to make Garrison look impotent and
isolated in the process. But there is another
instance that appears to be even more relevant
to Shaw’s actual trial. Before discussing it, we
should print here the final page of a CIA
memorandum that, to our knowledge, has yet
to be released in anywhere near its complete
form:

3. This is an ongoing review. Recipients will receive
updatings as the New Orleans cases develop. [Deleted]

is requested to carry out tasks stipulated in paras. 5. 6.
and 7. The New Orleans offices of the Domestic Con-
tacts Service will be tasked by separate memorandum
per para. 8. [Emphasis added.]

The other attachments to this memo are
unavailable. But the above suggests that there
were “task forces” at work in New Orleans to
thwart the DA. There is a recently declassi-
fied file that furthers this suspicion dealing
with the New Orleans, Domestic Contacts
Service specifically mentioned in this memo.

CIA Task Force at Work?

Those familiar with the Shaw trial know
that Garrison produced a logbook from the
so-called VIP Lounge at the Eastern Airlines
terminal of the New Orleans International
Airport. The VIP Lounge was a kind of wait-
ing room for business people and similar “fre-
quent flyer” types to frequent while awaiting
a flight. The airline clients would usually, but
not always, sign the book while waiting. The
book produced by Garrison contained the sig-
nature of “Clay Bertrand” signed on 12/14/66.
The handwriting resembled that of Clay Shaw.
The DA, with help from Ray Marcus, produced
a nationally renowned document expert, Eliza-
beth McCarthy of Boston, to testify to that
effect. Charles Appel, who we mentioned in
part one of this piece, volunteered to testify
for the Wegmanns.

This all occurred at the trial. But the CIA
was way ahead of Garrison. On November 15,
1967, the CIA’s Lloyd Ray sent a memo to
Langley. The third paragraph relates that
Hunter Leake of the New Orleans office had
attended a party at a friend’s house the night
before. The friend, Alfred Moran, told him that
Garrison’s office knew,

several individuals who happened on occasion to be
togetherin the Eastem Airlines VIP room...One of these
names was Clay Bertrand; another was Moran's. Mr.
Moran recalled the occasion and positively identified to
the Assistant D. A. the presence there of Clay Shaw at
that time. [Emphasis added.]

CIA wired back the next day and placed
Ray and Leake on the tail of Moran. What
made this easier is that Moran had previously
been used as a contact for the Agency out of
both the New Orleans and Miami offices.

Extensive background checks were done
on Mr. Moran. By November 30th, the Agency
was contemplating having Leake meet with
Moran to flesh out his story more. But since
Moran was ill, another method was used. Since
CIA had decided “it makes no sense for Clay
Shaw to use the name Clem (sic) Bertrand at
such a meeting”, there must have been two
different people. This in spite of the fact that
no one in that city could tumn up any other
person with that name. Houston cabled New

continued on page 32
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Orleans that Leake should “casually” inquire
of Moran “along this line.” He finished off this
key 11/30/67 wire with:

If s0, we have means of getting this information to Dy-
mond for use in preparing Shaw case without involving
Hunter [Leake] or Agency.

Within two weeks, Leake had accom-
plished Houston’s request. Moran admitted
to everything he had said to Leake in his origi-
nal talk at the party on 11/14, but with one
notable exception. Leake now stated that “Ac-
tually, Moran had not seen Clay Shaw in the
VIP Room on the occasion in question.” As
the reader can see, this is a direct reversal of
Moran’s original statement.

Appel was then sent in at the request of
Shaw’s colleague at the Trade Mart, Lloyd
Cobb (of the CIA’s “cleared attorney’s panel”)
to contest McCarthy’s expert analysis. And to
apparently confuse the public even more on
this matter, Shaw’s defense actually placed the
following ad in the States-Item:

P
Will the person Who signed the name

“CLAY BERTRAND”

in the guest register of the
Eastern Airline lounge
Moisant Airport

PLEASE CALL

EDWARD F. WEGMANN
524-0732 861-3844

F. IRVIN DYMOND
524-3316 482-1652
WILLIAM J. WEGMANN

524-2206 488-0155

This article could go on at length with more
apparent clandestine shenanigans by the CIA
in Garrison’s investigation. For example, as

with Gordon Novel, when Edgar Bradley took
his (exculpatory) lie detector test in Los An-
geles, the technician was another CIA acquain-
tance, Major Chris Gugas, once employed at
Curtis LeMay’s SAC base in Omaha, Ne-
braska. According to Bill Turner, Gugas was a
CIA asset. When Garrison subpoenaed
Herman Spicer of International House, Hunter
Leake interviewed him extensively and an ac-
tual copy of the subpoena ended up at Lan-
gley. Like the FBI, the CIA was also running
name traces on the jurors at the Shaw trial. In
addition, the CIA’s “segregated collection”
reveals reams of pages of trace results on any-
one the CIA felt might be associated with
Garrison’s investigation. During the trial, a
teletype machine was moved into the New

Otleans office to keep Langley aware of all

developments in that proceeding as they hap-
pened.

Up until now, there has only been some
general testimony from Victor Marchetti and
Bob Tanenbaum on the actions of the Agency
concerning Garrison’s probe. In spite of the
credentials of these men, some commentators
have scoffed at the idea that the CIA—and
other federal bureaus—would actually inter-
vene on behalf of Shaw and against Garrison.
These files put the lie to that tenet. They show
that such intervention was actively sought by
Shaw’s defense, and as early as May of 1967,
was officially approved by the CIA, and later,
other agencies. From illegal electronic eaves-
dropping to clandestine funding of suspects’
and witness’s lawyers; from the use of “cut-
outs” to hide their monitoring of his progress
to the use of FBI agents to check out his wit-
nesses; from the mapping out of plans of ac-
tion using press assets and government
officials to the use of judges to smother sub-
poenas; and finally what appears to be the em-
ployment of “task forces” to help talk
witnesses out of their original, and damaging,
stories, the aid given to Clay Shaw’s cause was
munificent and myriad. No one can now deny
that this aid was requested and then granted
at the highest levels of these organizations;
that men like Hoover, Dulles, Angleton, Larry
Houston and Ramsey Clark were cognizant

and complicit in it.

What is even more startling is that this ar-
ticle has been written when the declassifica-
tion of these particular files has progressed
only slightly. There are dozens of folders yet
to undergo review by the ARRB. Who knows
now what has been redacted, what was never
written down, what has been destroyed, and
what did not go through official channels at
CIA HQ.

In this last regard, Probe has already men-
tioned the role of Bernardo DeTorres (Vol. 3
#6 p. 20), a CIA infiltrator into Garrison’s of-
fice in late 1966, a date preceding the record
in these files. It appears that DeTorres, and
right after him, Novel, were sent in as ad hoc,
“off-the-shelf” operators, known only to a se-
lect few at Langley. When these qualifiers are
factored in, and added to the documented and
official proofs noted above—things that the
Agency was willing to admit to after the fact—
Garrison’s critics have been shown to be
wrong again. The fact is that both the Bureau
and the Agency were helping Shaw. The very
fact that this aid was granted, that the risk of
clandestine complicity with Shaw’s defense
was run, clearly suggests that the power bro-
kers in Washington were worried about
Garrison'’s progress. At the time, most of the
mainstream media ridiculed Garrison’s accu-
sations on this point. As Oliver Stone’s chief
researcher Jane Rusconi wrote in 1992, only
Bill Turner of Ramparts was really on the mark.
The declassified record makes clear what his
January 1968 description of the fate of the DA’s
investigation could only suggest:

When news of the assassination probe first broke, Gar-
rison declaimed in a burst of rhetoric, “Let justice be
done though the heavens fall" The heavens are still
there, but Washington has come crashing upon him.4-

rI03c
is on the Web @

http://www.webcom.com/ctka

CTKA
P.O. BOX 3317
CULVER CITY, CA 90231

JEND TO:

Please note the expiration date of your subscription on the label below.

Last issue will be: 9/22/97
MR. JOHN KELIN

1205 N. TEJON
COLORADO SPRINGS CO 80903




