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SIRHAN BISHARA SIRHAN

i B
Lea Purwin, 11700 Wilshire Boulevard, Los Angeles,
.California, on interview on August 4,1971, furnished the
following information:

In 1968, she was employed in an executive capacity

-in the management of The Factory, a private c¢lub in Los .

Angeles. She was in frequent dalily contact with both
Ronald Buck and Wllliam Huntington, and as such, was aware

of their business and personal problems. Huntington was

employed in the interior -decoration of The Factory. Huntington
was a homosexual, and he lived with another homosexual named
Robert A, Mueller. Huntington was a very personabile individual,
but was “@imost a psychopathic Iiar, and in her opinion, ended

. up belileving many of the lies he told. She advised that

Huntington was completely non-political, and had no interest
whatsoever in politics, She had never heard him mention

the Kennedys., Martin Luther King. nor had he expressed

concern over the election of Nixon. She advised that

Ronald Buck was an attorney, an author, and a part owner

of The Factory. She stated he was very garrulous, and
discussed many things with her fthat involved his personal —
life. She advised that if any such incident as the

alleged tape recording had occurred, and it had been discussed
with either Ronald Buck or William Huntington, that she would
have been aware of it from both of them. She advised that

she would recall if any such discussion had taken place,

and that none had. She advised that Ronald Buck was acquainted
with Robert Kennedy, Pierre Sallinger, and Peter Lawford,

but that Huntington was not acquainted with Robert Kennedy.

She advised that Lila Hurtado worked as a Secretary
for William Huntingtoen, that she was a very emotional girl,
and that she was presently employed in San Juan, Puerto Rico.
She advised that Rosita Harlan was regarded by Huntington
as a clairvoyant, and that Huntington would discuss any
personal problems or any important decisions with Harlan
prior to taking any action. She advised that Francisca
Riviere is undoubtedly Francisca Simms who was employed by
Purwin, and in Purwin'!s opinion, would be unable to furnish
any information regarding allegations regarding tape recordings

-6 -
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made by or in the possession of Ronald Buck. She stated that
she is not acquainted with, nor does not know of a Robert
Bromberg.

Robert A. Mueller was interviewed at- the Federal
Bureau of Investigation, Los Angeles, on August 5, 1971.

- He advised that he could always be contacted through

telephone number OL 27011, He furnished the following
information regarding William R. Huntington:

He resided with Huntington at 9260 Cordell Drive,

 Los Angeles, California, from 1967 to.1969, and had been.

acquainted with him for several years prlor to that tinme.

He stated that Huntington had absolutely no political interests;
that he, Mueller, had asked him to vote in the last two
elections. one Presidential and one State, prior to Huntington
going to Chicago, and that Huntingten had dzclined to do so.

He never knew Huntington to make any statements or express

‘any concern regarding the assassinations of the Kennedys

or Martin Luther King. He never heard Huntington make any
statement regarding any type of tape recording made by Ronald
Buck or in the possession of Ronald Buck or any tape recording
regarding an assassination., He advised that Lila Hurtado

was employed by Willlam Huntington as a secretary, and took care
of some of his interests after Huntington went to Chicago.

He stated that Lila Hurtado was an extremely emotional
girl; that she was, he believed, romantically involved with
Joseph Borenstein, a Chicago attorney, who was involved in
The Factory in Chicago. He stated that Lila Hurtado, when
she left here, stored some of her belongings at Mueller's:
aunt's place, She recently travelled from San Juan, Puerto
Rico, to Los Angeles for the purported purpose of checking
her belongings at his aunt's house. He stated that in his
opinion, there was nothing of sufficient value that was stored
in his aunt's home to warrant this trip. She told him upon
leaving Los Angeles, that she intended to travel to Chicago.
She told him that Joseph Borenstein was apparently dissatisfied
with Muellertis involvement in Huntington's affalrs, and was

2025 RELEASE UNI;?ER E.O. 14176
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out to get him. Mueller advised that in view of statements
made by Purwin, that he was concerned over what action
Borenstein might take regarding him., He advised Borenstein
reportedly had hoodlum connectlons in Chicago. He advised

that Rosita Harlan was in Huntington's opinion, a clairvoyant,
and Huntington consulted her on matters of importance. Mueller
does not know of a Robert Bromberg. Mueller advised that

he considered any allegations that Huntington was emotionally
concerned about any political matter were undoubtedly false.

Rosita Harlan, 6220 La- Mirada Avenue, Apartment 23,
Los Angeles, California, advised that she has known William
Huntington for several years, and that he was a close personal
friend. She advised that prior to his death in March 1971,
that he discussed many of his personal and professional
problems with her. She stated that he never had any .
discussion with her regarding any allegations involving the
Kennedy assassinations or the assassination of Martin Luther
King. She stated that he had no political interests. She >
advised that prior to the 1968 elections, she asked him
who he thought she should vote for, and his comment was
"I guess Nixon is as good as anyone". She advised that she knew
Lila Hurtado and that Hurtado is an extremely emotional
person; she would cry at the slightest provocation; she
had a tendency to exaggerate things out of complete proportion;
and she considered her extremely unreliable. She stated that
she 1s not acquainted with a Robert Bromberg. She advised
that to her knowledge, Huntington did not know Robert Kennedy,
and that if he had ever been in contact with Kennedy, or
if any allegations regarding the Kennedys had been made to
him, that she.dis certaln that she would be aware of them.

Chicago sources have described Joseph Borenstein
as a legifimate businessman, accountant, and attorney, who
has for years, done work for the hoodlum element in Chicago,
and remains associated with them. According to the Federal
Bureau of Investigation at Chicago, although Borenstein
does assoclate with and does accounting and legal work for
the hoodlum element, there is no indication that any of his
actlvities with them are illegal. Borenstein has been
uncooperative on contact in the past regarding his hoodlum
assoclates,
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‘ Date: 8/24 /71 |
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Transmit the following in PLATNTEXT |
(Type in plaintext or code) :
Via ATRTET, ATRMATT. !
(Priority) |

DIRECTOR, FBI (62-587)
FROM c LQS\ANGELES (56-156) (P)
"~ SUBJECT: NSAI:‘T\,"
Re Los Angeles airtel to Bureau, 8/19/71.

Los Angeles County Grand Jury completed hearing
testimony, 8/23/71 from employees of Los Angeles County
Clerk's Office and other individuals who reportedly had

. access to items of evidentiary nature while in possession
t  of Los Angeles County Clerk. »r’“

L /)///f In addition to THEODORE4 CK and ROBERT.BLAIR
. e ER, author of book entitled, A'RFK Must Die," -JOHN
CHRISIIAN was also subpoenaed o appear. CHRISTIAN failed
"to appear, However, since service of subpoena was made

to him by mail at his request, CHRISTIAN directed letter
to foreman of Grand Jury with copy to Los Angeles County
District Attorney's Office advising, in substance, that

he would be away from Los Angeles for three to four weeks
and in addition, felt he had nothing to offer to Grand
Jury inquiry.

Foregoing information concerning CHRISTIAN
furnished to Bureau Agent on extremely confidential basis

requested it not be disseminated outside of Bureau. v

On 8/24/71, JOHN HOWARgggﬁgéﬁlstaﬁt Los Angeles
County District Attorney, confidentially advised his office
did not seek criminal complaints against Los Angeles
County Clerk or employees of that office., HOWARD also

]
{ Bureau Y
2 - Los Angeles : <{P:’ 16 AUG 27}971
N .
RJIL/mgr ;8

() ; <

by representative of District Attorney's Office, who / '7@§Z

/

,—Q
<

o

@@3@& Q.% " Sent M Per

SpeCI(Il Agent in Chqlz‘%25 RELEASE UNDER E.O. *&%GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE : 1969 O - 346-080 (11)
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LA 56-156

~confidentially advised that CHRISTIAN is believed by his

office to have had access to evidence subsequent to SIRHAN's
trial and may have actually removed portions of copy of
SIRHAN's notebooks in possession of Los Angeles County Clerk.
HOWARD requested this information pertaining to CHRISTIAN
not be disseminated,

According to HOWARD, Los Angeles County Grand
Jury had not yet returned verdict concerning their
deliberations.

Los Angeles will continue to follow and keep
the Bureau advised.
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Alrtel 1 - Mr. Schutz

EX-103
T0: SAC, Los I{E.réggel
| 32 :
,71/ FRU:{: Director, FBI b5 779 - /2- 7

KERGALT

Rcourairtels 8/19/71 and 9/3/71.

/dvise current status of grand jury proceedings
referred to in your airtel of 8/19/71 and further, indicate
vhat action is anticipated in connection with the suit filed by

2 Fernando Faura as set forth in your communication of 9/3/71.

Revier and summarize all ponding eivil or criminal
actions in state or Iederal courts rclative to coptioned matier.

HAS: gmh
(4)

4
Tolson
Felt

Sullivan

~ MAILED 21
SEP 171971
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i (Type in plaintext or code) -_}
Vig AIRTEL ATR MATL, i} !
“E (Priority) // i
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i
DIRECTOR, FBI (62-587)
FRON@ )()A’g SAC, LOS ANGELES (56-156) (P)
SUBJEC KENSALT
-
“ | Re Los Angeles airtel to the Bureau dated 8/19/71.
7
s Enclosed herewith is a xeroxed copy of a law suit
] 'filed by FERNANDO FAURA against SAM YORTY, Mayor of the
s ‘City of Los Angeles; the Los Angeles Police Department;
EDWARD M, DAVIS and others. (Page 2 missing)
i
g On 9/2/71, Investigator DEWIT LIGHTNER, Bureau
e ‘of Investigation, Los Angeles County District Attorney's
7 Office, advised he attended a press conference at the Los
Angeles Press Club on 9/1/71, which was called by FERNANDO
;/’ FAURA During the press conference, FAURA made avallable a
Py "press kit" to those in attendance., The "press kits" contain,
among other items, FD-302 interviews conducted by Bureau .-/
J,r“ Agents in June 1968, in connection with captioned 1nvest;éétlon.

They includedthe follOW1ng. /
1. Interview of JOHN FAHEY conducted on 6/6/68, |
by SAs LLOYD D, JOHNSON and EUGENE B, MC CARTHY.

‘ 2. Interview of SANDRA SERRANO conducted on
6/6 and 7/68, by SA RICHARD C, BURRIS,

‘ 3. Interview of SUSANNE LOCKE on 6/7/68, by

8A PHILLIP B, DEILY.

4, Interview. of GEORGE GREEN conducted L
7/15/68 by SA DAVID H, COOK,, _ ZE_.M —.

b Y
5

w \ p2 SEP 10 1971
@ Bureau (Enc. 1)% o 0
2 - Los Angeles < = e, e
RJL/blb ({/ Py o N K? yd
(4) P P {"n"‘\”‘&)" qc_,'ﬁa 'jxﬁ / ///2 [“ 4 ® ‘ /i} 5
AN < ,.,JL
1;’,3‘.?’ ('\ R l L’/ﬂ e "—/—*L’-"/ [)I
Approved: o Sent : M Per

Spec}'al Agent in ChazrozeS RELEASE UNDER E.O. 1%]{.78, GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE : 1969 O - 346-090 (11)



LA 56-156

5. Interview of BOOKER GRIFFIN conducted on
6/11/68 by SA's LEROY W, SHEETS and VINCENT J. HORN, JR.

The Bureau has previously received copies of the
above~described interviews,

In addition to the foregoing, FAURA, when questioned
by a member of the press concerning his source of the above-
described FBI interviews, declined to identify that source.
According to LIGHTNER, he made some reference to a "third
party" as being the individual from whom copies of the FD-302
interviews were obtained,

As has been previously ascertained, ROBERT BLAIR
‘*KAISER, who acted in the capacity of an investlgator r for the
/ defense team during the trial of SIRHAN B, SIRHAN, had access
to FD-302's ‘of interviews, inasmuch as this material was made
available to the defense by the Superior Court. Undoubtedly,
FAURA has secured this material from the defense team defend-
ing SIRHAN B. SIRHAN.

Los Angeles will continue to follow this aspect of
captioned matter and keep the Bureau appropriately advised.

e
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e ek COWTY OF LOS ANGLLES
4‘,,..A\6'A mmw.u.a - { SaTs ' 13/1 GRAND jURY "

2‘548 HALL OF JUSTICE . . N
LOS ANGELES, CALIF, 900t2 £ _ HOLLIS M. PEAVEY

620.2451 .. - Tt S0 Y T CuRisTIAN WL PLANE

August 24, 1971 .

. \‘R;. MaRTAN ".‘. LRI

" Mas, mem AU
T OMAs, Lm:»\ Ler

Carps Mrirn D BAFNW e .

b « “AUBERT M. NisLo
MEL T A CVLKN i C -

CwdT T B, Dmam:m ‘.‘

' RIGHT .
Sawns 5. OW < MRS, ELIZABETR J, SARTA

" MRS, ALYCE M. Sisson

LtO D EPETEIN . T

Lownis A, ESHMAN, M.?.“" -
Juni E. HARGROVE S
RS LETTIE | BaLLE LANG: i

, Mrg. E.m—zsa - szm
Mns ANNE c. I.mct.a

_.Mrs. Doris Y. §. Tom
J MRS. WALTAJ, WATTSOR
.t .Mas\ sua K;You\s

“ Los’ Angeles Countj J
~Hall of, Admlmstratlonr L SR
- .500- West'’ “Lemple Street R
Los Angeles, Calu'orma 90012 yau

On August 16 19_71 the Los Angeles County Grand J‘uvy’commenced an
7 mve.,tlgamon relating to the handling of the:exhibits which were “introduced.’
. both-during:thé Grand. Jury Presentation on June 7, 1968, which resulted in
the indictment. ‘of Mr. Sirhan, and during the course of the subsequent
-Sirhan tma‘l, ¥/This-current Grand Jury mvestzganon took five days. and over
,.,hlrty-fa.ve w1tnesses were examined under oath The Grand .Tury de51res
. to comrnumcate 1ts fmdmgs in thls matter-"*f

s 4\- . vt PR

.o

N court order was promulgated by .Iudge Arthur Alarcon on
Juné'7,11968. . -This order continued in effect until Ma.y 20

':‘1969,,3.1: th,ch tlme .J'udde Herbert V. Walker 1ssued a court S

order.which stated;in" substance, that the original exhibits “ :“

in‘the Slrhan cdse were not to be viewed except upon order B : o

~of the court. . This" restrlctlon did not apply to attorney's of °

i record, ‘Judge Walker's.court order was preceded’ by a con-’

o ’-.'T-ference in his: chambers on May 16, 1969, which was recorded -
O .by a court. reporter...” Three representatives of the Clerk's
I 3..,Off1ce mcludlng Mr. Peter J. 'I’almachoff ‘Chief of the
; Crlmmal D1v1510n, Were present durlng this conference in-
- order that the v1eWs- of the’ two Super:.or Court'gudges Would '

......
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The Honoxable Q_B"dard of 'Supc':g(fi:slqrs' - 2 e . August 24, 1971

ALt
RIS
A AN

C S Durmg ﬂns confcrenct., and based upou 1he tcs{.xmony

c T . yelating thorcto, it'is demonstrably clear that both Judge

' Charles Loring and Judge Herbert V.. Walker also chpoctcd e
that the critical ballistics evidence in the Sirhan case was . L i

to.be specially packaged to preserve'its integrity. This

con.ference occurred well after all of the. eXhlbltS had been

on May 20 1969, governmg the’ pubhc review' of the orlglnal
erhan exhxbxts have not been consx.s»ently obserVed by th‘e‘ W

The 'court's recommenda‘cxon rela»iefr to »he packagmg of the
i balnstxcs ev1dence was totally J.gnored by the Office of the

:.na.tlon of its- contents were dxsregarded to a substantxal exterz.‘c
.some .of the Orldlnal Sirhan exhibits, - mcludmg, but not hml‘ced e
tothe bullets fired from Sirhan's gun, were handled by un-" R
authorz.zed persons on’ numerous occaszons. S L o

6, The County Clerk,’f Wllham Sharp, by testlfymg that the- court
order of May 20, 1969 did not come to his personal a’ctentlon*’ B
until June of 1971 "has exhibited a failure of effective’com- F«'i‘ RS
munication be’"ween him and his subordinates in connectmn
W:Lth the dutles and responsibilities of his offlce in a umque
‘case of hlStOrlcal importance. Mr, Sharp 5 concern ‘with

'mmor dQ?.a;ls ‘of reform while overlooking magor xesponsl-}
,:bllltles is cul‘pable.», ‘The' department blammg all its def1c1en-—w
‘cxes on. crowded condltlons, “has largely failed'to heed the R

»
H
.
‘

"‘:Audlt Report “'These conditions do’ prevall but they' cannot !

- be an excuse for mlsmanagement R

SR f,.n: ‘-‘ . S T A .
e T 7). ", 2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176
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'.; County -Clerk's Off:.cc, has® e.}s.hlbltcd a rallure to xnform;‘l
tram and superv1se suborcuna»e perso.nnel as to the ex- '

R N7

nel also exhlblted 1nd1£ference in- connecuon w:.th“the urammg
of new exhxbﬂ: custodza.ns, msofar as specﬁlcally advrsmcr "

& g.u -

9. The off1c1a1 records of the Los Angeles County Clerk's Offme‘
"rela‘cmg to.the viewing of the evidence in the cases of the . .;
" People v. Sirhan B. Sirhan ahd People v. Jack Kirschke are ‘
g mcomplete, 1nadequate, confusmg and m  some mstances, ST

. '..

RS szmply nrussmg. . " ST T ,_—L‘:, .

- & -

Sn‘han s notebooks are missing: while under the care,. custody
and : control -of the Los Angeles County Clerk’s Office. . The \1-_ ,
Ctwo' rmssmg ‘copies referred to were not the copies made by BRI
“the” Clerk's. Offzce for the purpose of pubhc inspection, ~but -
rather were- ‘documents which were actually used during the ‘ _'
' course of the proceedmgs in Judge Walker s ‘court. Although

Walker s court order, reproduced by the. County Clez:k’ j;f;.-.ﬁ T
Offlce for pubhc mspectlon, '-these addltlonal coples in, thelr

11.

a.nd the lack of substantlal and a,pproprlate admmlstratlve "-1 e -
controls, there exists a present inability on the par’c of Lhe SRR
'Grand Jury to fully and accurately recons»ruct the. events

at th1s tlme, any crlmmal actz.on rela.tmg to the p0551b1e theft
"oij ’chose documents Whlch are now mlssmg and Whlch had come

' .. 2025RELEASE UNDERE.O.14176 - . C
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,over t:he appar,ent case with which documen..s and Ouhel' uems S
-under the custody ‘of the Office of the County Clerk ‘can’ be
"imlawfully taken. The thef of any document from™a pubhc X
5off1ce should be, in 1tse1£ a matter of mportance. ‘When

éut‘nonzed persons and mishandled by Coun.,y Clerk e\hlbl.,

.-oerspnnel there exists a reservatioh on the part of the 1971
"Los Angeles County Grand Jury relatmg to Lhe present m-

iev1dence both during the Grand Jury presentatlon on June 7

1968 Znd during the subsequent tr1a1 of the ‘defendant Szrhan,__r

:;B Slrhan. Smce thls ev1dence is: presently out. of the Juns-;"

;.7 - 41.2025 RELEASE UNDER E:0. 14176 -




THE LOS ANGELLS COU\TY GRAND JURY FINDS THE
EXISTENCE OF PROBABLE MISFEASANCE AND NON- ..
‘FEASANCE WITH RESPECT TO THE MANAGEMENT AND:
"OPERATION OF THE LOS ANGELES COUNTY CLERK!'S :
OFFICE./ IT 1S THE FEELING OF THIS GRAND JURY’ AT
SUCH MANAGEMENT, .IF ALLOWED TO CONTINUE, CAN,
'ONLY WEAKEN THE INTEGRITY AND STRUCTURE OF %
'COUNTY GOVERNMENT IN GENERAL AND DEGREASE THE
EFFICIENCY AND EFFLCTIVENESS OF OTHER COUNTY

In order to ass:Lst you in vour evaluatwn of the problems we ha.ve referred

to 1n *thls letter, -we have requested the- COurt to make the entu:e ‘cranscnpt L

‘hea:nng a ma‘l:ter of publlc record.
Respectfully submltted
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“TCHARD A, ROCHA

Attorney abt Law

3135 Wilshire Blvd., 29th ¥Floor
Los mgeles, Calif, 90010
Telephone: 388-1434%

Attorney for Plaintiff

7 * $

SJPLRIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

¥OR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

- ew s

ngeles; THE LOS 2NEELES POLICE
CUDRRTHMENT; EDWARD MIGDAVIS, indivi- . ?

i

FERD AmDO FAURA, on bahalf of himself, )
i all other residents of the State )
bf Cailfornla, )

- - ) NO. _
M . Plaintirff, g '

ve % ) COMPLAZNT FOR

S UH*M ya'r)/ H Ve

AMUBL YORTY, Mayod of “the City of Los% - DIBCLOSTUERL 37 '

INPORMATION

'gall" znd as Chief of Police of the

-ive of thz class of numbers of the L
Jqcales Police Departwent; JOSEPH P,
SUSCH, JA., 3nu1v1&da]l and as

wv&x*}.}v

~‘i«'frl Attornwy of the County of Los)‘

L.Ls:; \F members of the office of the
dMizirict Attorneygof Los Angsoles
County; BVBLLE J )VOUNGDd, individua-
ily, and as Attorxney Generxal of the
biate of CalifO?Pla, and as repreuent»
ative of the class of members of the
hEfica of the Attorney General of thé:
ptate of California; ROBERT A. . -
ic--u"ou, L08 Angzles Police Officer
IO

g Los Angeles Police Officex
D STESN; and DOLS I through ZX,
noliusive, -

I

re

uwwnﬁuvwwvwvvw_y!—«w»w

PlalrL £f alleges Qn np.wlx of himsali

.
.
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VERIFYCATION

STATE OF CALYFORNIA )
y Y} ss,

| COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES) e 7.

I am the plalntlLE in Lhe above entitled actlon, I have
regd the foregoing Conolalnt for Disclosure cf Infoxmatlon
(Gov. Code Sec. 34950) and know the,contenbs ﬁhereo:; and I

certify that the sane is trve of my own nnwladgg, except as to

v

Srs ﬁhicg are therein stated upon my infozmation or
belief, and as to those matters I believe it to be true.
I certify (or declare) uander ?enalty of pexijury that the

foregoing is true and correct'

Execoted on ALJhS Aéi » 1971; at Los Angeies, Ca71ros ia

A

FERNANDO FAURA

a—
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was the Mayor of the Ciny of LoS Angelcs and th& chiuf exevutlve
éfﬁicer of said city. Said defendant doe s not havc the rlgh
decide whnat is good for thé’people to know and‘what is not good.
for theﬁ'to know. |
l : -:zvf |
' Defendant.LG3 ANGELES POLICE DEPAR! FHMENT is the agency and

department of the City cf Los Angeles, State of California, res-

ponsible for the police protcct:on .0f that city within the State

of California, and for the police Anvestlgatlous of all crimes

commitied within tnat city. Said defenéant does not have the
right to decide what is good for the people to know and what is

not good for them to know.

* e

V.

Defeﬁdant EDWARD M. DAVIS is %he Chief of Police of the -
City of, Los Angeles, State of Calif rnia., He is responsible fox
the shkervision, éontrol, regulatidh and management of the Policse
Department and each and every of fficer thereof, and for the inves-
tigation 1nto all crimes committed within the City of Los Anéeles,
and, in June of 1968 as Deputy Chief of Police, particularly that
investigation into the murde¥ of Senator Pob 37t Fl Rennedy on
June 5, 1968. He is enmpowsred and has the 1eunonslnlilcy to se
policy for and to make'and enforce all necessary and desirabler
rules and regulations of said Poiica Department, He is ;ued
iniiv;dhally and in ‘his capac ity and as ~f’cp‘Les&mx&&t ve of ﬁhe
‘xa;b rs of the defendant Police Departmant, wino have carxrried out,

and continue to carry out_a _colxse of.conduct which has
S
ZD5RHE$SEUNDERE£11M76

Defendant SAJSEL YORTY is now, and, at 21l times wmentloned,

e

-t
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relevant information couce*nlﬂr the ;nve‘tha Jox iﬁtO the murdor
of Senator Robert F, Kennedy by said Palxce Dvoazgmcn e and which
has and continues to deprive the ci? izens and res idents ¢f the
State of Califorcnia of the fu;l and uncensored information con-

cernlrg tne assas' ination of Senator Robert F. Kenﬁedy,

Vi |
Defendant 'FOSERPH P. BUSCH, JR. is the'bistéict attornéy
of the County of Loé Angeieg,IState"oﬁ Califcrplao A5 such, he
is its public prosecutor, responsible,fqr the ?r@secution ofuall
public offenéesp 'He is_£ésponsible for the sugerQisicng control,

'3

regulation and mandgement of the offic e of t.eiD strict Attorney,

land each- and every membgg thereof; and for the trial of all

felonies committed within the County of Los Angﬂlqu dna, in J”W“
of 1968 and theyveaftér as D@pu y Distyxict ALtoLney, had
supervisorial res OHSlbllltiGS thh rexero ce tO that trial known

as " The People of the State of'Callfornla vs. Sirhan Bishara

Sirhaﬁ“ alleging the murder of Senator Robert;Fn Kennedy. He is

erpowered and has the regponsiblllty to set poll”y for and to

{make and enforce all necessa axy and dbs¢rable rules and regqulations

of said office of the District Attorney. He is sued individually

oy
-

and in his capacity as reprgéentative of the mamﬁeré of the

office of the District Attorney, Who‘have carried out and continue
to ca;rj out a cdurse,Of conduct which has suppressed, aﬁd con-
tinues to suppress import ann, ygluéblé and relevant infgémation
concexning the investigation of the murder'ofisunrtoi Robext F..

Py

nannedy, and particularly concerning the prosecution in the erial

-~

mnovo as "The Peoople of the 8tuiax of California ws, Sirhan Bishara

Y
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Sirhan®, and he vo ci nues to deprive the citlzeas &ad risldants
of the State of qu&zorn a of the fuil and un orad informaticn

concerning said murder.
. Defendant ROBERT A. HOUGHTON in June of 1968 was Chief of"
Detectives of the Los Angeles Policm Department and aésigned the
dut§ of cﬁnducting the investigation into tﬁe death of éenator
rRobert F. Kepnedy;;_ﬁaid defendant is now Deputy Director of the
Division of Law Enforcément in charée of thetériminal Division '
of Central Intelligence Information in the office‘of,the Attorney
General of the State of Caiifornia? | |
| VIIT
Defendaﬁt EVELLE Jo YOUNGER is. A tornay General of the

State of Californgag He is sucd lnd V¢dually and in his capacity

)

p

S oy Fo oy o o sl v, = S e o]
ntative of the memoors of  ths o;fzc

0

Z
7

22 S 2 s
.“:»,L;:” Atiorney

‘General. In -June of 1968, and the‘ fter throngh the trial kn W}

as “The People of the State of California vso Sirhan Bishara

Sirhan"™, he was District Attorney of Los Angeles County and was

ea oy

responsible for the supervision, control, regulation and manage-

mént of the office of the District Attorney, and each and every

nember thereof, and fox the trial of all felonies committed

fwithin the County of Los Angeles, and particularly the Sirhan

trial xeferred to above alleging the murder of Senator Robert F
Rennedy. He.is now responsible for the pclicy, rules and regula-
tions of the office of Attorney General and hasg carried ouwt and

continues to- carry out a course of conduact which nas suppx @ssed,

and coq*lnnes {to suppress, lmpo**ant, vaiuavnle aad relevant

anterial and informmation conceraning the facts which have been

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176
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jgathered and the ovidence avalliable to have Dee . peoasencead in

he prosecution of Sifhan 2ishara Sirhan, andhnas and continucs
to depyrive the 01ulzens.aﬂa residents of the State of Califbrnia
of the full and uncensored information concerning said muréero‘

Defendan‘ Los Angeles Police Officer M,JJ%MCGANN is pre-

I3

»

sently employed by the Los Anvolos Pclice Depariment and on and

from June 5,: 1568 through tae investigation and trial of Sirhan
Bishara Sirhan made investigations and reports regarding the
nurder of Senator Robert F. Xennedy and made investigations into

a possibie conspiracy with the Los Angeles Police Department

|1 ¥al

uonsrvr ey Team”

sued individually and in his capacity and as a represent-

—— - pp—

ative of the nmenbers of cae Police Dnoarbment, who-have carried

¢

at aad continus %atcarly out a course of conduct whicn has

1,

suppressed and continues to suppress impor%ant, vaiuable‘and
relevant information conccrnwng the 1nvesv1gatlon into thée muxder

of enator Robert F, \onneu; by gald Police Department, and wnlcP
"3

-
s,

has and continues to deprive the citizens and residents of the
State of California of the full and uncensored information con-

cerning the assassination of Senator Robert F. Kennedy.

(928 ):"/ . T X

(,’/

employed by the Los Apgeles Police Dbpargment and on and from

Defendant Los Angeles Police Ofl;cef%L 'STEEN is prebenuly

-

Juns 5, 1968 through the investigation and trial pf Sirhan Bishara

ép!
. pdn
v

‘han made investigations and reports regarding the murder of

-,

anator Robert F. Rennedy and made investiyations into & possible

3

conspiracy with the Los nnceles Police Dupartment “Conupiracy
. =6
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tive of the members of the ”élzce Departient, who have carried
out énd continue(to caxrzy out a'ccu:se of condgcﬁiﬁﬂgﬁh.has
suppressed and continues to suppress imbortant, valuaﬁle and -
xelev nt information concerning the 1nvestlgation 1nto the murdex
of Sendﬁor Robert ¥, Kennedy by said Police Department, and which
has ant continues i> deprlve the citizens ana residents of the
State of California of the full and uncensored information con~
cerning the assassination of Senatox, Rebert F. Kennedy.

A Y .

Pursuant o the policies set forth in Government Code

.chtion 54850, as aforesaid, plaintiff as a resident of the

State of California, an@ all of the people of the Stat@ of

34 o . Fn 3 - - ] :
Calzfornia, ays entitled o haowy all +‘a fazotz and evidanss un~

covered by the defendant LOS BNGELES POL(LE DEPARTMENRT and the
investigation of its "Background, Fonspllacy Tean®™ under the

leadership of defendant ROBE

ERT R 5OUGHTQﬁ, and all the facts and
evidence within the knowledge of JOSEPH P. BUSCH, JR. and the
office of the District Atﬁorney in connection with'the death of
Senator Kennedy and with the trial o Sirhan Bishaxa Sirhan and
all the facts and knowiédgg of EVELLE J. YOUNGER and the office
of the Attofney General reiatéd thereto and all the reccrds,facts
and evidence utilized, uncovered“and tetained by os gngeleq

Police Department Office%p M. J. McGANN, and Los Angeles “Police

v}

apartment Officer O'SYEEN.

s
¢}

Pursuant to the pollc; : sat forth in Government Co

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176 -
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peaintiff, as

{

Section 54950, as aforesaid, a vesident oL he Stato

cf Califorria, and -all of the people of the Stata of California,

. ¥

ig entitled to know all of the facts, u;camonr uge and cv1ﬂence

. P ,
nncovered by the Los Angeles Police Department in connection with

J

??,historical document, namely, a tape recording of one, John
! Y

whose testimony was recorded by Fernando Faura on June 12,

1968 and which was subsequently given td'the Los Ancéles Police
Depaxtment épeci Q§lly officers M.J. McGANN and O'’STREEN for use
1891 the Los. Angeles Pollcc Depar;ment‘ investigatxdh,lnto the
conspiracy to murder Senator Rob 2 F; Rennedy, spc01£1callj for
ise of the "Bac?glouﬁd/Consplracy ean"; the a:oresa;@ tape
recording was never returned to Fernéndo Faura and the LOS Angeles
rolice bepartmeht has continued to réfuse to return it and to

SGppress evidence of the whereabouts of the tape recording of one,

()
(¥}
D S
[£<]

Tohn Fahey, who itmsgtifled,; on June 6; 1 ; to Sp* 511 Agents-
i.loyd D. Johnéon‘and Eugene R; McCarthy_éf the Fe@eral Bureazu of
rnvestigation as evidenced on Federal'ﬁureau of Investigation
report file "Los Angples 56 156 June 6, ¢908, partlcularly set fort:m .
in Bxhibit “A" attached hereto and made a part hereof, and also
.3n Junexiz, 1968 to newsman Fernando Faura as evxdencec by the
for ontloned tape recording made by Fernando Faura and SUb>GQUQnt'
Ly, in good faith, glven for feproauctlon QAMX to Los Pngeles
?ollce Oftlcers M.J. MCGANN anu O’SLEEd on June 14, 1968, at or
imout 2:00 P.M. at 150 S. Los Angbleq Street, Los Ange s,Calif—
brnia; He testi ed th 2t he had spent the entive day of Jvhe 4,1958
sith a girl OL‘yet identified by name ;ut laver 1de“ﬁ fied as the

'‘elusive girl in the polka-dot dress™ and that vhe nad made

lirech representations and dirvct inferneces that a conspiracy

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176
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nad veen planned o murdey Sonator Robert P, Xennely lates on
that same day and had iavited him to attend to witness the muirder
at the Awmbassador Hotel at his "winning reception': plaintiff and

the people of the State of California under the aforementioned.

“

Government Code Section 54550 are entitled to know why this
evidence was §uppressed and why the tape has been confiscated.

) XIV

The suppressed facts, information and evidence all tend

to disprove the conclusion by defendants, and each of them, that

LI

as Sirhan Bishara Sirhan acting alcne; disprove the conclusion
by defendants, and each of them that there was and is no evidence

of ‘a conspiracy that conspired and planned to assassinate Senator

s, ) . . . '
Jnne 3 1068; disprove the conclusicn by

o

iefendants, -and éach of them, that Sirhau Blsnara Slrhan was not

member of a conspiracy to assassinate Senator Robert Fo Kennedy;
and disprove the conclusion py defendants that gé‘pérsons other
than Sirhan Bishara Sirhan were in the Ambassa&or“ﬁotel in ios
Angelzs on June 4; 1368 with the 1ntnnL to as assznate Scnatov
Robert F. Kennedy.

XV
: . The suppressed facts and ev;ded a-ﬁéﬁeinabove refef;ed
to include the following: | -
A. A tape recording of one, John Fahey, a ma le Quu)t,

was confiscated by the Los 2An gelos Dollce Dupartncnt 1’rcm Fer andso
Faura on June 14, 1968 at or'about 2:00 P.H. at,lSO s. Los'Ahgéles

St: in Los Angeles, California by o leCCfS M. J. McGARN and

O'SWHEN under a pretensem9~ crely waqtl ng to :*Dloﬂucc th tape

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176
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wnd 108 of Grand Jury transcript A~233é21,-3van hi 1 ‘reed

e
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sfor use in thelr investigatlion into the yvoasdex of Smnator Rouert

-

F. Kennedy. John Fahey hed previously beea intcerviewed by the
Federal Bureau of. Investigation on June 6, 1968.as ev;dcnqed‘by
Federal Bureau of Investigation report "Los Angeles 56-156% dat
June &, 1968 by Special Acen;s Llovd D. Johnson and Bugene B.
icCarthy as moxre partlcularly set for thwiﬁ Exhibit "A" attached
hereto and made a part heredfb The tape recording by Fernando ‘ :
Faura Res spaecial nlstox;ca1 significance because it involved t&
murder of Senator Robert F. Kennedy and also because in his
statement Join Fahey lleged Lhat a girl who he had met at thé
Anbassador Hotel on the morxrning of June 4, 1968 had teld him
through direct xnferenae that Senator Robexrt F. Kennedy was the

target of a conspiracy that had planned some action later on that

asght at his “winning reception®". Thus vidence of a

ey
0]

{o ]}
e

rec

t

wwen Lo the Los Angelss Folice Obpdrtw nt which was

SONREPIracy was

.

and 18 suppressed.

I3

B. ‘fhe evidence 1ntroauch by ihs office of the District

Attorney of Los Angeles County during the trial of Sirhan Bishara

Sirhan was an attempt to show that Sirhan Bishéra éixhan acted as
lone assassin and that he was not a member of a conspiracy to
2ssassinate Senator Robert ¥. Kennedy. In fact,'at least & persons
including Sandﬁ%éerrano‘(ﬁxhibit 5% attached hereto and made a
bart herxeof), S&san}&péker(ﬂxﬁibit " att ached hereto and made a |

he ot), Ge orge\Qreen {Exhibit "D” attached @afeto and made a
hart hereof), Booker)@riffin (Ehhlblt “E* attached hereto and made
h part hexeof), Vincehf:@M:Pierr;; as evidenced on Page 105, ¢07

(Cxhibit"y" attached hereto and wade a part hazreof, all rositively

— -

10~
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liwhite smock disguise with two other men two days before the murder.

reeall o girl in a"polka~dot dress™ at the Axzascador Hot2l in

the kitchen hall

)
H
o
[
[N
o
w
34
lug
o
=h

‘ore and aftex the %urder of Scnator
Fobert ¥. Kennedy. This gifi in the”polka-~dot dress" ﬁas' |
. I ) T

independently mentioned and despribed by ghe aforementidned'
pexsons in répo;ts to the Los Angeles Police Departmeﬁ; and in‘
the Grand Jur§'proceeding against Sirhén gishara Sirhan. A girl
in a‘polka~do€ dress was identified by at least one of the afore-
said withesses to.be the same girl that Johh Fahey had met earlier
‘on June 4, 1968 at the A@bassaéor_ﬁotel and who‘had ;éde represent
ations of her knowledge énd implicationé of a coﬁsgiracy to murder
Senator Robert F,'Kennedyrat his “"winning rece?tion“,-uAt least
two persons, nameliy, Sandy- Serrano and Alberﬁ V./Ellis heaxrd
a girl say "we shot hin" immediately after the shooting. Thus;
.%;;éanﬁégn John Fahey's éiiééations and the remaining six ‘persons
testimony and repo:is,evidence of a conspiracy ig extremely 1ikely,
The Lés Angeies Pelice Depaxtment is in possession of the |
staterients of all of the afq£§méntioneé persons and has evidence
of the conépiracy to murder Senator Robert .¥F. Kennedy.

C. At least‘one pexrson saw Sirhan Bishara Sifﬁan two (2)
days before the murde¥ of Senator Robert F. Rennedy atpthe

Armbassador Hotel in disguise with at least hwo other men. This

witness, Mrs. Gallegos, a Kennedy campaign worker at the Ambassadox
Hotel made positive identification of Sixhan 3ishara Sirhan fromn

photographs and indicated she saw sirhan Bishara Sirhan in a cook's

S
- ’.' - ) I Lod -
At least two pexsons, namwely, Gregg/Clayton, a Rafferty campaign

workexr, saw. three to four men on the night of the murder with a

v

nd

el

nan he believes to be Sirhan Bishara Sirhan girl «nd,in fact,

. ~-11~
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Paﬁxhnnnn anvthoer Raffvnty workher,suppocts thiy teotisory. Chus
there is dircct evidence that threse pecgons could have seen
other persons in the company of Sirhan Bishara Sirh han just prlor
to the muxder of Senator Robert F. Xennedy and~again the girl

in the "polka-dot dress" and thesé avenues have not been inve st1~
gated. The Los Angeles Police Department has refﬁsed to ‘investi-

gate this evidence of.a.possible conspiracy to murder Senator

Ropert F. Kennedy.

e

D. There are dfécreoancieé in x po:né ma 'by investigat-
ing officers wiiich lnalcate rabrlcablon of evidence, suppression
of evidence and evidence not thoroughly investigaﬁed or pursued
to an end result, '

1.} As indzca%ed on Los Angeleg Pollce Deourtm nt

S — — e

progress report/eonspivacy team #8-48 as reported on Sepitember 20,
\ .
308; a Mr. Woo made a statement that he hud ”7ast“_seen Jochn

‘.’)

i
FTahey with Fexnande Fauxa on Aay L5 i968, at lpast ?G days before

the murder of Senator Robert F. Lenncdy,as more partlcularly

o )

allegation that John Fahey was scen with Fernando Faura before

-

¥

the murder. The police department expended consi&eragle time

and expense investigating Jobn Fahey and the possible conspiracy
and it would seem likely that- they would have at 1ea$t.contacted
rnando Faura if theyrhad evidence that John Fahey was lyiﬁg or
. . kel
that Fernando Faura was lying and/or presenting a false wiiness
to the police; yet, as late as September 19, 19368, Jéhn Fahey

was still being contacted by the Los Angeles Police pepgr*“'nt

flas evidenced by Los Angeles Bolice Department tape intex siew

-“12-
2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176

described on page 5 of Exhibit "G" attached heweto and made a part

hereof. Yet, tlr. Fernando Faura was never contacted regarding this

romt o d
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i 29285, Numher I-622, wade by Sgb. Alewacdor with Jomn Yazey

(sce BExhibit “"8% attached hereto and wmade a paLt hereof), This
valuable teséimony of Mr. Woo, either fabricated or real in fact
should have been, thoroughly investigated regarding the credibility
of John Fahey, the witness presented to the Loé’Angéles Police
Department by Fernando FPaura. The Los Ananjeﬁ Police Depar*“ent'r
Progress Report of the ﬁéékééguqﬁjCogspiracy Team vS"QS dated

June 20, 1968 indicated also that John Fahey ¢ouant Qut ne wvman

{Fernando Faura at the Hollywood Citizen Newsnapez office on Jan

12, 1968 for the purpose of relating his 5ncident with the girl

-

and his knowledge of her representations on June'é, 1968 which
haé become reality the xclloqug day of Juge . 5, 1968 Thus, there.
is a contradiction in John Faney‘s actions that shovld have been

e e ‘ "o ——

pursued.

e .

w7 -y o

sibert Ve Bllis, in & Federal Bureaw of Investi-

gation File # Los Angeles 56-156 dated June 14, .1968.as dictated

5
by Special Agent-Robert F. Bickard on June 17 1968 all gedly

identified a snapshot ox Dhocogranh of Sirhan Bxshara Glrﬁdn as,

e

a man he had earlier seen at the Amoaoaador Hotel on tne nlghL

of the murder of Senator Robert: f,:Kennedy; yet, Los knceles
Police Department ﬁeport I-1364, dated BRugust 22, 1968 b] officers
Shaw and Harris in&icatec ‘khat Ellis had rever before been shown

a photograph or snapshot of Sirhgn Bishara Sirhan as more particu-
laxly‘described in Etnibit v attached-hereto and made a part
hercof; Thus, we have §rfabrication an&/or discrepancy {ﬁ éwo

official repox

r‘;

ts.
3.} In Los Angeles Police Department Report I-622°

// * | DR/ h o
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or H. Herpandez a progresi repork of the Backgrcwﬁﬂ/
Conspiracy Team, an itinex ary of Mz, John'FahPy‘s activitieé of
June 4, 1968 is listed as was given bv John Fahey to 1 hls evgloye;
to account for nhis contacts aé a salesman during the day in order
to cover his activities with the "girl",aforementioned,thét he
had met at thc Ambassodor Hotel and with whom he had spent the
entire day (Fxnlblt “J“ attached hereto and made. a part hereof};
yet. only one concact on John rahcy 8 empioyer s 1t1nerary lDd’Ca"
ted that she had seen John Fahey on that day of June 4 1968
(page 6 of Exhlbit "G" attached hereto_énd made a part nereoL),
The remaining six contacts.all lﬁsted by name.and;lécation were
ot e n‘loned in the Police Report as to whe*he they were contact-
ed and, if so, as to their verlflcatlon of uontac" ”th John Fahey
on June 4, 1968;_ Thus,'it appears that there was a falLUIG to
thoroughly investigate John Fahey's activities on June 4 1958
vet, an independent ﬁolycramh test, as'ﬁore particularly described
in Bxhibit “K“ attached hereto and made a part he*aof, upheld the
basic premlse of John Fanhey that hn had spent the day Wltn the
"gixl®. If the Los Angul es Police Department in thelr polygraph
‘ftest as indicated in “consPLracy team. repcrt L«GZZ“ Droved
positive( see Exhibit "Gru attached hereto and made & part hereof)
then this direct evidence of d~conspiracy shpﬁld ﬁévé.been
ofought forward and not suppresse@;hyet,:if the test,éés negative,
/hy was John Fahey'cohtacted as late as September 19'.1968; as .
pvidenced by report I- 6”2 by ugt. Aleyander on tape lﬁLeLVlcw

229285 by tne Los Anceles POllCG Depariment (s

[

e Bxhibit *z"
nttacned ner;to and made a part hereof)? John Fahey's statements

nd his direct evidence of a crrspiracy were suppressed and his

1 ' 7 : .

. e ] dan
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sttlwfny was ineffgcacively discrodived.

) 7

[Lﬁ;// 4.} JeguAkPo:e&, an emﬁlojee OL the tubassador Hotel

related his version of the events just before the murder of

-~

Senatoxr Robert ¥. Kennedy and his discussion with Sizxhan Bishara

Dopaftmeﬁt officers 8gt. Calkins and Sgt. McGAVV as ev¢gencad bj
tape 28929, éranscrlpt #13, dated June 5, 1968; page. three of
that réport is missing and was not available at the time of the
trial of Sirhan Bishara Sifhan, Page two indicate;'that hisg
testimony on page Lbrep very llkcly concerned the presence of a
retty "girl" in the kitchen area w1th Slrhan Bishara Sirhan and
his lafér testimony definately ipdicates a “"girl"® in the kitchen

area wit Sirhan Bishara Sirhan. Tt is likely that page three
contained evidence 0f a “girli” with qirUan Bishara Sirhan, her
description and the type of dress. The Grand Jury transcript,

EA-233421 titled the Grand Juxy of the County of T.os Angales vs.

Sirhan Bishara Sirhan on page 73 indicates that Jesus Perez,

Sirhan Bishara Sirhan and some .other men made &cfer nce to a "gir

K}

with them oxr in the kitchen hall area. Thus,; there is

e

i ng

[&]

S

~a

evidence which may be very conclusive of the "girls" iden

ct
[N
d'

Yy as

to the mysterlous girl in the polka-dot dreszs” and as to her

3

association with Sirxhan Bishara Sirhan wh ch woan tie-in dEr ctl
with the testimony of the six aforgmeﬁtionedhyersons and aiso

tie-in directly with the allegations of John Fahey and to brove

o

the conspiracy to murdexr Senator Robert F. Kennedy on June 5, 196

5.) Evidence suppressed or discredited includes John
rahiey's observations, Sandy Serxrano's observation,; Susan Locke's

cbser-rations, George Green's observations, Booker Griffin's

....15...
2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176
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sboervoltiaas, Albere 'y @ubowvatLOWQ, Vincent D

) 1

obscrvaticns, Pam

ooscvvarlonu, Bvan Pnillip Pread's
obs ervatl ;, Mrs. Gallego's observations and observations of -the

-

girl in the"polkam&ot dress®™ and hexr association with John Fahey

the day of the murder, her association with at least three men,

one of which appeared to be Sirhan Bishara rhan, at the

e

Arnbassador Hotel on the uwiyht of the murder, and of at least

seen two days prior to the murder of Senator Robert F.

Kennedy, disguised in cook!s uniforms, one of which was identified

Sirhan Bishara Sirhanw The aforementioned dxrect evidence and

jobd

c1rcumstan ial evxaence cexr tainly lead to the conclusion that it

is unlikely that Sirhan Bishara Sirhan wag actirng as a "lone

o
|2
O
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n
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ot
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5, 1863 made by the Los Angeles Pelice Department as deécribed on

Los Angeles Polive Report I-622 (see Exhibit "G“ attached hereto

and made a part hexecol): qh reas a prlo* indep cndent poljgranh

i+

test on August 20,

Ty,

1968, {see Exhibit "K" btaChLd h sreto and made

‘.agaA1ne

a part hereof), upheld the truthfulness of his
"A" as hereinattached.

\, -
7.) On August 19, 1968, Jordagxébn

Los A

Janﬂ age,a waitress at Trancqs Regtauvrant on Pa

¥orth of Malibu, California, at which time she

obsexve a man and a woman, Nhon pxalntiff alleg

polﬁ ~dot girl", enter the resta: lant,

end then leave. %The "girl" with John Fahey was

=16
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Gescribed by Jan Page as the "girl" matcehind John Fa

AN ¥

dent description of the "girl™ and also Jan Page's description
supported the aforementioned six persons descriptiong of the
"girl in the polka~dot dress"” aforemen tioned. The interview was

nade by Fernando Faura and Jordan Bonfante, Life Magazine Bureau

=g

Chief in Los Angeles in orxder to verify 3ohn Fahey's allegations-
that he had been with the "girl® on June 4, 196¢ at Trahcaé o
Restaufént, A second contact on June 22, 1968 chh Jan Page
indicatedrﬁhat she no longer wished to discuss the matter with
Fernando Faurd and jordan Bonfanté after a discussion she had-with
+he Los Angeles Police Departmént. 'Thus,:her testimony to support

John Fahey's allegations was suppressed and it is reasonable to

E
[ég]
0]

-—— —

ume that the Los Angeles Police Departiment influenced her
co-operation and original willingness to give inferwation.

XVY

Defendaﬁus, and each OL them, Qellberately, intent 1onally
and kno;Ilngly ounpresqed the facts and evidence le;errea to in
Parvagraph XV above from the ;eopla‘of the State of California by

not presenting it to Ehc grand jury or at the trial of People vs.

Sirhan, ox disclosing said facts and evidence 1n an ap;

and 1Lpart1a1 manner. By the sup GSSLOH of ‘said facts, ev:derue,
reports. and data from the People of the State of Call‘ornla by
a. defendants, and each of them, the plaintiff and other citizens

and residents of the State of California were prohibited from

“w .

heing lely 1nforncd and were told only what said defendants

e,

P

ccoided was'good for them to know.
; o oxvII

Plalntl £ is inforped and believes, and therefore alleges, .
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Kisprove the "lone assassin” theoxry put forth by the cefendants

fsuppressed facts and evidence.

|
i
H
i
1

pehat defondants are in thoe possession of many other facts which

Peovnle vs, Sirhan, but that deferndants have re~

acts from the People of the State of Ca £orﬁ1a,

i
o
wn
[9)]
Q
jal)
o+
=
o
n
@
}"1

and that evidence of a conspiracy can be proven with the aforesaid

/ B CRVIIT

The repression of the facts and evidence set forth herein,
but not limited to that set;forth harein, is contrary. to the policy

> . d

of the guafc o; CaJmforala as .es :pregsed in Govermwent Code Section

54950, and‘ls a violation of the pub"iq trust.

<

XIX

Tne true names or ﬂapa01tlcs, whe her. 1ndlviduai, corporate

—— -

sociate or ot herwise, of « defendants narved herein as DOES X

. ¥ -r ,-‘ o . - R T o~
through XX, Iaclusive, are unknown to plainti

‘J'
Ht

I

T, who therefofe Sues
said defendants by such fictitioﬁs‘namesm and plaintiff will amend
this Complaint to show their names and capacities‘wﬁen same have

been ascertained. Each of ;;id‘DOES nared herein has been respon-

sible in some manner for suppressing facts and evidence and depriv-

Y
=

ine

U

the Peopla of the State of California from fuli and uncensored

I3

informution.

ViEREFORE, plaintif-,~®n aenalx of hlmselr and all othex

citizens and residents of the State of California, prays for
judgrment as follows:

. That def cnoants, and pach of them, be enjoined” from

catern nlng what is good for the yeosle to know anq what is not

-

ro0d for t“ea to know, and bb ordered to a*SCWOSe and make public

21l the facts and evidence xewizled by the

}.v -

r iavestigation into

=18~
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the murdexr of Senator Robert F. Xennedy.
2. That defendants, and each of thom, particularly the
Los Angeles Police Department; Los Angeles Police Officers McGANNM

and O'STEEN be ofdered to report Ffully and fairly to the people

of this State, the use and whereabouts of an historical tape

recording made by Fernando Faura of Johm Fahey on June 12, 1968

and which was subsequently released Lo the above defendants For

4

thelix éuplication(and ase in the investigation into the mu?der'
of Senatﬁr Robert F. Kennedj} that said historical tépe recording
be returned to Fernando Faura.

3. That a State Grand Juxy be bonvened foxr the purpose

of fuily, fairly, dispassionately, openly and diligently investi-

satking and reporting on the assassination of Senator Robaert F.

" . = 32 .
izsues ragard

R
o]
w3
1G]
o
tf
e
a2
[ JSo

Rennedy: to resolire all guest

"..la

he oon-

Y

spiracy to assass.nate Senator Robert F. Kennady and to dispel
the theory that Sirhan Bishara Sirhan was acting alecne.

FERRE SP

DATED: August 28, 1971

-/8/ Richaxd M., Rocha

RICHARD A, ROCHA
Altorney foxr Pilainitiff

Wt
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FBI
Date: 9/22/71

Transmit the following i1n

(Type in plaintext or code)

Via AIRTETL REGISTERED
(Priority) I

—_——— e ———— s ——
'

TO @&DIRECTOR, FBI (62-587)

211 From: SAC, IQS ANGELES (56-156) (P)
e

SUBJECT: ° KENSALT -

Re LA airtel to Bureau 8/24/71 and Bureau airtel
to LA, 9/17/71. :

Enclosed is one copy of a letter dated 8/24/71,
from County of Los Angeles Grand Jury to Los Angeles County
Board of Supervisors, regarding findings of County Grand
Jury concerning handling of evidence in the SIRHAN case by
the Los Angeles County Clerk's Office.

I0S ANGELES COUNTY GRAND JURY

The -findings of the Los Angeles County Grand Jury
regarding the(illeged mishandling of evidence in the SIRHAN
case by the Los Angeles County.Clerk's Office as set forth
in the enclosed letter states:)

The Los Angeles County Grand Jury finds the
existence of probable misfeasance and non-feasance with
respect to the management and operation of the Los Angeles
County Clerk's Office. It is the feeling of this grand
Jury that such management, if allowed to continue, can
only weaken the integrity and structure of County Government
in general and decrease the efficiency and effectiveness of
other couagg agencies who rely on the services of the County
Clerk's O

- . -

\
i

ce .
: : N -
. ENGLOSURE YA @67
@ EX110 | &6
Bureau l 2 -
- Los Angel%ir(@osmm AL IACHEQn& ;ﬁasgp 25 1971
AOR/1me A
\‘ “«

\*)

A

Approved: Sent M Per & . \'
@ i N’Qv 3 S@ .gl Agent in Charge GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE : 1869 O - 346~090 (11) -
A 2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. T#17% :




LA 56-156

The transcript of the Los Angeles County Grand
Jury was made public and a copy of this transcript was
obtained and is being made a part of the Los Angeles file
in the SIRHAN matter. ' :

LAW SUIT BY FERNANDO FAURA

The civil index of the Los Angeles Superior Court
as checked on 9/21/71, shows that the law suit brought by
FAURA for disclosure of information was filed on 9/1/71,
and was assigned nhumber C10885.

The civil register of the Los Angeles Superior
Court as checked on 9/21/71 records this suit was filed as
reflected in the index, but has not as yet been put on calendar.

APPEAL OF CONVICTION OF SIRHAN BISHARA SIRHAN

Deputy Attorney General of the State of California
WILLIAM JAMES advised 9/21/71 that the automatic appeal of
the SIRHAN conviction to the California Supreme Court had
not as yet been put on. calendar for oral argument.

JAMES advised the California Supreme Court would
probably not hear this case until such time as the U.S.
Supreme Court would hear the case of AIKEN vs California,
which concerns the matter of cruel and unusual punishment
of capital offenses. This case was scheduled to be heard
in early October by the U.S. Supreme Court, but may be
delayed due to the retirement of Justice HUGO BLACK.,

CIVIL ACTION BY BERNARD FENSTERWALD, JR.

The Bureau is aware that in approximately March
1971 (Bureau tel to Los Angeles 3/11/71), BERNARD FENSTERWALD,
JR. initiated a civil action in U.S. District Court (USDC),
for the District of Columbia, requesting under the Freedom
of Information Act, production of FBI reports in the
SIRHAN matter.

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176
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IA 56-156
Affadavits were submited by Agents of the Los
Angeles FBI Office in connection with this matter.

Los Angeles is not aware of the status of this
matter. ‘

The Bureau will be kept advised of developments
regarding the law suit filed by FAURA and the status of the
appeal of SIRHAN. :

3

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



T

s o

. 1 j enciosures 10 @WWM
to go with lLos nge}es report, letter
dated I AD]T1) described as

Kochgias glay =] %xﬂ\
i 4

~Sronx ‘404«/

VELSA L i
Los Ange;es fil2 number S 150
tite number__%B — 557

\

g .
_‘W’M‘m Dot g e LD s A o

i g 0

2025 RELEASE UNDER E 0. 14176

PURRESESE

ok

R

Dot
PSSR IT = NN

s

e
LS



s, .v' ot T e ' "‘?:‘“

- 7 . UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
CA . FOR.THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA -~
Bt ettt e e =
COMMITTEE TO INVESTIGATE :

ASSASSINATIONS, INC. : -7
927 15th St., N.W. , : o
Washington, D.C. 20005 : /// ‘ ,

pPlaintiff :
. . civil Action No. 3651-70

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE :
10th & Constitution Ave., NW:
Washington, D. C.~

Defendant

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO .DISMISS

L v3l INFORMATION CONTAINED ,

ﬁ‘éaem IS UNCLASSIFED AND
DATEL A=Y= Lo BY B
W 35159

sggygjbnuaﬂ )
MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT FOR PLAINTIFF

Plaintiff, by its attorney, respectfully urges the Court
to deny defendant's MOTION TO DISMISS the action herein.
Plaintiff, by its attorney, also respectfully moves that

the Court grant SUMMARY JUDGMENT in its behalf, averring that

-there are no material facts in issue in this matter.

Attached hereto, incorporated herein, and made a part
hereof is a Memorandum of Points and Authorities against Defend-
ant's MOTION TO DISMISS and in support of Plaintiff's MOTION IOR

SUMMARY JUDGMENT,

: .
IR i i¢,iﬁli£.
BERNARD FENSTERWALD, JR.
905 16th St., N.W.
Washington, D.C.
Tel. 347-3919
Attorney for Plaintiff

T - < (LR L It VNS WINNI ap e e ghemr  voWeE
B b D ,
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j . '/ - CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE e
3 , ,

? H

I'HEﬁEBY CERTIFY that service of the foregoing Opposition
to Motion to Dismiss and Motion for Summary Judgment for Plain-
tiff,.togetﬁer with a Statement of Material Fact as to Which
There Is No Genuine issue'and a Memorandum of Points and Autho-
rities, has'been made upon Deféndant by mailing a copy thereof
to Arnold T. Aikens, Assistant U.S. Attorney, U.S. District
Court House, Washington, D.C., on this 23rd day of February,

1971.

/j P - T' : :!

BERNARD FENSTERWALD, JR.
905 16th St., N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006
Tel. 347-3919

Attorney for Plaintiff

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



i Ma % ) . W..;.M . -t -
ST ’ g

-UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT -~
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

s -

p—

E

COMMITTEE TO INVESTIGATE )
ASSASSINATIONS, INC. .. : . -

927 15th St., N.W. L/////

Washington, D.C. 20005

LY YRR Y R ¥

Plaintiff

Civil Action No. 3651-70

P R T TR T

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
10th & Constitution Ave., N.W.
Washington, D.C.

Defendant

oo e 2 o (X3 .e [T

STATEMENT OF MATERIAL FACT AS TO WHICH
THERE IS NO GENUINE ISSUE

Pursuant to Local Rule 9(h) the material facts inthe‘
instant action are summarized below.

1. Plaintiff brought thi§ action under Public Law
89-487; 5 U.S.C. §552..

2. Plaintiff is a non-profit corporation, organized

‘under the laws of the District of Columbia, for the purposes of

ihvestigating the assassinations of several of our more impor-
tant national leaders.

3. befendant is the U.S. Department of Justice.

4. Senator Robert Francié Kennedy, one of our national

leaders, was assassinated in Los Angeles in June, 1968.

Page 1
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s+ H.  The defendant Dipavtment of Justice, by and through

-~
T ST

P

;cn investigative arm, the Fedgral Bureau of Investigation, made
nn'in—depth study of the murder, which was compiled into a file
of approximately 6,000 pages and designated as Office File
56-156, Bureau File No. 62-587.

6. Said FBI file was made available to Sirhan B. Sirhan

and his counsel (Messrs. Russell Parsons, Grant Cooper, and E. %

-

Berman) for preparation of his defense against a charge of Tirst
Deg;eé Murder in Los Angeles County, California, in the wrongful
death of Senator Robert Francis Kennedy.

7. Said FBI file was also made available to Mr. Robert
B. Kaiser, who paid Sirhan B. Sirhan approximately $32,000.00 for
tﬁe privilege‘of writing his "inside story."

8. Mr. Robert B. Kaiser is neither an attorney nor
licensed investigator, but rather a journalist and self-styled
free lance writer. He is in no way emplogéd by the Government.

9. Mr. Kaiser's "inside story" was published as R.F.K,

Must Die: a History of the Robert Kennedy Assassination and Its

Aftermath, E.P. Dutton, New York, 1970 (Library of Congress
Catalogue Number 74-86074).

10. On page 11, 12, 321, 322 of RFK Must Die, Mr. Kaiser

acknowledges the availability to him of FBI Office File 56-156,
Bureau File No. 62-587. (See Exhibit D, appended hereto.)

11. On October 19, 1970, plaintiff wréte to the Attorney
General requesting access to the same FBI file under 5 U.S.C. §552
and 28 CFR 16. As required by regulations of the Department of
Justiée; the latter was accompanied by a complete form DJ-118 and
a check for $3.00. [For a copy of the letter, see Exhibiﬁ A,
appended hereto.]

Page 2
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) 12. "In a letter dated Dscember-5, 1970, plaintiif again
. _/- ote defendant, renewing.chis vetition to see the FBI file. [See
o W . - :
¢ ) wi~
4. .nibit B, appended hersto.] ~ 7
dated December 7, 1970, defendant Depart-
Richard G.

In a letter
ne Hon.

13.
ment of Justice, over the signature of ti

z:l'r‘j(

¢ ;

g .Kleindienst,.beputy Attorney General, reifused to make the said
4 F2I Ffile available to plaintiff. [Exhibit C, appended hereto.]
i '

,§ 14. - The instant action was filed on December 15, 1970.

:3 - .'_' i :";— N .

| L

: BERNARD FENSTERWALD, JR.:
905 1l6th St., N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006
~Tel., 347-3919
Attorney for Plaintiff

G

o

1y,

Dated

Page 3
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR.THE DISTRICYL OIF COLUMBIA

o .
COMMITTEE "TO INVESTIGATE

ASSASSINATIONS, INC. : ///
927 15th St., N.W. : *

Washington, D.C. 20005 | :

Plaintiff

Civil Action No. 3651-70

LYY B T

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
10th & Constitution Ave., N.W.
Washington, D. C.

T Y I Y T T

Defendant

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES
IN OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO DISMISS
AND IN -SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR SUMMARY
JUDGMENT FOR PLAINTIFF

I. EXHAUSTION OF ADMINISTRATIVE REMEDIES.

On October 19, 1970, plaintiff wrote to the Department
of Justice requesting access under the Freedom of Information Act
PL-89-487, 5 U.S.C. §552 to FBI Office File 56-156, Bureau File
No. 62-587, to which journalist Robert B. Kaiser had been given
access. (See Exhibit D hereto). As required by regulations of the
Department of Justice, the letter was accompanied by a completed
form DJ-118 (See Exhibit A, apbended hereto.) .

Subsection (a)(3) of 5 U.S.C. §552 states:

" (3) Except with respect to the records made
available under paragraphs (1) and (2) of this
subsection, each agency, on request for identifi-
able records made in accordance with published
rules stating the time, place, fees to the extent
authorized by statute, and procedure to be followed,

‘shall make the records promptly available to any
persori. [Italics added]. '

Page 1

e ane

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



by B L 7T T TR TR Sy TTYTY T - o -

- . 7 m”x') )

s g e
. ~;,

5. . . ‘ Sy . .

Rl - . . . - - PR B

. T The only pufpose that this might serve is to delay com-

e

plianée with 5 U.S.C. §552(a) and to discourage citizens from

=g
E

y‘ «demanding their rights. [For a case in which Chief Judge Curran
e ' ‘
‘g granted summary judgment for plaintiff.after d;latory tactics by

the Department of Justice, see Weisberg v. Department of Justice,

Civil Action 718-70 in this Court, decided August 19, 1970.]

It is therefore the contention of Plaintiff that he

exhausted all reasonable administrative remedies before filing
suit, that the Court has jurisdiction, and that the MOTION TO

DISMISS should be denied.

ITI. ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF SUMMARY JUDGMENT FOR PLAINTIFF.

As stated in the complaint, the records sought by Plain-
fiff were made available to Mr. Robert B, Kaiser, a journalist
"and wer used extensively in the preparation of his book, RFK

Must Die. (See Exhibit D, appended hereto).

Under the Freedom of Information Act (5 U.S.C. §552),

records made available to one person (outside the government) must
be made available to all other persons on an equal basis.

Prior to the enactment“of the Freedom of Information Act,
the availability of agency records was governed by Section 3 of
the Administrative Procedure Act. Subsection (c¢) of that Act read:

" (¢) Public records.-Save as otherwise required

by statute, matters of official records shall in

accordance with published rule be made available to

persons properly and directly concerned except infor-
mation held confidential for good cause found."

The availability of Records under the current Act is

‘governed by 5 U,5.C. §552 (a)(3), which states:

", ...aevery agency shall upon reguest
for dentifiable records made in accordance
with published rules.... make such records
promptly available to any person." (emphasis
added) .

Page 3
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Despite the admonitidn to“make the records available
o ’ ‘ e T .

ST

~ promptly, ﬁo acknow;edgment or reply £0 the regquest of October 19

had been received by Plaintiff by December 8., -

B

Therefore, on December 8, Plaintiff directed a second

written request to the Attorney General. (See Exhibit B appended

" hereto.) No acknowledgment of or answer to this letter has been

received to date, some two and a half months'later.

At a daﬁe subsequent to Decenber 8, the exact dqte not
known, Plaintiff received a reply to his letter of October 19th
from Deputy Attorney General Kleindienst, dated December 7th.

As Plaintiff had already (on December 8th) addressed a
second appeal specifically to the Attorney General, it would héve

been redundani to address a third appeal to the Attorney General,

. as Defendant would imply in his Motion to Dismiss, citing 28 CFR

S 16.7(c).

Further, arguéndo, even if Plaintiff's letter to the

Attorney General of December 8, 1970, might not be considered to

| comply with the letter of 28 C.F.R. 16.7(c), it is the contention

of the Plaintiff that the regulations of the Department of Justice

. are in direct conflict with the language and spirit of 5 U.S.C.

§552(a), calling for prompt access. Not only must a person seeking

access to records file a form and tender payment, he must also get

a written refusal by the Deputy Attorney General, then a written

- refusal by the Attorney General before he can file a legal action.

We are dealing here, not with the refusal of a lowly

. employee, but the refusal of the Attorney General's only Deputy.
. Presumably, he is a trained lawyer and the Attorney General's most

- immediate agent. Is it reasonable to require that, after receivinc

a written refusal from the Deputy, that a citizen must then begin

again and seek the personal written opinion of the Attorney General

Page 2
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e When S.1160, the bill which bécame the Freedom of Infor-
D mation Act, was reporﬁgarﬁo the Senate, the Chairman of the sub-

;committee on the Judiciary; S&nator Edward V. anéo submitted a-
‘report én thé bill. In that reéort, Senator Long stated that
the. existing statute had "serious deficiencies." One of these
serious deficiencies related to the provisions of the above quoted
section 3(c) of %he_Administrative Procedure Act:

) "As to public records generally, subsection (c),

requires their availability 'to persons properly

and directly concerned except information held con-
fidential for good cause found.' This is a double-
barrelled loophole because not only is there the
vague phrase 'for good cause found,' there is also

a further excuse for withholding if persons are

' not 'properly and directly concerned.' " [S. Rep.

No. 813, 89th Cong., 1lst Sess., p. 5 (1965)].

The Senate Report makes it quiteée clear that the Senate
tock a dismal view of the existing law:

"It is the conclusion of the committee that
the present section 3 of the Administrative Proce-
dure Act is of little or no value to the public in
gaining access to records of the Federal Government.
Indeed, it has had precisely the opposite effect:
it is cited as statutory authority for the with-
holding of-virtually any piece of information that
an official or an agency does not wish to disclose."
[S. Rep. No. 813, 89th Cong., lst Sess., p. 5(1965)]. "

More specifically, the Senate Report asserted that:
"S5.1160 would emphasize that section 3 of the

Administrative Procedure Act is not a withholding

statute but a disclosure statute by the following

major changes:

I O I T S T R A R R

(2) It eliminates the test of who shall have the
right to different information.. For the great majority
of different records, the public as a whole has a right
to know what ils Government is doing." [S. Rep. No.

813, 89th Cong., lst Sess., p. 5 (1965)]
The Congressman who floor-managed the Freedom of Informa-

‘tion Act in the House was Representative Moss, a long-time champio

Page 4
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f ! /;f the legislation'andlchairman of the Foreign and Government
J Hformation Subcommittee of thé‘CQmmittee on Government Operations,
!
N which handled the legislation.
ff Addressing the House after he had moved that S.1160 be
{ passed, Chairman Moss reiterated the conclusion of the Senate
Re@ort. Noting that S.1160 would make three major changes- in the
existing law, Moss stated:

- “First, The bill would eliminate the 'properly
and directly concerned' test of who shall have access
to public records, stating that the great majority
of records shall be available to ‘'any person.'" (Cong.,
Rec., June 20, 1966, p. 13007). '

Thug, the Congressional intent in employing the phrase
'to any person' is clear} it reflected a deep-seated congressional
dissatisfaction with a specific provision in the existing law.
Under the new law, the Freedom of Information Act, if
the records sought were made available to one person outside the
.ﬁ*m\g"government, they must be made available to all, including. Plain-
tiff herein, on an equal basis.
There is no basis for refusal by the Department of
Justice and summary judgment should be granted in fa&or of Plain-
tiff. v
Respectfully submitted, \
"‘) i .:’- -4’4‘- e
tj)’.‘w-: A e {\.g CLak kl;/'\ .
BERNARD FENSTERWALD, JR.
905 1lé6th st., N.wW.
Washington, D.C. 20006
Tel. 347-3919
Attorney for Plaintiff
Dated: j—'".-.(! YNNI !
Page 5
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(Type in plaintext or code)

ATITRTETL

(Priority)

TO: ZﬁDIRECTOR, FBI (62-587)
FROﬁ;%%giszC, 108 ANGELES (56-156) (P)

SUBJECT: “KENGALT )
RE ALLEGATIONS REGARDING ERROR
TN BALLISTIC TEST IN STRHAN CASE

/
Re IA airtel to Bureau 10/19/71. /‘gL/

Subsequent to release of report by Los Angeles
County District Attorney JOSEPH P. BUSCH regarding find-
ings concerning ballistics test on SIRHAN case, results
of investigation by Los Angeles PD (LAPD) Board of
Inguiry were made public.

News article in 'Los Angelcs Times", dated
10/20/71, sets forth LAPD Board of Inquiry told Los
Angeles Police Cnhief EDWARD M. DAVIS that they had found
no foundation to the theory that anyone besides SIRHAN
B, SIRHAN was involved in the assassination of Senator
ROBERT F. KENNEDY.

The three man police board attributed the
"alternate assassin' theory to consplracy buffs", who

they said will be constantly attempting to document their
beliefs. \ %ﬂ
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Both the police and District Attorney's probes
were launched when Attorney BARBARA WARNER BLEHR, accused
PD Criminalist DE WAYNE A. WOLFER of mishandling the
ballistics investigation of the KENNEDY assassination.

While BUSCH's investigated only the charges
pertaining to the KENNEDY assassination, the police board
investigated two additional murder cases in which WOLFER
had testified.

As with BUSCH's probe, the police board conceded
there was a clerical error in the labeling of one evidence
envelope during the SIRHAN trial. Board said it found no’
evidence of any errors in the other two cases.

The board was made up of Assistant Chief JACK G.
COLLINS, Deputy Chief JOHN A. MC ALLISTER and Commander
GEORGE N. BECK.
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' Enclosed fO6r the Bureau is a statement of JOSEPH
PJ BUSCH, District Attorney, County Los Angeles, concerning
allegations of improper procedures by Los Angeles PD (LAPD)
Criminalist DEWAYNE WOLFER in the SIRHAN case, dated
10/18/71.

. S Also enclosed for the Bureau is a report of ]
Lq Dlstrlct Attorney BUSCH concerning allegations of 1mproper
: procedures by LAPD Criminalist DEWAYIE "OLFER in lhe SIRHAN

case, dated 10/18/71. -

»
Above information appeared in Los Angeles press

10/18/71 This concludes this aspect of investigation by

the District Attorney's Office in the SIRHAN case.
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