w T
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was invelved with one Arab'group, but that there was no
implication that hls partxczpatxon in Arab student actxvxtxes

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.” Hamzeﬁ Qas the
presxdent of the Pasadena City College Chaptex in 1965, The
college ‘chapter was .not recognxzed by the parent organzzatxon

in New Yoxk because Pasadena City College did not nge the group
formal status on campus, Hamzeh remarked that Sirhan appeared
very znterested in his school work and did not seem interested
in politics. Hamzeh dig feel that Slrhan could easily have been
1nfluenc»d by any Arab Natxonalxst cause because of his intense

feelxngs against the Israelis.

The chairman of the Pasadena Chapter in 1968 had no recollection
of Sirhan as a membeyx. They described the group as a social
organization. However, Sirhan did not belong to a group called
"The International Club" on the Pasadené City College carpus
as was alleged, nor did he pérticipate in any known Arab group '

activities at other schools in the Pasadena area.

LY

An ex-postman alleged that Sirhan received pro-Nasser literature
from an organization named the "Arab Student League.ﬁ? Investi-
gatoxs were unable to locate any record of such an organization.
It was determined that the ex-postman was probably being

hysterical about his xecollections which were heightened by the

revelation of Sirhan's involvement in the shooting. He had not

é
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delivered mail to the Sirhan home fox over one year.

Arab Pharmacist Sayegh

A witness, Mrs. Loig Gaxner, reported‘éhat on June 7, 1968,

Sﬁe overheard a conversation in a Temple City phérmacy which
she believed to have had sonething to do with the assassination.
Thé pharmacist, ﬁr. Spear S. Sayegh, was on the phone when Mrs.
Garnex entexed his store. She overheard Sayegh state, "But I
had to. We will call an emergency meeting. We mﬁst 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 phoﬁe call that Garner referrxed to; however, he admitted
that he had had several phone conversations with persons regard-
ing defense arrangements for Sirhan. No evidence existed which

-

could link Sayegh in a conspiracy with Sirhan.

CONSPYRACIES IMPLIED BY SIRHAN'S ACTIVITIES

Purchase of the Murdex Weapon by Sirhan

When the investigation inpo the history of the murder weabon
established that Munir Sirhan had purchased the wéapon, the
possibility that a conspiracy existed between Munir and Sirhan
was raised. This aspect of the investigatioﬁ remains open at
this time. The District Attorney's Office has decided to
delay the decision to determine whethexr any action should be
taken xegarding Munirx's alien status and possible illegal

possession of a weapon.

- -75~
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Geoxge Erhaxd identified Munix Sixhan as a co-employee whom he
knew as ;Joe,“ ﬁho had asked him 3£ he had a handgun for sale.
Both worxked at Nash's Department Stoxe in Pasadena, and it was
Xnown that Erhard coli;cted guns. Exhard did not have the gun
in Januaxy 19268 when Munir first asked him, but he was able to

1

arrange the sale in Febxuaxy.

Oon the day of the sale, ﬁunir Sixhan asked -that Erhard ﬁeet him
latexr that night when he would have the money. Erhard and &
friend, William Price, met Munix who was with his brothex,
Sirxhan Sirhan. Munir boxrrowed six dollars ($6.00) from Sirhan

and bought the gun.

-
N -
ey . » . E e .
. -

Munix Sirhén denied that he had éurchased the gun; he contended
instead that Erhard had visited the Sirhan home and met Sirhan,
'who then arrangedithe sale of the gun. He submitted to a poly-
graph examination which indicated that he was being untrﬁthful.
The test indicated that Munir Sirhan had purchased the gun. He
éubsequently admitted that he lied about Exhard being in his
howe, but he réfuse@ to admit that he had purchased the gun. .
Investigators had no substantive evidence which linked the
puxchase of the gun by Munix with any guilty knowledge of Sirhan's

1 s

intention to kill Kennedy. -

Companion at Gun Shop

*

The search of Sirhan's vehicle after the shooting proéuced a
sales receipt for .22 calibexr ammunition sold by a gun shop in
San Gabriel, California. The clexk identified as making the

sale initially stated that he remembexed making out the receipt

i
|
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anad that thexe were two othex persons with the man who made

the purchase. The sale took place sometime after - 3:00 p.m.

on June 1, 1968.. The salesman subsequently identified Sirxhan
as the man who purchased ‘the amm&nition. He could not identify
one of the other men but tentatively identified Munix Sirhan

as the third man.

The wife of ‘the owner of the gun shop corxxoborated the state-
ment of the salesman and stated th;t she recalled that the
sane men were in the shop sometime in April. .She stated,

* however, that Sirhan spoke with a vexy distinctive fore}gn

accent,

After a request to have the Sirhan brothérs appear at a show

up was ignorxed, -investigators arxanged a polygraéh for the

gun shop emp}oyees. Both the salesman and wife of the owner
were found to be untruthful about their observations of Sirhan.
As a result of the investigation, it wés possible to detexmine
only that Sirhan was in possessipn of a.sales receipt for .22
caliber ammunition from the gun shop. The salesman subsequently
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 werxe no longer surxe of their state--

ments,

»

- ‘E ’

San Gabriel Valley Gun Club Investigation

-

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

weapon at a shooting range in Duarxte, California, on June 4, 1968,

-77- -
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It was ‘alleged by the rangemaster, Everett Buckner, that he
overheurd 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 approximately 11:00 a.m. on June 4 and signed his
name to the_guﬂ club roster. Duxing the day he fired approxi-
mately 300 o 400 rounds from a «22 caliber revolver. He used
_ rapid fixe meﬁhods in £iring and spoke to several othex pexsons
during thé‘afternoon. He left by himself when the range

s
H

cloged at 5:00 p.m,

Bucknexr stated that Sirhan xn:tlally fired approximately 100
rounas and then returned to the control tower. He asked
Bucknexr for .22 caliber ammunition that would not misfire.
Sirxhan then returned to the line where he éonéinued firing.
He then allégea;y engaged in a conve}saéion with a blond woman.
Buckner overheard the woman state to Sixhan,'"You son-of-a~
bitch"” oxr "Goddam you son-of-a-bitch, get away from me. They

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

*

The blond weman allegedly xeturned to the control tower where
she met a tall man. The man stated to her, "Goadam it; you
got to Jearn how to fire this gUn today." The blond replxed,»
“You're right." The inves tigation revealed ‘that Buckner
probably confuced this incident with one xnvolvxng a man aﬁé
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 remaxk similar to the one heard by Buckner was probably made.
"78" ! -
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The man and woman xeccalled seeing Sirhan but did not speak

to himn,

A second couple came: to the range at 4:00 P.M. LThey had a
short'argument about paying the range fee for only one hour

of shooting.. The Qoman, Claudia Williams, went to the pistol
range and took a poéition neax girhan and .they convexrsed about
theix guns. They fired éach other's gun and he commented on |
her gun, She described Sirhan as a very good shot and noted
that the holes in his target were)mostly in the center, Sevefal.
other witnesses noted the same thing and commented on Sirhan's

rapid firing.

The rangemaster's statement was refuted when he took a poly-
graph examination and responded ﬁntruthfully. 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 Geoxrge Mioch and another
womah. Buckner eventually admitted that he had been mistaken

+

about the incident.

An additional witness at tﬁé range stated that he observed
Sirhan on the rifle rangé with a rifle. This witness's state-
ment completely confliqted with the numerous other witnesses.
He was given a polygraph examination‘and responded‘éf;thully
to questions., It was concluded that the witness was honestly

mistaken in his opinion of what he had seen. Of the thixty-~

seven persons interviewed, only the couple discussed above
-79-
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thought they saw Sirhan on the xifle range. An unidentified
pexson xesembling Sirhan was secen on the rifle range by other

witnesses.

The casings fxom the range for the period afound June 4 were
examined for evidential value; howevér, 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

Jexry Owen Investigation

Oliver Brindley Owen, aka Jerry Owen, was an ex-prize fightex
turned minister who became inbo;ved in the most complicated
allegation of conspiracy that developed in this iqvestigation.
The series of eveqts allegedly involved Sixhan and Jerxy O@en
and the attempted purchase of a hoxse by Sirhan. The false-

hood of Owen's allegation was clearly established through

" investigation of his claim, '

Essentially Owen claimed that on Monday, June 3, 1968, at approxi-
mately 3:00 p.m., he picked up two hitchhikexs ;n downtown LoOS
Angeles and gave them a riée to the qulywood—Wilshire area.

Owen subsegquently identified one of the hitchhikers as Sirhan

who rode in the cab of his truck dur%ng part of the ride. Sixhan
allegedly offered to buy a hoxse from Owen, wh? had‘h.ﬁélomino

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 net

at this location at 11:00 p.m., and Sirhan asked Owen if he

- ~80-
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could wait until the next day when he WOuldlhave the necessary

noney. Owen registered at a local hotel for the night:‘

The next morning, June 4, Oven was met by a man in a flashy
suit and a blond girl who told hiﬁ that Sirhan did not have

the money for the horse but that he wanted Owen to meet him
again at 11:00 p.m. that night. The man offexed to give him
some money as parxt payment on the horse. The man also told
Owen that there was something happéning at the Ambaésador‘
Hotel that gightyand that he (?he prospective buyer) could not
have the money until then. .Owen tﬁld the man that he could not

rmeet him because of an appointment in Oxnard. Owen gave the

“n

‘man a business card and offexed to bring the horse to Los

Angeles the next day.

Owen then allegedly went to Oxnard, California, and remaingd

there the night of June 4. He rxeturned 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 made his statément to the Department.

e
-

During the- ensuing months investigatoxs sought to conclusively
establish the truth regarding Owen's allegation. On the sux-

face his statements were not self-incriminating, and Owen

s "aln

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 ox to verify the truth of his statements and usc Owen

L3
4

-8}
2026'RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176

—
-

T v weman e e

e




IR o A sl TP A b T e e . oy SN o

=

as a material witness. All evidence scemed to indicate that
Sirhan was not with Owen on the 3xd. It was necessaxy, howevex,
for investigatorxs to detexmine Owen's reasons for fabricating

the incident or whethexr he was honestly mistaken.

A complication devéloped early in the investigation when Jerry
Owen becawe wary about the investigation of his allegaticn.,
Owen allegedly received a threatening phone call on June 6,
1968, tellihé him to remain quiet regérding his hoxse 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,

Geoxge T. Davis, to represent him.

A polygraph examination was arranged for Owen on July 3, 1968,

- at the San Prancisco Policc Department. His attorney, bavis,

f

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

cated that he was unsure of his original statement.

Investigators subsequently interviewed Mxs. Mary Sirxhan and
Adel Sirhan who attempted to assist investigators in detexmining
the txuth of Owen's allegations. After a v%;it with Sirhan at
the Hall of Justice, Mrs., Sirhan toia investigators that Sirhan
had denied kncwing anything about Jérxy Owen or the pqrchase of

a hoxse.
At this point in the investigation there had been three separate
accounts of ¢the occurxence given by Owen. The numbex of

-82-
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inconsistencies which appeared between the accounts and the
xesﬁlts of the polygraph, coupled with Sirhan's denial of
knowing Owen, led investigators to the éondlusion that Owen
was lying. Xt remained for iﬂvestigators to determine why
and to firmly refute Owen's statements with factual.informa-

tion and physi.cal evidence.

An investigation was made into Owen's description of the events
occurring on June 3. Several discrepancies appeareé in his .
staterments, and witnesses who were interviewed 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 purchasg@ a
pair of boxing shoes. A witness, Rip O'Reilly, stated that
Owen did noé 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 when Owen contended that
he had been with Sirhan at 11:00 p.m. These and other dis-

cxepancies tended to refute Owen's allegation.
. )

In early August 1968, Jonn G. Chxistian, a newspaper writer,

and William Turnexr, an ex-F.B.I. agent turned free lance writer, -

entexed into the Owen investigation. Christian contacted this
bepartment offering his assistance, and he suggested that he
would like to be deputized to work with the Deéartment.
Christian had a taped account of Owen's story. He told investi-
gatoxs that he believed Sirhan and Owen were together on June

4 and that they conspired to assassinate Kennedy. Christian

further alleged that Owen was involved in Sirhan's escape plans,
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and after the aborted escape, Owen was txying to establish an

alibi with his Horsc-selling stoxy.

'christian subsequently .wrote a letter to this Department which
outlined his reasons for believing that Owen was involved in
the assassina?ion. By enumerating various conflicts in Owen's
accounts of tﬁe incident, he hypothesized that Owep's reasons
for lying were that he was involved in the conspiracy aha
seeking a means to avoid association‘witg Sirhan., Christian
subsequantly sought‘to‘eétablish'a link in Owen's background
with Dx. Carl Macxntyre, a minister whoée name had been linked
through ‘the investigation of New Oxleans District Attorﬁey’

James Garxrison.

.

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.

A
The Virginia Teresi Investigation .

Mrs, Vigginia Teresi voluntarily contacted this Department on
June 5, 1968, with an account of an incident allegedly involvind
Sirhan. She stated that she obsexved Sirhan and the two other
men in a vehicle near Melrose Avenue and St..Andrews Place in

Los Angeles. She allegedly overheard Sirhan state to one of

the othexrs, “Get your ass in the car, wé have to get hig'ﬁonight."

As the vehicle drove away, the men stared at Teresi and she

observed two rifles leaning against the back seat. She also

" had"obsexved one of the men wearing a holster with a gun.
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Duxing the lengthy investigation which took place, Mrs. Teresi

" was reinterviewed several times. She nrevealed that she had

received a written and ﬁelephonic'threat'regarding hex know—-,
ledge of the incident., Based on various inconéistencies in herx
stateﬁents, a polygraph examination was arranged.fOr Texesi.
She failed to respond truthfully to questiéns, and in a post-
examination interxview she admitted fabricating the story. Herx
reason was that she wanted to insure that the investigation
into the assassination would be ;omplete. Mrs. Terxesi's
backéround indicated a history of attemptedisﬁicide and

H

emotional disturbance.

The Golden Garter Inn Investigation

The owners of a beer bar in Alhambra, Califoxnia, alleged that_
Sixhan was a regular customer of the bar and that on occasion
he wvas overheard to have made a threatening statement regarding

Kennedy a few weeks prioxr to the assassination.

The conversation allegedly took .place between a patron, James
Wilsop, 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." tThe witness identified Sirhan ffom a set

o

of look-alike photographs.

The investigation was resolved when James Wilson indicated that
the man in guestion was named Bob Andrese. Investigators noted
the strong resemblance between Sixhan 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 Wilson. The argument in question was a political
discussion in which Andrese became excited. Wilson was
attempéing to calm Andrese when the conversation was overheard.
Kennedy was not the subject of the discussion. The witnesses
who had tentatively identified Sirhan admitted that they wexc

not positive of their identification.

John Gearhart investigation

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

voluntarily told the Pepartment about his obsexvation 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 p.m. and that he sat
hext to a young Cuban ox Italian man. Gearhart stated, "I hope
McCarxthy wiées out’Kenneay.“ ‘The young man replied, “You don';
have teo woxry, we have taken care of that." The youhg nan

stated, ‘after Gearhart introduced-himself, "My name is Sirhan

Bishaxra Sirhan."

H

Gearhart alleged that Sirhan was, with two young females and two

‘'othexr nmales who arrxived a little after he did. After dancing

'with one of the girls he left the bar. The two men and wonen

followed him outside. One of the men asked hin why he had
danced with his girl, and'Gearﬁart feigned drunkenness to avoid
a probl§m. The man did not bother him.and one of them stated,
"We have to go back and pick up Sixhan. It's getting late, we
have a party to go to in Los Angeles." Gearhart found the puxse
of one of the women in his vehicle the next day and took it back

to the bar.
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Gearbgrt 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 indebendently proven that
Sirhan was at another iocation at the time that Gearxhart

alleged that he talked to him.

It‘was disclosed that Gearhart was involved .in an incident at
the bar, but it occurred on anothexr date which céuld not be

xecalled by witnesses. The woman's purse belonged to a woman
nared Delores Licon who went to the ba£ with some friends one

night after attending the fights at the Olympic Auditorxium.

Licon recalled that Gearhart‘was at the bar and dr&nk. éhe and
her friends took Gearhart to a drug store for some coffee. She
xecalled that they a;sisted him to his vehicle whexe she acci;
aently lefﬁ her puxse. She picked up the purse at the bar the
next .day. The witnesses stated that Sirhan 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 forx fabricating the story was that he was trying to show

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

'

Biltmore Hotel Investigation

an information clexk at the Biltmore Hotel in Los Angeles advised

the Depaxtment that she had obserxved Sirhan's name on a hotel

registration caxd for June ), 1968, She stated that after the

assassination the hotel management removed all records of
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sirhan's stay at the hotel. fThe clexk's statenent was sub-
stantiated by another crployee who stated that she xccalled
giving Sirhan the key to his xoom. She furpher recalled seceing
sirhan with anothex man who was sending'a telegra&. The teéle-

gram allegedly xead "axrived from Baghdad.”

+

The investigation concluded that Sirxhan was not at the hotel.
The hotel management denied that they had told employees to
suppress such jnformation, and they showed investigatoxs the

hotel registration which is xecoxded on & continuous roll. The

record had no entxy for Sirhan, and there were no cuts, splices !

oxr alterations;?o the xoll. A hotel telephone operatox recalled
that the information clerk had shown her a registration card
with an unﬁsual sounding name; Sshe stated that the name
definitely was not Sixhan Sirﬂan. The writer of the telegram
was identified, and it was determined that he was connected in
no way with Sirhan. The two hotel employees would not change
their oxiginal stories, and it could\not’bé éétermined what

pronpted theix actions. )

John Fahey tnvestigation

John Fahey was the subject of an intensive investigation aféer
he reported that he had met.a woman, prior to the éssassination,
who asked him té—help her and told him £hat the assassination
would occur. Fahey allegedly gave the Qoman a ride to the
oxnard ared, and‘tﬁey were followed byla man in a Volkswagen

who threatened Fahey. The woman had told hin that she was

involved with a group who wexe planning to ntake care of"
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2025 REL EASE._LINREREeevrindsinp@



-*""”ﬁ'ﬁ....

Senatox Kehnedy.

Fahey subsequently identified Sirhan Sirhan and Munir Sirxhan as

being the two men whom the woman had referxred to as part of the

group. Fahey alleged that he firxst met the woman at the

Ambassadox Hotel whexe he also obsexved Sirhan. The incident
allegedly occurrxed on June 4, 1868, 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 Los Angeles. He resolved not

to become involved in the woman's problem, but 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
Fahey'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.

L]

Fahey's employer reported that Fahey had told him of the incident
including an additional detail which described the man who looked
like Munix Sirhan as having a gun when he threatened himn.

Fahey's employer described Fahey as being a poor employee whose
enploynent record was very unstable. Fahey denied that he had

told his employexr about a gun.

‘\ . - ¢
During the investigation John Fahey became involved with a news-
paper writerxr, 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 investigatoxrs that
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he worried about the things that FPaura told him. Faura's

official manner toward Fahey gave him the impression -that hne

g worked with the police. Faura used the San Fernando Police %
,? Station facility to'intexrview Fahey. Fahey latex agreed to i
5 allow Faura to arrange a private polygraph opexator to testy ' ?
§ him and for a hypnotist to hypnotize him. The polygraph %
)

operator gave a ‘tentative opinion that Fahey was telling the

B PP A V:,:p, Pt

‘ truth. Fahey attended one session with a hypnotist but

refused to appear for his own scheduled hypnosis.

&
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i Fahey's allegation was riddled with contradictions, and in

several instances investigators disproved elements of his
statements. It was proven that Munir Sirhan worked the entire
day the incident was to have occurred. It was also proven that
Fahey made business calls in the Oxnard arxea when he claimed
he had not. Witnesses at locations which Pahey stated he had

‘ .o been with the woman denied that‘the two were evex there. \

A

: Fahey submitted to a polygraph examination on September 5.
1968, TThe test strongly indicated that he was being untruth- ° :
ful. Fahey subsequently admitted that he had fglsified his
story. He had elaborated on certain events which had occurred - j

but which wexe not xelated to the assassination. Fahey would

not accept rxesponsibility for his actions; instead, he stated

o ol P bty

that he believed that Faura had strongly influenced him into

thinking that what he had told the police was true.

i

H
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James Hoffa, Jx.

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

she was present at a meeting at which she thought she overxheard
cormments about Senatox Kennedy. She believed that James Hoffa,
Jr., the son of the imprisonecd union president, had been present
at the meeting. The comments wexe to the effect that if Kennedy.
were elected president, he would be "xubbed out." She stated
that the subject'of Kennedy's harassment of James Hoffa came up

éuring the nmeeting. The meeting occurred scmetime in July 1967.

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

" & man who had "openéd his mouth"™ to authorities. Anothex 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.

-

Finally, she alleged that on June 5; 19268, she received a tecle-
phone call at 4:00 a.m. A man stated to her, "Forget everything

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

it."

The initial identification of Hoffa by Stewart was not positive,
and interviews with those present at the meeting revealed that’
James Hoffa, Jx. 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 daughtex was present. He completely refuted

her allegations and stated that his daughter was a pathological
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liax and that she nceded psychiatrxic carxe.

i

Severxal incoﬁsistencies which appeared in Stewart's allegation
tended to also disprove her allegatioﬂs. Coupled with the
denials of those present at the meeting, investigatoxs dis-
counted her allegat{on. It was conciuded 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 Noverber 1968, the bepartment was advised that a young

Glendaie, Califoxnia, girl had reported knowing a man who was.
attending some sort of mectings at the Sirhan home. The young

girl stated to investigators that a girl friend of hers had been

dating a man named Antoine Khoury, who had taken this girl to a

+ house in Pasadena where Arabic was spoken. The otherx girl, Miss

Candace Green, admitted that she had dated Khoury and that she:s
had &ccompanied him to the home of two older women in Pasadena.
She said that she had never met any of the Sirhans, nor were

they at the house she visited.

Y »

Antoine Khoury denied that he had taken Gieen'to the Sirhan
house although he admitted meeting Saidallah Sirhan‘at the honre
of another friend about six months prior to the assassination.
Khoury was not involved in any Axab community affairs and was

not connected with the assassination in any way. The story of

i
B
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the two girls was just plausible cnough fox them to cxeate an
¢ ' interesting stoxry which the father of one of the girls thought

should be felated to the police.

\ &

Incident at §an Fexnando Valley College

AT . N Wy e

On May 15, 1968, Valley Sexvices Division xeceived a telephone
bomb threat xelating to a scheduled appearxance of Senatox
Kennedy at Valley College, A team of Van Nuys Division officers

; were sent to -the location to provide necessary secuiity at the
‘ event. : ' .

i ‘ ' :

i No bornb incident aevelopcd; howevex, dexogatory remarks wvere
dxrected at the off;cers by the crowd, and the Kennedy staff
asked ‘the officers in rather crude texns to allow the crowd all
the freedom they wanted. The only incident involving Kennedy's

¢ safety occurred when a small object waslreported to have struck

- him on the forechead. An officexr saw the object‘and reported that
it was possibly a flashbulb.

N
. :
‘ : ‘

Middle Eastern News Release ‘ .

Mr. Max Berman reported to the Department that while on tour in

israel og 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 Co;poration French

% language brcadcast. Several othex thnesses reported hearing

of the shooting incident; however, those reporxting all’ recelved

the information secondhand.

W e

Investigation revealed that BBC could not f£ind evidence of the
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broadcast; however, it was lecarned that the Reuter's News

Agency had teleprinted a stoxry on May 16, 1968, regarding a

"stone4throwing" 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 Xennedy on that date,

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

Harold Weisberg

On June 19, 1968, a KHJ television executive producer was con-

tacted by a writexr named Harold Weisbexrg who stated that he

'
3

had been given inforxmation that persons’ had ﬁnown that thexe
would beian attempé on Senatof Kennedy's life prior to the . ;
assassination. He referred to an infqrmqné who had told him
that the Kennedy “"camp" had been warned t@at 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 ;nformant aftex relating the
same story to this Depaxtment on June 27, 1968. He advised
investigators that he was wxiting a book about the John F.
Kennedy assassination and that ﬂe had discussed his information
Qith New Oxleans District Attorney James Garrison. Weisbexg

repcatedly asked the investigators to arrange some paid tele-

b =

vision intexviews fox him in the Los Angeles axea, as‘ﬁetﬁas
wvithout funds. Because Weisberg xefused to identify his

informant and was generally reluctant to give further details,
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the investigation was suspended pending new developments.

Corona Check Investigation

On becermbexr 5, 1968, a repért was publicized{that Sirhan was
involvedJin a stolen and forged check invéstigation fxomn Corona:
california. The incident, which oécugrea in 1966, involved a
check made out to Sirhan which was stolen fxom the ranch where
he had worked in Corona. A co-employec had stolen the check,
forged it and cashed ‘it at a Corona grocexy store. A stop

payment had been placed on the check when it was reported

missing.

The suspect in'the theft was identified during this investi-
gation, and the Corona Police Department has reopened 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 TRIAL

A three-man Case Prepaxation Team under the direction of a
lieutenant was established within Special Unit Senator on June
12, 1968. Their primaxy duties were the-intérviewing of poten-
tial trial witneé&es, the evaluation and presexrvation of evidence

and the development of the Department's paxt in the prosecution

of Sirxhan.

Initially they worked thh the 127 intexviews and the items
booked into evidence by Rampart Detectives between June 5 and
June 11l. A complete evaluation was made of the avallable state-

ments and evidence, and a special locked evidence room was located

in Room 803 of Paxkex Center.

They were also responsible for maintaining close iiaiscn with
the'DistrictyAttorney's Office gencrally through weekly and
often daily meetings. The investigators provided the prosecut-
ing gttorneys with an evaluation of Qotential witnesses and

reinvestigated matters which the prosecution felt reqguired it.

” A

. several innovative techniques involving the application of charts

were used in the investigation, at first experimentally, then as

a valid tool as their adminstrative and investigative value
became apparent. A PERT chart, whilé of linited investigative
value, resulted in several time-based charts. These chaxts
depicted a profile analysis of Sirhan from 1957 tqthgs, an
hourly log of his activities for the three days prioxr to the
assassination and a parallel time comparison chart illustrating

the activities of Kennedy and Sirhan. These charts were of
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great: value as a reference as well as cmphasizing areas in

need of further investigative attention.,

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 lJocations of witnesses

. and other victims were maxked with chalk:.fox identification.

" Scale models were constructed of the hotel and the pantry area’

v

and schematic drawings -of the same locations wexre made for the

+

same purpose. t P

on November 12 through 15, 1968, anticipated trial witnesses

appeaxed at the Ambassador Hotel for xeenactment of.the shooting. -

The twenty-minute sound movie condensed from news media footage
was utilized to assist witnesses in recalling their exact
location at the time of the shooting. Photographs wexe -taken

as each witness placed himself in position.

Evaluation and selection of witnesses for trial was completed

LY

by Case Preparation Team with the District Attorney's Office

responsible for the final decision as to.which witnesses would

be used at the trial. . .

“

The grxoup of witnesses mosé inportant to the prosecution were
the seventy persons in the pantry at ‘the time of the shooting.
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 aftex the shooting.

“
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Wwitnesses who could establish premeditation wexe evaluated for
their potential vq}ue as trial witnesses. Thosce witnesses would
be called who could testify to Sirhan's shooting practice at the
San Gabriel Gun Club, his preéence during the purchase of the
nmurdex weapon by Mgnir Sixhan and his purchase of ammunitioq at
a gun shop. & Pasadena trash collector would be call?d to
testify to statements made by Sirhan that he intended to kill |

u

Kennedy.

£

A witness who‘observed Sirhan at a Kennedy Rally at the
Anmbassador Hotel on June 2, 1268, 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 hone.

<

The G6fficers involved in the arrest,’various seaxches and the
custody of Sirhan were advised to'be prepared to testify. The
doctoxs and nurxses 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 Robext Kennedy was an Ivex
Johnson, .22 calibex, Cadet Model, two-and-one-half inch baxrel,
. blue steel f£inish, Qith éarﬁ brown plastic gripé, sexial
#353725. The gun was manufactured in Fitchbuxg, Massachusetts,

and was orxiginally sold by the Pasadena Gun Shop on August 10, .
,1965 o e .

The tracing of the ownershlp of the gun established that Slrhan
Sirhan was present during the sale of the gun to his brother,
Munix Sirhan, by George Brhard, a co-employee of Munir Sirhan.
A sccond witness confirmed that Sirhan loaned his bxrothex $6
toward the purchase of the gun. The weapon was pﬁrchased in.
Februarxy 1968, four months pr;or to the assassination.

L4

Purchase of Anmunition

1]

The search of Sirhan'sgvehicle‘yielded a receipt for the
pﬁrchase of .22 caliber ammunition from a gun shop in San
Gabriel, Célifornia. The sale téok place on'JUne 1, 1968, in
the late afterhoon,just qfﬁer Sirhan practiced shooting at .the
Corona Police Raﬁge. The salesman’ initially.alleged that
Sirhan was accompanied by two other ﬁen when the sale was
rade; however, thié allegation was éioven 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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- Sirhan's Practice at the Range

" on June 5, 1968, a member of the San Gabrxel Valley Gun Club

recognxzed Sirhan' S pxcture and recalled that he had obsexved
hlm fxrlng a small xevolver on the San Gabricl Range on June 4,
1968. He told the club president who checked the range roster

and discovered Sirhan's name and address.

The investigation 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 repoxted that he

was firing a .22 caliber pistol with a short barxel. One

witness spoke to Sirhan at épproximately 2:30 p.m. and they

. discussed hunting. He fired Sirhan's gun and described it 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 propexr methods

of sighting. He gestured with his hands pointing at the rear

and front sights and took hexr arxm to show her the pxoper stance.

He fired eighteen shots from her weapon and she fired sixteen

Al

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 Sirxhan
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discussed the hollow point.as inflicting,greater damégc than

the .22 caliber long rifle.

Sirhan came and left the range alone and was there from 11 a.m.

until about 5 p, m., when the range closed. HKe purchased some
+22 caliber hollow points from the rangemasécr. Approximately
forty pounds of shell casings were taken from the range and

examined by the F.B.J. and the Department. The results of the

tests were negative, no compaxisons could be established between

these casings and thosc found in the murder weapon.

Practice at The Corona Range

Investigation -in early Decenber, 1968, disclosed that Sirhan
had practiced with a revolver on the Coxona Police Pistol Range
"on June l 2968, 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
determ;ned that he went from the Corona Range to the Lock, Stock

'N Barrel Gun Shop in San Gabriel whexe he purchased some
. g

ammunition, ‘
Discovexy that SJrhan had becn at the range came on December ’
. 13, 1968, when 1nvestxgators were in Corona, California,
1nvest;gat1ng a report that Sirhan hag been 1nvolved in a 1966
check theft in that city. “he investigation revealed that
Sirhan had not been involved in the stolen check case, bdfj
while investigators were at the Corona Police Department,

they checked the police range roster ang discovexed Sirhan's
signature on the bage for June 1, 1968. Hand&riting analysis

]

i

’ I
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confirmed that the signature wﬁs made by Sirhan, Due to the
lapse of tine from the time o£ the incident, most thnesses at
the range on that date could not xecall Sirhan's presenhce. The
rangemastexr did sclect a photogrqph 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 interview.

Evidence from Sirhan's House

The papers, notes and notebooks found in Sirhan's bedroom on
June S, 1968, were transported to the F.B.I. laboratory for
comparison, then returned to the Los Angeles Police Department
laboratory. These writi;gs included statements such as "R.F.K.
must die" and "Robert F. Xennedy must be assassinated before 5
June 68." L. W. Sloan, Questioned Documents E;aminer from the
District Attorney's Office, formed the opinion that Sirxhan had
written 90% of the writings in the notebooks. He baséd his
opinion on intercomparisons of Sirhan's signature which appeared
on several docunents, includ}ng the San Gabriel Gun Club roster,
an appl;cation for a "hot walkers" license to the State of

California and the canceled check signed by Si;han from the

Argonaut Insurance Company.

Evidence from Sirhan's Vechicle

*

the seaxch of7sirhan's vehicle disclosead twenty—five‘{ééms,
some of which assisted in showing premeditation. The sales
slip from Lock, Stock 'N Barxel Gun Shop in San Gabriel had one

of Sirhan's fingerprints on it. A sales receipt from an auto
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partsyﬁhop contained one identifiablé fingexprint of Sirhan's.,
Seven p%ints were taken from various parts of the vehicle, six
were identified as Sirhan's and one was unidentifiable. The
evidence established Sirhan's ownexrship of the 1956 De Soto,
licenfe nurber JWS 0383, and that he had been in the vehicle at

a time shorxrtly before the assassination.

Witness to Sirhan's Intention to Kill Kennedy

Alvin Clark, a trash collector for(the City of Pasadena, advised
investigators of several conversations he had with Sirhan in
1867 and 1968. <They.generally spoke of current events, and on
April X0, 1968, Sirhan asked Clark for whom he was voting. When
Clé%k €old him, “Kennedy," Sirhan replied, “Well, X don'%t égree.
I am planning on shooting the son-of-a-bitch." Clark did not
take ﬁim sexicusly. Thex subsequentlf discussed guns and
huﬁting, and Sirhan gsked Claxk’whpre.he"might obtain a weapon

1

greatex in caliber than his .22 pistol.

In addition to Clark's statement, investigators had the writings

o
.

of Sirhan himself to show his inkention to ki1l Kennedy.
Writings in his notebooks weré 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 Sirchan must begih to work on uphol?_|
solving the problems and difficulties of assassinating the 36th

president of the glorious United States." On still anothex

page, “Kennedy must fall. Xennedy must f£fall" and “"We believe
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that Robext F. Kennedy must be sacxificed foxr the cause of the

poox exploited people.”

Evidence of Priox Contacts with Xennedy

Mr. and Mrs. Joseph Sheehan, attending a Sports Areng rally for
Kennedy on May 24,11968, xeported seeing Sirhan at approximately
0:30 p.m. at the end of the rally. The man described Sirhan

as "completely out of character w;th’the crowd"™ in that he

"appeared very intense and Sinister."

-

Anothex thness, lellam Blume, at one time worked next door

1

" to the health food storc where ozrhan worked in Pasadena. He

positively identified Szrhan 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 aftexr his arrest it was noted that Sirhan appeared
apprehensive.about the crowd reaction to him. ane in custody,
howevex, it was noted that he vas especially calm and collected.
His only xesponses to questions regarding the shooting wexe

noncommittal oxr carefully phrased.

puring the apprehension Rafer Johnson asked him, “"Why did you
do, it?" Sirhan repliecd, "I can explain" or "I'll tell you
later." Jesse Unrxuh recalled that Sirhan stated at one time,
“Y did it for my country." \ 'f
Sirhan would not discuss personal mattexs with those who

attempted to engage him in trivial convexrsation. When
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investigators were intexviewing him to detexmine his identity,

Si.than openly discussed several matters but not the shooting.

He refused to identify himself.

[

During the booking process it was noted that Sirhén cared a
great deal about his appearance and that he took a léng,
lgisurely shower. The jailer, seated in his cell, recalled
tﬁét he nmade two comments which werxe personal. He said that

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

An investigator who interviewed him §ave the opinion that Sirxhan
was in good spirits and quite stimulated. He acted as if he
were playing a game and eﬁjoying it. He appeared anxioué to
match wits with the investigatorxs. When investigators located
a‘1968 Chrysler, inéorréctly believed to be Sirhan's vehicle,
Sirhan commented, "How did you know it was a 195§ Chrysler?

The key? Beautiful." It was the investigator's opinion that

Sirhan fancied himsclf something of an intellectual.
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LEGAL PROCESSES

On Jube 5, 1968, at 7:08 a.m., Sirhan was arraigned in Division
40; Los Angeles Municipal Court by Judge Joan Dempsey Klein.
Sirhan identified himself as John Doc and was xepxesented bj
the' Public Defendef's Office. Bail was set at $250,600‘for

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

On June 7, 1968, at 9 a.m., the County Grand Jury ret and
‘returned a murder indictment against Sirhan. Twenty-three
witnesses wexe called to testify. At 4:25 p.m., the indictment

was takeﬁ before Judge Arthur Alaxcon in Department 100 of the

. Superior Court who ordered a bench warrant be issued with no

‘bail.

-

The court rgconvenea in a temporaxy courtroom piovidea at the
Los Angeles County Central Jail. This méasure was taken to
provide security foxr Sirhan. Sirhan was informed of the indict-
ment returned against him and he informed.ihe court that he

did not have the funds to hire anattorney. The Public Defenderx
was appointed to defend Sirhan. Sirhan's defense advised the
couxt that he was not ready éo entex a pléa and a delay was

granted until June 28, 1968.

Qudge Alarcon then appointed two psychiatrists at the request
of the defense.‘ He also issued a court order prohibiting
paxtics connected with the case‘from.ﬁaking extra judicigry
statements. A. L. Wirin, of the American Civil Liberties Union,
commented favorably on the actions of the participants in their

efforts to prxotect Sirhan's rights.
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At 9 a.m,, in the auditorium'of the County Central Jail, with

Russell Paxsons xepresenting Sirhan, a three week continuance

was’requestéd for more time to‘pxepare'a plea. A new psychiatrist
was substituted for one who had declined the first request. The
case was continued uqtil July 19J

At that hearing Parsons indicated that the dgfendaht was not

ready to plead since the doctors had not completed theix psychia-
tric reports. District Attorney Younger made a motion to vacate

L)

or modify the order concerning publicity. A continuance was

granted until August 2, 1968.

Oﬂ Augd%é 2, Judge Richérd Schauer extended.the Alarcoh Adroni-
tion but allowed that statements in the public interest or in '
the defendants interest could be made. Sirhan entered a plea .

of Not Guiity and a trial date of Novenber 1, l96§, was set.

Pxoceedings were continued to October 4, 1968.

On Septemberx 25, 1968;'the California State Court of Appeals
denicd Youngex's appeal to vacate the Alarcon Admonition. On
Septembex 19, Judge Schauer selected Judge Herbext V. Walker
as thexTrial Magistrate; Dep;rtment 107, 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 é;scovery
and 11l statements and other items of evidence were surrendered
by the Distfipt Attorney's Office. A motion to continue the

trial date to December 9, 1968, was grénted. The nmotion to

X
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suppxess evidence was continued until October 22; ~The defense
contention raised at that hecaring was that the search of Sirhan's
house was illegal. They requested that-the search be disallowed.
The seaxch was declarxcd to have been reasonable by Judge Walker.

Department 107-A was adjourned until December 9, 1968.

On Decembex 3, 1968, Deparxtment 107-A was convened to hear a
request to allow Attorney Grant Cooper to enter the case for
the defense. The motion for a continuance fo Januaxy 7, 1969,
was granted. Cooper advised the court that a_thir& attoxrney,
Emile Zola Bexrnan, yould be entering the case‘butnthat no further

delay would be requested.

On Decembex 18, 19268 the court convened to note the presence of

Mr. Berman in the case.

On December 23, 1968 a motion for discovery was made by the
defense and after being granted, the items requested were turned

over by the prosecution.

On January 6, 1869 the first of hany preliminary sessions were

held involving the selection of jurors and the trial itself.
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RELATED EVENTS SINCE THE ASSASSINATION

Sirhan's Family

on June 5, 1968 after the identification of Sirhan as the suspect
in the assassination ‘the Pasadena Police Department gtat%oned
two' uniformed officers at his home at 696 East Howard Street.
This detail was suspended on December‘l3, 1968. No incidents

of violence occurxed, however, several incidents occurred invol-—-

ving Sirhan's family.

On June 5, 1968 Saiﬁallah Sirhan, Sixhan's oldest brothex,
xepoxted that two Life MagazineArepofters came to .his apartment
seeking an intexrview. He refused to give them a photograph bu?
did give themla shoxt interview. At about 11l:30 p.m. that nighﬁ
someone allegedly kicked in his front door and struck Saidallah
Sirhan and threatened him regarding the’photograph'he.refﬁsed to

give Life Magazine.

The Pasadena Police Department investigated and it was detex—
mined that the two Life rxeporters were not the alleged suspects
in the assault. Saidallah Sirhan subsequently advised the -

Pasadena Deparxtment that he desired the investigation be closed.

On June 20, 1968 the F.B.I. received an anonymous letter which
stated, “*If Sirhan don't confess, we'll kill all his family.

His mother is next in line. We mean business."™ Security

*

-~
-

measures for the family home continued. B

)"

On June 21, 1968 the gate guard at X.T.T. Cannon Electric

Company, Los Angeles, received an anonymous phone call
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threatening Sharif Sirhan who worked At the location. The

police were called and Sharif Sirhan was provided secuxity when
he finished his shift. The gate guard thought he recognized

the voice of the calléx as being an'employece who &id not wogk
that night, The employee was contaqtéa and he denied making the
call. Xt was determined thét he knew Sharif Sirhan and had lived
in the same apartment building with him for a time: He was
adrcond.shed about the danger of making such calls and the matter

was closed.

On July 3, 1968 at 4:45 a.m., Saidallah Sirhan xeported to the
fasé&ena,?olice'Depaxtment that he hadkbeen shot at while'ariving
on the Pasadena Freeway. He gave an accouné of how he had feen
retuxrning from Los angeles when two vehicles had maneuvered in-
to position along side him and that a man in.one_of ?he'vehicles

had fired two shots at his vehicle.

ﬁnring t;e ﬁoll&w-upvinvestigation of the incident several
indonsistehcies appeared ‘in his accbuht, including the reasons
fox his being in Los Angeles at‘thaé*hour of the porning.' A T
polygraph examination detexmined that Saidallah had been hntru;h-
ful regarding the incidené. Phys;cal evidence tended to indicate
that Saidallah $irhan had not been fi;ed upoq by a moving vehicle,
Interviews with witnesses revealed that at one. time he hadﬁ'
possession of a .38 caliber revolver which he reportedly lostn

on March 31, 1966. Subsequent to that date witnesses i@ported

seeing a gun in his possession.

All evidence collected duxing the investigation tended to agree

on one point; that the shooting incident was a fabrication by
J i
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Saidallah Sixhan and that the shots wexe fired by him at a

location othex than the fxeeway.

)

On July 4, 1968, in connection with.the freeway shooting incident
Saidallah Sirhan allegedly receivead a phone call frem an unknown
pexson. Tﬁis person stated, “"Hey listen! You were lucky 'yester-
day. We misged you, butlwe are gqiné to get you all at the
trial.“ The Pasadena Police Department provided Saidallah with

extra patrol until he changed his residence.

On August 8, 1968 a letter was received at the White House

mailing xoom which pnryortedly was mailed from Viet Nam. The

Jetter in effect threatened that Sirhan would be killed if he
3 T

was freed at his trial. F.B.I. examination of the paper dis-

closed no positive identification.

On September 2, 1968 a threatening phone call was reeeived by'
the éns:ering service»for Sirhan's attorney, Russell Parsons.
The caller identified hlmgelf as C. erhan. Parsons stated
that he did not w;sh to nake a complalnt and it was noted that
.none of the Sirhan family had a‘name beginning with "C". .
On October 25, 1268 a letter was recceived at the Nixon Head-
quarters., The letter was a thinly veiled threat against the
life of Richard Nixon and was signed Sﬁarif é. Sirhan. Sharif
Sirhan denied that he wrote the letter but refused to supply

a handwriting exempiar to aid in the investigation. .Evidence

in the investigation indicated that the letter was not written

by Sharif Sirxhan.
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On Novenbex 1, 1968'Saiaallah Sixhan came to his mothexr's home
and asked her to give him some noney. He stated that he knew
‘that she had been receiving money from séveral Arabian Chuxch
grbups. Saidallah~did not believe his mothexr when she denied
having any money. He refused to leave until she gave him his
“share and he threatened to h%t her, Mrs. Sirhan refused to
arrest her so; for disturbing the peace and Saidallah left

without further incident.

Involvemrent of Xndependent Writerxs

This investigation paid particular attention to those members

of the media wﬁo nade allcegations which required specific investi-
~gation ox those who, by their actions; involved themselves.in

one or more aspects of the investigation. ' A description of

those person's paxrt in the investigation follows:
‘ _ o

Rex Westerfield

Rex Westerfield; the Westexrn Regional Director for the John Birch
Society authored an articlq entitled, “Assassination" which was
‘printed in the June cedition of “The Review of the News™ a weekly
publication from Belmont, Massachusetts. The arxticle alleged

that the assassin of Robert Kennedy was a pro-Communist and

that the assassination itself was a Marxist conspiracy.

Westerfield made several specific allegations including the
report that Sirhan had atte;ded Du Bois Club meetings.ip Los
Angeles; the report that a mailman héd delivered anti~American
mail to Sirhan's home; that based on Sirhan's notebook that he

was & socialist; that a young girl had been invited to Du Bois
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Club meetings by Sirhan; and that Sirhan's bfother, Saliman,
had beer arrested as an IYsraeli spy by the Iragi govexnment

several months prior to the assassination.

Several of these aklegations had been preyiously disproven and
they were explained ‘to Westerfield., MHis other allegations were

50 poorxly supported that Westerfield himself could not substan-

tiate them and it appeared that he was reaching for any allegation

which would support a preconceived point of view.

Theodore R. Charach

Theodore Charach, a free lance news reporter affiliated with
Continéﬁtal News Service, was in the hotel the night of the
shooting and Quring his initial interxview he aid not indicate
that he was able to assist investigators. That was on June 12,
1968; subsequently investigators'read an'article from a Caqadian
newspapex which stated that Charach was reporxtedly a wiéness to
the‘shooting and capture., Charach however admitted that he had
" not seen anything ang that everything he had heard was secénd

A}

hand.

»

On July‘l9, 1968, Charxach meé with investigators ang produced
some enlargements of £ilm puxportedly taken on June 2 and June
4, at Kennedy festivities, by a U.C.L.A. student. 7The complete
U.C.L.A. £ilm was delivered to the Departnent ahd was found to
be of very poor quality. A copy was rmade, but investigators

were unable to identify any persons depicted in the £ilm as

those involved in the investigation.
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On July 31, 1968, Charach édviscd investigators that he had

L

. "valuable new evidence." He stated that he had been contacted
" by New Orleans District Attorncy Garpis&n and Rampart's Magazine.
He had been offered $2,000 for the U.C.L.A. £ilm and he.stated=
" that he would act as a "spy" for éhis Department when he went
to New Orleans if he was given financial assistance. His offex

was denied.

On September 9, 1968, the film was repoxted stolen but subse-

quently reappeared in the fogm of three pictures in the January
17, 1969 issue of Life Magazine. The original crime report hagd
been decared unfounded Charach's motlve for telllng different
stories to varlous Sources could not be determined. An attempt
for notoriety was probably his reason for expanding the imporﬁ

tance of the £ilm and his presence at the hotel.

Fexnando Faura

Fernando Faura was a staff reporter with the Valley Times and
the Citizen News. He became invqlved in’'several aspects of the
investigations including the John Fahey, Polka Dot Dress and
Theodore Charach investigations. Fahey was also reporxtedly
involved in the Garrison inyestigatiog into the possible link

between the two Kennedy assassinations.

Faura attempted to influence the statements of John Fahey whén
he reported that he had been with a gifi who was involvéa'in
‘the assassination., After Fahey was proven to be lying Paura
published an axticle which stated that the bepartment had

stopped the investigation of the Polka Dot brxess too early.

"%
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This dllegation had also been Qisproven.

" Jonn Christian

Jonn Christian, a free lance writer, was actively involved in
the Jexry Owen conspiracy investigation. He conducted his own
investigation into Owen's allegations and developed the theory
¢hat Owen and Sirhan were involved in a conspiracy to kill
Kennedy. He also alleged that Owen was associated with Reverend
Carl MacIntyre, the minister who had been allegedly connected

with a plot to kill John F. Kennedy.

Christian telephoned the Department three times and mailed two

letters and a tape recording to the Department in an attempt to
gain oux confidence. He sought to have himself “deputized" %o
that he could better assist us. When his offer was declined,

he went to various public officials and attempted to gain their

assistance. Though the Depaftmenﬁ disproved the Owen allegation

Jonn Christian will undoubtedly continue naking his allegations.

Sunmary of Letters Sent to S.U.S.

As of January 14, 1968 -the Department had received a total of
296 unsolicited letters. Fiéty-three contained information
regarding the case. Twenty-six involved the polka dot dress
invest;gation. Twenty-eight contained various complaints about
the investigétion. Fourteen were threats against Sirhan or hi§

attorneys and thirty-eight wexe classified as crank letters.

»

The crank letters generally discussed curxent social ills ox

suggestions of painful ways to interrogate Sirhan. Sixty-two
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of the letters were sent anonymously. Only six of the letters

warranted follow-up and none were instrunental in any signifi-

’
-

cant phase of the investigation. ' , )

*

i
~
L]
@ . .
L - a
. “ t
~116- '

i * .
e - . 2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176_ ' - S e AF“
. M N € > S L3 SR n =




CONCLUSXONS

+ A consideration of the facts detexmined by the investigation

and an evaluation of all witness testimony and available

evidence sustain certain conclusions:

. _Sirhan Sirhan fired the fatal shots that killeg Senator
Robert F. Kennedy and wounded five others. (This was
established beyond any doubt by eye witnesses and physical
evidence.)

2, Sirhan,fired these, shots with the integt to kill Senator

, Kennedy and his act was premeditated. (Al)l evidence.
indicated that Sirhan took the necessary steps to prepare
‘hinself fof the assqséination and to put himself in a |
position to kill Kennedy.)

3. Sirhan was not under the influence of a drug or intoxi-
cant at the time of the shooting. (0f the many police
and lay Qitnesses in close conFact with Sirhan the minutes
immediately following the‘shooting, not one observed any
objective symptom of intoxication. Experienced officerxs
found his pupil reaction to be normal and his mental
condition alext and responsive.) \

4. Sirhan was legally sane at the time of the incident.
(This conciusionfis establishéd.by available psychiatric
evaluation xeports. The iséue.of his sanity has not been

’ raised by the defense.) o

‘5. ‘There was no evidence of a conspifacy in the crime.

(A complete chapter of the report deals with this subject
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and makes conclusive statements regarding cach specific
allegation.)

The Kennedy Staff did not requeét any police protection

‘from the Los Angeles Police Department nor was any

offered by the Department. (The investigation revealed
that his pexsonal sccurity was provided b§ a bodyguarad

and various aides who functioned in crowd handling

'situations. Staff membexrs confirmed that the Senator

did not desire police security present at public appeax-

ances such as the Ambassador rally.)

(TN
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KENNEDY'S ACTIVXTIES FROM JUNE 2nd TO JUNE 4th

strawbherry Festival in Orange County

Senator Roﬁert F. Kennedy arrived at Orange County Airport in
Santa Ana on Sunday, June 2, 1968, at approximately 3 p.m. The
_ﬁenator, his staff, Ethel Kcnnédy, and four of his cﬁildren wexe
picked up at the airport by Don Weston. Weston was employed by
tﬁe Senator's staff to provide transportation and is also the
owner .of Weston's VIP Service. Thé Senatox's vehicle left the

f airpoxrt followed by’adaitional vehicles carrying various staff

Il

nembers and the press and arrived at Bolsa Grande High School in

', Garden Grove at ~3‘-:45 p:m. 'I‘he: Senator addressed a Strawberry
Festival crxowd of approximately ten thousand people. The Kennedy
.party remained at the Stéawberry Festival until 6 p.m., then left
for Disney{and. The visit to Disneylgn@ was not scheduled, and

>

was the xesult of a last-minute decision by Senatox Kennedy..

Kennedy, his family and staff remained at Disneyland until 7 p.m..,
then left for the Ambassador Hotel. Shortly after leavinyg Disney-
land the caravan stopped and the Kennedy children were moved to

another vehicle which took them to the Beverly Hills Hotel.

TM T L M e it oA e AR ANTOREE 10 2a. e 3 a0 s

The caravan, consisting of .eight cars, three busses, a

notorcycle escort, and two station wagons, prxoceeded to LOS

R

| Angeles via the Santa Ana Freeway. Arxriving at the Ambassadorx

Hotel, between 8:30 and 9 p.m., the Senator and Mrs Kennedy

s

-

went directly to their rooms.

June 3rd - Los Angeles to San Francisco and Return

The Senator left the hotel at 10 a.m., the following morning

3
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