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Abstract On January 23, 1963, SA (redacted) Internal Revenue Service (IRS), New Orleans,

Louisiana, advised that on January 22, 1963, (redacted), a former employee of
Southern Bell in New Orleans, concluded his testimony on both direct and cross
examination. On cross examination, (redacted) admitted for the first time that
he actually listened in on legitimate telephone calls being made to and from
defendant (redacted) Baton Rouge, Louisiana, and utilized information he heard
during these telephone conversations to place bets on various race horses.
After this admission was made by (redacted) Defense Attorney Guy B. Johnson
again made oral motion that Government's evidence be suppressed because
(redacted) illegally monitored legitimate telephone calls being made and
received by one of the defendants. US District Judge Herbert W. Christenberry
denied Johnson's motion.
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION ‘

Reporting Office office of OTigin Dabte Investigativs Period

TITLE OF CASE | Report asde by ' EITYTR I
/’;1 SA ; gb
MYRON JU'LIAlé DECKELBAUM, Aka. . CRARACTER OF CASE .

; | AR
w/'I' e Egc
.Y
s:nopa?: ’
REFERENCES : \\\,//’//:I
" Report of SA Cineinnati, 1/3/63.

New Orleans letter to ClncImmati, 1/28/63 (Inter-office).
Cincinnati airtel to Bureau and Naw Orleans, 2/13/63,

captioned BENJAMIN LASSOFF, Aka., AR, '
Louisville letter to Cincinnati, 2/28/63 (Inter-office).
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LEADS :
LOUISVILLE OFFICE

AT COVINGTON, KENTUCKY I

1. Will recontac for any further information

he may recelve regarding the subject,
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2 - Louisville (92-268)
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L 92-324

|
2, Will maintain contacts with informants regarding
cthe activities of subject.

HEW ORLEANS CFFICE
" AT. NEW ORLEANS , LOVISIANA

1. Will cover leads previnusly set out in Cincinnati
sirtel, 2/13/63, captioned BENJAMIN LASSOFF Aka., AR.

2. Will follow and report prosecutive action againat
subject in USDC, at New Orleans.

CINCINNATI OFFICE

AT CINCINNATI, OHIO ) 57D

: 1.“W111 maintain contact with informan ¢ keep abrasast
of aubject's current activities and

2. Will check docket of U. S. District COurt for status
of IRS case against sdbject for judgment of $300 193 46,-

I bé

3. WwWill obtain most recen!| b

= [1fote:d D
L%@] numbet| _EE£1 7

jand number | [IIsted toj) |

Same address,
SPMINISTRATIVE

Dates in investigative pe#ricd of this report overlsp
those in referenced report since the information was not
received fram auxiliary office until 1/30/63

Subject DECKELBAUM is brother-inwlaw of BENJAMIN 1ASs(wT
svbject of case i BENJAMIN LASSOFF, Aka., AR., CI £file 92-103
eqd of ROBERT TASSOFF, of case entitled ROBERT 1ASSOFF, Aks&..
LAR~CAMBLING, CI file 166-23., Information developed orn smhjmﬂf
“ZCKELBAUM I1n connection with investigations of his brothers-%:-
CENJAMIN and R@BERT LASSOFF, should alse be submitted for Ivet::
“ile, rl 92-324, - =
= Boe
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CI 92-324
INFORMANTS

"~ on 1/25/63, :1“\;1“& SA that %
ha had nothing to report on subject. ' b6

biC

On 2/1/63, advised SA that
he had nothing to report on subject.

On 2/13/63] | identity known to Bureau,
related to SA the following information:

On 2/11/63, learned from a friend who returned b2
on 2/10/63, from a vacation in New Orleans with ROBERT LASSOFF, @ 2P
7147 Eastlawn, Cincinnati, Ohlo, and MYRON DECKELBAUM, 1868 e
Larchwood Place, Cincinnati Ohio, all currently being tried in
IRS Fyaud by Wire case in New Orleans, that they frequent the
Fair Grounds Race Track, New Orleans, during recesses in their
trial, One of tha defendants, who is sick and who is not currently

being tried, resides in a motel or hotel in New Qrieans, He operates
a horsebook from the motel or hotel.

et

C — ] __ ]may-

be characterized as an individual who is famlliar with gamblers
and gambling activity in the Southern Ohio - Northern Kentucky
areas.

on 2/20/63, " advised SA| R
that insofar as the informant could determine subject DECKELBRAIM ..
was not engaged in any activity in Newport, Kemtucky. - - - b7C

on 2/27/63] ___ ladvised sa
that he understu@d that DECKELBAUM along with LASSOFFS have
been 1n New Qrlsans for a considerable time due to the trisl

wC-
Cover Page




CI 92-324

there in progress in which they are defendants, The informant e
advised that he had heard that |at b7C

thd . In jon'
the second floor at] |Covlngton,

Rentucky, ;and that it was possible that subject and the LASSOFF
brothers could have some connectilon with this operation.
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

Copy to: 1 - USA, Cincinnati, Ohio
: S b6
b7C

Report of: SA Offices CINC INNATI
Date: - 3/14763 . |

Field Office File Nou 92324 ‘ ' Bureau File No.: 92-4957

Tl MYRON JULIAN DECKELBAUM

Character: ANTT. '*RA_CKETEERING

Synopsis:

Subject currently being tried in Fraud-By-Wire case
with other defendants in USDC, New Orleans, 1a. On 2/21/63
trial contdnued to 2/27/63. 1In Civil Action, tax case in
USDC, Cinecinnati, QOhio, dockat check reflects last entry

of 11/26/62 when motion for separate trial overruled. In -

Tax cage on appsal in U.S. Court of Appeals for Sixth Cizcuit
from louisville, Ohio, docket check shows entry of 2/12/63,
cartified copy of order dlsmissing appeal issued to USDC Clark.
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DETATLS =

FRAUD BY WIRE CASE IN U, S, DISTRICT COURI,

NEW ORLEANS . LOUISTANA




™ 80-007/ 300

At New Orleans

b6

Wi psacution of MYRON JULIAN L7C
DECKELBAUM, ALFRED MONES, ,::]
L - |@nd Xive other defendants in U.TS. -

District Court, New Orleans, for Fraud by ¥ire and BTC
Conspiracy to Defraud the United States, the following
information is set forth:

Mr. EDWARD MOLENOF, Special Assistant to the
Attorney General, who was scheduled to try this case,
advised SA| ~ |on December 12, 1962, that
he expected trial ol The case to begin on December 13.
He said he expected the case to continue for from
oight to tan weeks after trial began. He stated that
defendant had been placed in a New Orleans
hospital on the night of December 11, 1962, and his
doctor claimed] | had a serious heart condition
and could not stand trial at this time. Mr. MOLENOF said
would he examined by Government physicians and .
iTf he actually had a heart condition, the Government would
probably ask for a severance so that the trial of the
rest of the defendants would not be further delayed.

On December 18, 1962, SA[_
Internal Revenue Service, advised S4 lon December 17,
1962, Federal Judge HERBERT W. CHRISTENBERRY, who is
scheduled to try the case;, reset the trial date to

January 3, 1963. On a motion fﬁgh_jhg_ﬁgzgngent, Judge
CHRISTENBERRY severed defendant from the

case because of| heart condition.

December 28. 1962, Departmental Attorney ‘
advised SA | that Mr. MOLENOF, ¢
e _GOoY

b6
L7cC

i

ernment’s Chief Trial Attorney, had become ill b7C
and would have to have an operation.
{ Baid in view of this, he planned to request
the court to posipone the trial of the defendants until
January 21, 1963.




On January 16, 1963, SA
Internal Revenue Service; advised hat due to
the fact that Mr. MOLENOF is recuperating from an operation

to remove gallstones, the Department had named Departmental
Attorney J. FRANK CUNNINGHAM as the Chief Trial Attorney Lo
in this matter and the case was scheduled to go to trial b7C

January 21, 1963.

On January 21, 1963, SA[____|advised SAI
that tria)l of defendants got under way on that dats., )
| ~|said this trial is expected to continue for

ten to twelve weeks. He said all of the defendants; nine
in number, are in court daily during the trial.




CI 92-324

. On the dates indicated the following infgxmation
was received from the New Orlgana Of fice:

On January 23, 1963, SA ! Internal b6
Revenue Service (IRSBJ_NQQ_QELQQQ§4__Fu §TIana, aavised that bi7c
on January 22, 1963, , a former employee of

Southern Bell Telephone and Telegraph Company (SBT & T) in

Hew Orlesns, concluded his testimony on both direct and cross
oxaminaticn. On cross examination,[” ] admitted for the

first time that he actually listened in on legitimate telephone

calls being made to and from defendant]

Baton Rouge, Louisiana, and utilized information he heard during
these telephone conversations to place bets on varlous racs

horses. After thls admlssion was made by@' Defense

Attorney GUY B. JOHNSON again made oral motionm that Govermment's
avidence ba suppragsced bacauss i1ll=agally monitorad

laglcimate telaphone calls being made and received by ong wf

the defendants. U. 8. District Judge HERBERT W. CHRISTENBERRY

denicd JOHNSON's motion.

Isaid the only other witness whe appeared on

the stand on Jamary 22, 1963, was | | another
former empleyee of S8BT & T Company, who was smissed for hE
'sacting up” 1@ng dizstance telephone calls for defendants, B7C

under direct axamination, told how he had placed talnphenn
callg for sortaln defendants for which they were not charged
by the *elbphuna 2OmpPany . Jhdg@ CHRISTENBERRY recessed v‘u;f
for the day prior to the complatien o q::] diract testimie

Un Juepuaxy 25, 1963, 54 IRS, adviznad
rhat the only witnasces testifying on January , and Januasry 24,

1983 wara| | and]__ | both of whom wezre e
formerly employeas of the telephone company who were dismieced b7
by the tolephone sompany in 1958 for having placed fres long

digtance telephene calls for the defendants in this case.

statad that described how he made. thene telaphone calls

and identifis lofendants for whom he had placed thage

- 11llegal ecalls,

w 5 = PR
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CI 92-324 | . | b5
k7C
On Jhnuary 29, 1963..34 ! IRS, advisod that -
| | wag on the witness stand through January 25,
that on Monday, January 28, 1963, dnothar

discharged former telephone company emprovyee; vestzrzed during
the morning that he placed free long distance telephone calls
for some of the defendarits; and that Chief Trial Attorney
J. FRANK CUNNINGHAM" requnated a racess in the tripl on
anuary 28, 1963, to hold conferences with witness

of Winnipog, Canads, a formsr employes of the Mlnitoba
Telephone Company, who also placod soma free long distance
telephone calls for the dafandantn. ‘

“On Janusry 31. 1963 'SA ‘IRS, ndviaed

that early on this date counsol fot - defanse requested a continuance b6
in the trial until February 4, 1963, in order that they eould b7c
study testimony: of |£or purposes of crocc-oxnndning
him; this motion being granted by Judge CHRISTENBERRY. [ lsaid

that originally the Govornmant'a ‘Chief Attorney J. FRANK CUNNINGHAM.
had requested a recess o y ‘28, 1963, but changed his mind -
and thare was no recess.. furthnr ndviand that on. January 29
1963, formar heavywsight boxing champion ROCKY MARCIANO appesared

as a Govermment witness duriqfithn afternoon, testifying that he

was acquainted with defendan |and-had talked
to him on the telephone several times. MARCIARO speeifieully

recalled one time, about 1957, when he was in a tel
and a friend of his was talking long diltnncn to that
L_f;;]juat wanted to say '"Hello" to him, ; -~

ollowing MARCIANO's testimony, the Government pu :
of Winnipeg, Canada, on the stand, E;;::;;ltintifying on January 29,
1963 and January 30, 1963, that he placed free 1on5 distance
telephone calls for some of tho dafhndants. - ,

On' February 5 1963, SA 1RS adv:l.sad that the

defense attorneys bagan cross.ex n:of | b6
SA PERRY subsequently advised that after witness ] P

finished his testimony, his wife,] !waa“piaced
on the stand and testified that between “an nte .
were recelved monthly- by| | from gemblers for whomfffff:ff:L
was making free, illegal long distanca calls; that on February

1963, the éovernmnnt attemptad to int:oduce in evidence a
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b6
_photestat copy of an address book seized from Defendant b7C
when he was arrested by IRS Agents Iln New York,
June 27, 156L. Ln@ purpose of the introducticn of this
address book was to read into the testimony the names of some

; t%i

of the defendants who were listed 1 addrass bock. The
Dafense objectod to the lntroduction o 8 address book

under the host avidence™ rule. On February 11, 1963, the

trial was recossed after counsel for the Defense introduced

a new motion to sypress the govermment's evidence. The Defensels
motion was made after Defense Counsel tock a deposition from
witness BADGER on February 9, 1963. On February 12, 1963,
Toderzl Judge CHRISTENBERRY refused to admit in evidence th
photostat cepy of the address book seized from defendant |but
has not ruilad on the Defense's new wotion to suppress evidence.

On Fehroary 18, 1963, SA IRS, Naw b6
Oriogns, advined that varicus szoplovess of Spr & I testifizd b1c
cnt Februery 13 and February 14, 1963, and that on February 14,
1963, Judge CHRISTENBERRY reczssed the trial until Monday,
Febhruary L8, 1363, N

On March 2, 1963, informatlon was received from thes -

, - 27C
Neaw Orleans Offise that| |IRS, New Orlaans,
gtated that on February s , the Governmsnt introduced

certlliled coploe of Foderal Tax Returns propared by defendants
DREORELRALM and ROBERT LASSQFF, to link thsse returns with certain .
toiephens coppony recelpis to establish that the defendants had
nowiadge of the 10 per cent Faderal Excise Tax on long dilstance
tolapbons calis, v

On Yebruasy 19, 1963, | | & Divigion
Plant Hupervicor of SBT & T, was on the stand all day, testifving be
ghout the nonitoring of long distance telephone calls placed by k7C
telephons coupany enmployees for defendants as early as 1937,

¢n Februnry 20, 1963, IRS Agent |wa
calied to the rtend and testified under dixect and cross
e &

] f
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[ T bé

According to| !on February 21, 1963, Judge»7c
CHRISTENBERRY heard argumenta on two new motions filed by
defendants’ counsel, These motions were to suppress the -
Government's evidence and to strike from the recoxd testimony
of two @f the Government's major witnesses. At the conclusion
of the arguments on these motions on Februery 21, 1963,
Judge CHRISTENBERRY denied the motilons. -Judge CHRISTENBERRY
continued the trial to February 27, 1963, '

Lo
b7C

Thg_féfrowing investigation was conducted by SA

AT CINCINNATI, OHIO

RE: TAX CASE IN U. S, DISTRICT COURT CINCINNATI

On February 6 1963, a check of the docket in Civil
Action #5144 reflected the following pertinent entties in
Internal Revenue case against subject for $300,193.46:

U. S. vs. BENJAMIN LASSOFF, ROBERT LASSOFF, MYRON DECKELBAUM,

Bagig of Action: Recdvery df-Uhpatd Wégering Taxes;Auﬁder
Section 1340, Title 18, U. S. Cecde,.

Amounts Sought: BENJAMIM LASSOFF ~ - $292,847.62
~ ROBERT -LASSOFF - - 300,139;:46
MYRON.DECKELBAUM - 300,264.46, plus
interesr and cogts.

Jury Trial claimed by each of the 3 defendants on
November 1, 1962. |

Attorneys for U. S. = JO%EPH P. KINNEARY, USA, and THOMAS
A, LUKEN lst AUSA.

Att@rneys for Defendants = LUCIEN A, STRAUSS STRAUSS,
TROY and RUEHLMAN, l4th floor,
Fountaln Square Buillding.
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Filings and Proceedings (pertinent entries):

9/7/62
9/7/62
9/25/62

9/28/62
10/12/62
10/30/62

10/30/62
10/30/62

10/30/62
11/1/62

11/1/62

11/1/62
11/19/62
11/19/62

11/26/62

Complaint filed
Sunmons 1sauad to U. S. Marshal, i

U. S. Marshal's return on Summons - personal
service on each defendant

Entry enlarging time in which to plead to 10/15/62
Entry enlarging time in which to plead to 11/1/62.

Answer of MYRON DECKLEBAUM to complaint filed
together with notice to opposing counsel,

(Answerg for other two defendants and a8 cross
camplaint filed by Defendant BEYJAMIN LASSUFF)

Motion of Defendant MYRON DECKELBAUM for separate
trial filed w&&h notice to,opposingwcounsel.

(58imilar motions by other two defendants).

Notice of Hearing of above motion on 11/26/62
filed by Defense Counsel. .

Demand for jﬁxy trial filed by Defendant MYRON
DECKELBAUM ) -

(Similar separate demands by other two def¢ndanta)
Reply to counterclaim filed by Plaintiff.

Plaintiff’s memorandum in opposition to
defendants' motion for separate tr@gls tiled,

Hearing on Defendants' motions for separate ..

trial = motions argued - motions .overruled -
entries to come.

-9 -
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. On March 8, 1963 a check of the docket by SA
raglected no additional entries.

1

RE: TAX CASE ON APPEAL FROM LOUISVILLE, KENTUCKY

On February 12, 1963 and March 5, 1963, IC

checked the General Docket of the U, S. Court of Appeals
for the Sixth Circuit. The following entries were reflected:
in Case 15112 titled MYRON DECKELBAUM:and! |
Y, et al (tax):

plaintiffs-appellants, versus WILLIAM G.
2/2/63 Motion of appellant to dismiss appeal.

2/11/63 Order dismissing appeal pursuant to motion
of appellant

2/12/63 Certified copy of order dismissing appeal
igssued to the Clerk of the District Court.

= 10% -
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b7C




