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one associate pa.or at the B‘a:ptist Church .d several talks
with Sirhan and-he reported tﬁat Sirhan appeared to be a very
intense athesist. Sirhan could see no logical reason to believe
in God. The pastor felt that Sirhan's beliefs were being rein-
forced by a junior high school teacher who gave him literature
to read. A family associate at the Baptist Church recalled that
sirhan was extremely bitter and unhappy and that he complained

about the laws of the United States. .

In the early part of 1968, Sirhan began taking Bible studies

. from a member of the Seventh Day Adventist Church. They met in

Sirhan's home on Tuesday evening but Sirhan did not seem to

accept the teachings. Sirhan discontinued the meetings in. late

March.

girhan's Involvement With Cults and Mysticisﬁ

In 1966 Sirhan applied for membership in the Rosicrucian Order.
He was a correspondence membexr of the San Jose, célifornia Order
and was known to have attended only one meeting of the Order,
that occurred on May 28, 1968, iﬁ Pasadena. Sirhan signed the
roster but witnesses reported that his appearance at the meeting
was unremarkable. He had been dropped as a member in April.l967,
when his dues were not paid; however, on February 5, 1968 and

March 26, 1968, money orders from Sirhan were received by, the

Order, paying his dues in advance.

After Sirhan's confinement in the Los Angeles County Jail on
June 5, 1968, he requested %wo books which had to do with a

world religious cult called the Theosophical Society. Friends
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of Si;:ﬁan's at&ted to his interest in t’osophy; a book store
employee in Pasadena reported that Sirhan was in his book store

on five or six occasions and that he invariably looked at books

on religion and mysticism.

A great deal of attention was given the report of Sirhan's
interest in theosophy. Conflicting evaluations as to the type

of influence that the cult may have had upon Sirhan were made

by various persons. It was contended by one author that theo-
sophy was a "killer cult" while another source found that the .
teachings taught the brotherhood of man and not violence. The
significance of Birhan's involvement with mysticism could not

be fully astertained without verification from Sirhan himself.

Political Background
si;hhn was not a known member of any political party nor could

he vote due to his alien status. -Though he expressed highly

vocal political views at times his political preference was not

known.
1}

Sirhan was known to have been concerned about United States
foreign policy regarding the.Middlé-East and one witness described
him as "frustrated" in his -political feelingg. A mailman re-
ported that he delivered pro-N;sser, anti-American hate literature
to Sirhan. This assertion was never proven during the investi-

gation and evidence indicated that the assertion was not true.

Two former students recalled that Sirhan participated in group

discussions with fellow Arab students attending Pasadena City

College.
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During one discussion_sirhan expressed the feeling that the -
United States Congressional Committee system was unfair and
undemocratic. This was espeécially true, he-said, when the

wrong people controlled the committees.

-
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INVESTIGATIONS OF POSSIBLE CONSPIRACIES

This investigation uncovered a great number of allegations

implicating Sirhan and other individuals or groups in conspira-

cies to kill Robert Kennedy. Several of these allegations were
based on the statements of witnesses who believed they overhcard
or observed Sirhan under suspicious circumstances prior to the
assassination. Other investigations were based vpon Sirhan's
alleged association with political or soc1a1 groups or specific

persons who may have assisted him or influenced his thinking.

- The notoriety which accompanied the assassination, and the

"+ mystery surrounding Sirhan's characte; and background, made

the subject of conspiracy fextile ground for evoking unusual

responses from the general public. Opportunists, political_

adventurers and publicit& seekers came forward to volunteer

that.they had seen or spoken to Sirhan or that they had infor-

" mation which was valuable éo the investigation. Investigations

were made into each allegatioh-with geherally negative results.
The majority of the persons making the allegations were found to
be lying for one reason or another. Many ‘wexre found to be

elther using the assassination to further their own private

‘cause ox to enhance their position among their associates.

Several allegations, however, were vaiid in one way or another,
and after investigation wera found to be either insignificant
or relevant and applicable to the case. Nevertheless, these
few cases represented a very small number and were generally
not iﬁportant_to the overall investigation. As might be

expected, duz to the reluctance of witnesses or insufficiency °
I

-61- .l

2026 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176 |

——




of information, a few of the allegations remain partially
unresolved; to some extent, resolution of these cases cannot
be made because the witnesses have refused to cooperate with

the Department.
EVENTS AT THE HOTEL AND CAMPAIGN HEADQUARTERS

The Polka Dot Dress Investigation

The most publicized of the conspiracy allegations involving
Slrhan was that of Miss Sandra Serrano who stated that she
observed a girl in a black and white polka dot dress running
from the scene of the shooting. The girl felled at Serrano as
she and a male passed her, "We shot him; we shot him." When
Serrano asked her who she shot, the woman responded, "We just

shot Senator Kennedy."

_Serrano's'account of this occurrence was broadcast as a descrip;
tion of possible additional suspects after she was interviewed
by NBC News about what she observed. Serrano stated to
investigators that she was seated on an outside staixway of the
hotel prior to the shooting.. One woman and two men passed her;
and approximately twenty minutes latex after hearing gunshots;
the woman and one of the men ran by her yelling the remarks.
Serrano subsequently 1dentified slrhan as the male who did not

return to the stairs with the woman.

Serrano's account was substantiated somewhat by the acéount of
Vincent Di Pierro who was in the kitchen at the time of the
shooting. He reported observing Sirhan talking with a woman in

a polka dot dress just prior to the shooting.
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Invesf':_igators.:.estioned the truth of Se.a.no's allegation after
parts of her story conflicted and physical evidence tended to
show that she could not have heard the gunshots nor have been

where she said she was at the time of the shooting. She was

_ginen a polygraph ekamination, and the results revealed that she

was lying completely about the occurrence. Vincent Di Pierro
also lied during the polygraph examination given to him. Both
subsequently admitted that they had been untruthful and that they
had discussed the description of the dress between one another

prior to being interviewed by police.

As a result of the Serrano allegation, six persens were investi-
geted as possible suspects. Each was cleared of cdmplicit& in
the shooting ptior to the refutation of the allegation. A
"Kennedy Girl," who_was in the kitchen at the time of the
shooting, was nearing a green dress with gold polka dots. It
was speculated that Di Pierro may.hane become confused about this
girl during the chaos following the shooting and later when he
spoke to Serrano. The girl did .not speaﬁ to Sirhan nor was she

near encugh to be seen with him.

Khaibar Kahn Investigation

Khaibar Khan, an Iranian national in the United States, was the

subject of an investigation by this Departmant because of his
Mid~Eastern appearance and peculiar behav;or. He had acted as

& volunteer worker at the Kennedy Caqéaign Headquarters from
June 'L to June 4, 1968. Khan was responsible for submittdng the
names of twenty-four other-volunteer workers, all of whom were of

Mid~Eastern extraction.
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It was allegc.. that Khan was seen speaklfig to Sirhan at the
headquar?ers,-and Sirhan was alleged to have been wearipg a gun
at the time. During the investigatioen, statements by Khan
indicated that he felt that he may have seen Sirhan at the head-

quarters on June 4, 1968.

Khan was deseribed by fellow volunteer workers as being well-
mannered, somewhat overdressed, insincere, and that he appeared
to be a “Qhony.“ Iwo volunteer workers reported seeing Khan

talking teo Sirhan on separate occasions, June 2 and June 4, both

at the headquarters.

Ona of the_witnesses retractéd the allegation aftexr beipéﬂshown
several mugs of Sirhan. The statements of the other witnesses
were refuted by other volunteer workers at the headquarters and
evidence that Sirhan was at another location at the alleged

time.

" Several interviews with Khan revealed that he was a very unusual

individual whose behavior was secretive and enigmatic. Khan
described himself as an exile from Iran who was in the United
States alttempting to elicit hupport for his anti-Iranian

government movement. Khan himself denied any éssociation with

‘Sirhan and all evidence tended to support this.

Khan was unsure that he had observed Sirhan, but he refused to-
take a polyyraph examination or to attend a lineup. Khan
expressed the opinion that he did not want to become involved in

an affalr involving the Arabian countries and the Jewish State.
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The allc_;-.gatior.of witnesses were discougd by statements and

evidence from other sources; and Khan, upon further reflection,
was unable to st;te that he had seen Sirhan at the headquarters.
The investigation concluded that Sirhaﬂ was probably not in the

Kennedy Headquarters prior to the assassination.

John Antoine Khoury Investigation

On June 6, 1968, Mr. Fred Droz, a businessman with offices at
the Ambassador Hotel, reported that he had seen John Khoury near
a fountain just before midnigﬁt on June 4. Droz was contacted
by an ex-professor of his on June 5, wﬁb askeé him if he had
séen Khoury at the hotel. Mr. Joel Fisher, the professor, and
Dxoz agrged that there might have been a connectipn between
Sirhan and Khoury, since Khoury worked at the hotel and because
he had made anti-Kennedy remarks as a student. Fisher had been
Khoury's political science professor at California State College
at. Fullexton in 1966 and 1967. Anothe; witness who knew both
Fisher and Khoury also reported seeing Khoury at the hotel the
night of the spooting. | '

The investigation sought to establish some form of relationship
between Khoury and Sirhan; however, no associagion was establiéhed.
Khoury denied that he was ;t the hotel_the night of June 4 or
that he knew Sirhan. His unsubstantiated denial caused investi-
gators to feel that there might have béen some validity to the

allegation. -

The allegation was resolved when Khoury changed his original

statement as to his whereabouts the night of June 4. He admitted
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that he had bee, working at a second job :—Q a security officer
. in Hollywood. This information was positively verified, and

Khoury was completely cleared of complicity with Sirhan.

Estelle Stearns Investigation -

Estelle Stearns was a volunteer wofker at the Kennedy-Campaién
Headquarters on Wilshire Boulevard. On June 19, 1968, she
reported to the Department that she had seen Sirhan at the head-
quarters prior to the assassination. She stated that she had.

a conversation with him and that Sirhan and another man with him
were wearing guns. Allegedly Sirhan told her that they had
pérmits for the guns. '

Mre. Stearns also xelated that after tﬂe assassination she
received two phone calls, one the morning of the shooting telling
her about the incident and the other threatening her if she told

the police about her conversation with Sirhan on June 4.

The investigation of Sirhan's activities sﬁowed'that he could
’ .. not have been at the headquarters at the time that Mrs. Stearns
alleged. Witnesses interviewed agreed that Mrs. Stearns was an
eccentric old woman.who would do whatever she could to bring
attention upon herself. Other volunteer workers present on the
4th at the headgquarters stated positively that Mrs. Stearns

spoke to no one fitting Sirhan's description.

Mrs. Stearns was also one of the witnesses who reportedﬁf saw
Sirhan with Khaibér Khan. Witnesses revealed that Mrs. Stearns

did speak to Khan on a few occasions but that she did not speak
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to him on June 4. Mrs. Stearns was aske?to take a polygraph
but she ‘refused. After completé refutation of her allégation,

she still refused to admit -that she was mistaken.
POSSIBLE INVOLVEMENT WITH EXTREMIST GROUPS

Jose Duarte Investigation

On June 1ll, 1968, an article about Sirhan appeared in two Orange
County newspapers alleging that he had been present at a Peace
and Freedom Party meeting on May 21, 1968, in Los Angeles. The
articles referred to Jose Duarte, the leader of a Cuban anti- |
-Cas;fo_group, who had allegedly become involﬁed in an argument
with Sirhan over Duarte's opéosition to the Castro government

in Cuba. ' T

~The meeting in question was attended by Duarte and several Cuban
frien@s who intended to present opposing arguments to the
featured speaker, a Castro sympathizer. Duarte became involved
in an argument with a young male who disagreed with his remarks
during the meeting; however, inVestigation revealed that the

man was & Persian by the name of Reza Jalalipour. Jalalipour
looked very much like Sirhan, and several persons remarked about
the likeness. Witnesses, liowever, stated that~3a1alipour was

the person who argued with Duarte.

Several of Duarte's supporters who attended the meeting verified

Duarte's account, but they subsequently qualified their statements.
One of the Cubans present at the meeting with Duarte stated that

Duarte was lying about the incident.
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The invest;i.g.ion revcaled that Jalili;‘r had attended the
meeting and that he had signed a roster. Investigators con-
fronted Jose Duarte with Jalalipour, and although he admitted

the likeness, he denied that he haﬁ argued with him. Jalalipour
stated that he had been the one who argued with Duarte at the
meeting. Duarte's interest in furthering his political stature
probably motivated him to make the claim that he made. When
confronted witﬁ the facts, he stated, "I would rather die than
lose face.” Duarte subsequently téok a polygraph:examiﬁation
which revealéd that he was being untruthful. However, he refused

to change his story.

Mike Vejvodda Investigation

On June 12, 1968, an informant for the Long Beach Police Depart-
ment reported that she believed an acquaintance of hers, Michael
Vejvodda, was involved with- Sirhan in the assassination. She
reported a conversation she had had with Vejvodda after the
assassination of Martin Luther King.. Vejvodda, who was allegedly
involved in ;ight-wing a&tivities, was exhilarated over King's

- @eath. Vejvodda later related to the informant that something

big was going to happen on June 2, 1968.

During another visit, someiime in May, 1968, Vejvodda allegedly
told the informant that he had met a young man in Pasadena who
“"thought the way he did." The inforﬁant spoke with Vejvodda
after Kennedy's assassination and hé was very jubilaﬁi} The
informant believed that Vejvodda and Sirhan were associated in
some way because Vejvodda was a health addict. News releases

after the assassination had revealed that Sirhan had worked in
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a Pasadena h&th food store. .

Vejvodda was arrested on June 19, 1968, by the San Diego Police

for burglary. A large amount of weapons and property were

found in a search of his apartment. The San Diego Police

assisted this Department in the investigation of the Vejvodda
allegation. Vejvodda denied any involvement in the assassi-
nation or that he knew Sirhan. He did state that he was not.
sorry_that'Kennedy was dead, énd he admitted invoivement with
militant right-wing activities, although he denied membership.
in formal organizations. Vejvodda was given a polygraph
examinati;n which revealed that he was being truthfui.about

his denial about any involvement in the assaésination.

The investigation established that there was no known connection

between Sirhan or Vejvodda. Investigators subsequently learned
that the Long Beach informant octasionally made hysterical
statements and that she was hot considered completely reliable.
ft could not be determined why the informant believed that

]
Vejvodda knew Sirhan.

Possible Association with Communists

The day following the assasgifxation, a confidential and reliable
informant reported that a man named Walter Crowe, Jr. had been
talking about his old acquaintance with Sirhan. Crowe was
subsequently interviewed, and he related that he might have
influenced Sirhan's decision to kill Kennedy. The invéstigaﬁion
of Crowe's background revealedlthat he wvas an admitted Communist

vho had gone to high school and junior college with Sirhan.
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This informat¥on caused an_intenéive investigation to be
conducted. The revelati.ons by Mayor Samuel Yorty that Adel
Sirhan's vehicle was observed parked near the Baces Hall in
Los Angeles where left-wing meetings were held caused great
public interest in Slrhan 8 poss;ble involvement with
Communist or left-wing organizations. There were also reports
that the Southern California District Comminist Party was
greatly concerned that an association between sirhan.and the

Communist Pérty might be created.

The allegation that Sirhan or his brother were attending such

'meetings at a location in Los Angeles was disproved when it

was shown that Adel Sirhan had worked at The Fez Restaurant in

Los Angeles near the meeting hall. He parked his vehicle in a

pParking lot near the hall but never attended the meetings.

The inveétigatign into the relationship between Walter Crowe,
Jr. and.sirhan remained open at the time of this report. It
wvas determined that Crowe and Sirhan had been closely associated
for several years while they were in school. Crowe related to'
investig;tors that he had spent the evening of May 2, 1968, -at
bars and restaurants in Pasadena with Sirhan. He stated that
he had not seen Sirhan for a couple of years while he was _
attending U.C.L.A. and that his mother had encouraged him to

visit Sirhan after the long period of not seeing him.

" Crowe stated that at their meeting on May 2, 1968, they discussed

Crowe's involvement with the Communist Party, and Sirhan talked

about the Arab Terrorist Group "Al Fatah." Sirhan did not
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'respond to Crowe's enthusiasm about Communism and the subject

was dropped. Crowe stated that because of this discussion he
felt that Sirhan may have been encouraéed to kill Kennedy.
However, Crowe stated that he did not recall siehan mentioning
that he was thinking of assassinating, shooting or killing

anyone. He was not sure whether Kennedy's name was mentioned

el g ) T e e

in some other context.

y . ' .
Crowe volunteered to take a polygraph examination, and he -

Tesponded to twelve questions before requesting that the test
.1 be di'scon_tinued. He then stated that he wished to consult with
an attorney before answering further questions. The examination
revealed that Crowe had been untruthful on three crucial ques-
tions. Iwo of the questions had to do with Crowe's knowledge

of whether Sirhan intended to shoot Kennedy. Crowe's response

3 . of "No" indicated that he was being untruthful. The results

of this test caused investigators to believe that Crowe had some
knowledge of Sirhan's intention to kill Kennedy, however, it was-

. considered improbable that Crowe could have influenced s:.rhan,

based on the conversations described by Crowe.

A check of Crowe's background revealed that while attending

U.C.L.A. he had become a Communist. Hé had also been involved

; in militant leftist activities while attendiné Pasadena City
College. A check with Crowe's friends revealed that he was
assoclated with several leftist students,; which he had readily .

- admitted.

A total of 148 persons, either known to Crowe or with left-wing
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affiliations, were checked for association with Sirhan; however,
no contact was established among them., Crowe was the only link
between Sirhan and leftist associates, and the two had no known
contact while Crowe attended U.C.L.A. between 1965 and 1968.

To date no Communist or left-wing association has been established

"between Crowe or any of his associates and Sirhan.

POSSIBLE INVOLVEMENT WITH ARABIC GROUPS

The Fez Restaurant Investigation

There were two allegetions involving The Fez Restaurant and
Sirhan's activities there. Sirhan was alleged to have frequented'
The Fez and that he talked openly about politics and his political
beliefs, and, secondly, he was alleged to have become angered by

a female in The Fez and that he attacked her with a bottle.

Investigators interviewed the owners and employees of the rest-
aurant and determined that both allegations regerding Sirhan were
false. Through this investigation it was also determined that
Sirhan had not atéended left—winé meetings at the Baces Hall

located near the restaurant.

It was determined that Sirhan's older brother, aAdel, worked as
& musician at the restaurant periodically in_1962 and 1967. He

generally worked late hours and parked his vehicle, a Volkswagen,

in a lot between the restaurant and the Baces Hall. Intelligence

'reports noting Adel Sirhan's vehicle at that location did not

take into account his employment at the restaurant. He was never

seen entering or exiting this vehicle. Witnesses involved in
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the meetings ‘ich occurred at the Bace!iall denied that agel

or Sirhan Sirhan ever attended their meetings.

Witnesses who were interviewed regarding Sirhan's Presence at

the restaurant stated.that Sirhan had only been in the restaurant
On one or two occasions, and those times he remained quietly
seated listening to his brother play the oud. It was believed

that Sirhan accompanied his mother on one of the two occasions.

It was determined that the incident of the fight with a girl
involved another man who closely resembled the Sirhan brothers.
Mike Siam, a bartender at the restaurant, stated that the
incident involved a female named Jamila Sellem and a man named
Ahmad Yamni. Yamni became involved in an argument with Sellem,
broke a bottle and htteméted to strike her with it. No police
.report was made, and Siam prevented any inJuries from occurring.
Jamila Sellem stated that she recalled that the incident
occurred sometime in late December 1967 or early January 1968.

She stated that she could not positively identify her assailant.

L}
Investigators concluded that there was no evidence to suggest
that The Fez Restaurant provided the atmosphere for a conspiracy
in the assassination or that Sirhan was involved in the acti-

vities at the restaurant.

Arab Student Groups

It was alleged that Sirhan was involved actively in Arab, organi-

zations while attending school. It was determined that Sirhan
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was involved with one Arab group, but that there was no

implication that h;s participation in Arab student activ;tles

affected his intent or attitude toward the assassination,

Kanan Abdul Latif Hamzeh stated that Sirhan was an active mem-

ber of an organization called the "Organization of Arab Students
in the United States of America and Canada." Hamzeh was the
president of the Pasadena City College Chapter in 1965. The
college chapter was not recognized.by the parent organization
in New York because Pasadena City College did not glve the group
formal status on campus. Hamzeh remarked that Sirhan appeared .
very interested in his school work and did not seem interested
in politics., Hamzeh did feel that Slrhan could easily have been
influenced by any Arab Natlonallst cause because of his intense

feellngs against the Israelis.

The chairman of the Pasadena Chapter in 1968 had no recollection
of Sirhan as a member. They described the group as a social
organization. However, Sirhan aiq not belong to a group called
"The International Club" on the Pasadena City College campus

as was alleged, nor did he partic;pate in any known Arab group

activities at other schools in the Pasadena area.

An ex-postman alleged that Sirhan received pro-Nasser literature
from an organization named the "Arab Student League." Investi-
gators were unable to locate any record of such an organization,
It was determined that the ex-postman was probably being
hysterical about his recollections which were heightened by the
revelation of Sirhan's involvement in the shooting. He had not ]
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delivered mail to the Sirhan home for over one year.

Arab Pharmacist Sayegh

A witness, Mrs. Lois Garnex, reported £hat on June 7, 1968,

she overheard a conversation in a-femple City pharmacy which
she believed to have had something to do with the assassination.
The pharnmacist, ﬁr. Spear S. Sayegh, was on the phone when Mrs.
Garner entered his store. She overheard Sayegh state, "But I
had to. We will call an emergency meeting. We must band °*
together and stand behind him." '

Investigators determined that Sayegh was active in.the Southern
California Arab community affairs. He did ﬁot recall the'.:
‘specific phone call that Garner referred to; however, he admitted
that he had had several phone conversations with persons regard-
-ing defensé arrangements for Sirpan. No evidence existed which

could link Sayegh in a conspiracy with Sirhan. °

CONSPIRACIES IMPLIED BY SIRHAN'S ACTIVITIES

Purchase of the Murder Weapon by Sirhan

‘When the investigation into the history of the murder weapon
established that Munir Sirhan‘had purchased the weapon, the
possibility that a conspiracy existed between Munir and Sirhan
was raised. This aspect of the investigatioh remains open at

this time. The District Attorney's Office has decided to

Gelay the decision to determine whether any action shoﬁld,bé

taken regarding Munir's alien status and possible illegal

possession of a weapon.
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Geoxge Erhard identified Munir Sirhan as a co~employee whom he

" knew as "Joe," who had asked him if he had a handgun for sale.

Both worked at Nash's Department Store in Pasadena, and it was
known that Erhard collected guns. Erhard did not have the gun
in January 1968 when Munir first asked him, but he was able to

arrange the sale in February.

on the day of the sale, ﬁunir siéhan asked that Erhard meet him
later that night when he would have the money. Erhard and &
friend, William Price, met Munir who was with-ﬁis brother,
sirhan Sirhan. Munir borrowed six dollars ($6.00) from Sirhan

and bought the gun. ]
Munir girhan denied that he had purchased the gun; hé coﬁtended
instead that Erhard had visited thé Sirhan home and met Sirhan,
vho then arrangedithe sale of the gun. He submitted to a poly-
graph examination which indicated that he was being untruthful.
The test indicated that Munir Sirhan had purchased the gun. He
Eubsequently ;qmitted that he lied about Erhard being in his
home, but he refuse§ to admit that he had purchased the gun. .
Investigators had no substantive evidence which linked the’
purchase of the gun by Munir with any guilty knowledge of Sirhan's

intention. to kill Kennedy.

Companion at Gun Shop

The search of Sirhan's vehicle after'the shooting produced a
sales receipt for .22 caliber ammunition sold by a gun shop in
San Gabriel, California. The clerk identified as making the
sale initiglly stated that h? remembered making out the receipt
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and that there were two other persons with the man who made

the purchase. The sale took place some;ime after 3:00 p.m.

on June 1, 1968.. The salesman subsequently identified Sirhan
as the man who purchased the ammﬁnition. He could not identify
one of the other men but tentatively identified Munir Sirhan

as the third man.

The wife of the owner of the gun shop corroborated the state-
ment of the salesman and stated that she recalled that the

same men were in the shop sometime in April. She stated,

- however, that Sirhan spoke with a very distinctive foreign

accent.

‘After a request to have.the Sirhan brothers appear at a show

up was ignored, investigators arranged a polygraéh for the

gun shop employees. Both the salesman and wife of the owner
were found to ﬂe untxuthful a%out-théir observations of Sirhan.
As a result of the investigation, it was bbssible to determine
only that Sirhan was in possession of a sales receipt for .22
caliber ammunition frem the gun shop. The salesman subsequéntly
admitted that he did not recall the sale or Sirhan; he could
only state that he completed the sales xeceipt. The other
witnesses stated that they weré no longer sure of their state-

ments.

=4

P

San Gabriel Valley Gun Club Investigation

The investigation of Sirhan's activities prior to the assassi-
nation revealed that he had practiced shooting with the murder

weapon at a shooting range im Duarte, California, on June 4, 1968.
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It was alleged by the rangemaster, Everett Buckner, that he
overheard Sirhan and a blond woman in a heated conversation

which Buckner felt was conspiratorial in nature.

The investigation revealed that Sirhan arrived at the range
alone at approvimately 11:00 a.m. on June 4 and signed his
nare to the gun club roster. During the day he fired approxi-
mately 300 to 400 rounds from a .22 calibexr revolver. He used
rapld fire methods in firing and spoke to several other persons

during the afternoon. He left by himself when the range

‘closed at 5:00 p.m.

. Buckner stated that Sirhan initially fired approximately 100

rounds and then returnad to the control tower. He asked
Bucknexr for .22 caliber ammunition Ehat would not misfire.
Sirhan then returned to the line where he continued firing.

He then éllegedly engaged in e'con;ersation with a blond woman.
Buckner overheard the woman state to Sirhan, "You son-of-a-

bitch" or "Goddam you son-of-a~bitch, get away from me. They

.will recognize us." Shortly after that Sirhan disappeared.

The blond woman allegedly returned to the control tower where

-8he met a tall man. The man stated to-her, “Goddam it, you

got to learn how to fire this gun today." The blond replied

" "You're right." The investigation revealed that Buckner

probably confuged this incident with one involving a man and
wife who came to the range at approximately 11:00 a.m. They
had an argument over the gun the woman had just purchased, and

a remark similar';o the one heard ﬁy Buckner was probably made.
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The man and woman recalled seeing Sirhan but did not speak

to him.

A second couple came to the range ét 4:00 p.m. -They had a

short argument about paying the range fee for only one hour

of shooting.. The woman, Claudia Williams, went to the pis£01
range and took a position near Sirhan and they conversed about
their guns. They fired éach other's gun and he commented on

her gun. She described Sirhan as a very good sho£ and noted
that the holes in his target were mostly in the center. Several_
other witnesses noted the same thing and commented on.sirhan's

rapid £iring.

The rangemaster's statement was refuted when he took a poly-

graph examination and responded untruthfully. Though initially

- he would not admit that he had been mistaken, his responses

indicated that he had confused the incident with Sirhan's
conversation with Claudia Williams at 4:00 p.m. and the argument
vhich occurred at 11:00 a.m. between George Mioch and another
woman. Buckner eventually admitted that he had been mistaken

about the incident.

An additional witness at the range stated that he observed
Sirhan on the rifle range with a rifle. This witness's state-
ment completely conflicted with the nﬁmerous other witnesses.
He was given a polygraph examination and responded truihfully
to questions. It was concluded that the witness was honestly
mistaken in his opinion of what he had seen. Of the thirty-

seven persons interviewed, only the couple discussed above
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thouéht they saw Sirhan on the rifle range. An unidentified
person resembling Sirhan was seen on the rifle range by other

witnesses.

The casings from the range for the period around June 4 were
examined for evidential value; however, no identifiable casings
could be found from the 37,815 examined. The investigation
concluded that Sirhan was alone thg entire day while at the
range.

VOLUNTARY WITNESSES

Jerxry Owen Investigation

Oliver Brindley Owen, aka Jerry Owen,. was an ex-prize fighter
turned minister who became inQo;ved in the most complicated |
alleggtion of conspiracy that developed in this iqvestigation.
The series Qf_events allegedly iqvolved.Sirhan and Jerrylohen
and the attempted purchase of a horée by Sirhan. The false-

hood of Owen's allegation was clearly established through

" investigation of his claim. ‘

Essentially Owen claimed that on Monday, gune 3, 1968, at approxi-
mately 3:00 p.m., he picked up two hitchhikerxs in downtown Los
Angeles and gave them a riée to the Hollywood-Wilshire area.

Owen subsequently identified one of the hitchhikers as Sirhan

wvho rode in the cab of his truck dur%ng part of the ride. Sirxhan
allegedly offered to buy a horse £rom Owen, whq had a‘bélomino
for sale. The purchase was to be made at 11:00 p.m. that night
at a location in Hollywood. Owen and Sirhan then allegedly met
at this location at 11:00 p.m., and Sirhan asked Owen if he
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could'wait until the next day when he would have the necessary

money. Owen registered at a local hotel for the night;

The next morning, June 4, Owen was met bf a men in a f£lashy
suit and a blond girl who told hin that Sirhan did not hane
the money for the horse but that he wanted Owen to meet him
again at 1l1:00 p.m. that night. The man effered to give him
some money as part payment on the horse. The man also told

owen that there was something happening at the Ambassador

Hotel that night and that he (the prospective buyer) could not '
. have the money until then. .Owen told the man that he could not
meet him because of an appointment in Oxnard. Owen gave the

man a business card and offered to bring the horse to Los

o e ertone < e

" Angeles the next day.

Owen then allegedly went to-Oxnard, California, and remained
there.the night of June 4. He returned to Los Angeles at
approximately 12:30 p.m. on the 5th and learned of the assassi-
. nation. He told two friends of ‘the incident after allegedly
recognizing a picture of Sirhan in a.newspaper and went to

University Station where he nade his statement to the Department.

During the ensuing months investigators sought to conclusively
establish the truth regarding Owen's ailegation. On the sur-
face his statements were not self-incriminating, and Owen
presented himself as a volunteer witness who was interested in
assisting the police. Essentially investigators needed only

" to establish the falsity of Owen's statements to refute his

allegation or to verify the truth of his statements and use Owen
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- at the Sah Francisco Police Department. His attorney, Davis,

as a material witness. All evidence seemed to indicate that
sirhan was not with Owen on the 3rd. It was necessary, however;
for investigators to determine Owen's reasons for fabricating

the incident or whether he was honestly mistaken.

A complication developed early in the investigation when Jerry
Owen became wary about the investigation of his allegation.
Owen allegedly-received a threatening phone call on June 6,
1968, tellihg him to remain quiet regarding his horse deal -
with Sirhan. Owen moved to the San francisco area where he
remained "in hiding" for several months. During that time his
allegation became publicized, and Owen engaged an attorney,

George T. Davis, to répresent him.

A polygraph examination was arranged for Owen on July 3, 1568,

was present during the test. Owen's responses to key questions
indicated that he was being untruthful. When told of the
results of the test, Owen mada a lengthy statement which indi-

cated that he was unsure of his original statement.

Investigators subsequently interviewed Mrs. Mary Sirhan and
Adel Sirhan who attempted to assist investigators in determining

the truth of Owen's allegations. After a v@sit with Sirhan at
the Hall of Justice, Mrs. Sirhan told investigators that Sirhan
had denied knowing anything about Jérxy Owen or the purchase of

a horse.
At this point in the investigation there had been three separate
accounts of the occurrence given by Owen. The number of
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inconsistencies which appeared between the accounts and the
results of the polygraph, coupled with si;han's denial of
knowing Owen, led ix.lvestigators to the conclusion that Owen
was lying. It remained for investigators to determine why
and to firmly refute Owen's statements with factual.ihforma-

tion and physical evidence.

An investigation was made into Owen's description of the events
occurring on June 3., Several discrepancies appeared in his -
statements, and witnesses who were interviewéd stated that Owen
did not do all of the things that he said he had done. Owen
stated that he went to a sporting goods store and purchasq@ a
palr of boxing shoes. A witness, Rip_b'Reilly, stated that
Owen did noh buy the shoes that day; other witnesses also tended
to refute Owen's statements. O'Reilly also stated that he was

. with Owen until 11:30 p.m. that night: vhen Owen contended that

he had been with Sirhan at 11:00 p.m. These and other dis-

crepancies tended to refute Owen's allegation.
L}

In early August 1568, Jonn G. Christian, a newspaper writer,
and William Turner, an ex-F.B.I. agent turned free lance writer,
entered into the Owen investiga?ion. Christian contacted this
Department offering his assistance, and he suggested that he
would like to be deputized to work with the Debartment:

Christian had a taped account of Owen's story. He told investi-

gators that he believed Sirhan and Owen were togethex on June
4 and that they conspired to assassinate Kennedy. Christian

fuxther alleged that Owen was involved in Sirhan's escape plans,
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and after the g!grted escape, Owen was trying to establlsh an

- alibi with his horse~selling story.

Christian subsequently wrote a. letter to this Department which

outlined his reasons for believing that Owen was involved in
the gssassina?ion. By enumerating various conflicts in Owen's
accounts of the incident, he hypothesized that Owen's reasons
for lying were that he was involved in the conspiracy aﬁd
seeking a means to avoid association with Sirhan. Christian
subsequently sought to establish a link in Owen's background
with Qr. Carl MacIntyre, a minister whose name had been linked
through the investigation of New Orleans District Attorﬂey.

James Garrison.

Investigators, attacking the inconsistencies in Owen's account,
also concluded that he was lying; however, there was no evidence
to indicate that Owen was involved with an extremist group or

with Sirhan.

The Virginia Teresi Investiggtion‘ . .

Mrs. Virginia Teresi voluntarily contacted this Department on

June 5, 1968, with an account of an incident allegedly involving

Sirhan. She stated that she observed Sirhan and the two other
men in a vehicle near Melrose Avenue ana St.-Anﬂrews Place in
Los Angeles. She allegedly overheard Sirhan state to one of
the others, "Get your ass in the car, we have to get him tonight."
As the vehicle drove away, the ;an stared at Teresi and she
observed two rifles leaning agéinst the back seat. She also

had“observed one of the men wearing a holster with a gun.
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During the lengthy investigation which took place; Mrs. Teresi

" was reinterviewed several times. She revealed that she had

received a written and telephonic threat regarding her know-
ledge of the incident. Based on various inconsistencies in her
statements, a polygraph examination was arranged for Teresi.
She failed to respond truthfully to questions, and in a post-
examination interview she admitted fabricating the story. Her
reason was that she wanted to insure that the investigation
into the assassination would be complete. '‘Mrxs. Teresi's
backéround indicated a history of attempted.suicide and

emptional disturbance.

‘The Golden Garter Inn Investigation

The owners of a beer bar in Aihambra, California, alleged that
Sirhan was a regular customer of the bar and that on occasion
he was overheard to have made a threatening statement regarding

Kennedy a few weeks prior to the assassinqtion.

The conversation allegedly took place between a patron, James

‘Wilson, and Sirhan. The owner of the bar overheard an argument

between the men and after hearing the man with Wilson say,
"We'll get him when he comes to Los Angeles," Wilson stated,
"Cool it, cool it." The witness identified Sirhan from a set

of look—-alike photographs.

The investigation was resolved when James Wilson indicated that

the man in guestion was named Bob Andrese. Investigatoré noted

the strong resemblance between Sirhan and Andrese. The witnesses

who had been in the bar agreed that Bob Andrese was the man in
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the bar with ’!&son. The argument in question was a political

discussion in which Andrese became excited. Wilson was

attempting to calm Andrese ‘when the conversation was overheard.

Kennedy was not the sﬁbject of the discussion. The witnesses
who had tentatively identified Sirhan admitted that they were.
not positive of their identification.

John Gearhart investigation

. Subsequent to the announcement of Sirhan's arrest, John Gearhart

voluntarily told the Department about his observation of Sirhan
in a beer bar in Glendora, California, the night of - the shooting.
He stated he was at the beer bar at 9:30 pP.m. and that he sat
next to a young Cuban or Italian man. Gearhart stated, "I hope -

McCarthy wipes out Kennedy." The young man replied, "You don't

have to worry, we have taken care of that," The young man

stated, after Gearhart introduced himself, “My name is Sirhan

Bishara Sirhan."

Gearhart allegéd that Sirhan wns with two young females and two
other males who arrived a little after he did. After dancing
with one of the girls he left the bar. The two men and women
followed him outside. One of the men asked him why he had
danced with his girl, and. Gearhart feigned drunkenness to avoid
a problom. The man did not bother him and one of them stated,
"We have to go back and pick up Sirhan. 1It's getting late, we
have a party to go to in Los Angeles." Gearhart found the purse

of one of the women in his vehicle the next day and took it back

to the baxr.
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Gearhart was shown a set of photograéhs but he could not select
one of Sirhan. The investigation revealed that Gearhart was
lying about the incident. It was indepehdently proven that

Sirhan was at another location at the time that Gearhart

alleged that he talked to him.

It was disclosed that Gearhart was involved in an incident at
the bar, but it occurred on another date which could not be

recalled by witnesses. The woman's purse belonged éo a woman
named Delores Licon who went to the bar with some friends one

night after attending the fights at the Olympic Auditorium.

Licon recalled that Gearhart was at the bar and drunk. She and

her friends took Gearhart to a drug store for some coffee. She
recalled that they assisted him to his vehicle where she acci-
dently left her purse. She picked up the purse at the bar the
next .day. The witnesses stated that Si;han was not present

during this incident.

Gearhart subsequently was shown to have been untruthful when

he was given a polygraph examination. He stated later that.his

reason for fabricating the story was that he was trying to show

that he was a good citizen and offer something to his country.

Biltmore Hotel Investigation

An information clerk at the Biltmore Hotel in Los Angeles advised

the Depaxtment that she had observed Sirhan's name on a hotel
registration card for June 1, 1968. She stated that after the

assassination the hotel management removed all records of
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sirhan's stay at t! hotel. The clexrk's stat.ent was sub-

stantiated by another employee who stated that she recalled

giving Sirhan the key to his room. She fufther recalled seeing :
gsirhan with another man who was sending a telegram. The tele- l

gram allegedly read waprrived from Baghdad."

The investigation concluded that Sirhan was not at the hotel.

The hotel management denied that they had told employees to

_ suppress guch information, and they showed jnvestigators the !

hotel registration which is recorded on a continuous roll. The

. record had no entry for Sirhan, and there were no cuts, splices '
or alterations to the roll. A hotel telephone operator recalled
that the information clerk hae shown her a registration card
with an unesual sounding name; ?he gtated that the name
definitely was not Sirhan Sirﬂan. The writer of the telegram
was ldentified, and it was determined that he was connected in

no way with sirban. The two hotel employees would not change

b their original stories, and it could not be’ determlned what

prompted their actions. )

[ I —

John Fahey Investigation

John Fahey was the gsubject of an intensive investigation after
he reported that he had met a woman, prior to the assassination,
who asked him to help her and told him that the assassination

would occur. Fahey allegedly gave the woman a ride to the

Oxnard arez, and they were followed by a man ;n a Volkswagen

who threztened Fahey. The woman had told him that she was

jnvolved with a group ‘'who were planning to vtake care of"
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Senatiar Kennedy.. : .
Fahey éubsequently identified sifhan Sirhan and Munir Sirhan as
being the two men whom' the woman had referred £o as part of the
group. Fahey alleged that he first met the woman at the
Ambassador Hotel wheie he also obseréed Sirhan. The incident
allegedly occurred on June 4, 1968, between -9:00 a.m.'and 7:30
p.m. Fahey stated that after arriving in Oxnard he bought the
,woman dinner and returned her to Lés Angeles. He resolved not
to become involved in the woman's problem, bﬁt after the assassi-

nation he felt compelled to report the incident.

Investigators examined the details of Fahey's account in an
effort to determine the-validity of his statement; Based on
?ahey's subsequent statements, several discrepancies appeared
in his story. Additionally, he reported that after the
assassination he was followed by one of the vehicles that had

followed him and the woman on June 4.
ll

Fahey's employer reported that Fahey had told him of the incident
including an additional detail which described the man who looked
like Munir Sirhan as having a gun when he threatened him. -
Faﬁey's employer described'Fahey as being a po;r employee whose
employment record was very unstable. Fahey denied that he had

told his employer about a gun.

During the investigation John Fahey became involved with a news-
paper writer, Fernando Faura, who publicized Fahey's account.

Faura wrote an article in the Hollywood Citizen News about the
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Fahey allegation. Fahey subsequently told investigators that
he worried about phe things that Faura told him. Faura's
official manner toward Fahey gave him the impression that he
worked with the police. Faura used the San Fernando Police
Station facility to interview Fahey. Fahey later agreed to
allow Faura to arrange a private polygraph operator to test
him and for a hypnotist to hypnotize him. The polygraph
operator gave a tentative opinion Ehat Fahey was telling the
truth. Fahey attended one session wiéh a hypnotist but

refused to appear for his own scheduled hypnosis. . . }

Fahey's allegation was riddled with contradictions, and in
several instances invesfigators disproved elements of his
statements. It was proven that Munir Sirhan worked the entire
da} the incident was to have occurred. It was also proven that
Fahey made business calis in the Oxnard area when he claimed
he had_not. Witnesses at locations which Fahey stated he had

been with the woman denied that the two were ever there.

Fahey submitted to a polygraph examination on September 5.

g e B B el

1968. The test strongly indicated that he was being untruth- °
ful. Fahey subsequently admitted that he had fﬁlsified his
story. He had elaborated on certain events which had occurred
but which were not related to the assassination. Fahey would
not accept responsibility for his actions; instead, he stated
that he believed that Faura had strongly influenced him into

thinking that what he had told the police was true.
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James.Hoffa, Jr,

Mrs. Anita Steﬁagt, a young housewife whose father, Leonard
Davis, was an official of the Teamstef's Union, alleged that

she was present at a ﬁeeting at which.she thought she overheard
comments about Senator Kennedy. She believed that James Hoffa,
Jr., the son of the imprisoned union president, had been present
at the meeting. The comments were to the effect that if Kennedy
were elected president, he would be "rubbed out."™ She stated |
that the subject of Kennedy's harassment of James Hoffa came ﬁg

éuring the meeting. The meeting occurred sometime in July 1967.

Mrs. Stewart also implied that the men at this meeting discussed

a man who had “openéd his mouth" to authorities. Another man

at the meeting circled the Encino area on a map. The next day

". she heard on the news of a car bombing in Encino.

Finaily, she alleged that on June 5, 1968, she received a tele-
phone call at 4:00 a.m. A man stated to hex, "Forget everything

you heard in Lennie's office, or you won't live to tell about

it."

The initial identification of Hoffa by Stewart was not positive,
and interviews with those presen£ at the meeting revealed that
James Hoffa, Jr. was not present at the meeting. James Hoffa,

Jr. himself denied that he was at such a meeting.

Stewart's father, Leonard Davis, was present at the meeting, and
he verified that his daughter was present. He completely refuted

her allegations and stated that his daughter was a pathological
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liaF and that she necded psychiatric care.

Several inconsistencies which appeared in Stewart's allegation
tended to also disprove her allegations. Coupled with the .
denials of those present at the meeting, investigatoré dis~
counted hex allegation. It was concluded that there was no
connection between the Kennedy assassination and the alleged
meeting. The reasons for Stewart's making the allegation

could not be determined. .
MISCELLANEOUS INCIDENTS

Antoine Fouad Khoury

" In November‘196§, the Department was advised that a young
Glendaie, California, girl had reported knowiqg a man who wvas.
atéending some sort of meetings at the Sirhan home. The young
gifl stated to investigaﬁérs that a girl friend of hers had been
éatiqg a man named Antoine Khoury, who had taken this girl to a
- house in Pasadena where Arabic was spoken. The other girl, Miss
Candace Green, admitted that sh; had daéed Khoury and that she:
had accompanied him to the ﬁpme of two older women in Pasadena.
She sald that she had never met any of the Sirhans, nor were

they at the house she visited.

Anéoine Khoury denied that he had taken Green'té the Sirhan’
house although he admitted meeting Saidallah Sirhan.at the home
. of another friend about six months prioxr to.the'assassiﬁhtion.
Khoury was not involved in any Arab community affairs and was

not connected with the assassination in any way.‘ The story of
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the tﬁo_girls was just plausible enough for them to create an
" interesting story which the father of one of the girls.thought
should be related to the police.

Incident at San Fernando Valley College

On May 15, 1968, Valley Services Division received a telephone
bomb threat relating to é scheduled appearance of Senator
Kennedy at Valley College. A team of Van Nuys Divisian officers
were sent to the loqation to provide necessary security at the i
‘l) event, ' ' L _ !
No bomb incident developed; however, derogatéry remarks were |
directed at thq officers Sy the crowd, and the Kennedy staff
a;ked the officers in rather crude terms to allow the crowd all

the freedom they wanted. The only incident invol§ing Kennedy's

safety occurred when a small object was feported to have struck

- him on the forahead.. An officer saw'the object and reported that
it was possibly a flashbulb, . '

‘ . .Middle Eastern News Release .

Mr., Max Berman reported to the Department that while on tour in
Israel on May 18, 1968, he was told by a hotel employee that
Senator Kennedy had been shot.: This information had been
allegedly heard on a British Broadcasting 00;poration French
language broadcast. Several other witﬁesses reported hearing
of the shooting incident; however, thése reporting all-iéceived

the information secondhand.
Investigation revealed that BBC could not find evidence of the
! - 93
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broadcast; however, it was learned that the Reuter's News
_Agency had teleprinted a story on May 16, 1968, regarding a
"stone~throwing" incident which had occurred in Los Angeles

at Valley College. In all probability the incident in question
is the crowd control incident which occurred on May 15, 1968.
Frank Mankiewicz, Kennedy's press secretary, advised investi-
gators that a flashbulb had fallen near Kennedy on that date,

but he was not injured in any way during the day.

s’

Harold Weisberg

On June 19, 1968, a KHJ television executive producer was con-
t;cted by a writer named Harold Weisberg who stated that he
had been given information that persons had known that there
would be an attempt on Senatof Kennedy's life prior to the . ;
assassination. He referred to an informant who had told him
that the Kennedy "camp" had been warned that an attempt would
be made on Kennedy's life in California and that it would take

- place in a crowd.

Weisberg refused to identify his lnformant after reiating the
same story to this Department on June 27, 1968. He advised
investigators that he was writing a book about the John F.
Kennedy assassination and that he had discussed his information
ﬁith New Orleans District Attorney James Garrison. Weisberg
repoatedly asked the investigators to 'ar..'range some paid tele-
vigion interviews for him in the Los An;eles area, as hé'ﬁ;s

without funds. Because Weisberg refused to identify his

informant and was generally reluctant to give further details,
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the investj.gaign was sucpended pending sw developments.

Corona Check Investigation

on December 5, 1968, a report was publiéized that Sirhan was
involved.in a stolen and forged check investigation from.Corona,
california. The incident, which occurred in 1966, involved a
check made out to Sirhan which was stolen from the ranch where
he had worked in Corona. A co-enmployee had stolen the check,
forged it and cashed it at a Corona grocery store.- A stop
péyment had been placed on the check when it_was reported.

misaing.

The suspect in'the theft was identified during this investi-
gation, and the Corona Police Department has reobened the case.
The press was notified that sirhan had not been involved in the

theft of the stolen check.
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‘ CASE PREPARATION FOR TR].

A three-man Case Preparation Team undex the direction of a
lieutenant was established within Special Unit Senator-on June
12, 1968. Their primary duties were the interviewing of poten-
tial trial witnesses, the evaluation and preservation of evidence
and the development of the Department;s éart in the prosecution

of Sirhan.

Initially they worked with the 127 interviews and the items
booked into evidence by Rampart Detectives between June 5 and
June 1l. A complete evaluation was made of the available state-
ments and evidence, and a special locked evidence room was located

in Room 803 of Parker Center.

They were also responsible for maintaining close iiaison with
the DistriétiAttorney's Office generally through weekly and
often daily meetinés. .The inveétiéators provided. the prosecut-
ing gttorneys with an evaluation of potential- witnesses and

reinvestigated matters which the prosecution felt required it.

Several innovative techniques involving the application of charts
were used in the investigation, at firsé experimentally, then as
a valid tool as their adminstrative and investigative value
became apparent. A PERT chart, while of limited investigative
value, resulted in several time-based charts. These charts
depicted a profile analysis of Sirhan from 1957 to 1968, an
hourly log of his activities for the three days prior'éo the
assassination and a parallel time comparison chart illustrating

the activities of Kennedy and Sirhan. These charts vere of
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great value as a‘f_erence as well as empha.zing areas in

peed of further investigative.attentionh

As an aid to the investigation, a twenty-minute sound movie was
produced from the available television, news and private £ilm
made just prior to, during and after the shooting. The shooting

scene itself was photographed and the locations of witnesses

. and other victims were marked with chalk for ‘identification.

Scale models were constructed of the hotel and the pantry area
and schematic drawings of the same locations were made for the

game purpose.

on November 12 through 15, 1968, anticipated trial witnesses
appeared at the Ambassador Hotel for reenactment of.the shooting.
The twenty-minute sound movie condensed from news mgdia footage
was utilized to assist witngsses in recalling their exact
;ocation at the time of the shooting. Photographs were taken

as each witness placed himself in position.

Evaluation and selection of witnesses for trial was completed
by Case Preparation Team with the pDistrict Attorney's Office
responsible for the final declslon as to which witnesses would

be used at the trial.

The group of witnesses most important to the prosecution were
the seventy persons in the pantry at the time of the shootingh
Five of those standing closest to Kennedy would be used for
describing the shooting. several others would be used to

describe. Sirhan's actions just prior to and after the shooting.
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Witnesses who could establish premeditation were evaluated for
their potential value az trial witnesses. Those witnesses would
be called who could testify to Sirpan's shooting practice at the
San Gabriel Gun Club, his presence during thé purchase of the
murder weapon by Munir Sirhan and his purchase of ammunitioq at
.a gun shop. A Pasadena trash collector would be callgd to
testify to statements made by Sirhan that he intended to kill

Kennedy.

A witness who observed Sirhan at a Kennedy Rally at the
Ambassador Hotel bn June 2, 1968, would be called to show that
Sirhan may have attempted to get- to Kennedy on more than one
occasion. A District Attorney;s Office handwriting expert
would be called to identify Sirhan's handwriting in various

notebooks taken from Sirhan's home.

The cfficers involved in the arrest, various searches and the
custody of Sirhan were advised to be prepared to testify. The
doctors and nu&ses who treated Kennedy and the other victims
were also advised regarding thé decision to have them testify.

The Central Jail doctor who.treated Sirhan was similarly advised.
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INVESTIGATION OF PREMEDITATION

" The Assassination Weapon

The gun used by Sirhan to kill Robert Kennedy was an Iver

Johnson, .22 caliber, Cadet Model, two-and-one-half inch barrel,

.blug steel finish, with dark brown plastic grips, serial

#§453725,. The gun was manufactured in Fi;chburg, Massachusetts,
and was originally sold by the Pasadena Gun Shép on August 10,

1965.

The'tracing of the bwnership qf.the gun established that Sirhan
Sirhan was present during the sale of tﬁe gun tb his brothér,
Munir Sirhan, by George Erharé; a co-emﬁioyee of Munir Sirhan.
A second witness confirmed that Sirhan loaned his brother $6
toward the ﬁurchasg of the gun. . The weapon was purchased in

February 1968, four months prior to the assassination.

’

Purchase of Ammunition

The search of Sirhan's'vehicle.yielded a receipt for tpe '
pﬁrchase of .22 caliber ammunition from a gun shop in San
Gabriel, California. The sale took place on.June 1, 1968, in
the late afternoon just aﬁtef Sirhan practiced shooting at the
Corona Police Range. The salesman initially alleged that
Sirhan was accompanied by two other ﬁen when the sale was
made; however, thié allegation was proven to have beéﬁ;false
and the salesman retracted his statement, indicating that all

he actually knew was that he made out the 'sales receipt.
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si;han's Practice at the Range

' On June 5, 1968, a member of .the San Gabriel Valley Gun Ciub

recognized Siihanis-picture and recalled that he had observed
him firing a small révolver on the San Gabriel Rénge-on June 4,
1968. He told the club presidenf who checked the range roster

and discovered Sirhan's name and addreés.

The investigétion revealed.that Sirhan arrived at the range
between 11:00 a.m. and 11:30 a.m. He took a position alene at
the west end of the pistol range. Witnesses_reported that he
wvas firing a .22 caliber pistol with a short barrel. One
witness spoke to Sirhan at épproximately 2:30 p.m. and they
discussed hunting. He fired sirhag's gun and described {é'as

a cheap model.

A husband and wife were at the range late in the afternoon.

The woman was on the pistol range and having trouble hitting
her target. She asked Sirhan to'show her the proper methods

of sighting. BHe gestured with 'his hands pointing at the rear
and front sights and took her arm to show her the proper stance.
He fired eighteen shots from her weapon and she fired sixteen

from his.

Other witnesses reported that Sirhan used rapid fire methods
to fire his gun and that he was an excellent shot. Several
hundred rounds.were fired by Sirhan, and the center of his

target was torn out. Several witnesses commented that Sirhan
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discussed the hollow point.as infllctlng greater damage than

the «22 caliber long rifle.

Sirhan came and left the range alome and was there from 11 a.m.
until about 5 p.m., whem the ranée closed. He purchased some
+22 caliber hollow points from the rangemaster. Approximately
forty pounds of shell casings .were taken from the range and
examined by the F.B.I. ang the Department. The results of the
tests were negative, no comparisons could be established between

these casings and those found in the murder wedpon.

Practice at The Corona Range

Investigation 4n early December, 1968, diselosed that Sirhan

had practiced with a revdlvem on the Corona Police Pistol Range

‘on June 1, 1968, three days prior to the assassination. The

sign-in sheet indicated that he came to the range at approxi-
mately 12:15 p.m. and left at approximately 3 p, m. It was
determined that he went from the Corona Range to the Lock, Stock
'N Barrel Gun Shop in San Gabriel where he purchased some

ammunztton.

Discovery that Sirhan hag been at the range came on December
13, 1968, when lnmestigators were in Corona, California,
investigating a report that Sirhan had been involved in a 1966
check theft in that city. The investigation revealed that
Sirhan had not been involved in the stolen check case, but
while investigators were at the Corona Police Department,

they checked the police range roster and discovered Sirhan's

signature on the page for June 1, 1968. Handmfiting analysis
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confirmed that the signaturé was made by Sirhan, Due to the
lapse of time from the time of the incident, most witnesses at
the range on that date could not recall.sirhan's presence. The
rangemaster did select a photograph of Sirhan from a set of
look-alikes; however, he described Sirhan as béing 6'-6'2" and
weighing 215-225 pounds. Investigators-concluded that the
witness was mistaken, due to the lapse of time between the date

of the occurrence and the time of the inierview.

!

Evidence from Sirhan's House

The papers, notes and notebooks found in Sirhan's bedroom 'on

June 5, 1968, were transported to the F.B.I. laboratory for

. comparison, then returned to the Los Angeles Police Department

laboratory. These writiﬁgs included statements such as "R.F.K.
must die" and "Robert F. Kennedy must be assassinated before 5
June 68." L. W. Sloan, Questioned Documents Examiner from the

District Attorney's Office, formed the opinion that Sirhan had

. written 90% of the writings in the notebooks. BHe based his

opinion on intercomparisons of Sirhan's signature which appeared
on several documents, includ;ng the San Gabriel Gun Club roster,
an application for a "hot walkers" license to the State of
California and the canceled check signed by Sirhan from the

Argonaut Insurance Company.

Evidence from Sirhan's Vehicle

The search of Sirhan's vehicle discloged twenty-five fégms,
some of which assisted in showing premeditation. The sales
slip from Lock, Stock 'N Barrel Gun Shop in San Gabriel had one
of Sirhan's fingerprints on it. A sales receipt from an auto
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parts shop cont®ined one idqntifiablé fingl!print of Sirhan's.
Seven piints were taken from various parts of the vehicle, six
were identified as Sirhan's .and one was unidentifiable. The
evidence established Sirhan's ownership of the 1956 De Soto,
license number JWS 093, and that he had been in the vehicle at

a time shortly before the assassination.

Witness to Sirhan's Intention to Kill Kennedy

Alvin Clark, a trash collector for the City of Pasgdena, advised
. investigators of several conversations he had with S%;han in
1967 and 1968. They generally spoke of current events, and on
April 10, 1968, Sirhan-asked Clark for whom he was voting. When
CIaik told him, "Kennedy," Sirhan replied, "Well, I don't ;gree.
I am planﬁing on shooting the son-of-a-bitch." Clark did not
take ﬁim seriously. Thex subsequently discussed guns and
hunting, and Sirhan gsked Clark where he might obtain a weapon
greater in caliber than his .22 pistol.

In additlon to Clark's statement, investigators had the writings
of Sirhan himself to show his intention to kill Kennedy. ’
Writings in his notebooks veré examined, and the examiner's
opinion was that they were written by Sirhan. One passage
states, "My determination to eliminate R.F.K. is becoming more
the more of an unshakable obsession." Written'over and over
on several pages was "R.F.K. must be assassinated."” On another
page he wrote "Sirhan Sirhan must begih to work on uphol?
solving the problems and difficulties of assassinating the 36th _'
president ¢of the glorious United States." On still another
page, "Kennedy must fall. KXennedy must fall" and "We believe
-103- :
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that Robert F. Kennedy must be sacrificed for the cause of the

poor exploited people."

Evidence of Prior Contacts with Kennedy

Mr. and Mrs. Joseph Sheehan, attending a Sports Arena rally for
Kennedy on May 24, 1968, reported seeing Sirhan at approximately
10:30 p.m. at the end of the rally. The man described Sirhan

as "completely out of character with the crowd" in that he

"appeared very intense and sinister."

Another witness, William Blume, at one time worked next door
to the health food store where Sirhan worked in Pasadena. He
positively identified Sirhan as being at a Kennedy Rally on
June 2, 1968, at the Ambassador Hotel. The time was between
8:30 and 10:30 p.m.

sirhan's State of Mind - After his Arrest

Immediately after his arrest it was noted that Sirhan appeared
apprehensive about the crowd réaction to him. Once in custody,
howaver, it was noted that he was espeEially'calm and collected.

His only responses to questions regarding the shooting were

noncommittal or cafefully phrased.

During the apprehension Rafer Johnson asked him, "why did you
do it?" Sirhan replied, "I can explain®" or "I'll te}l you
later." Jesse Unruh recalled that sirhan stated at one time,
"I did it for my country." | -

sirhan would not discuss personal matters with those who

attempted to engage him in trivial conversation. When.
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investigators were interviewing him to dé!!&mine his identity,
Sirhan openly discussed several matters but not the shooting.

i - He refused to identify himself.

puring the booking process it was noted that Sirhan cared a

A e,

great deal about his appearance and that he took a long,
leisurely shower. The jailer, seated in his cell, recalled
' that he made two comments which were personal. He said that

he "got nothing out of life" and "they won't give it to me."

. An investigator who interviewed him gave the opinion that Sirhan -
was in good spirits and quite stimulated. He acted as if he
were playing a game and enjoying it. He appeared anxious to
match wits with the investigators. When investigators located
a 1968 Chrysler, incorrectly believed to be Sirhan's vehicle,
Sirhan commented, "Bow did you know it was a 195§ Chrysler?
The key? Beautiful.“ It was the jinvestigator's opinion that

sirhan fancied himself something of an intellectual.
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. LEGAL ..PROCESSES ‘

on June 5, 1968, at 7:08 a.m., Sirlan was arraigned in Division
40; Los Angeles Municipal Céurt by Judge Joan Dempsey Klein.
Sirhan identified himself as John Doe and was represented by
the  Public Defender's Office. Bail was set at $250,000 for

six counts of 217 P.C., Assault with Intent to Commit Murder.

On June 7, 1968, at 9 a.m., the Coqnty Grand Jury met and
returned a murder indictment against girhan. Twenty-three
witnesses were called to testify. ;t 4:25 p.m., the indictment'
was taken before Judge Arthur Alarcon in Department'lod of the
Superi&f Court who ordered a bench warrant be issued with no

bail.

The court reconvened in a temporary courtroom piovided at the

Los Apgeles County Central Jail. This measure was taken to
provide security for Sirhan. Sirhan was informed of the indict-
ment returned against him and he informed the court that he

did not have the funds to hire an attorney. The Public Defender
was appointed to defend Sirhan. Sirhan's defense advised the
court that he was not ready ép enter a plea and a delay was

granted until June 28, 1968.

Judge Alarcon then appointed two psychiatrists at the request
of the defense. He also issued a court order.prohibiting
parties connected with the case’ from making extra judiciary
statements. A. L. Wirin, of the American Civil Libertiés Union,
commented favorably on the actions of the participants in their

efforts to protect Sirhan's rights.
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At 9 a.m,, in f.@ auditorium of the Counterntral Jail, with

Russell Parsons.representing Sirhan, a three week continuance

was requested for-more time to prepare a plea. A new psychiatrist
was substituted for one who had declined the first request. The

case was continued until July 19.

At that hearing Parsons indicated that the defendant was not
ready to plead since the doctors had not completed théif psychia;
tric reports. District Attorney Younger made a motion to vacate
or modify the order éoncerning publicity. A continuance was

granted until August 2, 1968.

oﬂ.Augdst 2, Judge Richérd Schauver extended the Alarcon Admoni-
tion but allowed that statements in the public interest or in .
the defendants interest could be made. Sirhan entered a plea
of ﬁot Guiity and a trial date of November 1, 196?, was set.

Proceedings were continued to October 4, 1968.

On September 25, 1968; the California State Court of Appeals
denied Younger's appeal to vacate, the Alarcon Admonition. On
September 19, Judge Schauver selected Judge Herbert V. Walkeg

as the Trial Magistrate; Dep;rtmegt 105, Room 832, Hall of

Justice was selected as the courtroom. On October 4, Judge
Schauer set October 14, as the date for a hearing on a motion

to suppress evidence.

on that date Judge Walker granted a defense motion for digcovery
and 1ll statements and other items of evidence were surrendered '

by the District Attorney's Office. A motion to continue the

trial date to December 9, 1968, was granted. The motion to
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