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U.S. Department of Justice

Federal Bureau of Investigation

Washington, D.C. 20535

July Y. 20(JY

Subject: BOYD, THOMAS MILTON

FOIPA No. 1086595- 000

The enclosed documents were reviewed under the Freedom of Information/Privacy Acts (FOIPA), Title 5,
United States Code, Section 552/552a. Deletions have been made to protect information which is exempt from disclosure,
with the appropriate exemptions noted on the page next to the excision. In addition, a deleted page information sheet was
inserted in the file to indicate where pages were withheld entirely. The exemptions used to withhold information are marked
below and explained on the enclosed Form OPCA-16a:

Section 552 Section 552a

D(b)(1 ) D(b)(7)(A) D(d)(5)

f8l(b)(2) D(b)(7)(B) °U)(2)

r2l(b)(3) Rule 6(e), Federal Rules f8l(b)(7)(C) D(k)(1 )

of Criminal Procedure f8l(b)(7)(D) D(k)(2)

D(b)(7)(E) D(k)(3)

D(b)(7)(F) D(k)(4)

D(b)(4) D(b)(8) D(k)(5)

D(b)(5) D(b)(9) D(k)(6)

181 (b)(6) D(k)(7)

75 page(s) were reviewed and 75 page(s) are being released.

D Document(s) were located which originated with, or contained information concerning other
Government agency(ies) [OGA]. This information has been:

D referred to the OGA for review and direct response to you.

D referred to the OGA for consultation. The FBI will correspond with you regarding this
information when the consultation is finished.

f8l You have the right to appeal any denials in this release. Appeals should be directed in writing to the
Director, Office of Information Policy, U.S. Department of Justice,1425 New York Ave., NW,
Suite 11050, Washington, D.C. 20530-0001. Your appeal must be received by OIP within sixty (60) days
from the date of this letter in order to be considered timely, The envelope and the letter should be clearly
marked "Freedom of Information Appeal." Please cite the FOIPA Request Number assigned to your
request so that it may be easily identified.

o The enclosed material is from the main investigative file(s) in which the subject(s) of your request was
the focus of the investigation. Our search located additional references, in files relating to other
individuals, or matters, which mayor may not be about your subject(s). Our experience has shown,
when ident, references usually contain information similar to the information processed in the main file(s).



Because of our significant backlog, we have given priority to processing only the main investigative file(s).
If you want the references, you must submit a separate request for them in writing, and they will be
reviewed at a later date, as time and resources permit.

~ See additional information which follows.

Sincerely yours,

David M. Hardy
Section Chief
Record/I nformation

Dissemination Section
Records Management Division

Enclosure(s)

This is in further response fo your Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) request for information regarding
Thomas Milton Boyd.

FBI Headquarters file 166-1765 (Sections 1 through 6) were processed for this second interim release. These
sections have been processed pursuant to the provisions for the FOIA and all available information is enclosed with this
letter. More documents will be mailed to you once they have been processed.

Please be advised that the enclosed documents are maintained in a multiple subject investigation of which
Thomas Boyd was indexed as one of the subjects. In processing such a case pursuant to a FOIPA request, it is the
practice of the FBI to address only that portion which specifically pertains to Thomas Boyd rather than information
pertaining to other subjects.



(b)( I )

(b)(2)

(b)(3)

(b)(4)

(b)(5)

(b)(6)

(b)(7)

(b)(S)

(b)(9)

(d)(5)

(j)(2l

(k)(l)

(k)(2)

(k)(3 )

(k)(4)

(k)(5)

(k)(6)

(k)(7)

EXPLANATION OF EXEMPTIONS

SUBSECTIONS OF TITLE 5, UNITED STATES CODE, SECTION 552

(A) specifically authorized under criteria established by an Executive order to be kept secret in the interest of national defense or foreign
policy and (8) are in fact properly classified to such Executive order;

related solely to the interna1personnel rules and practices of an agency;

specifically exempted from disclosure by statute (other than section 552b of this title), provided that such statute(A) requires that the
matters be withheld from the public in such a manner as to leave no discretion on issue, or (8) establishes particular criteria for
withholding or refers to particular types of matters to be withheld;

trade secrets and cOlTlmercial or financial information obtained from a person and privileged or confidential;

inter-agency or intra-agency memorandums or letters which would not be available by law to a party other than an agency in litigation
with the agency;

personnel and medical files and similar filcs the disclosure of which would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of personal privacy;

rccords or information compiled for law enforcement purposes, but only to the extent that the production of such law enforcement
records or information ( A ) could be reasonably be expected to interfere with enforcement procecdings, ( B ) would deprive a person
ofa right to a fair trial or an impartial adjudication, (C) could be reasonably expected to constitute an unwarranted invasion of personal
privacy, ( D ) could reasonably be expected to disclose the identity of confidential source, including a State, local, or foreign agency or
authority or any private institution which furnished information on a confidential basis, and, in thc case of record or information compiled
by a criminal law enforcement authority in the course ofa criminal investigation, or by an agency conducting a lawful national security
intelligence investigation, information furnishcd by a confidential source, ( E ) would disclose techniques and procedures for law
enforcement investigations or prosecutions, or would disclose guidelines for law enforcement Investigations or prosecutions if such
disclosure could reasonably be expected to risk circumvention of the law, or ( F ) could reasonably be expected to endanger thc life or
physical safety of any individual;

contained in or related to examination, operating, or condition reports prepared by, on behal f of, or for the use of an agency responsible for
the regulation or supervision of financial institutions; or

geological and geophysical information and data, including maps, concerning wells.

SUBSECTIONS OF TITLE 5, UNITED STATES CODE, SECTION 552a

information compiled in reasonable anticipation of a civil action proceeding;

material reporting investigative efforts pertaining to the enforccment of criminal law including efforts to prevent, control, or reduce
crime or apprehend criminals;

information which is currently and properly classified pursuant to an Executive order In the intcrest ofthc national dcfensc or foreign
pol icy, for example, information involving intelligcnce sources or methods;

investigatory material compiled for law cnforcement purposes, other lhan criminal, which did not result in loss of a right, benefit or
privilege under Federal programs, or which would identify a source who furnished information pursuant to a promise thaI his/her identity
would be held in confidence;

material maintaincd in connection with providing prote·ctive services to the President of the United Stales or any other individual pursuant
to the authority of Title 18, United States Code, Section 3056;

reqUired by statute to be maintaincd and used solely as statistical records;

investigatory material compiled solely for the purpose of determining suitability, eligibility, or qualifications for Federal civilian
employment or for access to c1assificd information, the disclosure of which would reveal the identity of the person who furnished
informalion pursuant to a promise that his/her identity would be held in confidence;

testing or examination material uscd to determine individual qualifications for appointment or promotion in Federal Government service the
release of which would compromise the testing or examination process;

material used to determine potential for promotion in the armed services, the disclosure of which would reveal the identity of the person
who furnished the material pursuant to a promise that his/her identity would be held in confidence.

FBI/DOl
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PAGE TWO FROM LOS ANGELES 212250
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Tol11Oo __
OeLoach __
Mohr _
Wlck _
Cospor __
Coll""on __
Conrod __
Fell _
Gole _
Roson __
SIlHivCln __
Tavel __
Tro".. __
Tole. Room_
Holmt& __

Gandv_-

LALLY OF

lAND ALL

•, ;
"•

DEC ODE 0 C 0 ,p y

, 0 CABLEGRAM K2tl ,RADIO 0 TELETYPE

THEIR COMPANY LEGAL AND USABLE IN FEDERAL COURT.

OPINION THAT FACTS PRESENT A STRONG CASE AGA,NSTI

CALLS AND CONVERSATIONS IN M.AIN SHOW I ICONTACT'NG

l---------~I·OBTAINING INSTRUCTIONS HOW TO PLA~CE---B-ET~S FORI ~1~

AND THEREAFTER, HIS BETTING INTO BOOKMAKERSI I
BETTle=5GCODE BALTIMORE J MARYLAND;1 2 IBETTING

~-----~.
CODE GEORGIA; THOMAS MILTO~OYD, BETTING CODE 31,

l' I:i!>

LOUISIANA.

TAPES CONCERNING THESE CALLS IN PROCESS OF BEiNG TRANSCRIBE.

AUSA JOHN LALLY OF OPINION THAT TAPES OBTAINED BY TELEPHONE

COMPANY IN COURSE OF NORMAL BUSINESS TO CiRCUMVENT FRAUD AGAINST

NASHVILLE, TENNESSEE; UNKNOWN INDIVIDUAL, BETTING CODE c:J
,J ii NEW JE~;EY. ~AVrNG TELEPHONE SUBSCRIPTION UNDER NAME

;t: l: raETTING COD~ ILOUISIANA;

;:1~~::::::!;;~-e:5;:-=--::::.:=:=i::=~~as~1 BE TT INO CODEI INEW ORLEANS,

If the inlelliger.ce contained in the obove messoge is to be diueminated outside the Bureau, it is suggested that it be Buitably
paraphrQ,IJed in order to protect tM Bureau's crypto/paphic systems.

4-3 (Rev. 1-27-66)

oAIRGRAM

J

Q.A t;;·
---



RECEIVED: 2:46 AM <4-22-66) RWP

Tolson __
Del.oacb __
l.40~T _

Wlck _
Coape, __
Collaban __
Conrad __r..1t _
Gole _
Roaen __
SuIUvon __
To••l __
Trolter __
Tcle.R<>om _
Molmes __
Gandy __

o TELETYPE

• e

DECODED COpy

o CABLEGRAM Dl,RADJO

GATIONS WHICH COULD POSSIBLY ALERT THE INDIVIDUALS UNDER INVES.

TIGATION WHiCH WOULD CAUS~~ ITO BE NOTIFIED OF FBI INTERESr.

THIS CASE CONTINUING TO RECEIVE PREFERRED ATTENTION AND

THE BUREAU WILL BE KEPT ADVISED.

NEW YORK AND PHILADELPHIA ADVISED AM.

PAGE THREE FROM lOS ANGELES 212250

If the bttelliger..ce contained in the aboue 'message is to be disseminoted owsids the B18ealJ. it ;8 suggested thal it be suitably
paraphrrued in order 10 protecl the BUTeau's cryptographic systems.

4-3 (Rev. 1-27-66)

oAIRGRAM

,~, •• I .-.. - ~



Tal.on __
DeLaach __
Mo"' _
Wlcl, _

~EFelt
Gal@
R015tl
Sull __
Tavel __
TroLler __
Tele. Rooll1_
Holmu __

~.-

RACY/) J/7

•

ITAR - GAMBLING; ITWPj FBW-CONSP

•

ATLANTA, BALTIMORE,

DECODE9-;f0PY
o CABLEGRAM ~DIO 0 TELETYPE

r---.........l.ilIIIII;l~--

7-66 12:45 AM (4-28-66)

R-35
URGENT

FROM LOS ANGELES 272245

L.... ......II ET AL.

00: lOS ANGELES.

oAIRGRAM
---------------------------------------------. .

'.""-'"
~.

~ 4-3 (Rev. 1-27-66} •

,. - fi
)'; .. '

'-\ ,~.

~('
",:rj.J
l~

REMYTEl APRIL 21 LAST.

THIS CASE CONCERNS MANUFACTURE AND USE OF ELECTRONIC DE-

V I CE CALLED ItSLUE BOX" USED TO CIRCUMVENT 81 LLI NG AND DETECT I ON

ON INTERSTATE CALLS. CALLS MADE FOR OTHER THAN GAMBLING PUR­

POSES CONSTRUED BY USA, LOS ANGELES TO BE FRAUD BY WIRE CASES.

THOSE MADE INVOLVING,GAMBLING MATTERS CONSTRUED TO BE FBW AND

I TAR - GAMBL! NG.

~

~ rtsLM~03T9i6AT SA ME MM NK NO

~~~... -~=M'

~ 1( the inte/lill.ence r:ontained' t . ~ 0 '[U!ssage is to ~e diltBemrnated outside the Bureew. it is suggested thaJ. it be suitablyl "","parap':Y!l..d. an prrJer to prot eew s cryptographlc systems.
tL!.I • ,.'. _'
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PAGE TWO FROM LOS ANGELES 272245

!b6
lb7C

Tohiion __

OcL.oac:h __
Mobt _
Wlc:k _
Casper __
Callohao __

C.onrod--
Fell _
Gale _
Ro•.,n __
Sullilo'aa __
Tavel __
T,otter __
Tele. Roolll_
Holroe.-­
Gaody __

- •
DECODED COpy

o CABLEGRAM ~ ,RADIO 0 TELETYPE

COMPLAINTS AND SEARCH WARRANTS TO BE FILED END OF MAY FOR

ARRESTS OF APPROXIMATELY 12 TO 15 INDIVIDUALS LOS ANGELES AND

INTERVIEWS OF 40 OTHERS SUSPECTED OF BEING USERS IN PAST.

AT SAME TIME USA CONSIDERING ARRESTS OF INDIV1DUALS WHO ENGAGED

IN GAMBLING CONVERSATIONS WITHI IWHO ARE SUSPECTED TO

BE:

NEWARK. NEW~ERSEY. INDIVIDUAL SUBSCRIBING TO TELEPHONE AT

UNION CITY, NEW JERSEY~ IKNOWN UNDER BETTING CODE c==J
NEW ORLEANS DIVISION, AT NEW ORLEANS, CODEr:::] IDENTIFIED

ASI I BATON ROUGE, CODE c==J TELEPHONEI _
--"""'i=====:::!""'_--,

(BELIEVED' I MEMPHIS DIVISION AT NASHVILLE. TENNE-

SSEE, CODE ;1, TELEPHONE 256 2114, BELIEVED TO BE THOMAS MILTON

BOYD.

BALTIMORE 01 VISION, CODE D TELEPHONE I
L....- I 1.-------

ATLANTA DlvtSJON ATl IGEORGIA, COD~ TELEPHONE ....._~
~---IBELIEVED TO 8EI I

MIAMI DIVISION.I ITELEPHONE

If the intelligence conta.ined in the above mllSsoge is to be diuemiru1ted outside the BUTeau, it is suggested thai. it be suitably
paraphrased in order to protect the BUTeau's cryptographic systems,

oAIRGRAM

4-3 (Rev. 1-27-66) ,

• - e
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PAGE THREE FROM LOS ANGELES 272245

Tolso" __
DeLoach __
Mohr _
Wlet _

Cosp.r __
Callahan __
Conrad __
Folt _
GaJ. _
Ro..en __
S.lIlvCltl __
Tay.l __
Trottel-­
Tele. Roo",_
Hahlles __

Gandr--

• •
DECODED COpy

o CABLEGRAM [X},RADIO 0 TELETYPE

,...--A_ND......I__....----I f N ADO ITION T~"_ II"_ IUS ING

..... ......1TELEPHONE.

FOR INFORMATION BUREAU,I~ _

~ IAND TARGET FOR LOS ANGELES FEDERAL GRAND JURY

ACTJON RECENTLY USING "BLUE BOX" IN CAllS MADE TO SEATTLE, MIAMI

AND CHICAGO. TAPES BEING MAD~e#~' GRANO JURY SUBPOENAS AND

NUMBERS CALLES WILL BE SET FORTH FOR IDENTIFICATION.

RECEIVING OFFICES IDENTIFY SUBSCRI8ERSCALLED YOUR AREA

THROUGH REVIEW OF RECORDS OF RESPECTJVE TELEPHONE COMPANIES AND

FURNISH THIS INFORMATION TO LOS ANGELES BY RETURN AIRTEL WITH

APPROPRIATE INSERTS.

ADDITIONALLY FURNISH THUMBNAIL SKETCH EACH INDIVIDUAL IN­

CLUDING AGE, RESIDENCE, AND EMPLOYMENT AND ANY INFORMATION RE­

FLECTING GAMBLING CONVICTIONS.

MIAMI REVIEW RECORDS OBTAINED THROUGH ARREST OFI lAND

ATTEMPT TO LOCATE BETTING CODES ~S80 BY HIM.

IT IS NOTED CONVERSATIONS TOOK PLACE REGARDING CODE NUMBERS

D AND DWHO HAVE NOT BEEN IDENTIFIED.

4-3 (Rev. 1-27-66).

If the intelligellCe contained in the aborJe 11U!ssoge is to be diueminated outside the Bureau, it is suggested that it be suitably
paTaphrased in order ta protect the Bureau's crypUJ/fTaphie systems.

oAIRGRAM



-------------------------------------------------------. .

If the intelligence contained in the oboue 11l2uaffe is to be disseminated outside the BUTeau. it is suggested thm it be suitably
paraphrased in ord2r to protect the BUTeau's cryptographic systems.

Tol'OD __
DeLooch __
Ma~r _
\111ci< _

Cosper __
Callahan __
Conrad __
F'ell---
Gale _
ROBeD __

Suillvan __
Tauel _
Troller __
Tele. Aoam_
Holmes __

Gandv--
o TELETYPE[XJ,RADIO

• •
DECODED COpy

o CABLEGRAM

NEWARK AND MIAMI ARE REQUESTED TO FURNISH LOS ANGELES WITH

ANY INFORMATION AS TO THE IDENTITY OF CODEDOFI I-
NEW JERSEY AND INFORMANTS SHOULD BE CONTACTED IN AN EFFORT TO

PA GE FOUR FROM LOS ANGELES 272245

RECEIVED: 1:17 AM RWP

IDENTIFY THIS PARTY.

ALL OFFICES NOTE THAT USAtS OFFICE CONSIDERING ISSUANCE OF

COMPLAINTS AND WARRANTS ON INDIVIDUALS SET FORTH IN THIS TEL AND

ARRESTS TO 8E MADE AT SAME TIME AS ARRESTS MADE BY FBI. LOS AN­

GELES, THEREFORE. INVESTIGATION REQUESTED TO BE EXPEDITED.

THIS CASE CONTINUING TO RECEIVE PREFERRED ATTENTJON AND THE

BUREAU WILL BE KEPT ADVISED.

CHICAGO,OALLAS, PHILADELPHIA AND SEATTLE ADVISED AM.

4-3 (Aev. 1-27-661,

oAIRGRAM
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~,AY 11 1966

CRIME REcORDS

'.
5/10/66

....-J:'.

".

Date:

F B r

Sent --,--,- M

••

Re Los Angeles teletype 'to Director dated

" .
BACKGROUND

'. Director, FBI ( 166-1765), A'lTENTION:

SAC .. Los Angeles (166-462)I:::; ~ laka.,

ITAR -GAMBLING; ITWI;
FBW - CONSPIRACY

00: Los 'Angeles

The title is ::rked ~.n::ne to reflect the
spelling ofl __ --In as reflected in his
records.

, ,

RE:

TO:

FROM:

correct
company

/
4/27/66.

, .

This case· entails the use "of an' electroniC
device c&11ed a multi-frequency tone generator or "blue'
box" used to make loIl6-4istance ~elephone calls <:lrcumventing

"'- 3'\. Bureau
~ Atlanta

2 - &1timore
1 - Butte (Info) .. 'I I"J/ '
~ : =:is R£~' 49~ .' ~ fo -'" J/ :-~~~~ ..
2 - Newark" ,ro.:. --,~~

2 - New Orleans .;f
1 - New York (Info) , .
1 - Oklahoma City {Ini'o)
1 - Phl~adelphia (info)' .~;!;
1 - Salt Lake 01ty (InfO) fi!o~
1 - Seattle (Info)' " It' . 'OTjf,j"rJ7t
2 Los Angeles ,--.;;......., C/'4-" 'Aq

Agent in Charge
~~~...---

.0-36 (Rev. ~-22-64)

I," ~

, " -~f;/i" ----I I.·' /

I
I
I
I
I
I
I
t

Transmit the followinq in ----------::=---;---;-c--~-_;__:_--:__---'--___ill
(Type in plaintext or codeJ

I '
A :J: R TEL AIR .MAn, IVia .. I

. . (Priority) . . I_____________ ~ ~ ~--------~--------L~~--- .



- 2 -

1b6
b7C
!b7D

••
LA 166-462

normal billing procedures and 1n th? case of gambler;
detectio'n 9' the i ad; "i due' celJ ed J
record s of L I
reflect that there are or have been numerous users 0 this
device, coupled with information that this device is being
manufactured in this area by certain engineers. Investi­
gation of these facts has determined that this device 1s
used by individuals falling within two classes, (a.) gamblers
and, (b.) salesmen and other legitimate individuals merely
circumventing costs of interstate calls.

:

the case of gamblers investigation has determined
thatl 1 the SUbject of this case, has been in
conta~c"t~w~i·~~numerousgamblers throughout the country and
has placed bets or obtained gamblng information in telephone
conversations with these individuals which ~e did on the

linstructions and Qrderr Qf natiQnally knownL __

Assistant United States Attorney JOHN LALLY,
Chief Qf the Organized Crime Section, USA's Office, Los
Angeles, stated that it was his opinion that users Qf the
"blue box" were in violation of Fraud by Wire statutes.,
if the calls were made interstate utilizing this device.
In addition, he adVised that users o£ this device CQuld
also be prosecuted for violation of federal gambling statutes
if the "blue box" were utilized in interstate calls in
fUrtherance of gambling operations.

Assistant U. S. Attorney LALLY stated that if
the telephQne company, acting on their own initiative
and not at the request of the FBI, monitored indiViduals
using this device, any tapes made during the mQnitoring
would be admissible evidence •

.....-------...-o:'...-o:'-:-----...-o:'___:~~_:_-__:'___:-...........e telephone
company representatives requested that such tapes or
records be furnished the government through the issuance
of a SUbpoena duces tecum.

.~



1;:,6
107<:;
b7D
lb3

••
Following the AUSA's opin1on,~~~~.- ~~,

onse to sub oena duces

1 ----------

THOMAS MILTON BOYD, NashVille, Tennessee

- 3 -

I I
I I

I
";::1========~

LA 166-462

owners iS~~~~~~~-~~-~.....
sUbject of a Federa.l Grand Jury

...• ...,~<:;... a ,
5/11 06. If add1tlonal sUbjects are establ1shed through,
these tapes, the Bureau will be promptly notified.

In addition to the above individuals who will be
arrested for federal gambling and Fraud' by Wire violations ,

reviewed by AUSA Lft.LLY
..... .......IIIIIoIIlol... e has adVised that he W...1-~-------...

o ow ng indiViduals for violation 18,
(ITAR-GAMBLING) U. 6. Code:

••w
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LA 166-462

The folloWing'informat~i'Fn~~~~~~~~~~" --

TECHNICAL EXPLANATION OF THE IIBLUE BOX II

- 4 -

AUSA LALLY desires that all individuals both
in Los Angeles and out of state, be arrested on the same
date in order to establish a dramatic effect in an effort
to aid the telephone company through wide spread publicity
that would be achieved and to discourage future use of this
device.

At a conference held in Los Angeles attended by
representatives of the telephone companies, United states
Attorney and the Los Angeles Office of the FBI, telephone
company officials expressed serious concern over the cost
to their company in policing suspected users cf the deviCe
and of the costs lost to them by these il1egj:timate calls.
They strongly urged that in their opinion the best means
to circumvent and stop this type of activity waB to
fUlly cooperate with the FBI in causing arrests of the
users which they felt would be the best way to thwart
its future use.

The function of the "blue box ll is to simulate
pulses used by telephone operators and automatic dialing
equipment to make long-distance telephone calls without
activating telephone company billing equipment.

The caller accomplishes this by dialing the
area code, a three digit number, followed by the number
of the universal information operator which is 555-1212,

Los Apgelea hap positively determined that eleven individuals have
used this device in recent months and AUSA LALLY will
proceed against these individuals on charges of Fraud by
Wire. Other subjects may develop through current investi-
gation being conducted and these names likewise will be
furnished the Bureau promptly when received.

,

on
....,...,.,If""7'!~-------------------_....

, ,...
.,



Miami Division

FBI lJl,t Miami. Fl~r1Wl. I I:ka I :::Jr=-c-JWhO resICTes atE ~-----~ i::~~ FloriJa.

iloooo..--~ wHee aE [ Ih:: I L,
[ II!j ..>:3 a. ;;;11 1.IL....------I--__:T

b6
lb7C

e•
LA 166-462

- 5 -

THUMBNAIL OF INDIVIDUALS TO BE ARRESTED
OUT OF STATE

DATE OF ARRESTS

a no charge number. At any time after the ringing
commences the "blue box ll is used to introduce a 2600
cycle per second (cps) tone into the transmitter of the
telephone instrument. This drops the information
operator from the line, but retains the circuit in the
long-distance toll trunk. Then the start button or
key pulse button is pressed, introducing a multi-frequency
tone of 1100 and 1700 cps into the transmitter, thereafter
the area code followed by the telephone number of the party
being called is pulsed by using the appropriate buttorsin
proper sequence.

AUSA JOHN LALLY has indicated a desire to have
all arrests made this case at the end of May, 1966,
if investigation can be logically concluded by that time.
In addition to those arrested there will be simultaneous
interviews made in the Los Angeles area of approXimately
20 other indiViduals who are suspected by the telephone
company of using such a. device. The USA has advised that
i~ these indiViduals during interview admit the use of
this device to make interstate calls he will consider
authoriZing the arrest of them for Fraud by Wire.

Memphis Division

At Nashville, Tennessee THOMAS MILTON BOYD, a
well known gambling figure in :Iashv111e born in that city

. ,
.'



b7C

•

lias t known to
~ark, New Jersey

•
LA 166-462

New Orleans Division

- 6-

2/14/30. BOYD is a partner in the operation of the Uptown
Recreation Center at 415 Diedrich street j Nashville and
resides at 212 Rolling Fork Court. He 1s married and has
one child.

Newark Division

Baltimore Division

At Baltimore, Maryla.nd I...-----------~ b6

Baltimore, Maryland, and his la~t residence address known
to the Los Angeles Division wasL I
Baltimore" Maryland.

Atlanta Division

d..... lNew Jersey

reside abr--------- u,-~11'1'Slae
,1- 1NeW Jersey.

He has FBL-__________________ .. ...

GAMBLERS TO BE ARRESTED AT
LOS ANGELES J CALUQRNIA

Ir-----~~orI \I ]currentlY resides ....IL LOs
ApgeJ~gt California ____

I~ -
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Hr. ToIeo1l-.
Mr. DeLoach-_
Mr. Mohr__
Mr. Wiekl:lk-__
Mr. Casper__
Mr. CaHaha __
Mr. Con
Mz. Fel"-1--1-7'-'­
Mr. Gale'--LA,~::1'"

Mr. Ro9"n=~_
Mr. Stl . IUL.­

Mr. Tavel
Mr. Trotte-r-
Te1e. Room­
Misa Holrnes....­
Kies Gud7_'_

~l

: =- 9f'- "; ~. ~.' - .....

~.

~\.'
ftDERAL BUREAlJ OF IN:lE"'f.JlTION

U. I. D£PAIlTMENl u; ;~lliHC,

CO.MMUNICATIONS ~~CT 11/.'1
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END PAGE ONE

FBI LOS ANG.

WOULD AUTHORIZE FILING OF COMPLAINTS AGAINST THE FOLLOWING

Intcrsta~~;~~~~on S1Ar~i~~T~II.I:lD~fQ;l,I;r;QlrnI.::l;2rtlojQ~Dl.-----""""IPJl~MI; 1----....
I I BALTIMORE, MARYLA NO; I 1 ~----;::==...

GEORGIA; THOMAS MIl.TON BOYD, NASHVILLE. TENNESSEE; 1"",_......11
___--III I NEW JERS EY Al'JD 11--__--.lIAND

ovf 24/tt -- 17~ ~-
I-"MCT·20 " !::== t:==3 t:::::::::eI

" MAY 24 1966

./
B:O~PM PDT URGENT 5-20-66 EVKr BUREAU (~1765) ATt: CRIME RECORDS 01 VISION,

/ ATLANTA, BALTIMORE. CHARLOTTE, MEMPHIS, MIAMI,- NEWARK.

ORLEA NS

FROM LOS

TTlI·n'C:~.llh~ '1'l·:'l.-:lsmi!'i~,i0n of 'Vr1."'m'ing TnT.nrm$it:on
r-- ......~...,:;:,:~~.0Wn. ail~ F'" ~l{ t> l3 'I WI f( E- bmee of Orfgfil-"

tr1(1i. ~ ~- CONSPIRACY. -00: LOS ANGELES •..... .....1 r·

V
RE LOS ANGELES AIRTEl TO DIRECTOR M~~ LAST.

Intcr!lble Tl'n.Tllt~Hon in Aid of Rac1cet.cering q
R-GAMBLI~G LS DELETED ~ROM CHARACTER. ~----------

.'~em:t United~r1B~~~ALLY, LOS ~ NGELE5 TODAY CONFIRMED HE



ft)\RRI Eo,1 IRESIDES

b6
b7C

••
PAGE TWO

COMPLAINTS WILL BE FILED FOR AIDING AND

AGAINSrl 1ANDI~ _

THE BUR EA U, NEW ORLEA NS ANO CHARLOTTE WILL BE

IMMEDIATELY ADVISED OF ANY pmTINENT DEVELOPMENTS CONCERNING

QUESTIONABLE SUBJECTS THEIR TERRITORIES.

END PA GE TWO

AT THIS T1 ME. ~ar.o &.own- iii~

ADD! TIONAL SUBJECrll....- 1MtAI;"';;;;;;"--
.......---,1 F~"'l(~ .y ~11f.E::.
1....-_....1 TO BE I NCLUOED~

'IHE FOLLOWl NG THUmNAIL O~...... IBORN

1...------------------------lf~AIiIC) tJt WlftC...

ABETT! NG FeW

I ILOS ANGELES, CALI JiORNIA.
Assistant United States Attorney

, -AtJS1t LALLY DID NOT CONF"IRM BUT GIVING CONSIDERATION

TOI IBATON ROUGE, LOUISIANA;I~ ~

GR EENSBORO f NORTH CAROLl NA.

COMP1.AINTS WILL BE AUTHORIZED AGAINST THE FOLLOWING
f""'i.l> f' WI' G.

FOR FBV: l l, SUPRA;I .....



lb2
lb6
lb7C

TO

••

IND~ENDENT EVIDENCE OTHER THAN TESTIMONY OF'

ESTABLISH THA
~-=::::;----------------

ALSO CAN 1......-__....18E CHARACTERIZ ED AS AN I NFORMANT OF KNOWN

RELIABILITY FOR AFFIDAVIT PURPOSES AND WASI IIDENTIFIED

OR DEyELOUP AS A SOURe E as 'HE RES~U_L_T_O_Ji-,l NrO

FORM Elf. J DI 01.....__-""'"
END PAGE THREE

PAGE THREE

All OFFICES IMMEDIATE DETERMINE WHEREABOUTS OF

SUBJECTS THEIR TERRITORY AND SUTEl BUREAU AND lOS ANGELES

BY MAY TWENTY THREE NEXT.

IT IS ANTICIPATED THAT COMPLAINTS FILED AND

WARRANTS WIll BE ISSUED DATED MAY TWENTY FOUR NEXT TO BE

EXECUTED EARLY AM MAY TWENTY FIVE NEXT.

ALL OFFICES WILL BE ADVISED TUESDAY BY TEL THAT

COMPLAI NTS FILED. SHORT TEL WILL LEAVE LOS ANGELES WEDNESDAY

MORNING ADVISING TO ARREST. ARRESTS TO BE COORDINATED BY LA.

FOLLOWI NG ARREST EACH OFFICE TELEPHONICALLY

ADVISE LOS ANGEI..ES THAT SUBJECT IN CUSTODY AND IF

SEARCH INCIDENTIAl RECOVERED GAMBL! NG PARAPHERNALIA.

FOR I NFO MIAMI IT 15 UNDICIDED AT THIS TIME

WHETHER PJ!QfJ:~S_ CA~ ..B~ O~_rA~~D FOR BOTHI..... IAND

~ ....!e9&el.S:ietlQ;anl:l.lt...I~IPlte~8D~IR1s TO KNOW I F THERE IS

, . •• If-
•• <t.
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b7C

•

11 ~. (lH.;l.· 1;. ';1U~Ci, ....... .

111
11 rn 11 )It ',lJ ee.','. . r. 1.1i1 4

•

te- 4.... L:SL,A../

\;:1. ~U Ii ":~Ln ~e2

FBI BALTO

FBI CHARLT

AT.... JDW

FBI WASH DC

VlA ••• HFL

END

Ct•••JLM

F131 ATLA NTA

BA ••• JPB

ME, MM, NK, NO HAVE BEEN ADVIS ED

CLR

PAGE rom

EMPLOYMENT PRIOR TO DISCONTI NUANCE OF' AB aVE SOURCE.

ADDITIONAL TAPES OF CONVERSATIONS BY I FEN
USING BLUE BOX ARE CURRENTLY BE! NG TRANSCRIBED AND MAY

FURNISH ADDIT10~AL EVIDENCE TO STRENGTHEN CASE AGAINST

...... II'JIAMI WI LL BE ADVISED OF ANY PERTI NENT I NrO.

-; ~'.'" ..'
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14r.'~

?'b. De.LrOaCIi~·U

M%"lI~O
~.·W
Mr. Cuper .

< Mr. Gallaban-,
. "!tIr. ConrAd
I Mr. Fe1·I....----!t"i'"-II/
t Mr. G.l~~·rl

'Mr. Ros~,l~~
Mr. Sulll~a..--~ I

1 - )fr. T&v'lL--~I

I
, Mr. Trotter

''Tele. Boom =(
Misa Holmes .-'

J 'MiaaGdlUr-

---~I

8 MAY 261966

END.

SORRY

P.

TO LA

.' FmWllWlIAU Of IfM!TIAtOOH' , ,

t"
" U. &. Df7Aftnc9fT OF JUSTICE I

COMMUNICATIONS SECTION .
~.!AY25196hr·" ~

TEL~"

5-25-66 SCF

SOR~Y.,

FUGE 01'11 TTED FROM n TLST...I04

MEMPHIS 166-329 1P

WD GUXX

LOS ANGLES WILL REQUEST USM, LOS ANGLES, FORWARD NECESSARY

RE URTEL MAY TWENTYTHREE LAST.
C'""'

SLBJECT THOMAS_MILTON BOYD APPREHENDED BY BUREAU AGENTS:;~- - -:

NASHVILLE, TENN., THIS DATE AND TAKEN BEFORE LSC

PAP ERS TO USM, NASH VI LL E.

A. B. NEIL, ~R. '.: :;;;6
,- • J to7C

WHO RELEASED SlBJECT ON OWN RECOGNIZANCE PENDING ARRIVAL OF'd~J\PERS -~ .

FROM LOS ANGLES. NO EVIDENCE OF GAI'IBLING ACTIVITY LOCATED ~~OMJ.~
'.J

,:~ ",

SEARCH OF BOYO"S OFFICE, FOUR ONE FIVE DEADERICK STREET, NASH~lLLE,

LA... WASHINGTON Res
,.·,t'

FBI WASH" :DC', '

00 LOSANGl.ES.

F

FBI WASH DC,

TO LOS ANGLES 166-462

F'R AND BUREAU

FROM

FBI MEMPHIS

3: <48PM CS T URGENT

LA... CORR

r--- ----lL~)__

....... ....11 AKA; ET AL; ITWl;

WA Res
/

i ;Jit;;L~;~D:~

'-'t.
j

~

\[
~~

l
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6/8/66

•

,

'I'EL.ETYPE UNIT 0MAIL. ROO~

•
SA~. Los Angeles (166-462)

. REe- 134. c... i
D1l'ector; PBI (166-1765)-:J \f!J

EX 109
TBOJIAS lIl·LTOlI BOYD
I'OGITIVB
Iftl

COMM-FBI

. A review of Bureau files indiea'tes one Thomas lItilton
BOyd~ :same date of birth as your ':fugitive was the subject
of an Interstate Gambling Activities - Wire Service.
investig~tion conducted in 1961 by the· Memphis Office, their
file 162-37.

Jlji~ 8 1966·

~ eau files indicates one Thomas iii I ton Boyd,
whose physical descrl,ptioil is similar' with that of your
fugitive was the subject of an ITWl'1nvest1gatioD conducted
in 1962 by the Memphis Office. their file 165-8.

. ..-::--:
The above 1s being -~bmi.tt8d for your informatioD

and possible assistance.

Tolson A _~ ~

~:~;c_ch ~_ JJB:saw/~

Wick . (4)
Casper __
Ccllcllan __
Cenrod __

rell ~
~:::n (~~58'--J
SuJliyan--

. Tovel __­
Trotter __

Tele. Roolll_
Holme3__
Gandy __



Tennessee

212 Rolling Fork Court
R ••idence

Nashville
Blrlhplac~

FBI H

H)' MAY 26 196ti

.. .. ~ --.- -.--.-. -

. .

Blue

1

CQUrton ..t(Jl~m.nt (wh..r~ applle"'bl..

AJ} Other Identify I IIi /I
~-------1'

~JA 31

'Ill .. l.

>I.!~,I"'::::',.~ ..
I·e .- :

Blrlli date
;--M - "')

,36 ;~ .... ~ -2/~4/30

Dark Br

Aq8

HCfl~

Obese

Married

Fair
Build

Compllu:lon

Marllal elah...

(Att.: Special fnvestigative Division)

White

220

Race

'wetqbt

, Director, PBI

------~--------- , (date) _

~ Warrant issued by ~ U. S. Commissioner 0 Clerk, USDC at T,08 Angel es

--------------- , (date) 5/24/66

THOMAS MILTON BOYD
FUaIT:VE cn:ll /L
PREPARED /~

Date

Nome ond Allose.:

o Probation violator's warrant jssued by USDC for District of _

Date probation violator or bond default case referred to office

Offen.. Charged: Interstate Transm1 saion:' Of Wagering 1Iiforrnati on

Tltl. J 8 , u. S. Code, Sectloll _--LJ~o....B...4~__,,...__--------------/ .

If an indictment or information is outstanding specify which, giving date and place of issuance:
. \~ ~~ II • . . .

D.!E,~4J. I. ) "l-= I fo 6-:~b

FD-65 (Rev. 3-25-63)
( ~.. "'il'!'I'A'.,.,....... 1.
~.. .-: ::: ~':: :~ . .,

.j

~-(;'-~'~";"'~:'---:-"'I~..:)-"",,-_..::....... __

e ~Cb";' ~. ('g~~r-Ip

'. 'f~"
1 .

DATE: 5/24/66
Office of

~
~. Orlqln: Los Angeles

FR.O . SAC, Los Ange%es166-.462) ~ 166-462
0.0. File No. __---:-:- _
(If other than eubmHUnq affleel

Wears dark rimmed glasses

R

N"atlonallly

Amer1can
Sea.... mar". and other tdentHYlnq ..""a,""

OccupaiJon

. TO

(i') - Bureau
T - Los .Angeles
WJ1f:CM
(2)





"'-.

~~!r"': Fell
Gal.

• J Rosen •
SuI ltv __
rave
Trot r

Tele. Roorn_
• Hol""'" __

Ga.dy _

.'- .

DATE: May'23, 1966

CONTINUED - OVER

-:.-.
:rnYflstigatiop of gamblers involved has diad'esad

th~t'l Iprlncipa1 ~bject in this case,
has been in contact vi h numerous gamblers throughout the
country and has place bets or obtained gambling in:tormation
in telephone conversa ions 9ith .these individuals, doing so
on the instructions . orders o:fl I

>- "' ....
,. ~

Assistant U. B. Attorney John Lally, Chief of the
organized crime Section, United States Attorney's Office,
Los Angeles, stated ·it vas bis opinion that users of ~he "blue
box" were in violation.ot Fraud by Wire Statute if ,calls were
made interstate utilizing thi~ dev~ce. In addition, he
advised ,th~t.u8ers ot·t~~ ~~~!~~7cOu1d ~e P~9s~cM~pdtfor
violation of the ~ed8f~.l,gamb~1ng·statutes it tHe' "blue box':
were used in inter~~~te~ca~ls~~~,furtheranceof ~~~2:~ __ ~
operations. ;,. r ~ ::\.~'ll. ~§. I ~,,;,~~ ·~I rl. :I.' ~

I - Mr. DeLOach ~': l' - - Mr. Gale 8 MAY 26 1 -
1 - Mr. "~~"'6 ." -- _.1 - lrLa~l.WIl:Jea.. . _1"'-5l1-JtjN Rq\lWQ . ~ -'- ;:1]:£ ....r- .....,..L.....:.:.e-=.=::..~~.::
PJD: dsaoUnl7)

ALSO' KNOWN AS
INTBRSTATB TRANSPORTATION IN
AID OF RACDTEBRING ~ GAMBLING
INTERSTATE TRANSMISSION OF
WAGERING INFORMATION
FRAUD BY WIRE - CONSPIRACY

.. J- ~I

.. The Los Angeles Office is origin in a wide-spread .... _........ )
investigation involving the use of an electronic device, a /r{gY~
multi-frequency tone generator, commonly known as the "blue
box. It This device i$ used to ~e long distance telephone.

J
'callS circumventing Dormal telephone company long distance
billing procidures and, in the case of gamblers, detection b6

.of the ind~viduals called.· Telephone company records at· b7C
Los Angeles reflect that there are or have been numerous '
use~s of this device. Investigation bas disclosed that~tbls
device is being manufactured in the Los Angeles area by
sev~ral electronic engineers. IndiViduals using this device
fall within two classes: (a) gamblers, and (b) salesmen and
other legitimate businessmen who are merely circumvent~ng

costs of interstate calls. .-

~.T

orn~A.l Poba uo. \0 '5010-106...... \.196t f.tUrt~

i7~1tiD:S~ATESG RNMENT

Memorandum
TO : lIr. DeLoaC~

FROM J. R. Gale~
/5)
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You vill be kept advised of
in this case.

,

por information.
pertinent developments

f~

r, .*

AcrION:

all

Assistant U. S. Attorney Lally stated ~hat if
the telephone company,'acting on company initiative and. not
at the request of the FBI, monitored individuals using· this
device, any tapes .ade during the monitoring would be
admissable eVidence. Officials of the telephone company,
1n accord with Assistant U.· S. AttorneY'Lally's opinion,
agreed to furnish the identity of users of the "blue box" I.-.

and to prov1de any tapes or records acquired through the.
monitoring of such users. These records were furn1shed 1n
response to subpoena duces tecum.

Assistant U. S. Attorney John Lally has confirmed b6
he would aut~oriz~ filing comp~a1~ts UDder the Int~rstate b7C

o b7D

or a.,' an
gam 1 ng igure~ t rou hou

.~altimoref~~di~;~~~iii;;i~~~i::~~~~~~=~...,...:%iWiwUilIi.t;.p~~dI~ Nas
r----"'1=~=a:~N~ew~.;J':e~r:;.8~e~-i anof Los Ang.!J.es,,_Cal1f,Qz::ni.a. Ass1:;'1s~t~a~D~t~Ur:-."""'111'-._ .......

Lally i~~ng,cons1deratiPnto prosecution of
~l.iIiliUo.oI.JiI,K-""&UrUjaI "'I" L!!!.!.on Rouge, Louisiana.
t- .........G~r~e~ns~, NQ!:.:~I!. __~~ol.!.J!!, 1 ::land

of-:Miiiii.• ~t!,er complaints w111 ,be =r~.
au or ze aga nst··a ntimblr-of businessmen/under the Fra~
by Wire Statute and against the 'elec~ron{c eng1ne~rs involved
in the manufacture of these devices.

All offices have been alerted to determ~ne the.
Whereabouts of the subjects. Complaints 9ill be ~iled and
warrants issued May 24, 1966, to be executed on May 25, 1966.

Los Angeles Office will coordinate the arrests and

)
consideration is being given to a national press release
by the Bureau.



v

:tOll~XmAft·MIU."iIJrJ., It•.~

•
BEST COpy AVAILABLE

•

.....----
~(;£:£}::?69 & - ~_7

j.J(MAIL ROOld 0 TELETYPE UNIT~ ,-~!, ..~ .. ,

r.~~~tI...,.............
rnM~_"- '"'ii"*-.. _ Yt*."
'7lI1'"~. aM Ute w....ahtJQIa .. ltaWi., ffI~
»1'• ..,..,.~_ ..an.."A1-.tb~.y.......i'~

_ -.fltt4 ....._ • ., ".""'11'£. tkIoq.,.a De~dN

I. AlIII C~ ..

.,~.~4Mi ~}.y..taM~__...

~d·.." •••~__art." .itiail~".~••

.rK~"". ~~.t:"""'''.''vrl''.

tNftt IT,:.- ~~.i.fNM" iAa .......

~~ ., .,. it "." il. dlW,- fte'l1ti.. t1l

.~ fAli ;7*It .. iU·~." ta~ k&fJlI*i,

~A ·r -...;...."~~-

Tolson ~.- 1'_~... ~<:-.;. -_...~~
-- '.

DeLooch __
Mohr__

Wick ..,.lCU,...ftN.....~WU·~u.t~•••,.... or-
Casper .' -.... ..' ;. . J • • •

Collahan __

~~~;ad -TBC:lcm/sl~
Gale__

~:l~~v:n __ (10)
Tavel __
Trotter-__
Tele. Room_
Holmes __
Gandy __
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153, o~o.....- ____

detection of individual calls.

The FBI Director advised that the following individuals

arrested were c~gedwith viQlatiDg the Interstate Transmission of

Wagering Information Statutes and, if convicted, face sentences ranging

up to $10,000 fine and/or two years' imprisOnment.

procedures on long-distance telephone calls. The investigation

determ,ined that the device was used by both gamblers as well as

.b;t..:.h~e;r.ate- individuals attempting to circumvent costs of interstate

calls. In the case of gamblers the instrument alsO prevented the

"blue box, " which instrument was used to circumvent normal billing

Florida.I"--_......1ts a1legedl~"-- _

~ l

..... ....Ia resident 1 .....1
1"--_0.....-1Geor~ ~bas been described a.tt I
1 lGeorgia, area.

Thomas Milton Boyd, 36, married, a resident at 212

Rolling Fork Court, Nashville, Tennessee, and a partner in the operation

~ .....,jl 55, married, a resident ofl...__---II
1~-------,IMarylaJ1d, a~ I
I

1"... .i



. '-, 3.:-

. "

of the Uptown Recreati~n Center; 415 Di~drlck,NashVw.e., :Boyd' ",

is reportedly a well-Jmown gambling figure in Nashville.

., .'
" . ,

'. .-,. .•
: ~ "

.. "

1 ' 1also, known~_~_ ......I·' .'.
, aJ:l~ 135, ,04' , I'
. New-J-e-rs-ey-....I--Js r~~rte<uy employe<I1 _ \:,

I !Ne~ Jersey.

I II!:::::====:::::;------------J .

.....-....,;;"".._~.. I~---~~13e,,-~~ried~ f?flL....- .....,j1
IL....- ILouisiana.

l~ 1o~ INorth Carolina.

I lalso kno~ asl~----;:=::i.-~
-------.~6, ofl ' Ft°rida. J.

I~_---;:=:====;:::-:-:-:r================:::!.....-~
~I==:;-_~,.....JI;O' ·ofl.....__~_~__1

California. I ~s ~mploy'ed asl < Iit> 6 '

1 1caWornta.I -.....Ji7C

,1~_---;::::~~.4~,OfJ~ --"i1

·1......----1 Calif0rn1~·'1 ~~ s~e ~~ I '
I ~-_-------JI

Cr'



- 4 -

bE!
lb7C
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j

r

....
•

I 140r-'~-======----
He is employed~....... ____'

Mr. Hoover adviSed tba.t the following 1ndtviduals were

charged with violatlonsof the Fraud..)3y Wire statutes and, if convicted,
-

face sentences ranging up to $1,000 fine and/or five years'imprisonment:

______.....,jlwho is meotloned above ,as also

being charged with violations Qf the, Intersta~ Transm.1sston of Wagering

Information Statutes..

lalsO known ~1_; 152,
~~---======~~~ ----"~lOr1da. I I~ reported to be

I ~

·I ~ a resident of

I Ical1for~I..... _
I===========~-I

I I .
I~__.....,jland is aiso associated~........._~ I

I I



California.

b6
J!:,7C

••
. . ,

IL.....- I

11.ooo-__pallfornia,

1"- 1who is aiso known aslloooo-oo _

41, o~ ICallfornla. H~ is married

an4~ 1

- 5-

1 ----------

I Ia res~~nt ~I....-_------
I....--;===~I trexas, .an~ ~a1iforD1a.·1 Ferates the

11....-..- 1
CallfOrn1a~'__ ......ITexas.

1.....- ......lapproxtmBtely 55, ofl~--I

I~------ICalifornia. He is marJ'l~and employed asI I

The ~BIDirector advised that the follOwing two

1nd1v1dualswere also arrested and charged in complaints with aiding

.and abetting fraud by wire and, if conv1cted~ face sentenceS ranging

up to $1,000 fine and/or five years'imprisonment.

""'-- 128,~~----I

I I·Cal1fo~nta. He is married and is empIoyedi I



_ A _

•
,. _.~.-

•

today w1.l:l be arraigned before a United states Commjssl()ner as soon

as possible.

131, 01·10....- 1
~-----......I b6

california. He is married and is employed~ Ib7C

...... ....Ilcallforn1a.

Mr. Hoover advised that all of the individuals arrested

,!.
,,;:- "~ \.,..
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".FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE.
MAY 25, 1966

"'.. ' .

"1
.'•

M....IL RoouD -TEI:IET.VPE UNIT 0

.~~iI!". _._",

Georgia, Tennessee, North Carolina, Florida., Texas, California

FBI Agents today d~alt a crlpplmg blow to the users

of electronic devices designed to circUInvent toll charge's on long­

distance telephone calls by the arrest 01 16 individuals in 9 different

states, Attorney General Nicholas deB. Katzenbach announced.

FBI Director J. Edgar Hoover said the arrests

were made on the basis of complaints fUed in Los Angeles,

The complaints allege violations of the Interstate, '" '.~

Transmission of Wagering Information Statute, IIleFraud By t ~ b,. ~b/
'h.d 1}tly-, 'Wire Statute and the akUng and abetting of fraud by wtr~. "'Jl'~

Mr. Hoover advised that the arrests today climaxed an extensive

and deta.tled investigation by F'Bl Agents throughout the United

-- --

aDd New Jersey.

California, by the FBI yesterday charging violations of Federal

Statutes on the part of individuals in New York, Maryland,

..

Tolson StateS. The violations· charge the use of an electronic device
O.LDcch__ ..
Mohr _

~~:~r known as a multtfrequency signal generator or ''blue box, fI which
Collahon__ .
Conrad __
FeU _
Cale _
Ras&n __
SulJJvon __
To••I __
Trocttir __
Tel•. R"","_
~oJmes__
GCltldy __
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1

~s a1leged1~

•

Florida. I

instrument 1s .used to ctrcumyent normal billing procedures on

long-distance telephone calls'. The investigation determined that the

device was used by gamblers as well as other individuals attempt~

to circumvent eosts of interstate caUs.

The FBI Director.~sed that the followUlg Individuals

arl"ested were charged with violating the Interstate Transmission. of

Wagering Information Statutes and, if convicted? face sentences

ranging up to $lQ,ooO fine and/or two 'yeare' impriSonment.

lo000o- ......1· 53" o1l~'. -

Thomas Milton Boyd, 36, married, a re8tderi~ of 212

,Rolling Fork Court, Nashville, Tennessee, and a partner in the operation

of the Uptown Rec;:reation Center; 415 Deaderlck street, NashvUle.

Boyd is reportedly a well-known gambling figure in Nashville.

1,56, married, 8: resident oil I
1r-------====;-:"~yJand, and'I I' -

1 -



•
I I~' a resident oiI...... ~ .....I

I ~Georg1a·1 ltas been described a~~ .....1

I !ceorgia., area.' '
~----------t ~ , ------------t

__---===----11 ~?,. ~ I.
_________.....11 North Carolhla. I lis not ]mown to

be currently employed bU~ --I

1

Ialso kno~ as I 152, of

1r------====~--.:....--I~F1-or-ida-.-;:::1=~118 reported

to bel I
,:::1=:::;---_--II30r--,.....!::ofl=======::L.,

California. I liS employed a~ 1

I ICallfOrnJa·1 I
l-;:::::::=====::::;--~__----JI
I__---;::::========~

.....-_~==:::::::---_=====Ialso known ~ 11.....- _

andll.....-----;:===-1~35, ofl_~. -====1
New Jersey. 1 lis reportedly employed asl 1

...... ~-------........IiNew Jersey.

Mr. Hoover advised tha.t the follow~ individuals were

charged with violations of the Fraud By Wtre Statutes and, if convicted,

face sentences ranging up to $1,000 fine and/or five yea.rs' imprisonment:

- 3 -
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••

California. He 1s employed asI ------------I
II....-·__140• ~~. 1

______________.....ICalliOrnla.

Iwho Is also known asl-------,
r----'-=======~~

41, oiJ ......1Caltfornia. Be is married

andI 1

. .~---.....,;",.-~

.1----1~7, ·atl . r

IcanfOrnJa·I__lis single aD11__~---.....,j

1 .

. .

I 148, a resident of I 1

10.....-_1 Texa""s-,and---;::::I=:::=....~. ~alifornla. I~===:-~-'ra.te-'~~=.==_1
1----- ----1

California, which compan,also has facWttes ~ fTeDS.

I 1am. is also &$socjal ed Wi~

11.-_----11Texas. . > - , - . ----.,-.---------1
I lapproxtmateiy 55, 0111.--_......

1.......----------,ICalifori1ta. Be is married and ~mployed a~ I. ~~c

I'--- ~--------l
1-......-_1 Californta. -'

11.---;136; 011"'-- 1
CalJfornia. Be is employed asI I



•
..... ....Ifno is mentioned above as aiso .

being. charged with viola.tions of the Interstate Transmission of Wagering

r:formatlmi Statutes.
'l'\ - .

The FBI Director advised that the fol1:~ two lndi\'lduais .

were also arrested and eharged·.Pl.complaJnts wiu:. aiding and ~ttlng
. .. ..

fraud by wire a.I¥I, if convicted; face sentences ranging up to $1, 000 .

fine and/or five years' imprlsonmeDt~ .

________~8~ O~-::--:-.__---;:====::::....-
1""-- ICallfo~nia. He is married and is employed. a~ I
I I

California.

~allfOrnia.

Mr~ .Hoov~r ~vi~ tha~..... ....... 1a resident

o~",-- IC~Ornia,I",-- ____

I !was also charged with viola~ons

of the FraUd By.Wire Statutes. 1..... lili· schedUled to surrender to

Federal officials today.

The FBI Director ;lIsa stated that the foUowiDg individuals .

were charged in complaints but have not been taken into custody as ret.
They are being sought by the FBI as fUgItives .

.. 5-
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1:
,.. ", J

- ,,,:,,,' , -' '-,

,.
. ...•':-,' .

- ,J"..,;;'LI J '

... .•
Texas··1

Mr. Hoover adVised that all of the individuals arrested

today will be arraigned before a United states CQmmlssloner as soon

as possible.

/
I ' •

.. 11000.- ----11 i~ ofllooo.-~------
, . )..qliS. reportedly reaidiDg ml l .

I~ .....,jl also knQWl1 ~"",--__~I :
J_---..j136, ofI rzorlda.
1 ~ reportedl~

I~----;:::====::::;--'I.0" 1....- 136, married, 110- 1'

=::======~OUiS1ana .

1I000o- _

l~=------;::::============================~I'
1 1Florida. I""--- ~----.....,jl

1

.I l
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CA1.LS UNQUOTE.

ISHOULD RtAD QUOTE

I

Cjt BU!t£AU OF ffMmGAnott
u. s. OEPARTMOO OF JIISTICE

- COMMUNICATIONS SECTI()N
MAY 251966

TELE"t.YeE

NEW ORLEANS lEW YORK

..,

NEWARK

fiBI WASH DC

1030AM URGENT 5-2'-66 LRA

TO ATLANTA BALTIMORE CHARLOTTE, DALLAS LOS ANGELES MEMPHIS ~IAMI

ALSO PREVENTED THE DITECTION OF INDIVIDUAL

DESCRIPTIVE DATACOICERNIIG SUBJEC~
1==:::::::!..-----t

IFlnY-THREE OF ~

FBi - CONSPIRACY.

_____________________~I AKA, £T ALI lIAR - GAMBLING, ITlfP.

REBUTEL FIVE TWENTY-FOUR WHICH SET FORTH PROPOSED PRESS

.RnEASE I" J NSTANT JlATTIR. ALL OFFICES ARE ADVJSED OF mE

FOLLO~lNG CHANGES TO BE MADE IN PRESS RELEASEI

PARAGRAPH TWO. LAST LINE SHOULD ,READ QUOTE NORTH

CAR9LINA~ TIXAS AND lEW YORK UNQUOTE •. PARAGRAPH THREE

,DEL.ETE LAST LI NE QUOTE I N THE CAS! OF GAMBL'ERS AID I·NSTRUMENT



tND PAGE TWO

J I

!be
b7C

•

lIS ALLEGEDLY J

•

In.ORIDA. I

PAGE TWO

1o.....- luNwOTE.

ISHOULD READ QUOTE

lFlnY-TVO OF 1.....----
DESCRIPTIVE DATA CONCERNlNG sUBJEcrl

I IALSO KNOWN AS 1

1.... ~ ...l.......;FL~O,;,;,;;RI~DA~·;..LI I....lS _

REPORtEDLYI

~ lUNQUOTE.BUSINESS ADDRESS OF SUBJECT BOYD SHOULD BE

QUOTE FOUR ONE FIVE DEADERICK STREET, NASHVILLE UNQUOTE.

DESCRIPTIVE DATA CONCERNING SUBJEC SHOULD READ QUOTE

I IALSO KNOWN AS QUOTE I IUNQUOTE
~==:;-----I I THIRTY-SIX, OF

I
1=,========;,'.n-OR-ID......A-.;::,======~I

I
~Fl..-OR-ID-ArJ....=_=_=_=~I-IS-R-EP-O-R-T[-D-T-O-B-E;:::I~=_=_=_=_=_=:_=_=_=_=_=_=_=~~~~~~~I-

I lUNQUOTE. RESIDENCE ADDRESS ·OF SUBJECT
1.... 1SHOULD READ QUOTEII- """';:::::===:::;- I

CALIFORNIA· UNQUOTE. FOLLOWING SUBJECT I IINSERT THE AGE



OF FORTY-tIGHT~ IBUSINESS ADDRESS SHOULD READ QUOTE

I FAll FORIIA UNQUOTE.

LAST LINE OF DESCRIPTIVE DATA CONCERNING SUBJECTI IQUOTE

AT THEPRISENT TIME AND WILL BE TAKtN liTO CUSTOD~I ~NQUOTE SHOULD BE "DELtT.ED. 1-. ....1

ANY ADDITIONAL'CHANGIS NECESSITATED At lIKE'OF ARREST

WILL BE FURNISHED TO OFFICES TELEPHONICALLY PRIOR to ISSUANCE OF

RtLEASE~

END

,~ --

PAGE ntHE[

ct•••8SH

FBI CHARLT

AT •••JEL

FBI AnANTA
"E•••SCF

FBI MEMPHIS

DISC

• •
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I,...0 I N ijR~E$S-.. ..... -. -
ALL OF'F" I Ce:s AA E

~OCALLY . ~'(.:, ~~~ !~~S'
""..." - .......

..... " ,... - :':

!r--it

... _.'
'"

. , ..~ ~ .

- . -. - ...

KENNETH BUBIS.·~~ £T ALJ I TAR; - GAMBLING' JTWR'J
• & r· ~ •.,' -

. - .. . .. - ....

MIAMI J' NEWARK
'. _. "J

~ROr ~!R~~TqR~
I

i
ALV;IN

. .
T4 A11.ANTA BAL T.IMORE ~HARJ,.OTrT£ OALLAS' LO~t ANGELES' MEM~HIS

. ~ .' . --, " ....... - :-... .- . ' -, ~.. 'I:'.} - • . • - ,,:. ' ~ ~ .. - -" -

~BW - CONSPIRACY•. - ~ o.

r THERE FOl.LOWS

FElQAt mEA" Of 'JM~TION
U. S. DfPAIUMEIH Of JusrlC(

COMMUNICATIONS SECTION
.MAY.24196&

.TEL.lETYe£

A .p'~oPOse:oJ PRES~. RELEASE WHICH I W,Jl.L MAKE
- . - - -~ -. - .,;-'

IN WASHINGTON.D. C•• IN~CbNNECTION WITH INSf:ANrMA~~£R~ .RELEASE
.. ..• .. ~ .... .....~ ..: .•~ -: I -.. - -.... ~,. . . &

W~LL ~E S~~~~l. TO M!N~R<~~~~~S NE~~S$~T~l'~D ~T' T-!M~ ~~- -I\t
• ~. • "t ~

ARRESzrS. NO RELEASE-Is. TO .BE~MADE BY ANY,OFFICE LfNTIL ~~£CIF"- .

.. . -
EXECUTION OF" SEARCH WARRANTS·:MAY BE ISSUED

• ... " -. - - ":". ' ••~~,. •• -,/ • ~ .... ,...... _ ••• &

INVOLVED. CONi' THE '~EMAAK~ to NEW MEDIA 1,0
_.. • • - ... _. - _.. ..,: _... .. ,. I -: • _

RE1.E.AS£ AND EXECUTION: OF .·SEARCH WARRANT,S.- . ,'.. - ~ /:.. . ".' . - -. -'. . -

..
I'CALLVINSlfR.UCT[P' TO 00' so BY, l:IiE B~£A~'. tliE BUREAU

" . ..'.;' - - .- _.. -.' ..
CATlENTION ~£CI~_.IN\i£~~iG~f.i~DI~I~iaN) 1$ to BE ~EL£~HONICALLV'
~.. . _ _ '. . .. __ • ~ ..... ·.a ... ~., _ ~ _.__ .... '"' ....... _ _ ..... _ _ _ _ _,.. .... -. . .., ..

NOT-IJi~ lEO LPON COMP1.ETION- ,oF :'MAJOR!! Pt-. ARRESTS B~. V;MIOUS Cf'F'ICES.

~~ ~;~·~Ei.A~·A~~~.S'~~~-~~~_~~o;·~.·~R·€$.i~ ;.~. 11'-~,~~~ ~o~· ~~~- .'
• ... ... • - -' • •• -. .- _ - _ - & :., "l" • - ...... - • - .. • ,,_ _ •

. p.. . . .

NOT,~~ ~~~ T~ ~~~~T~;~~~ S~~~gT~~; !~~ ~q~~~N1N~

;,_ ..--" ..,

~dm:~K·.
I - ..,~ } ,,- . :

rz:~! ilw~~~ o~ .
J 5 IPM URGENT·. 5- 2~-6'6': SXC



FBI AG£NTS TODAY ~~T'I!- ~R~Pf\L!N~ ~l.~W T~ lJ;:l~ US~RS
.:.;

OF EL.ECTRONIC DntIC£S O·ESIGNEO·.:.-TO CIRCUm,FoNT TOLL CHARGES ON LONG-

DISTANCE T£L.£P~ONE CAL~~ ~:r·i~·~·~~~~si·<F ~20 INDIV:IOUALS IN 9 D!FFER,ENT'
- .' ... ~ -:-"...,. - '.. . ." :- -' _. _. -... - ..

STATES" ATTORNEY G£N£~AJ.. Hl'qHOL,AS DEB.·. KATZ~NBAC_H ~t\tJOUNC£D.
• ... _. _ - - • J. ::.-. - _ _ .' • •• • . • • - _ -. _ _ _ • _ ~, ".

FBI OIREC1ORj~£DGAR HOOVER SAID THE ARRESTS
• - - ': - - .... -.. .... i .~':'.. .• .... .. - ..... • _. • ".

WERE M~DE ~N THE f!I~$! s O~:,~~0t'4PLAINTS F'Il..£D !N L.OS. ANGELES"
- '.:.,.'; - .

{•
"T' -'-'

•
. '

DATA REGARDING SUBJECTS. IS: ACCURATE. P,ROMRTLY'ADV~SE THE
. . .;" . ...... - ..- - ._;~. - .

..
PAGf twO

TO ~~Me:DIAT£1. Y REVI &:W .~R~~S: ~~.EASE: TQ ~NS~R~ D~'~'!P..T:!V~

CPLIFORNIA" BY THE FBI YESTERDAY CKARGING V,IOLATIONS OF FEDERAL
- •• • .~:::. "J, - '. - .... •••-. - •

S.TATUTES ON THE PARi r:F ,lNOJV,IDUALS IN FLORJDA_ MAR·YLAND"
~ .. ;.~ .. ~ . -. .' . .

-r •• ~ ... _

GEORGIA. TENNESSEE" NEW~JER$EY, CALlrORNIA" LOUISIANA"
, . _.. . '. . . .J;, • ~:.;;•. _ .., _ _ _ _ _ ._ ••

NOR1H CAROLINA AND .·TEXAS.J .... . ... . . . - ~ ...

~UR£AU T~L~P~N!~~~.Y ,.?~ .. ~~Y NECES~~'Y~~~~~~.. THE }~ftF;$S

RaEASE 1St AS f1'oi.L.OWS~I:-'-' ,~~
- ~.i' . .-

-
T~E ~9MP1.~~~TS ~"LEGE Vi~~L~T!~NS err THE INTERSTATo£

. .".'

T.RANSMISSJON OF' WAG~ING ·j!'*"ORMATJGN STATlll'E.. THE FRAUD BY
- " . ='" =: - j?:" " .".

WIRE STATUTE ANO'THE~AIOIN~ AND ABETTING Op ;RAUD BY· WIRE.
.... • -- ~ • .• ~ •• -: . .......-.J(. • • • - ...

MR. HOOVER ADVISED THAT, THE ARRESTS TODAY CLIMAX£D AN EX~ENSJVE
'. •• - " ... • .... - '_'" .•;:.,. • •• ' ... - • I • • .". _.- ..,. .- ". .

AND DETAILED INVESTIGATION 8.Y~ Jl'BI AGENT.S-, THROUGHOUT, THE UNIT.ED-,,--.- - - ...."... --.... -



UN!I~D ST~T~S.•.

H~B£RT JtAurM~#. 55. MAR.RIED. A RESIDENT. 0' 36 00

'0

OP~ATOR 01'

••i .1\

-=!' "f
BECKLEY 1St A1.L-EGEDLY~~ONE OF tHE ~AJO~ BOOKMAKERS IN THE- ~ -. .- - . ':",,::.", - -. - - . .. '.'

-
TH£ VIOLATIONS.. CHARGED THE USE OF' AN ELECTRONIC DEVICESTA ,[Sa

~.

PAG THREE

."

. . . "-..,. . . ...
AttEMP,'f.~N~ TO ~~R~~V'~J: ~~SJ~~ ~ 1 ~NTERS:r':'TE ~~L.S. IN T~E CASE

. . . ........ ~

OF" GAMBLERS, THE INSTRUMENT.. ALSO PREVENT~ THE DETECtION Oil':
.' ~ • . . _ ...'"'" .i. "1'.' .,t:. .

"ID~V'IDUAI. CAl.L'S'; . " .;c"' .

THE F"BI DIRECTOR AD\llSED THAT THE FOL.LOWING
-- ,"11- ,.'>' . - ...

!N~!V,!~U~S ~R~ST[D' W~~ S~~ED W!Ttt ~!~L~T!N~ T~,E !NT£RSrAf.E
. . ,;. . :r "', ~ .

TRANSMISSION OF" WAGERIN.G-. INJi'()R~ATION S'FATUTES ANO. IF CON\rxCHD.. ... .... . .. ...,' .... .' '. . '.. . , '......;;. . . .

~ _ 6 • ..... #~.,: -'. .;:;".. ..

KI«lWM AS A MULTIF'RE'UEN.CY', SIGNAL GENERATOR OR "BLUE BO~."
. . ~. . .... '.7' .... - -;...;4. - -' - - ~ ~ . .

WHICH INSTRUMENT ISj USE!) TO ~I.R-cUMV,~NT NORMAL BILLING PROCEDURES- .... - - - - .- .. - "" - - ".. - - .... - - '. .
.... : ........... .~: & • •

ON LONG-DISTANCE T&:l.£PHONE: ,C~LS. THE I~~STIGATI0N OET'ERMINED
. . - &. . -. . ~. ~ -:.•,"""-'._:- .• . ~. '. ~. ..... - '. .. ..

THAT.. THE DEV·IeE WAS USED8Y ~8LER.S': AS WELL AS OTH~ INDI~IOUALS
• - - _. -:-.. 0' ... ";".... • _ • _.. •

.., .. "I......... :".' - .," .

LABYRINTH ROAD. SAL Tl"MORE. MAA~AND. ~O T~E OWNER ~ND
- - -=. ,t" . _::~. . ..

KAlFMAN REAL.TV. 161,5. WEST NORTH ~V:ENUL SAL.TIHOR~.
,:.;.. .... ;,; ..; - - _..

• _;JII" """7

J '
.J-' . ~ ,"

FACE SENTENCES RANG~NG' UP,,"!O SlO-!OOO FINE AND lOR T-1ID Y~S·
- • - - - - - ~~. ~t;' -. • . - _. _.... . -. - • • ... _.. ...

. ' • .-.i

IMPRISONMENT. ~

4 J - Gl~B£RT.l.E~ B~.Q.KLEY·~ 53. '(7 ARI!ARTMENT 7B WEST, Bl.AIR
....... "- .-- -,-- .... -' _.-

• • ~.f! • .;'".

HOUSE APART"'ENTS'~91,00 BAY DRI\le:. BAY HARBOR' ISLANDS# MIAMI BEACR#• __ • - ...... ... ~"-_. "' .•• _, ... ~ 0,-.

FL.ORIDA.



•,.
lJ..

GERALD HAY- KiL.GORE# 30r.tF: 7511 zaZAR AVENUE. RES£DA.CALIIi"-
• """- .' .::.. _ ,J • :-.,...~'" ..:.. ~ • • ~ _

KIl.GORE !S EMPl.OY~D AS. ~EPUBl.ISH[R O~ ~ .•" ~~: SPORTS JOLHNAL

t.
1.. ~. ,

"

;.

. -
PAG F~UR

"j .. - .

JOHN OW~N TYL~~ ~(Y':"'':' R~S~DENT ~~, r~E HAMPSHIRE ~()US£~

CONYE;RS. GEOR-GIA. 'T"YLe:R->HAS··:~'EEN DESCRIBED AS A MAJOR ~BLERi. ~N
~ .. :.. :~~ .,.-".J - :;;C'. -' -
THE An..ANTA~ GEORGI'A. AREA.

~ - . - .' -....:"- .... - .

~J;# !~~~? S~T~ l1<?N!~~" ~LV~,•.-;:L~S. ~N~~~S. ~~!F~RN!~._ t.~£ J. K. -~P.OR~S
.' , ~. ~,.... ".

JOURNAl. 1St D£SCIUBED AS ..A PUBl;ICATIGN WHICH P.ROVID£S I Ni" ORMATION
.. ' ... ... . - .- - ~ ... ; " .. j ;'~"::?J~;' - .;.J " ;...... - .. . .. ".... . .. - .

CONC~RNING.:~!"ATIONWID£ SPOR:rlN~ EVrENTS.
... - - .- • • • • .... _. - - - _0 0 •

I. I

ORNIA.

.~. ....: ., .

R01.LING Ii"QRK CO~T. NASHVILL,E~ TE;N"ESSE~ AND A ,PARTNER IN THE OJol,ERAIION
• ....... • - • • - ...- ,...;-. ....,: •. - . o/-- • • - -. .. • ....

. .'-,. .f'

O~ THE UPT~WN R~~R~T!~N ~~T~_ '""~!~ ~!~RICH STR~~"~ N~S~!LLE. BOYJ>

IS( REPORT£Dl.Y A WEl.l.-KNO,WN ~GAHBl.ING F'tGURE IN NASHlJ.:Il.L~.·J- ... '. ." ~ ... -," ;.,:' .. -..... . -~.' - ..
. ..'!. • ...'V • •

FRANCESCO SASATO-.;D£ NIGRIS. Al.SO KNOWN AS r:'RANK D&:E
. . ... -:. ----' --'" ........ . ....j~,,;-: - - ~. . ..... '. . .. . .. .

AND FRANK' Dl NIGRI'S~' 3~.. · OF. ~~3 COl.UMBIA Av..ENUE. CLIFFSIOE p!\RK..
... - - - .- -~. . ... ""-;.-' - -'. - -. ... . - ~ .. -

NEW JERSEY·. D~ N!~!S~·!S~"~~~OR;r~D1.Y EMPLOYED AS. A MUS!~~J:\N ~~.
~ • ;:. ,' ..>r

Ti~~.~J:\S!N9~!~~r~~~~~~~ '~~RS~Y ~!rY~ NEW J~S£Y·.
... .. ... . . - . -

ALV·IH KENN£1H._,9USIS....:,; 3<4, (F 8<401 WEST SUNSET BOULEVARD"
, ~ ." •,. ~ - . _.. ..,.4 .. - ..~. ••.,,- .'.,.. - ,. • ,"

LOS ANGELES. CA1.1F'OiNIA~ ";-BW3'IS_'IS SINGLE AND HAS BEEN Sn.r-Dl,,-OYED

IN 111£ MUS1~ ~~~~SHl~~~"F'i~~:M~'~ MO~I~N"P'~CT~~ P~~~Ot'ION~"UNDER -
... _ :.a.-. ::'~ .'. - w ; ..:- ;~. : '"". - - • - - ~ - •

TJiE NAMES! OF AI. BUB'IS~ PRODUCTIONS AND BUBIS ENTERPRISES.
• ..'- . - •. _." .. 1 - -_.- • _. - - " ...



•

_._- --- - - - .~ ,-",..

...

IS0NMENTs- --1M

PAG FIVE
- .

~U~~N~ ~NT~C?NY:fNC?L~~~; ~:'
- ..> ,. ~;;J'-' :r

NEWORJ.,EANS. LOUISIANA. -
'f - -.' .. ,

J ~,
HENRY ~)I~~ . ....~M~N~ SO. (y;: R'.F" • D. '5~ ~C?Xt 856.

~ . - ..~ .-: ..... ~.. ..- .. ~ .. . ..

WIJ..COX ROAD. GREE:NBO~ .• NQR.~ ~AR«?LINA. LO~N!S NOT KMlWN 10
... ..' .. . ,1 w'."!'!'"

8E CURREN11.Y El4PLO'fm BUT F"ORMERLY OP.£RATED THE GRIDIRON ~ILL IN
.... . -.a,..- - .'~- ....", ..... ,.,." ~

GRE1NSBORO. . . ....;.'

NORMAN LOUt S, ROSENtHAL. ALSO KNOWN AS , RANK "LD"'FJf!" ROS£~.. . > .-; ~. -;/ - -,-
36" OF 21.23' M)RTH£AST 122ND::'SlREET, MIAMI, FLORIDA. ROSENf.HAJ..

•• .:..:. .... .. . -. - • • .. .:. - • ~ - .- «. -:",,' ".. - • • ... -". • ... - '.

I $I REPORT-EOL '( AWEL.L.KNO~WN•.HANDl~~PP.E:R AND SRORTS CONSl,L TANT' AND HAS- - - . . - .... _." "~:;'.'~".,' -'.:...-;;' '. ... ... . .,

BEEN ASSOCIATED WITK T-HE ~~1'l:PLE..; SP.ORTS 'NEWS SmV·'ICE•. 1090 NORTHEASt:
· _. . .. _. ... - - -. ~ ~.? - -? - . - , . - . ,. : - ' ... , .
79TH STREET. MIAMI" 'LORIDA~, ·TijIS- NEWS SERV;lC£ HAS PROVIDED SPOR1!S
• •• _ • _ ~ ... " _. ' ~ .. - .... _. ..A _ .... ,- _. _

" of.~ -tf

INFORMATION INCLUDING~HANDJ~~'PIN~~FGR .PROFESSIONAL BASEBALL" BASKE?,BAL~'- '" ..... _.. . - . ~ ~ . ~.....~~~""\ . - .~ " " , , .. -,' _. ... . ... - .... ., .

FOOTBALL•. KQCK£~ AND .C(}LLEGE,BASK£TBAL.L AND P"QOTBALL.
· .. -. . ~~, ... ~ - :~ .;'.-~ ~ ... -.-.... . . . ~ -', . . .' .. . . .

SAM SOl.OMON.. GREEN.., ALSO KNOWN AS STANLEY' GREEN. ~2.
. -,' ..,' - :-.:' '....;. .. ~?'. ... ," .', .' ,- - .. .

OF", 7851"NORTH£AS.T TENTH·COl1R~T. MIAHJ. FLORIDA. GREEN IS REI2ORT'EO T.O BE
. .' '. - ... ~, . . - .... -, ..... ,,~ -: .~-. ' - '. -,: . '," - _... ..

THE PRESIDENT OF MULTl.P-I;£ SPORTS NE\lS SERVICE IN MIAMI.- _.. ..; - :,)!!.,. - .. - _. - - ~ - -... . .. .
MR. HOOVER ~VIS£I);'!THAT THE FOLLOWING INDIV~IDUAl.S WERE

•• -.. - - • 1! - _."' 'R. - - _. . _ - - - ,_.... •
:., ~ - - -

CHARGEDWlrH VIOLATIONS or. THE F"R~~ BY WIRE SlATUTES AND. ~, CONVICTED•.- - ...... ~ - .. '... . ~~ , .~;,.. ... . _. . .. _. - .. .
f'ACE SENTENCES, RANGING UP· ~ro St,. 000 F" tNE AND/OR-' IVe YEARS'- .



. '.

. .~." - .
TECO WHEEl. BALANCINoG' COMP..ANV.. 1005 AR,BOR, ViI.TAE INGLEWOOD._. . .. - ,. - ..... - . ,,- - _. .. ..." _. - ,.

.. ,-

.~

j
'1

.!
.,

SIX

B~fERL.Y HILLS... CALIFORNIA.;; MAHAN'llS SINGLE AND IS PRESIDENT'i OF' AERO
.. _.- - - . _. _.. ,..- .. - :: -': -: ';'.: r-:- - - - - . '.
METHODS ENGINEERING C9RPORAJION.. 8912 WEST'OLYMP.IC BOUL~D ..

•• • - _ _ _ _ ~ _ .- /1.. • ;p. .._ ,. _.._... ~ _ _ _.. _. _. .
l.OS ANGELES# AND IS, ALSO ASSOCIATED WITH AERO TIC" lNCORP.ORA1~E['". - - _.. . ... ..~ ...' ~ ...._.. '.- ... - ~.. ..

DALIrAS. TEXAS.' "~.

. I' ~AY'~F-MAH" 40~'·~,OF ~~2 SQVTH MARLPOSA. BURBANK.. . - ,. " '.' . .-. ',;/ . . - - . _. , .

~J:lL!':<?RNIA. HE!S EMPJ.~V~,...~S THE MANAGER Oli" THE KAHR, ~~!NG
• . . . , . ..-'t'" "

CORPORATION" 391·0NQ~TK SAN FERNANDO ROAD.· BURBANK.- . ~.~ _... . ~ - . ,- . . . ,. .. . - . ~.

'~ .
..k)SEPH SOLDI~... 36~,-"OF 46 12 SHARYNNE l.ANE. TORRANCE •. , .. ", .. ~. - ._.. , -. -, . . - '

.~. • .....f"" .

CALIFORNIA. HE IS EMPLOYED ·,AS A SALESMAN BY ESCOA CORP.ORA'HON" '- .i: ... -_';:rfJ . . - - _.. _0 ..

-
GERALD HAY ~KIL.GOR·E AND ALV,lN KENNETH BUBIS WHO ARE

, _.~:", _. 0-" ,I,· , .
• • 4~ • • •

MENTJONED ABOV £ ASI Al.:SO BEING. CHARGED WITH Y;10LATIONS OF' Y.HE INTERoTATE
• .... ..., - .. -~. •• _. • ~ - ,&, • - ~

- ....,0 o,."'!"

TRANSMISSI~N OF,~AG£RING INFORMATION STATUTES.
• .. _...r ~. ,.';'.' - " -, _ " • _ ,... ,. • •

DR•. MILTON H.• BIRNBAlJl'b {If .0.. A RESIDENT.· OF
... ~ ~.' .' (.. _ _ ". • ... r.' r . - _. _. • • r

• '- - ' -J' ' '. •

8462 SUNSET~ BOULEVARD.. LOS:, ANG£L-tS.. CALIFORNIA,· W,ITH MEDICAL OFF' ICES_ .... . _ . . . .' <.. .. , OJ •• _ _ . _ _ .

. ': .~./ ,_.~

~T-li237 N9RT~ L~ ~R~~~'LOS .~GELES.

HARoLD "BUZU MAHAN, 47.. rF 9405 SIERRA MAR ~AC[._. . __ -~ .;_·.~;t .-0" _ .... _ ......

15519 SOUTH CRENSHAW.:BOULEUAAD. GARDENA.. CALIFORN IA.
__ . _." ::..._ ~: .'. ;_. J..--;,.;:' _ _" ." .... .. .. _.. ~. .' _: '_"

VIRGIL SALATH~E1...A~RESIDENTOFSOS5 WALNUt; HILL LANE.- _... .. ..-:~ ..... - .. ". ".;' - -. - ... .. - ... - ...
• ' J

DALl.AS, TEXAS.. ~Dl.t?Sl ~~~S~.~~~~~RNIA. SAL~T~!~ ~P.ERA~ T,H£

,- ."
CALIFORNIA. WHICK COMPANY ALSO HAS F"ACILITIES: IN DALLAS. 'P,DCAS.
_.. _.. - ... ,.' - ~ : ..; .; .,,: . . - - - _.- - . .



•

~' 1"" ~

~~'.'~R F !V.~ Y~RS~ ~M~·!SONM~NT .•.
• ~o('" _

DAVID KIES. 2S" OF'B629 FORrY-FIFTH
.. -....e- .' :.. . .: ...~ ..~. _. ,~ • _. _
-', ....

CARL, LQ\I~~~~~~~~NT~ ~PROXilMATELY, 55. ~F 9336
, , .

SEPULVEDA" C~~pORN,I'~. Ht IS MARRIED AND EMP.LOY£D AS A
- " .'.. ~J/' , •

OF ENGINEERS AT ,T~t·ESCPA,CORp'oRATIO~. 15~19 SOU?,H C~£NSHAW_
., - ._' .. - . -- -,-'.;:1 -, ,. -., - .. " . -' -.,

SEVENPAG
."f

MANAG.~R

UP, TO Sl"OOO.p.lNE
... .J_., ~.... _

AND IS

WAL.L:AC£

,~ . .

?~~.~~ ~SPL~ND~~0R~D~~B9 ~~~~~ ~AL~~~RN!~~ HE IS MARRIED
• • - • ~ • :::-: I

SELF;,,-:EMPLOY~D ~'~ ~ R~~~L~N~~ £N~!N~~ .•.
.- ':' " .

THE p 81 DIRECTOR Aov;tSED 'FHAT THE: FOLLOWl NG TWO
_. - ..... - ,! - - - .....~.. .. '. ....

...:1 • •

INDIVIDUALS WERE: Al.SO ARR,ESTEO ~p CHARGED IN COM~AINT-S WI'F:H AIDING
- '.... ~ ..,.. ~. f' ~·i·· ..~~ . ..' - . -. - . - "'... ...

AND A9EnING FRAUD BY WIRE AND".:»' CONVICTED" FACE SENT,ENCES RANGING. . . - - - ,.~ ... .. ' .- . ;"'~'. ... - -.' - .

. -i~ . .
THE FSI DIRECTOR Al;oSO STATED THAT.l WILLIAM RAY~ DA~IS". - ........ .- ...~ .~ .,. . .. - ... .' - ~.. "

GARDENA. CALIFORNIA•... f- " _. -... '" , :. .
\' ROBERT PEl.L~~!~R~-;~~ !S ~So K~WN AS AR·THUR ~L~E~

RIVERSIDE. CALIFORNIA•. H~ "IS ~AARIED AND IS EMP,LOYcED AS tHE: ACT·ING
.. _ _'. .... •• ~ .... '_.. ,_. _ •• • • _ _ • _ • _ _ r ~ _ _

~.~'~. . ~

SuPERVISOR OF A STEAM PLANT AT THE·UNIV~SIT¥" OF CALIFORNIA IN RIVERSIDE
~' .~. .' .. ~",.: - -

37., OF 6S~~ 8RIARHAV:£N; DALLAS. TEXAS" WAS' ALSO CHARG£~' flN A
- .• •• .... ~ - - . . '-J r ~. ", ~

L£MONA.

C?~r~RN!~.•.
. LARRY L. SIMMS" 31.~or· 4455 RISING,HILL ·ROAD. ALtADENA".. - - ~. . - -- - ...

CALIFORNIA. HE IS ~ARRl£D.-Ai.i~ I·£f. DtP1..0y'£D AS AN ELECTRONICS ENGINEER
. ~ .' '- - :.,... .~:.;.i - . . .

A'n.THE JE.T PR~PULS!ON L.~9RATORY !N PAS~~N~" ~~~~~NJA.



.;

'il

~ ..." ... . . ...
1l0DAY WI1.L· BE ARRAIGNED BEFOR-e:·A UNIT~. S'T~~ COJltolJlS'SIONER AS SOON

. ~'J-'''' - .• -." .'.

I
PAGE tIGHT"

_.

~~~~!NT, WITH V-~~L~T!N~ THE F.RAUD ~~ W·!~~ Si~T'lff~._ DAV!lS IS

REPORTEDLY .RESIDING IN LONCON. ENGLAND.... r _.- - - .,~. _ .
• J - • •

MR. ~~~V'~ ~~!S~, :f~T ~L or TiHE ~NDIVIDU~S AARES'P,!:O
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FEDEIAL SUAtWOF llMS!'lATml
U. S. DfPAI1TrltIIff 9f JID"Clt

COMMUNlCAnoNa KellON
MAY 241966

T~

•I

MAKI
CRIME RECORDS )

I
DALLAS, MEMPHIS,

I

I
J

I
I

\

IT"I; FBw-1 CONSPIRACY.

RE LOS ANGELES TEL l'lAY TWENTY LAST.

FBI LOS ANG•

b6
to7C
1b7D

nus REVI EW AlSA JOHN LALLY WILL AUTHORIZE I~Wl COfllPLAI NT I
AND WARRANT MY T\1IEtnV (OUR NEXT 10 BE EXEcutED MAY lWEtiiTY ~

FI Vi: NEXT rOR I '> INO~TH CAR01.1 NA. J/U

I I 8~~~~~/~
ADDITIONALLY TEXAS FOR rBW AND

I ~ND I :1 FLDRIDA, F~~;:-=
" ','5 JUN 3 1906

:~a:u:I~~rOVIDE i::;::I::U::R,OR SfARCH RESIDEUr_ _, /
I N ADDITION, I NFORMA TIbi~REC'!ivED FROI'J bALLAS Tlfi~ fvfl

END PAGE ONE _.; , i~" ,\ J \

511 JUN 8196Sq!\ : "\

...... 1A~A. ET AL.

..-

-J
FBI WASH

·"c11111' URGENT '-23-66L-

DI RECTOR <166-1765) ( ATTN.

ATLANTA, BALTl~ORE, CHARLOTTE,

PlIAPlI, NEWARK, AND NEW ORLEANS

fROMs LOS ANGElES ( 166-462)
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In.:;
b7C
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.j•

WILL BE ARRESTED FOR AIDING

•
PAG£ TWO

'-- .... ND

m TE TO £FFEeTI ~o BE ARREST.ED FOR FBW

CURR EN tLY RES 1 Dl NGI It £)CAS.

CHARLOttE AND DALLAS SUTEL TKUfI1BNAILS FORI...... ___

ANDI Ito BUR EA U AlTEN!! 0 N CRIPIE RECORDS.

AND ABETTING FBW.

FOR THE I NFO OF' ALL OFFICES, THE BUREAU DESIRES

tHAT FOLLOW! NG EACH ARREST ON' MAY" TWENTY FIVE NEXT THE

BUREAU BE NOTIFIED TELEPHONICALLY At CRIPIE RECORDS.

ALL OFFICES WILL MAK E ARRESTS' AT SEVEN A.M. PACIFIC

~YLI GHT TIP1[ MAY TWENTY FI VE NEXT.

END PAGE TWO



.,

be
b7C

••
PAGE THREE

FOR I NFORMA T1 Off ATLANt~. AUSA LALLY DOES NOT HAVE

SUFFICIENT INFO TO PROVIDE PROBABLE CAUSE FOR SEARCHI~ ~

...... ---IIGEORGIA BECAUSE CALLS MDE T~ IWERE

IN DB: D1BERLAST.

ON MAY TV£N·TY FOUR NEXT AUTHORIZ ED COtlJPLAll1TS WILL

BE FILED BEFORE USC RUSSELL R. HERMAN AT lOS ANGELES,

CALIFORNIA 'CHARGING VIOLATlON OF TI11.E EIGHTEEN SECTION

ONE ZERO EIGHT FOUR, U.S. CODE, 1 NTERSTAT[ TRANSPORTATION

OF WAGERING INFORMATION THAT ON OR ABOUT THE F01.LOWING

DATE tHE FOLLOWING INDIVIDUALS DID RECEIVE A TELEPHONE: CALL

m01ll1 IAT CALIFORNIA IN WICHB ETS

AND WAGmS
r-------"""""""I

OBTAINED. NlY THREE LAST AT

___-;:I:....G...:EO~RG:..;IA. DECE"BER,~ THREE

LAST AT FLORIDA. I ~
'---;:::::::==:::::::;'-----.=:::!...._-~

TWENTY TWO LAST 'TI INEW J£RSEV.I...... ---I

----""""""DECEMBER TW~ THREE LAST ATI II'IARYLAND•

..... ---11 DECEl'IIl~TYUST ATI I
LOUISIANA. THOJIIAS MILTON BOYD DECEM R TWENTY THREE 1.AST

NASHVILLE, TENNESSEE. DECEMBER TWENTY THRiE

LAST All INORTH CAR01.INA CHARGED WITH SETTLE"EMT

. OF BETS AND WAGERS ONLY.

00 PAGE THREE

-~._.



WIRE FACILI TY.

END PA BE FOUR

BLANK DID AID AND ABET lit THE PRODUCTION OF AN

ELECTRONIC ·DEVICE KNOWN AS A fWIULTI- FREQUENCY SIGNAL GENERATOR

DlPLOY ED 'I N fllAKI NG INTERSTATE TELEPHONE CALLS TO CIRCU[IIVENT

THE NORMAL BILLING PROCEDImES O;~~---------....I~
...... .....11 PAREH AND OR -------------

ENPAREN PLUS PERPETRATING A FRAUD BY USE OF AN INTERSTAtE

lL6
b7C
b7D

-•

PAGE FOUR

A WARRANT CHARGI N~ IWITH THE ABOVE

VIOLATION FOR CALLS MADE ON DECEMBER TWENTY THREE LAST AT

LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA TO MIAMI, FLORIDA OF BETS AND

WAGmS WILL ALSO BE AUTHORIZED.

FOLLOWING IS THE GENERAL LANGUAGE BEING USED IN

FeW OOl'!PLAI NTS s

BLANK DID KNOWINGLY EMPLOY AN ELECTRONIC DEVICE

KNOWN AS A MULTI-FREQUENCY SIGNAL GE~ERATOR IN MAKING

INTERSTATE TELEPHONE CALlS TO CIRCU(fJVENT THE NORMAL Bl1J.ING

PROCEDURES OF I...... .....,j

'DfUS PERPETRATI NG A FRAUD BY THE USE OF f\N I NTERSTATE WIRE

FACILI TV.

THE GENERAL LANGUAGE FOR THE AIDING AND ABETTING COMPL.AINTS:



ON OR ABOUT MAY MINErUN LASTI IAT

~ FLORIDA DID RECEIVE A TELEPHONE CALL OR. CALLS PLACED

B~ IATI ICAUFORNIA \1HICH

lRANSMI TTED I N I NTERSTATE COMMERCE BETTl NG AND WAGERI HG

1 NFORMA T1 ON.

~ ION OR ABOUT MAY NINETEEN LAST

DID KNOWINGLY EMPLOY AN aEr;TRONIC DEVICE KNOWN AS A

MULTI FREQUENCY SIGNAL GENERATOR IN MAKING INTEBSTATE

TELEPHONE CALLS TO CIRCUMVENT THE NOR~AL BILLING

PROCEDURES OF I IAND ALS 0 D10

END PAGE '1 VE

!bE>
1L 7C
b7D

e•

PAGE 11 VE

IDOl HG BUSI ~ESS AS

________________________________1 FLORIDA ON OR ABOUT

K\Y NI NETEEN LAST DID CAUSE TO BE RECEIVED A TELEPHONE CALL

OR CALLS Byl ~i ICALI FORNIA

WICH CALLS TRANS"l TTED IN 1 NTERSTATE COMIIJERCE BETTI {fG ANt)

WAGERl NG I NFORI'IA 11 ON.



CAlSE TO BE TRANSMITTED,IN INTERSTATE COMMERCE BETTING

AND WAGERI NG lliFORMA 11 ON.

END

ALL OTHERS ADVISED THIS DATE

WA JR

FBI WASH DC

Q.RX

CC ~ #l". ~;;bJ ¥- ff7.~

r
.• p'

_. --

•
-- ..-

1..\:. . ;•

PAGE SIX



b6
le''':;

r.
Mr. Cal'W""'~
Mr. Conrad_Mr. Felt:......__
Mr. Galea-_
Mr. Rosen
Mr. Sullivan.­
Mr. Tave!_
Mr. Trotter_
Tele. Room.­
MUIS Holmes­
Woo Gancb'-

I.'?
I

IU£'M1. BUMAU Of ImstIMU. I. OEI'ARTMOO OF JUSfICECOMMUNICATIONS SECTION
.MAY241966

:ra:E1:YeE

..

£.j.:

FBI WASH DC

Q..RX

WA. •• 1.1.0

RELEAS~;

LA AOVIS ED SEPARAtEl..Y

END

REB UIEL TODAY.
PAGE FOUR LI ME SIX l.ISTS BOYD·S BUSt NESS ADDRESS AS

FOUR ONE FIVE DIEDRICH STREET. CORRECT SPELLING 15 DEADERICK.
RUN CORRECT WHEN REl.EASE IS. . .

FBW - CONSPIRACY.

51 JUN 81966J{\
cc: MR,~ J- J1' r 'P~

________________________~I AKA. £T AL; lIAR - GAMBLINGI ITWPJ

FBI MWKIS
~129PM CST lRGENT 5/24/66 CAY
~ DIRECTOR AND LOSANGFJ..ES
FROM lltEMPHIS (166-329) (1 P)
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(10)
(10)

DO NOT WRITE IN SPACES BE1..OW

==~

12 JUN 6 1966

~
\ .•' \'/ " , \.'., .....
"" \ \

\.-

SPliCIAL AGENT
lNCHARG£

[ZJ No; Pendinq prosecution OVer sl" months 0 Yes IX] No

i I;; ;; ; I : .J:.!. ... ./ Ell
.. ' '''' i. u l I ~

. : ....l

'- I

FEDERALg~u OF

LEADS:

LOS AltGELBS DIVI8IOlf

AT LOS AMGELES CALIPOmUA Will advise the U. S.
Attorney of preliilnary tearing scheduled 6/2/66 at 11:00 A. M.,
Rashvi11e t TenD., for subject BOYD, aDd will deteraine identity
of witnesses necessary for hearing.

Will request U. S. Attorney to advise witnesses to
appear for heariDg as scheduled at Nashville on 6/2/66.

r

Caee hoe been:

- ........
.~.~R"V. g·t7-6Sl

~=::."',
\ ® - Bureau (166-1765)

1 - USA, Hasbville, TeDD.
3 - Los Angeles (166-462)

(1 ~ .-~, Los Angeles) .'
2 - Memphis (166-329) =) ....



,>,- '" - '-"~. ...,...--_.~- -~-

•
IIBIIPBIS DIVISIOH

AT NASHVILLE, TBRRBSSIB' Will follow ancl report
results ot prosecutlv~ action wltli retereDce to subject
THOMAS MILTOR BOlD.

ADIIJIfISTRATIVB:

= _ --'9D~ copy of this report· is belngdesignateeJ ,for, - ..
the USA, Nasbville, Tenn~, to view ot ~be p~limtDary bearing
wbich 1s scheduled at .ashville OD 6/2/66, in order that the
USA, Nashville, will have informatioD available for assistaDce
at the scheduled heartng~ .

,(.

OD 5/26/68, subject l:IOMAS IIILTOH BOYD was ' finger-
printed aDd photographed by SAL ~ ~ t
Rashville, TenDessee. .

CQVBR PAGE
B*

.' .
f. or'

lb6
lb7C
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Bureau FIle I: 166-1765

•UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

1 - U. S. Attorney, Nashville, Tennessee
1 - U. S. Attorney, Los Angeles, California

RAf Offlc&. KBMPBIS
:Mil 2, 1966

I
I .....-

I

1 I
1 I

,.. .. •• ,...- RllVn'
I I'

r '
I

~I

,....J
I I

I
•

I

U'rBRSTATE TRANSPOIn'ATIOH IN m OJ' RACKBTBBRmG - GAMBLllfG"

~
A'1'~ TRANSPORTATION Q WAGBRDfG INFORMATION I

BY W'fRB - CONSPIBA /
.J

;%: j .
su~ct ~~ MILTON BO!D apprehended by Bureau Agents,
NaSlWill~~enn., 5/25/66, 'based Oil complaint filed before

;r. USO:'"1lUSSEUr. R. HRJUIAlQf, Los Angeles, california, 5/~/66t
cha~ing sqJo with violatioD of Section 1084, Title .18,
U. j;i Code.5 BOlD cleclinecl to make statement. Appeared
bef~ USC i. B. lflUL, JR., Nashville, Tenn., 5/25/66,
ancl "ftleasecl OD personally signed bond ot $500.00. BOrD
requested preliminary hearing before USC which is scheduled
for 6/2/66 at Nashville, Tennessee.

Z
l:J

Copy to.

Field Office File 'I Memphis 166-329

§'

Title:

This document contalne neither recommendaHons nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the rSI and ia loan~d to n
your aQency; it a~d lte "o"te"ts are not to be distributed outsldo your aqency. ~

'f

:.,:
Synopsis: "":

\-

ChaJ:'acter:

~

•. ~~204 (Ray. 3-3-59)
..A



.) • • ~& • .~~
,.1

,,-,,'

III 166-329

DB'l'AIL8:

By comlunicat1OD 4ated Kay 24, 1966, the
Los Angeles Office .advised that an authorized complaint
was filed on 1Ia, 24, 1966, before U. S. COllll1ssioner
RUSSELL R. RBRMAMN, Los ADgeles, Califonia, charging
TROIIAB YILTOJ' BarD of .ashvII1e, TeDDessee J wi til
violation of SectiOD 1084, Title 18, U. S. Code, 1n
that OD or about Decerber ~ 18Sf' BOYD-did receive
a telephone call from ~ at Los Angeles,
CAlifornia, in which bets a wagers aDd betting and
wagering IDf~r..tion was obtained.

. The Los ADgeles Office. further advised that
a warrant was lssuecl -OJ! May 24 J 1966, for THOMAS IIILTON
BOVD.

Bond was recollDl8nclecl in the amount of
$5,000.00, returnable Los Angeles.

Special Ag;::ISQmPlatnt'agatpat .~. was filed b,

\ .

2

lb6
lb7C

I
I
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Dcle,-,-_-"6~/'-JI~¥/,-,,,61Jlj60-- _

FEDERAL BUREAU OF JNVESTlGAnON '

1

TROJIAS .IUca Bam, residence address 2i2 IlollingWork cr:; =::~ ~-r.e. ~a=: :;:::141:fe4~:er i; as~~1~~,~Ji ~cm
ot the Uptown JlecreatlOD Cente~ _naged by BO¥D.

The 14eDtlty of tbe arr~t1Dg AgeJits was msuie
known to pam and he .-s. advised of ~be ta~t that a
wanan t had beeD isSUed. fo~ h1~ arrest 1a. Los ADge~es,

california, charline hLm wtth vlo1at1Qn ofSee~l.oD 1084;
Title 18, u~ Se Code.

IiO$ fts.' .t.-e41~t~1J':a4vls"of the fact that
he cUd Dot have to make a $tate~Dt" that he was entitled
to cODsult wttb aa **-tOr1llGy OJ,'" arayone else of h1:s choice
prior to mak1ilg .8ta~ellent·,. and. tb,a.t ~J statement he
4ld make cou14 be ·osed 1~ a cpurt of law .plllst him.'

~t8cl OJ) BOID·s persOiJ at the t1me' ot his
arrest "ere the. foliowing 1t~lDS: pocket comb, handkerchief,

'keys to autolllob11s,bl11fo-1cl containing $70.0Q 1» casblCODslst1D1 of two (2) twenty dollar bills and three (3}
ten dollar billsl a check 10 the a~t of.•10~.83, _
pa1ab~e tQ fQI .,.,~raWD OJ! the C;:OJlUD8J.-C& 0'111011 Bank,
.ashville, Teanesaee, clateci Aprl122. 1966. usuecl by
"lDsuraace AclJaater" tor -repai.rs to lEiJ~6 POntiac. .
.oclal Beourlty cal'4 Duaber 410-28-3804. Te~Dessee
driver's llceuse atulbei' 1109886;. u. S. Special Taz Stamp
Dumber 538# realstratloD Dumber 82-287-P, raturD Dub8r
4-9-47032, issued tor periOd beglDD1nl $ept~~r 17,
186&, aDd expiriDg' JUne SO, 1966, aDd l:1.i1tlng the Dame
ot ftC*!. M. JJQID, IlQute 2, 014 LebaDQD .01rt Boa4,.t. ,JUliet, TeDDesB~.

~, 1Ul41tlon. JJQID bad ia' biB possession thirty
cents 111 change, cQqsistiag of oa. qgart~ ADcl one Dickel.

On 5/25/66' at .Uhville, Tennessee Flle# Me_'s 166.329

~, ::I ~:~ 3 Co," dldolod . 5/26/118
rhlt dotum"nt co"tatn. ""nh". r"comm ..ndoflo". nor cone/ulion. of th. FBI. II if 'h" prop.rty of th" FBI and J. loaned la Y<lur agency;

It and H. con'6nl& ore nat to b. dlllributea oul.ldo your ag.ncy.



Thll document <o"talno ""lIh.r r.<omm.ndotlons nor <on<lv,lo", 01 Ih. F81. II II Ihe pr~p.rty of the FBI ond I, loaned to your "96n<y;
II ..nd It' (ontonll or. not 10 bo dlatributed oullrd. your ag.ncy.

.', ~

Dote 6~/~2::;/[....;6~6:..- _

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

1-
A searcb incidental to the arrest of TBOIIAS

JlIJJrCII BOI'D was -.cie of to otflca at the Upton
BecreatlODC8Dte~~ 415 ~erlck st~~t" .asbville,
Tennessee.

A BBal'Ob at the 'desk, the only furniture
1n the room with the e~eptiOD of *,,0 chaJ.", failed
to disclose au,. evidence of gambling actlvltyou the
part otBOlD, a~no telephone nulllbera or other 0

no~atlODS were lceated indicating gambliag act1vity.

Located in the· eeater drawezoof' the desk
was a 8DUb Dose SJIlith aa4 .ossoD"volver, 8er1al '
DUllber 3953Q, 1P~ch was :tu111' loadecl.

'Ihis ~ waS seizecl aD4 is being retalned
in the files 9£ the Jlemph1s Oftlc~. 0,

ID a4dltiOD to the clesk au4 two chairs,
the office cODtatDecl a ,television set aDd a radio,

, however, DO gamblug puapberua11a was located in
t~e o~fice. . ,

Fo-3Cl2 IR••, .-15-&11

by

a "'_..J5!!l12~5;:/=6:;6~~·a~t=;;;:Jf~as~h~Y~l~l~le~,::T.!il!e:lln:llD.!il!.ilISIB.!3!e!!ii!e~-:;;_FI'e#."'phis la&..329

='-----------~a:Dd". ~~c DOI.d"t".d~~5~/~2~6'!Li~~~6:..-- _
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

.-.-

\ ,"

Qa JIIly 25, 1966, THOMAS 8ILTOI BQrD was
traasportecl froll the UptOWDJlecrea~toDCenter,.
415 l)ea4erlck Street,· .ashville, Te11Dessee, to the
"""llv111e ~=8Dli Agepcy. II. II. ClN?1l0USe, I!Y
Spegial 1=:dc . 11 1

Upon leavlDg the Uptawu Recreation Center,
BOlD pointEd out a. 1~66 yellow Pontiac' GraDd Pris,
beariDg Tennessee license ~OO06, parked at the
curb aDd stated this was· bis pel'SODa11y OWDecl automobile.

1-

.--

.'~.. -----

On 6/21$/68 'of .aslwl1ie, '!eDD~~see Ftle# Ilempb1s iB6-329

by ~ ! ~jj~ II. .D,t. d"t,t.d 1I~S/4e
Thlo dOCU"';~UOIOn8 01 the FBI. It 10 the properly 01 the FBI ond-'o loaned 10 your agency,
\. ond 110 conlento are nol 10 be dltJrlli'!led oul'lda your ogency_



on'-----IoI5!.1-/-:a~5=/;:6;:8;;;;;;;;~a:.:t=.=&A=b~Y:::l:::'l~l~e::·.~T~8IJ:uun..uess;lAl;.ue....e~-:---:-F lie#-.....lCeJZlI)JIItIO.JIlb1loUl1s~1~6<C116---~34li2~9---

~II.....- ~J ~DCl
bv·_--=.....;;;::" pap § Date dictated 5/26/66
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Date,__--.::6::J1/-=2::L/-e:6:;.;:6=--- _

'lBOJWl BurGI BOf&
212 80111111 J'ork Court,
.ashville. TenD8Ssee
Wb1te
llale
hbruary 14. ,1930
.ashvi1Ie , TenDesseee :teet . . , .
210 pouDds

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGAnON

Wame:
Adclress:

~:
Sez:
Date of Birth:
Placeot -'th:
Belght~

Weight:

1

-

TQQJIAS IDL~ aom- was 1Dtervlewecl 111 ~be
office of the ,ashville Jles1c1ent AgeDOy. 11. S. Courthouse,
lfashv1lle. 'l'ellilepll~:I;~: :1;2:~...... .agaln advisedby Special Apntt _ _ _ _ __ Of the fact that
he dId Dot have to a: IS a emen a tbat he was
8ntltie4 to consuit wlth,aDatiorn~y'or anyon8'elseof
bis choice prior to making a stateme~t. ,BOlD was also
aclvl$ed of the faot that auJ' stBtelll~Dt he cUd make .
cou14 be used ID a court of la:w aplnst b1.JIl, aDd ~hat
,if he were lUJable to employ a laVer. the court wqul,c1
appoint ,~e to repres~'t .him.

. BOlD stated that he knew hiS rights ander the
law. aDel that he 41cl Dot desire to make any state~t

whatsoever concening the chane preselltlJpeQding
ap1nst hill. He vo~unteere4 InformatlO1l to the effect
that he had formerly '8.Ccepte4 bets on slJOl"t1ng events
but had ceAIJeci tb.1s ()peratloD since the ,encl of the'
basketball season; aDd had noti:i1~ t.. JDte~l.l Bevel1ue
Service at lfashvll;ie,TeDl1esses, that he was DO lODg&1'

. engaged in wageriQI activit, aDCIna DO lODger filing
aonthly ~onas w1th the loten.I. aeveDue8er,ice.

BOla &dris. further that the SUD located Jou
h1s d_k at the UptOJRi aecreattoo Center bad been takeD
in "pan" froa au. uu1"SCalled lmU.vi4ual,· '4114 haci beeD
in b1e possesslo.D lor several years. .

The fol1ow1Dg 1& a ciesicription 0:1 BOlD as
obtaine4 t~ugh' observation aDd lnterrogatioD2

~382 {Rn. 4-15-6-41•.&~ ..J' ~.
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Build:
Eyes:
Hair:
Complexion:
Mllitary servioe:

occupat10D:

Relatives:
Wife:

Social Security
Number:

Prior Arrest
Record:

Heavy
Blue
Dark Brown, slightly wavy
MecUum
Served 11i u. S. Air Force
'Apl"11, 1951" to latter
part of 1952, USAF SN 25336285
.Dager, UptOWD Recreation
Center, 415 Deaderick Street,
Nashville, Tennessee

I I
lb6

"'------___ ,!b7C

410-28-3804

Admits several arrests in
Nashv1ile on charges of
vagrancy and disorderly
conduct
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...

u. 8. Coma:lssioner A~ B. HElL, JR., advised .
later on May 25, 1966. tbat he had. beeD C09~acted by
BOYD'8 attorney, I l and thatL~_~__
had requested a preliminary hearing for ~ to be
scheduled as soon as possible•. Mr. NEIL advised that '

I ~lS his law associate In Nashville, and '
therefore he would request such hearing be held by

,U. s. C~ssloDer JAMBS CUHMIMGBAM of Clarksville,
Tennessee, aDd he further stated that he would schedule
the hearing for JUDe 2,.1966, at 11:OO-A. M., 1n the
U. B.·Courthouse in If...hvl11~,,TeDDessee•

BOYD was taken before .U. S. Commissioner
A. B. RKIL. JI,. ~.-A. eo;:thoUl2 • Hal~111e. leggeSl22. .
by Special Agents L _ _, aDeil I

I 10D May 25, 19 • ,at whic;h time be was released
on a personally siped bond of $500.00.

BOYD' was fingerprinted by U. 8. Deputy lIa~sbal

CBABLRB TBROGIIQJlTOlf. U. S. Courthouse,. Nashville,
Tennessee, on May 25, :1966. .

·f
4'-~ .-~"';>',if'" ~
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166-462

fEDERAL BUREAU OF lNYESTIGAflaR
U. s. OEJ'AATh4£NT OF JUSTICE

. COMM~~~~O~~;~~TI~

TE~!ETYPE 0/
FBI LOS ANG. .

TO

FROM 1LOS ANGELES

CHANGED,

END PAGE ONE
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- FUGl IIV~FBw.
F UG1TI VE; I I-----_......

rUGI11 VEe Fa'll.

00 : L OS ANG EL ES

nyu: CHANGED TO REFLECT NAMES OF ALL SUBJECTS AGAINST

WHOM PROC ESS OBTAI NED.

RE LOS ANGELES TEL MAY TWENTY THREE l.AST.

AUTHORIZED COMPLAINTS FILED AND WARRANTS ISSUED

MA Y TWENTY FOUR 1 NSTA NT ON ALL SUBJECTS BEFORE USC RUSSELL

R. HERMANN, LOS ANGELES, CHARGING I1W1; rBW; AND AIDING

AND ABETn NG .raw AS INDICATED.

RECOMMENDED BOND ALL RETURNABLE LOS ANGELES

FIVE THOUSAND DOLLARS.

~::::::~::::::~F~UGITIVE. FEW.

- rUGI TI VEe FB W.
a;:::==~::I::==:::::::. cS\!)

L...- ..... AKA I ....~UGITIVE. FBW.

TI NG FB W; 1 ----1

_____"__ 1~============::=== I rWI AND FB W ANO
_______~IITTl;ll •

END PAG E TWO

r; PAGE TWO
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THOMAS

TRUE NAME1....-_--_...... 1.....- .....

;..:....:S~A=:z::======:z:==~FOR

AND FBW;

MI LTON BOYD, 1 TW1 ANO TWI.1.....-_----_....

~GE THREE

,.

TElEPHONICAllY CONTACT BUR EAU WHEN ARREST MADE.

FOR '1 NF"O NEW· YORK 1~r-----I LOCATED YOUR

TERRITORY APPREHEND AND CALL BUREAU FOR LANGUAGE PRESS

ALL OFFICES ARREST IN ACCORDANCE WIH

PLAN FOR ARR~T AT SEVEN AM PACIFIC DAYLIGHT SAVINGS TIME
!

ON MAY TWENTY FIVE NEXT. ALL OFFICES REMINDED THAT

PRESS RELEASE BEING MADE BY BUREAU AND ARE INSTRUCTED TO

RELEAS E AND AUTHORl TY TO RELEASE.

HOllS TON HA NOLE ARRFS r Of I lAS SET FORTH 1 N

INSTRUCTIONS BY NE\1I ORLEANS.

END PAGE THR EE:

AIDING AND ABETTING

____....IFBW.
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CE••• JLM

FBI BALTO

FBI WASH DC

FBI NEW YORK

TU CLR

FBI OfARLT

MXXXNK••• EJJ

FBI NEWARK

NY ••• JAA

BA ••• TEe

OTHERS ADVISED

END

YJA ••• ARK

PAGE FOUR

SEARCH WARRANTS OBTAINED AT LOS ANGELES FOR

SEARCH OF J. K. SPORTS SERVICE FOR GAMBLING PARAPHERNALIA

AND BLUE BOX; FOR RESI DENCE OF 1 1 FOR BLUE BOX AND

FOR RESIDENCE OFI IFOR BLUE BOX.

WARRANTS WILL BE EXECUTED AT TIME OF ARR&ST.
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__Cancel want In LEB

•"--ME;:MORANDUM FOR IDENTIFICATION DIVISION

r:-=':' ',1 ! .

J},JL l., '-' J, .-

Dss

o Doscdption

.CJ .D&86MErr

Ident Memo Recolved

Den"

Actlon to be taken

CClnc,,1 h.qltl"" Btops for Index

Proo9CU tlon dlsmlssed

~ ~' /:)Reoson and/or by who

City ~:;:t!l;:I.<-r:.ffc,/ :....uz-=~=--'-/~--J
L.---__--.,.....,....----.,J

Rel'11art.a

9-10 (R"v. 5-10-61)



This document contatns neither recommendations nor conc:lusions of the FBI. It Is the property of the FBI and is loaned to
your agency; it and It.. contents are nol to be distributed outeLde you. agency.
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Bureau Fllo ,: 166-1765

•UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

THOMAs MILTON BOYD

I"'-----~

I ~
I (
I P
I ~

1 - USA, Los Angeles (Att: AUSA JOHN LALLY)
1 - USA~ Atlanta; 1 - USA, Baltimore; 1 - USA, Charlotte;
1 - USA, D~l1as;1 - USA, Memphis; 1 - USA, Miami;
1 - USA, Newark; 1 - USA, New Orleans;l - USA~ New York

I O!lcel Los Angeles, California
678766

I-------?
INTERSTATE TRANSMISSION OF WAGERING INFORMATION;
FRAUD BY WIRE

­•

Field Office File II 166-462

C'-adal

Synopsis.

Reporl of:
Dat.,

F"D.204 (Rev. 3-3-59)

Copy to:

Tllle:
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175

Attorney
for violation
1343, aga.inst

••

,
arrest

•

ited Sta.tes Co
California, who issued warrants

AUTHORIZATIONS AND COMPLAIN'rS

On May 24, 1966, Assistant United States
JOHN F. LALLY authorized the filing of a. compla.int
of United States Code, Title 18, Sections 1084 and

I J

Fugitive Form Letters submitted on all subjects
on May 24, 1966.

AUSA LALLY also authorized the filing of complaints
for violation of United States Code, Title 18, Section 1084.
again~S I THOMA§ MILTON BOYD. L: I

~ an 0 I......--JI....------III....------,L , b6
!b7C

He further authorized the filing of a complaint for

I~~
lat~;; of ~ni:jd States Code, Title l8~ Section 2, against

__ _ and a complaint for yiola.tion Of United ~te.tes

~~e-,~~l~e~l~,~ectlon1343, aga1nstl 1

AUSA LALLY recommended bond in the amount of $5,000.00
returnable to Los Angeles against all of the above persons.



•

ALVIN KENNETH BOEIS
THOMAS MTI.TON BOYD
(Code No. 30)

•
LA 166-462

177

The Code Number lists obtained fromrI and
~eflect Telephone No. 615-256-2114 for~No. 30.

~Th~i~s~t-e~lephone is located at the Downtown Recreation Club,
415 Deadrick, Nashville, Tennessee, and is regularly used by
THOMAS MILTON BOYD.

Pertinent FD 3028 reflectingII communications
with BOYD in the transmission of wager~betting
information appear on Pages 26 to 311. 60 to 62, 92 to 96,
107 to 110, 128 to 130, and 135 to l~O of this report.

BOYD was arrested by Bureau Agents in Nashville, b6
Tennessee on May 25, 1966, on a Commissioner's warrant b7C
charging h~ with violation of Title 18, u. S. Code,

n a on or a ou
~~iiI~~~~2!:J~;;:JdeeffeeinrudiianUl1~si'iTHW(lMASMILTON BOYD and
.....-:-__eoooo:o_eooo:"":""':"-:-_being engaged in the business of betting
and wagering did knowingly use a wire communication
facility, that 1s a telephone, for the transmission 1n
interstate commerce between Los Angeles County in the Southern
District of California, and Nashville, Tennessee of bets
and wagers, and of information assisting in the placing of
bets and wagers.
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i " • 'During'~¢ .sear~b· of t-he. Office. of, subject,

TSOMA~.MI.LTO~.BOYD,., ~a~hvill~·,.T,ennes,~~e; ,-on 5/25/66" . . . .<b~
~ge~t~. loc.ated a ~~a ca>U.p~.rl;Sm-i.tp. and: Wesson $nubnos.e.· " l, '.b;C
revolver;Seiia ~ Nuniber 3~f?30 I,,~-~oa~ed .with', five' car-tridges.

'. .' . • - -. ',. • '.:.'. '.,t .. _', _.: ". " i '. 0., • . • . • .

. .' . ''It'',~sr~q~~s't~4 t~{1i·:it.his.·.WeapQn- be sea~cbeci' .
thrO\fgh the. Nationa"}, Stolen, Prope;r:ty, Fi l~ todeterp1-1'~e , .

. if s,t.olen.· "~-:-: ':',' ..:.... ',.'.', :::<::. .... .. _ .

': :. .; ' • .l. • '. • • ~.

" • ..,. ,.' } '. " .'':- 4". t • . ".'
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6/21/66Date:

F B'I

Sent _---,.,,--__M Per __~ _

,

Special Agent in Charge

Approved: _

f

FO·36 (Rev. 5.-22-64]
fI" .'

TO: DIREcTOR" FBI (166-1765) ?. iJ
FRO~AC. LOS ANGELES (166-462) .S'~ l J)

RE: ir:; Ij) I ~Z' 5~r
ET AL . /.' ,
ITWl: ; FBW . '\Ii-'
00: LOS ANGELES .vA

Re report ot SA I Idated 6/8/66,
at Los Angeles.

~Nn I II ll""""........-.~Iand gUilty· ~ cRa:rge'S ..
on 6/26/66, in U. • s rict Court, Los Angeles. Judge .~
CHARLES H. CARR presiding. Court ord.ered th~ motl:n; to
su::res: e~1dence that is tapes furnished by . _ _

I A Ibe heard on a.m. of 8/1 ~a.n f
mo on en ed, triil will commence on the p.m. of 8/1/66. ~~c
The Gov,~nm;nt was ordered by .the court to provide defense b7D
counselL_ _ lot Miami w1th all affidavits and
copies 0 a 1 evidence which will. be ~t111zed.1n trial 20
days before trial date. Cou~t fUrther ordered that any
e vidence not so provided defense at this time, would not
be adml~d in his court at trial.

~J ~~eau ~~ Lfl .; }
2 - Atlanta (166-182)(AM~ - uti ~ 1'".
2 - Baltimore !166-447}AM) ";>'B:~"Z('~:"""I &5
2 .. Charlotte 162-185) AM) . pq, .- ~._~~ =
2 - Memphis (1 6"329l(AM d'. ~' " . ~~ ~~)
~ - Miami (166-359)(AM) ~\>I' . "- ,is JUN ~1966

, l' ":,'New York (l66-112){inf'o) (AM)' .

~ =.:::a~~1~~~~1i~~~~~(P.M) 'f~~:" ..='--=~-~-~
2 7' l,Qs ,·Angeles ~. i~"
TLD/mjg·· t~r . ..r...~ '.'·h -'

20 ) '0)"" r f c-....- / •. 'I v

C·" . ()

I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
r
I
I

Transmit the following in -----------;;:;:-----:--:-:-------:-~-----~II
(Type in plaintexl or code)

r
Via __A_I_R_1_'E_L____ _ ..:-.--A_IR_MA_IL_---,-----,--__....,...- ---=---jl

(P rioriLy) . :
_______ ~ L _
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All property obtained froml..... lat

LA 166-462

Los Angeles is prepar1~g cop~es of modified tapes
reflecting conversations between! ~and other defendants
pertaining to gambling matters and will forward them, together
with copies of other iyjdeD~e to the Miami Division to be
delivered to Attorney. J ~has stated to AUSA LALLY,
Los Angeles that he will pers~arrange for distribution
to other defense attorneys as required.

THOMAS MILTON BOYD to be arraigned on 8/22/66,
however, possibl11t~ exists that he may be joined in hearings
to be conducted on 8/1/66.

AUSA LALLY advised that he has been unable to
obtain continuance in the FeW matters pertaining to other
subjects arrested in the Los Angeles area who were charged
with the manufacture of or use of blue boxes. He also
advised that he has dismissed the comPlaint1 :;~::: t::m bs
pending disposition of the ruling involving. __ ~7C

and the findings that the use of electronic e t
defraud the telephone company did not fall within the FEW
statute. AUSA LALLY has requested the Department's opinion
in appealing this rUling. Should a favorable decision be
made on the appeal, ASA LA LY contemplates' subsequent
prosecution ofthes case.

The complaint againstl '::::;:as preViously
been dismissed as he was fUlly cooperative and is considered
a Government witness. *$

The complaint againstI ~ Iwho is
clIuentlll: ~t ~the country, has not been-Ismssed andI __ ___is scheduled to be arraigned on one FBW
charge on 27 .

­,
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the time of his arrest in N~itY, New York by Agents
on 5/25/66, was returned to in Los Angeles on 6/20/66,
and appropriate receipt obta ne •

The Bureau will be kept advised of the developments
in this matter.

b6
lb7C

,,
LA 166-462
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Date:

FBI

Sent __---'- M P er .~-=--f-----=-

r. r- ~ .• i
. ;, ~ I ...

Special Agent in Charge

The Ninth Circuit, in effect, ruled tha~ the~ .~
District Court erred in admitting into evidence to~ ta~ .~

recordings involved ~ this Vial, inasmuch as the: telepnone'
company monitoring ofl ~elephone was excessive. .

J3) - Bureau l t..c,~ . I~ry.~ .
l' =~;~~~~~ri 16~6~~~J7 ,-" 1'1 J;gj . ~r .~~ /

1 - Charlotte ~162-l85~ :ft1tfD f / I ~ = 11&f;~~ 1Jt:j
1 - Memphis (166-329) ~ (~ ~~ ~~
1 - Miami (166-359) ..tp REC l~ I = 2=:1' .'
1 - New Orleans (lb8-87) . 16 J~l~B
1 - Newark (166-553) ~~o
2 - Los Angeles
EBD/mjg
(12)

Re Los Angeles letter to Bureau dated 12/27/67.

Judge CHARLES CARR, U. S. District Court for~the

Central District of California, on 1/8/68, sprea~' a ma~ate

dismissin the indiclment in t:e consPir~~n~yYOJY1ngj .'
neon ormance wIth a ju gmenf or ~e U. S~. Cour~ of·.

~'='pp'='e~a~s for the Ninth Clrcul t. - ,~. ';::2 - ".

TO: DIRECTOR, FBI (166-1765)

FROM: SAC, LOS ANG:Z;S (166-462W',Y1 /. i/J
RE: I ~~~~~IVE; ,/;r;

ET At c::> ~V p.'.;?ITWI; FEW - CONSPIRACY
00: LOS ANGELES

..- .!"
~D''3'6 (fi"v. 5-22-64)

1

1
)

I
1

I
1

I
1

1

I

Transmit the foHowing in -------""7:'""-------::--0---------111

(Type in plaintext or code)
I

AIR MAIL I
p' . ) I

V io __-'A~IR,.,...T""E""'_L""--- _



. ;D Y;P~ c; ~~e ~;ove thQse offices having cases
involving 1- =]1 === ~ ~ ~OMAS ~ILTON BOYD.

I are reques ed 0 re a n a ev dence pr:n~!us y secured ~n l
this case until the outcome of this prosecutive effort is
determined.

•
LA 166-462

AUSA DAVID R. NISSEN believes there is a
possibility that this ruling would not apply to the
individuals involved in these various conspiracies wherein

_ their telephone conversations relaying betting information
involved qnly the th~ee day period 12/20 - 23/65. AUSA·
NISSEN ~11 .attempt· to place an INI involving SUbject .

~ n the court calendar of this District, if he is'
able to convince the Court that this involves a different
set of circumstances. .

The Baltimore O~fice ~s requested to furnish

I
lnfcr:Atlqr which would be valuable in establishing

_ Joeing involved in the business of betting and
wager ng.

be
b:c
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16 FEB 12 '969

2/9/68

{Priority}

Date:

FBI

Sent _

AIR MAIL

DIRECTOR, FBI (166-1765)

SAC, LOS ANGELES (166-462)(p*}/l'

IEX AL 0 ~~~fr!V
ITWlj FBW-CONSPIRACY ~/~

l/tr
Re Bureau airtel to Los Angeles, 1/29/68.

TO:

FROM:

RE:

Docket
36513,
out of

I

Enclosed herewith are Xerox copies of Criminal
Nos. 36264, 36265, 36266, 36267, 36269, 36276,
365

1
4 3651 5 and 365 1 6 ~onCerning the cases arising

the· ase.

The Los Angeles Division indicted the following
cases on 6/6/66, charging each SUbject with violation Title
18, u. S. Code, Section 1084, ITWI, and for Aiding and
Abetting same. Because a total· conspiracy case could not be
established between all subjects, six separate. indictments
;'Jere returned. The cases that were indicted are as
follows~
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LA 166-462

This is the onlyc~ to date.
acquitted; the indictment of was di~'~~
of improper language in the. in ic ment, and
convicted in U. S. District Court on 8/15/6~--~

On 10/~he Ninth Circuit Court reversed
the conviction 0 on the grounds the telephone
company had performe excessive monitoring in violation
of Section 605, Title 47. ' '

On 1/8/68, u. S. District JUdge CHARLES H. CARR
spread the mandate and reassigned the below listed
indictments to the court of U. S. District Judge ALBERT
LEE STEPHENS, JR.:

Ir-----?
ITWI
LA 166-609

l---ITWI-----I~-
LA 166-607

I
"':T=H=OMA~S~M=IL~T~O~N~B=OYD~-"""

ITWI
LA 166-608

~-I1-iWI----~
LA 166-611

i-IfWI -FJ
LA 166-612

In addition, on 6/6/66, a separate indictment was
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LA 166-462

obtained in the below listed case charging subjects with
violation Title 18, U. S. Code, Section 1343 (Fraud By
Wire) and Aiding and Abetting same.
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LA 166-462

AUSA DAVID R. NISSEN, Chief of the Organized Crime
Section, after reviewing the indictments in these cases,
advised that the Government would not dismiss the indictments
and would resist their dismissal since it was the intent
of the Dr s. AtjOrneyts office to try another case not
charging but one of his conspirators. The case
selected is that entitled:

~""'-----~
LA 166-609

In this case, AUSA NISSEN, on 1/26/68, filed an
order withQUrtldiSmjSS~ngthe indictments concerning
defepdaq~s and I and left the one againstI Jin e ec .

A hearing is scheduled in U. S. District Court
before U. S. District Judge STEPHENS on 2/12/68, to set
trial date.

I
00 tIl other indictments mentioned above,1

on 1/19/68, filed motions to dismiss~t~h~e----~
indictment. he U. S. Attorney has not answered this
petition and hearing dates for their arguments have not yet
been set. AUSA NISSEN has advised he will oppose all motions
to dismiss indictments pending the outcome of the subsequent
hearings and trial ofl I

A complaint was filed onl Ion
5/24/66, charging him with violation of Title 18, Section

t
2, Aiding and Abetting in Fraud By Wire. AUSA NISSEN
does not desire to disrnissltbis CQ~laint at this time
pending the results of the Jtrial, neither does he
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wish thatr-----lif located, be arrested at this time.
Therefore~osAngeles Office has removed the ~anted
notice at the Bureau and also the N.C.I.C. stop.
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
{;c; ",/,'~" .. .1' •

~.. '-,.. 36'269 S"-cC........

\

/{J;o .•, /D. C. Form No. 100 Re.... 71- /,~./ 0':' "

TITLE OF CASE I ATTOnNEYS

THE UNITED STATES

I

For U. S.:

,'~ :.
JU.

(1) 'T'U ilUt.. <: 1I.fTT 'T'()N R()V'~ Rotn -derts <1l1 counts.
(2'> 1 I I

-

-- ~_._ ..

.--- _.__._------ ... - ...

.- -... --- For Defendant:

-.

I18 USC 1084: Interstate Transmission of li'iagerinQ:
Information.

£) rt"s

STATISTICAL RECORD r COSTS DA"l'E
NAME OR

REO. DISB.RECElPTNO.

hG I

J.S. 2 mailed Clerk
ft,7C

J.S 3 mailed Marshal
'0 -

Violation Docket fee
."

Title

Sec

-

DATE PROCEEDINGS

6 n ff,f, J;"r.-i n .... i1-fn.,.- flo TndiC'.t fv :fXQ: hail at QiR dett Bovo & at ::>1 )UU.UUI
"J;"irl T"rl;('r M;.j Ts·2 (r.r.~.
V1n .<:son ()o Annea ....clnce Bond posted 5/25/66 bc:d U. S. Cammr. XMMM~

A R N,'; 1 .Ir. at Nashville~ Tennessee . FId Not of FIg Bond.e ,
deft Thomas M. Boyd.

h 11(.., /66 r.'ld -p-, tf 1 S Motion & Ord for issuance of Vlarrant of Arrest for deft
BO',d&- ()rd rr.°C\ thereon in the amount of 5500.00. Issd B/H fixed
in the arnt of $500.00 for deft Boyd. (CC).

6/20/66 Ord cont to 8/22/66 9·30 AN for arr & plea (CC) •

.J.L19/66 Fld appear pr.:<:Jp I"l-FI Ifn')" rlP -Ft- rnL - Mi 1 rn.lL1iQyd .
)7/19/66 ! Atty David O. Condra at Nashv1.1Ie> Tennessee, admitted as counsel for

I deft Boyd for purpose this case ONLY. Deft Boyd arr &'f7N as chgd.
! Deft Bovd nleads Not Guilty all 6 counts. Time to file~-plea

motions extended 3 Heeks from this date. Ord case n_OTI-:...£alendar If(CC)
RI'1/f.,h Fld $500.00 Appearance Bond (original but possible duplicate bond)

nnc::t-or1 7/?P./F,f... hv TT c:: rnmm,.. A.. . n • Neil, Jr. of Nashville, TennesseEI

Fld Not ot FIg (on.g-dup) bond. I /.~

/ ! / / (. l.JV 1:.1<) / / / /
/ / / /
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U.S.A. VS Boyd &1__......
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DATE I PROCl!:EDINGS

711766 j Fld deft Thomas Milton Boyd's Mot to transf--inocs 'toNasnville) Tennessee.
l alFid Applic of Non-Resident att}' I ltinder RlIlp 1 (in () r T.()('
! RIll p~ r() aonear in bebalf of deft '"Rnvd des; ,..n;lti nl"·. r
II • a~_£.ct:..~on c~urt:_

comrnunl.cace w~ en '-re case.
Fld No t of--de:fF-Boya--fo-r:-j:fiTl-c;{-PaiFi cuT~~~~:'~___F!d~~fl"otof'-d e ft'Boycr--
rn dismiss nr()r'ppcH n()'~

1I1q/68 Fld mot: deftl l:o dismi,.ss Indic.t.
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PENOINC OV!i:R ONE VI' A'" KJVES 0"0
P£NOING PROS'Ecu -r,.ON

OVIOR"X MONT,..S DYES 00"';;'

CASE HAS t:3EE:N:

DO HOT WRITE IN SPACES BELOW

'7 JUN 1 1968

REPORT _'-I A OF.: by

ITWI; FBW - CONSPIRACY

6.13/68

SPE:CfAL .. CENT

IN CHARGE

,
/) 1.- " '

See Page B

REFERENCES: Report of SAl ldated 81211166
caD tj opep, r_""""t'=,=,=~~~ n

I IITvl1; FBlJ.

Los Angeles airtel ;: :he.Bureau d.ated 4/18/68.~ t;c

AmnNISTRATlVE ~
It 1s noted the investigative period is extensive,

this case has been carried in a pending inactive status awaiting
appellate court and District court action.~(fVVo>\.~':'J'

It is also noted that a1 thoUghl is
carried as a fugitive, no effort is being made to apprehcn him
at this time pending a District Court ruling in Los Angeles which
will affect the prosecutive action to be taken.

APPROVE:.D

o
LOS ANGELES

Tl TLE 0 F CASE

RFPonl'\NG OFFICE

,--_,-__A_CT_C_O_M_PL_I_SH_M_E_t_n.--,·S_C_L_A...:..,II_AE.=...·D_-,}=-,J~o~n~e'--- IA CQUI T.
CONV'c' AUTO. FUG, FINES SAYING' RE;.COYf:R'ES TALS

. -------~---

~ ,r~

~'r:- '(':'-j (\"; ; '\ " t'-) Fl,.1).:.. >, .,:\'" ~,- >1 _ _

FEDERAL'~~~AU OF lNVEtTIGATION'



LEAD

LOS ANGELES

••

AT LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA: Will follow District
Court decisions on this case.

- B* ­
COVER PAGE

This case will be continued in a pending inactive
status a"waiting United States District Court action as to
further prosecution.

Copies Made:

3 - Bureau (166-1765)
1 - USA, Los Angeles

(ATTN: Special Prosecutions)
1 Atlanta (166-182) (Info)
1 - Baltimore ~166-447) (Info)
1 - Charlotte 162-185) (Info)
1 - Memphis (1 6-329) (Info)
1 - Miami (166-359) (Info)
1 - New Orleans (168-87) (Info)
1 - Newark (166-553) (Info)
9 Los Angeles

2 - 166-462
1 - 166-607
1 166-608
1 - 166-609
1 - 166-610
1 - 166-611
1 166-612
1 - 166-613



This docum~r.1 contains neilhl.:'r r"!cominetldotLons nOT C'onclusicns of the FHI. rt !s till:! propeety or the FBI end i::; loaned to
your agency; it and lls contents ore not to be distrlboted outsine your aqency.

Bureau File N: 166-1765

Office: Los Angeles, California

:" __'-"" . r~.

UNI-.=> STATES DEPARTMENT OF J_r1CE
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

1 - USA, Los Angeles

J
""':6-/~3/~6~8------

On JUly 28, 1966,1 lin United
States District Court in Los Angeles, was found guilty of
violation of Title 18, Section 1084, United States Code, the
interstate transmission pf wagering information, and on
August 15, 1966 was sentenced to one year imprisonment,

execution of sentence suspended! fine $2'OOf~~'~"~d ~:
prop:tlo:, Also lnvolved In thls case were
and I Charges in this case ag r
diSffilsse because of a defective indictment, 1
was granted an aCfllitg J ron the basis the governmen~ ~a~ fa,:e:
to establish that lwas in the business of wagering and
betting. II ,

- p* -

INTERSTATE TRt\NSMISSION OF HAGERING INFORl.ffiTION; FRAUD
BY HIRE,; CONSPIRACY ,

On 7/28/66,1 ~as found guilti in'
USDC at Los Angele~ on 10/20/67 above conviction was D0
reversed by U. S. Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit. b1C
Several other cases arising out of same basis were await-
ing appellate action. AUSA, Los Angeles believes circwn­
stances involving other subjects are different than those
r,esul ting in above reversal. This rna t ter 1's currin:~ H 'I

~
nder C:C~idera.tion by USDC', Los Angeles. Subjec __ '

I:jln April 1968 lJlaS living in- Brussells, e gl.um. ;
,lSp~sllon sheet r,ef1ec ting ab~ve r'eversal -previously ~....r-~

subml.tted. . ~

DETAILS

Fiald Office Fila II: 166-462

ET AL

Copy to:

Report of:

Dale:

Title:

Character:

Synopsis:
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LA 166-462

receive instructions and
~th~e-r-e-a~f~t-e-r--c-a~l~l~.-v--a-r~i-o-u-s--o~t~h-e-r~b~o-o~kmakersin the United 0tates,
conduct betting business 01 ~ht~jn and give betting information
with them and then furnish. IWith the results of his.
action.

,..... ....,/;I,A? indictment "las also returned chargingl~~ ....
Jand r Iwi th vjolation of

Ti tIe 18, Uni t ed:-sr"'l"t-a..,.t-e-s......,CP"o....dll""e-,......,S...e-c....t~i~on 134S (Praud by Hi 1'0 )

and aiding and abetting same.

I I

A complaint l'WS filed o~~~__~~~_~1 on
Hay 24, 1966 ch~rging him 'vlith violation of Title U3,
Section 2, aiding and abetting in Fraud by Wire.

I~_-

In view of the nature of these calls and the fact
that there was no evidence showing any mutual contact with
thes~ other j~dividu~ls other than separate and distinct action
withL lhroughL J ~t was the opinion of the AS3istant
United States AttQ{ney JOHNF. LALLY at Los Angeles that the
ind i v idua1~ ~ -",as in er:a:t (iti> sbop' d I be handled as
separate consplracies with andL • Therefore, in
addition to the above case, n lctments charging violatJ.on
Title 18, United States Code, Sections po84 and 2 were l"8turned
separately againstlr IL I
and each of the fo~lowlng:

I

Prosecution of the above case \'Ias dependent upon
·numerous recordings that the Pacific Telephone Compapy made
of telephone calls in Los Angeles} California orl~ __

I If lin making these calls, was using a device to
circumvent the tele hon company' " m.
T 's device enable to call

~
n ~ndictment was also returned chargingl

I and THOMAS HILTON BOYD "ii th viola tion-o""'f:--....I
~T~i~t~i~e~i~8~,-n~n~ited States Code, Section 1084.
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Invest~r~~ by a '~_~~~~li~e agency reflects

Itba: ~S 0: ADti )~ : .-, ~:!~~~~irp::;:rly I
regls:ere: as a torelgner. He lS reportedly employed by the
Dan Rey Oil Company> no address given. " In the event further
information is received regardingr-----lby the above agency,
the Federal Bureau of Investigation-wrI1 be notified. -

I
DiSPosition sheet reflecting Ninth Circuit reversal

Ofl~ conviction was previously submitted.

]bc;
~)7C

... ;' ~. \ ....

••
On October 20 j 1967, the United Court of Anpeals

for the Ninth Circuit reversed the conviction ofl pn.
the groun~s that the telephone company had excessively
monitoredL ItelePhone calls.

On January 8> 1968, United States District Judge
CHARLES H. CARR spread the mandate on the above decision
and reassigned the remaining above mentioned indictments
to the court of United States District Judge ALBERT LEE
STEPHENS j JR.

On February 13, 1968, Judge ALBERT LEE STEPHENS, JR.
in United States District Court at Los Angeles requested
Assistant Un:1.ted Sta,tes Attorney DAVID R. "NISSEN to file an
Offer of Proof and points of authority s~~t~':: ~~::b ~b: ~he
circum~tance~ were different in regard ~9l Jthan
those lnvolvlng I I\'ThlC U 1

reversal by the Ninth Circuit Court. Assistant United States
Attorney NISSEN subsequently submitted ar. Offer of Proof and
to date, Judge STEP}fENS has not made a, ruling in this rna t ter
and until a decision is made> no action can be taken on the
remaining indictments.

The Commissioner's warrant"onl~~__~~ ~~
remains outstanding. Assistant United States Attorney NISSEN
desires to resolve the government's position on prosecution
prior to initiating any action to dismiss any process against
the subjects.

LA 166-462



IP--lSL{ Re report o~ ;Eaa.~..Lp;s Angeles
da.ted 6/3/68 captione _ I\.Q,;I,.. II""'-- ~ FUGITIVEJET; ~TW-I"';-FB::!:IW""---""C'"'Oi!"lr'Nl"IIIIS-P CY •.,....------'

prosecution OD seyerA]~ I
arising out of the IkE At case, as set
rorth in referenced report, has been held in abeyance pending
a decision by U. S. District Court Judge ALBERT LEE STEPHENS,
JR. at Los Angeles as to the admissibility of telephone
company recordings against individuals associated wlthl~--I

I I Judge STEPHENS has ruled to suppress
these recordings on the basis of illegal monitoring and in
the absence of any other evidence on the part of the Government,
has dismissed the indictments on all of these cases.

b6
b7,-'::

DATE: 1/31/69

/6 G_:! ?!::.J~j'J-
R'EC-f :1-2 FEB 4 1969

"""'y 1~1 iECIT'ON

~)""~~;;";:~;T
TO : DIR&:TOR, FBI (166-1765)

F~SAC'LOS ANG~ (166-462)

SUBJECT: I I
FJrAt
ITWI; FBW - CONSPIRACY

- O""IONAL. FORM NO. "0

6).. Bureau
1 - Atlanta. (166-182)(InfO)
1 - Baltimore 1166-447) (Info)
1 - Charlotte 162-185) (Info)

, 1 - Memphis (1 6-329) (Info)
1 - Miami (166-359)(Info)
1 - New Orleans (lc6-87){Info)
1 - Newark (166-553)(Info)

15 - Los Angeles
1 - 166-508)
1 - 166-514
1 - 166-516
1 - 166-534
1 - 166-586
1 - 166-601 ~~:\\~
1 - 166-608 ~'
1 - 166-609
1 - 166-610
1 - 166-611
1 - 166-612
1 - 166-613
1 - 166-614

~~je

FE8 20i66S~£f
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LA 166-462

Assistant U. S. Attorney DAVID R. NISSEN on
1/28/69 advised that he intends to request the Solicitor
General to approve the filing of a notice of appeal to
appeal Judge STEPHENS' decision to the Ninth Circuit u. s.
Court of Appeals. AUSA NISSEN contends that although the
Ninth Circuit reyer5ed A IT. S. Diftrict Court at Los Angeles
conviction orl . on the grounds of his
telephone calls were monitored over a ~hree month period,
which was considered by the Appellant Court as excessive,
the other indiVQLnVOIVed in these indictments were
in contact With only at a~ of a four day period
and, therefore, e asis of the~reversal is not bD
applicable to these other cases. ~b'!C

AUSA NISSEN intends to appeal only the folloWing
cases:

United States v. THOMAS MILTON BOYD;r
Indictment filed 6/2/66, No. 36269-Cf)~,------­
LA file 166-608;

United States v.1 'land l
Indio tment filed 6/2/66, No. 3626~-CD .....__---1

Superseded 8/11/66 by No. 36513
LA file 166-607

United States v.1 I~andr
Indictment filed 6/2/66, ~67-b"'l"lD---­
Superseded 8/11/66 by No. 36516,
LA 166-609;

United States vJ I knd I
Indictment filEd 6/2/66, No. 3626~~-----­
Superseded 8/11/66 by No. 36515
LA file 166-611;

United States v.lr--------t la.n~
Indictment filed 6/2/66, No. 3626~------~ ~------~
Superseded 8/11/66 by No. 36514
LA file 166-612

- 2 -



AT LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA. Will review records
at the U. s~ A:t;rne;'s Qffl;e. 1Is Angeles, reg:r:1ng~:rant
status on I LA 166-61'+.7 an II I LA 1 6- 1. rrange or their dismissal an subfu
disposition sheets •.

LOS ANGELES

bs

LA l66-5Q8

LA 166-586

I FBW

I :W~66-6JQ

- 3 -

•

ITAR - GAMBLING; FEW

LA 166-516

LA 166-514

LEADS

In view of the above ~ Los Angeles will c lose the
following cases:

Information copies of this letter being submitted
to designated offices because ot their previous interest
in these subjects.

The Los Angeles .Office will continue the above
cases in a pending inactive status. All other cases arising
out of the initial IIBlue Box" ca.ses will be closed.

LA 166-462
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PENDINIO OVER ONE YEAR (XJYES oNO

"'ENDING PROSECUTION

OVER S'>< MONT.... S DYES (XJNO

CASE HAS BEEN:

llloS-
DO NOT WRITE IN SPACES BELOW

==c:z:..n

=---==
. 131 JlJl 17 1969

llo

RECOvE:AIE5

SP!i:CtAL A.GENT

1N CH ARCiE

SAVINGSFINES

- p* -

?-51
Report of S~ Idated 6/3/68 at Los Angeles.
Los Angeles letter to Director dated 1/31/69,Ak1 )..-Y)..-

I,' ")

FUu.

1 AUG 4 1969

ADMINISTRATIVE

SEE COVER PAGE B

It is noted the investigative period is extensive, this
case has been carried in a pending inactive status awaiting Appellate
and District court action and will be continued in this status for
the same reason. b~

b'7C

~EPONT'NGOFFICE ( CJ .......ICE of ORtGIN CATE 1N.\I!::.STIGATtVE PERIOD

I

6/4/68 - 7/10/69LOS ANGELES ! LOS ANGELES 7/14/69
TITLE OF CASE REPOl'<T MADE BY TYPED B

C> Iaka; I II jem
ET AL CHARACTER OF CASE

ITWI
FEW - CONSPIRACY

APPROVEO

Oi ssemination Record of Attoched R"port

Dale Fwd,

How F\vd,

A.geney

Request Reed,

----------,---:=-=--:-::-:-:-:::~:::c-:-:::_:__:c_.,...,_=-......_;::;=.____---_r_--_._----------__,!if_=:_I_

__'""""_---.-__A_C,C_O_M_P_L_IS_H_M_E_N_T,S_C_L_A_IM_E_O_...:...N'--O,NE --1ACQUl T-
TALS

o REFERENCES:
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LA 166-462

COPIES

~ Bureau (166-1765)
1 - USA~ Los Angeles

(Attn: Special Prosecutions)
1 - Atlanta (166-182) (Info)
1 - Baltimore (166-447) (Info)
1 - Memphis (166-329) (Info)
1 - Miami (166-359) (Info)
1 - Newark (166-553) (Info)
1 - New Orleans (166-87) (Info)
2 - San Francisco
7 - Los Angeles

1 - 166-60.7j'1 - 166-608
1 - 166-609
1 - 166-611
1 .- 166-612' :.

- B ­
COVER PAGE



MIAMI

SAN FRANCISCO

" ..

1b<;

b'c

••

- c* ­
COVER PAGE

LA 166-462

LEADS

BALTIMORE, NEW ORLEANS z ATLANTA, MEMPHIS, AND NEWARK

AT BALTIMORE, NEW ORLEANS, ATLANTA z MEMPHIS, AND
NEWARK: Information copies of this report are being sent
these offices since primary subjects reside in their areas.

LOS ANGELES

AT LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA: Will follow Appellate
Court action.

AT SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA: Will follow Appellate
action this case in the Ninth circuit Court of Appeals.

AT MIAMI, FLORIDA: An information copy is being
sent Miami in view of possible interest since the recordings
in this case were used in Miami's ET AL case.
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FD-204 lH"v. 3-3'59)

166-1765Bureau File ,:

05ice1 WS Angeles, California

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
.I-EOERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATI.

1 - USA, Los Angeles

INTERSTATE TRANSMISSION OF WAGERING INFORMATION;
FRAUD BY WIRE; CON~PIRACY

p* -

United States Attorney's Office, Los Angeles, California,
on 6/3/69, sent Appellant's Brief to the United states
Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit requesting that the
Order of the District Court suppressing evidence and'
~~~m~.~~~;~f the indictment, reVerBed 1 n rl<r.ar.d tQ

I ~H~tI1AS MILTON BOYD,7na:l ~
On/30;69, United States Attorney.'s Office,' Los Angeles,
received a copy of Appellee's application for
extension of time to file. Appellantls 'B-'ief set out.

On July 9, 1969, Assistant United States Attorney
'(AUSA) DAVID E. NISSEN, furnished a copy of an Appellant's
Brief ""hi eh \',as sent to the Unlted States Court of Appeals
for the Ninth Cireui t on June 3J 1969. Thi s Brief. requests

, that the Order of the District Court suppressing eVidence
and.dismil:sipg the jPdjctmr~nte reversed ~9 regard to
sUbJects J _ " U L

____ITHOHAS MILTON BOYD, an J '

DETAILS:

"['his doeument conlalns neither recommendations nor conclusions 01 the FBI. II Is th .. property 01 the PSI and Is loaned to
your aqency; Jt and its contents are nol to be dlslributed outside your aqency.

Report of: I
Dalll: ...7....).,..1""l"'4..,/~69~-------I

Field Office File #1 166-462

lET At

Cfaorad(!/:

Synopsis:

b6
L7e

Copy fo:

.;.... • r.:

f f..~ ...



•
LA 166--462

- . - - -' .-_. _... .

On June 30, 1969, the United States httorney's
Office at Los Angeles received a copy of Appellee's
application for extension of time to file. AUSA NISSEN
advised the appellee action for all subjects is being
handled by MURRJ\Y C. LERTZMAN, Esq., Attorney at T...a\<J, 9601
Wilshire-Boulevard, Beverly Hills, California.

Appel1ant!s Brief is hereafter set out:
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IN THE UNITED STATES ..COURT OF APPEALS

~. FOR THE NINTH crRcur. .'

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
_. , ••• r __

Appellant,
vs. No. 24040

"--- ~I
Appellee.

No. 24032vs

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Appellant,

---__I
Appellee.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Appellant,
vs.

I
Appellee.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Appellant,
vs.

THOMAS MILTON BOYD,

Appellee.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Appellant.
VB •

.1
Appellee.

No. 24000

APPELLANT'S OPENING BRIEF

I

JURISDICTION AND
STATEMENT OF THE CASE

Each of the five appellees were indicted by the Federal

1.
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A 11 appellees m'oved to suppress e vidence consisting of tape

'§../

• ,I
Grand Jury' for the Central District of California in separate indict­

ments chal'-g interstate transmission of \'eri~g in·form~tion in

violation of Title 13. United States Code, Section 1084. '!.../1 '
i

recordings of telephone calls, and all likewise moved to dismlss the

indictments. The motions to dismiss and to suppress 'evidence were

consolidated and cons,idered by the court upon stipulated facts. ~/

On January 27. 1969, the District Court entered a single order'

suppressing the tape recordings and dismissing the indictments in

each of the five cases. [Clerk's Transcript,1 I pp. 73-75]

On February 19, 1969. Appellant. United States of America

filed timely notices of appeal in each case. ~/ On May 3. 1969. this

Court granted Appellant's motion to consolidate these five cases on
'bf

this appeal.

The jurisdiction of the District Court was based upon Ti.tle

18. United States Code. Section 1084, and this Court has jurisdiction

to entertai.n this appeal under the provisions of Title 28, United

States Code. Sections 1291 and 1294, and Title 18, United States

!J Appelleesl II I landl ~ere indicted
on August 11, 1968. in cases numbered 36516 36 15, 36514.

and 36513. respectively. in each of which was
charged as a co-defendant. Appelle e on June 6,
1866 in case number 36269, in whic was also a co-
defendant. I ~as tI'V d senrrate y an 15 conViction was
reversed by this Court inlv. United States. 384 F. 2d 643
(9th Cir. 1967).

, Identical stipulations were entered in ceo See the I'
Clerk's Transcripts: I Ip. 66; p. 7J

p. 10;1 ~. 5; and Boyd (referred to 10 our 's or~!r:e~r::-.~p~.""!6'!"TO").

~rk's Ty.goOrjgts[" Ip, 76J ~, 17;
l.-J p. 20; L Y' 15; and Boy~, p .. 62.

2.
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Code, Section 3731. !/• •II

QUESTION PRESEN TED

Whether a' recipient of telephone calls from a person who is

fraudulently using an electronic device to gain illegal access to the

telephone company's long distance circuits in order to avoid its

billing recordation equipment for the calls has a statutory or consti-

tutional right to the sl,lppression of evidence consisting of tape

recordings of these calls made by the telephone company during the

first three days it monitored the fraudulent caller's telephone.

III

STATUTE INVOLVED

Title 47. United States Code, Section 605~ provides in

pertinent part as fo Hows:

"No person receiving or assisting in receiving,

or transmitting, or assisting in transmitting, any

interstate or foreign communication by wire or radio

shall divulge or publish the existence, contents,

substance, purport. effect. or meaning thereof,

except through authorized channels of transmission

. or reception, to any person other than the addressee,

See United States v. Dote, 371 F. 2d 176 (7th Cir. 1966L and
United States v. Tane, 329 F. 2d 848 (2nd Cir. 1964).

3.
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his .1t, or attorney, or to a perso.mPloyed or

authorized to forward such communication to its

destination, aT" to p:roper accounting or distributing

officers of-the various communicating centers over

. which the communication may be passed, or to the

master of a ship under whom he is serving, or in

.response to a subpoena issued by a court of competent

jurisdiction, or on demand of other lawful authority;

and nO person not being authorized by ~he sender

shall intercept any communication and divulge or

publish the existence, contents, substance. purport,

effect, or meaning of such intercepted communication

to any person; and no person not being entitled the reto

shall receive or assist in receiving any interstate or

foreign communication by wire or radio and use the

same or any information therein contained for his

own benefit Or for the benefit of another not entitled

thereto; and no person having received such inter-

cepted communication or having become acquai.nted

with the contents, substan.ce, purport, effect, or

meaning of the same or any part thereof. knowing

that such information was so obtained, shall divulge

or publish the existence, contents, substance, purport,

effect, or meaning of the same or any part thereof, or

use the same or any information therdn contained for his

Own benefit Or for the benefit of another not entitled

thereto; .... II

/

,-
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IV •STATEMENT OF FACTS

Appellee's _~o.tions were decided upon stipulated facts which

are set out in full below:

"For several years prior to 19G5. certain

representatives of Pacific Telephone Company had

been aware of, and were investigating the use of, a

device constituting a multifrequency signal generator

(commonly known as a 'blue box'), which was being

manufactured, sold arid used for the purpose of

completing long distance telephone calls without a

record thereof being made, there'by avoiding a charge

for the calls. '

"Lines of various telephone companies

connect with each other so that calls may be placed'

from one telephone to those in other parts of the

United States and throughout the world. Telephone

equipment permits the placing of such calls by direct

distance dialing. When a direct distance dialed call

is properly completed, a record of the call is made

on an automatic message accounting tape (hereinafter

called lAMA tape') which records: 1) the calling

telephone number. 2) the called telephone number,

3) the date of the call, and 4) the duration of the call.

This information is subsequently process,ed through

5.

- 11 -
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ele.;;iC data processing equiPmea/hich processes

completed ca Us onto cards and is used as a basis for

billing the subscriber for the call.

lIThe universal informahon number i.n the

United States is 555-1212. When a party dials an

information operator outside of his area, the AMA

records the placing of the call, but the call is not

processed for billing purposes because it is not

considered acompleted call.

"The function of the 'blue box' is to simulate

the tones used by telephone operators and automatic

dialing equipment to make long-distance telephone

calls. The 'blue box' has a number of buttons each

of which has a different frequency or combination

of frequencies, and is interpreted by the te lephone

~ompany's equipment as 1) a number, 2) a seizure

of a line,. or 3) a disconnect.

IIA 'blue box' call is made by first dialing

any area code plus the universal information number

555-1212. This rings an information operator in the

area dialed. When the ringing commences, the 'blue

box' is used to introduce a 2600 cycle -per-second

(CPS) tone into the transmitter of the telephone

instrument by pressing an appropriate button. This

tone disconnects the information operator but refains

the circuit in the long distance line. A button on the

6.
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IblU.O~1 marked 'start' is then prel..,d to introduce

a. tone into the telephone transmitter which causes a

toll circuit to be se ized. . The ~rea code and telephone

number of the party being c,alled is then pulsed by

pressing, in proper sequence, buttons on the 'blue

box' representing the numbers desired. The frequencies

used to represent the various numbers 2're as follows:

NUMBERS FREQUENCIES IN CPS

1 700 900

2 700 1100

3 900 - 1100

4 700 1300

5 900 - 1300

6 1100 1300

7 700 - 1500

8 900 - 1500

9 1100 - 1500

10 1300 - 1500

Another button on the 'blue box' marked 'stop' is then

depressed which emits a tone completing the calling

operation and causing the called party's telephone to

ring.

"At the termination of a 'blue box' call, the

·'blue box r user may. without hanging up, again
. '

introduce a 2600 CPS tone into the transmitter and

pulse another number either with the same or a

7.

- 13 -
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diffe-'lt area code. For example, Alue box~
caller in Los Ange les could call the information

operator in San Francis co, and thereafter place

numerous calls to telephones all over the country

without ever hanging up his telephone. When the

caller eventually hangs up his telephone. the AMA

.tape recording will show:

1) the calling number;

2) the area code of the information

operator called;

3) the • date of the call;

4) the time of connect and disconnect.

or duration of the call.

The AMA tape does not disclose the telephone

number or numbers called by the user of the 'blue

box' after disconnecting the informaHol1 operator as

described above. or the duration of the call or calls

and therefore provides no information upon which to

base a billing for ~uch calls.

"On occasion, a malfunction of telephone

equipment may cause a call to an information

operator to be recorded as a completed calL For

the purpose of billing accuracy. the telephone

company processes its AMA tape to identify calls

to imormation operators shown as ccmpleted calls.

so that they will not be chareed to the subscriber.

8.
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SUet.fls are then grouped togethc. calling

number and for.m the basis for a check by the telephone

company to determine whether there is any malfunc-

tion of its equipment. The compiled record of calls

to information operators is known as a l pr intout f •

"A 'printout' for telephone numberl~------

for November, 1965, came to the attention of telephone

company special agents in early December, 1965. It

showed more than 200 calls to information operators

throughout the country, including up to 38 calls to
the same operator in one day. The duration of the

calls was far beyond that for the normal informgtion

call. This printout indicated to the telephone company

special agents that a person or persons were using a

'blue box' to place unbillable calls throughout the

United States from telephone numbe~ ---l

A check of telephone company records was then made

by the special agents and it was determined iI.at the

number was subs'cribed to b~,-- _

Continental Hotel, 8401 Sunset Boulevard, Los Angeles,

California.

t1Although the printout indicated use of a 'blue

box' fr09 ~elephone, it did not suggest what

. person or persons were using it. The special agents

knew that it was possible for blue box calls to he made

without the subscribers' knowledge by another member

9 .
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of h.ousehold. a guest, an intrUd. or by someone

making a connection to the subscriber's exterior line.

Consequently. the agents caused a physical connection

to be made tol....."""!""......~elePhone'with a terminal point

in the special agents' office at 742 South Hill Street. Los

Angeles, California. The special agents lacked

. sufficient personnel to monito~ Itelephone
b6

manually for 24 hours per day. Consequently, a tape L7e

recorder was purchased and on December 20, 1965.

it was connected to the line in such a way as to record

whileDreceiver was off the ~ook. No monitoring

ofl Iphone occurred prior to December 20, 1965.

The room where the recorder was located was kept

locked and only agents assigned to the investigation

were allowed to enter it. On March 24, 1966. the

monitoring was discontinued.

"After the tapes were removed from the tape

r.ecorder•. they were processed to determine the

areas and telephone numbers that had been called by

use of the blue box. The .tapes were also played to

determine the duration of these calls. The monitoring

tapes thereby provided a record to serve as a basis

for the telephone company to make a charge for the

calls that were placed by use of the 'blue box'.

~IOn April 11. 1965 [sic 1966], a special agent

of the telephone company met with Assistant United

10.

- 16



,

Stat.Attorney, John Lally, in the _ted States

A ttorney'S office in Los Angeles, and advised Lally

of the fact that the telephone company had evidence

that I he lephone was being used to place 'blue

box' calls in violation of the federal fraud by wire

statute, and that the conversations on the tapes

'sounded like gambling. r The monitoring ofll-__......
telephone had been performed by telephone company

agents alone, without the cooperation or even the

knowledge of the federal government. After being

informed of the existence of tape recordings of these

unlawful calls, Assistant United States Attorney Lally

caused a grand jury subpoena to be served upon the
t·

telephone company, and the tape recordings were

produced in response thereto.

"Examination of the tape recordings indicated

thatDwas using a blue box. and was thereby

engaged in a wire fraud !,>cheme in violation of Title 1 B,

United States Code. Section 1343. and indictment No.

!b'i
~)7C

36276 was returned charging him and co-defendant

I IWith this offense. The same tape recordings

also showed thatl ~nd certain other individuals

were engaged in the interstate transmission of wagering

inform~tion in violation of Title 18, United States Code.

Section 1084. Indictments were returned against these

persons as fo llows:

11.
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liThe only recordings of conversations to

wh5.ch defendant I Iwas a party occurred on

December 20 and December 21, 1965, the first·

two days of monitoring.. All tapes const.ituting

evidence in the above cases resulted from

monitoring during the period December 20 to

December 2.3. 1965. and these telephone tape

recordings constitute virtually all of the evidence

against each defendant. II

12.

J.8 -



l' .

t.

,,'

v

ARGUI'l'{ENT •
A. SECTION 605 DOES NOT PROTECI'

ILLEGAL USERS OF A COMMUNI­
CATION FACILITY.

Title 47, United States Code, Section 605. was enacted

to protect the means, and not to insure the secrecy, of

communications. Benanti v. United States, 355 U. S. 96 (1957).

The only Supreme Court authority on the issue of the rights of

an illegal user of a communication faciiity is found in United

Sta.tes v. Sugden, 351 U. S. 916 (195G).· which affirmed per curiam

the Court of Appeal's decision found at ~26 F.2d 281 (9th Cir.

1955), in which the latter court had said:

"[T]o thl'OW. a mantle of protection

provided by §605 over an outlaw broadca'st

is to abandon reason ... before any right

of privacy exists the voice must be legally

on the air; otherwise one who hears

b,':
hie

may make full disclosure. II

The Sugden case has been followed in II. ~· United

States, 382 F. 2d 607 (lOth Cir. 1967). in whi.ch the Court sai.d

that Section 605 was adopted to protect:

t1 • • • authorized users of t.elephonic or

radio facilities; it was not intended as a refuge

13.
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for". wrongdoer who uses t he tel_Joe ill

a scheme to violate the wire fraud statute.tl(p. 611)

In the 'recent. ca s~ ofl lv, .United States. 404 F. 2cl

405 (5th Cir. 1968), the Court held that:

"It must, therefore, be conceded that

when the use of the communiCation facility

itself'is illegal, section 605 has no application,

at least insofar as concerns the person guilty

of such illegal uses. Whatever we might other-

wise think. this Court is bound by the Sugden

decision." (p. 408)

b('i
It:?':;

Additional weight has been added to the Sugden decision

by the case of0 v. United States, 389 U. S. 347 (1967). in

which the Supreme Court stated that:

"One who occupies it [a phone booth],

shuts the door behind him, and pays the toll

that permits him to place a call is surely

entitled to assume that the words he utters

into the mouthpiece will not be broadcast to

the world." [po 352) [emphasis added) thereby

implying that a person unlawfully obtaining the

use of the telephone would not be entitled to

Fourth Amendment protection.

14.
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B.".THE TELEPHONE COMPA" LAWFULLY
MONITORED THE ILLEGALLY HpLACED"
CALLS.

After becoming aware of the I'printout" for November•.

1965. showing that telephone number 656 -0723 was being used

to make vast numbers of information calls of extended dltration.

the telephone company had strong reason to beiieve that someone I

identity unknown, was using a "blue box" to place calls from that

number ..

Under these circumstances. the telephone company had

not only a right but a duty under several statutes to make certain

that this use of its facilities was properly billed. The Communi-

cations Act imposes on every telephone company the duty to

.. require all users of its interstate services to pay the tariff-

prescribed charges On file with the Federal Communications
,

Commission. No carrier can discriminate between its customers

by extending preferential treatment to any. 47 U.S.C. §§202,

203(c}. Knowingly to allow those committing electronic toll fraud

to receive free service would constitute such discrimination.

Furthermore. each carrier is required. under pain of criminal

penalty, not to neglect or fail to maintain correct and complete

records and accounts of the movements of all traffic over its

facilities. 47 U. S. C. §220. Each carrier is also required to

coilect the federal excise tax levied upon each long distance call.

26 U. S. C. §4251. These duties were explicitly recognized by

15.
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Iv. United States, 404 F,.405 (5th Cir. 1968). .,

:h6
1:;7c

In addition to permitting the telephone company to discharge

its .obligations under the law, it is also imperative in the public

interest that t1:1e cOlnpany be recognized to have the right to gather

neces~ary proof of thefts of its services. As this Court stated in

o....-__~. United States, 384 F. 2d 643, 648 (9th Cir. 1967):

"We do not believe that in the enactment of Section 605, or in any

of the provisions of Title 47 I Congress intended to deprive

communications systems of their fundamental right to take

reasonable measures to protect themselves and their properties

against the illegal acts of a trespasser. 11 Certainly, the right to

protection cannot be limited merely to self -help. but must also

include the company's right to obtain protection of the law by

furnishing information con cerning violCl.tions to duly constituted

prosecuting agencies.

When wrongdoers break into the telephone network and

by use of a Ilblue box" seize its circuits so that calls can be

illegally initiated (by circumventing its automatic billing

machinery), the telephone company is faced with the formidable

problem of gathering the eVidenc.e of such "fraud by wire If for

purposes of billing and also for prosecution. Since the services

being stolen are the communications themselves I certain of the

evidence necessary to establish illegal blue box calling can only

be gathered through recording. Such recording was necessary

to determine: 1) the identity of the calling ~lue box user;

2) the location from which the calls are originating; 3) the

16.
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location Of_ party called (distance is a f8.r in billing); and

4) the duration of the completed calls (time is a factor in billing).

The tape recordings were in fact used for precisely this purpose.

lnl ~. United States, 384·F. 2d 643, 648 (9th Cil'.

1967), this Court recognized the propriety of the telephone

company's monitoring of calls "to an extent reasonably necessary

for the company's investigation I II but stated that IlIn our view,

the monitoring and tape recording for such a length of time [3

monthsJ,· after ample evidence had been secured of the illegal

use by appellant of the company's facilities. was unreasonable

and unnecessary. II

Actually, the company had a legitimate interest in deter-

mining the identity of all persons fraudulently using its equipment,

as well as the scope and duration of the fraud being perpetrated

upon it. I~ Iv. United States, 382 F. 2d 607 (lOth Cir.

1967). telephone company monitoring which continued for a nine

month period was held lawful. The company cannot exercise its

rights and fulfill its duties unless it is permitted to monitor so

long as the unlawful blue box calls continue. Such monitoring

could not conflict with Section 605 since that section does not

insure privacy to persons stealing from the telephone company.

No matter how the Court may view moni.toring for a three

month period, there is no issue of monitoring for an unreasonable·

duration in this case because all of the recordings suppressed

f'
were of telephone calls occurring within tlie three days after the

.moni~oring commenced. None of appellees were parties to calls

17.
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United States v. Gorman,

0I-

l ......,
monitored .reafter. The fact tha~~_---I.onemonitoring was

continued thereafter gives appellees no ground for complaint since

only parties to the conversations have standing to object to

telephone monitoring. United States ex reI. Ross v. LaVallee,

341 F .. 2d 823 (2d Cir. 1965); cert. den. 382 U. S. 867 (1965); \ he-;

see alsol k United States, 316 U. S. 114 (1942).

Even if blue box calls betwee'n Dand appellees had

been monitored after the first three days, for such a duration

that the monitoring became "unreasonable", this would afford ·no

basis for suppressing recordings made during the initial period

of proper monitoring. This is analagolls to the well established

rule that evidence obtained from a defendant during a brief period

of detention does not become inadmissible because of subsequent

unnecessary delay in arraignment.

355 F. 2d 151 (1st Cir. 1965);I F- United St;.i~(: ..;..;J 313 F. 2d

572 (D. C. Cir. 1965).

C. THE TAPE RECORDINGS WERE LAWFULLY
DISCLOSED TO THE GOVERNMENT.

The telephone company, like any other private citizen,

has the right and duty to report crimes to the appropriate federal

law enforcement authority.

United States v. Sugden, 226 F. 2d 281 (9th Cir. 1955);

aff'd per curiam, 351 U. S. 916 (1956), makes it plain that

disclosure is not an issue when the caller is a wrongdoer who

18.
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ca:mot c1.he protection of Section 605.•0thl ~.
United States, 382 F. 2d 607 (10th Cir. 1967), andl ~

\united States, .404 F. 2d 405 (5th Cir . . 19G8). recognize the

'propriety of disclosure under these circumstances.

bl)
ttl :("

i.

Even assuming arguendo the applicability of Section 605,

the disclosure made in this case was proper. This is so because

the first clause of the section provides for divu.lgence of

communications transmitted over interstate facilities to, among

others, the "propei· accounting or distributing officers t
' and "in

response to a subpoena" or lion demand of other lawful authority. It

With the advent of autom!3.tion in recent years, the telephone

companies I security representatives have taken over some

functions of the operator in making certain that toll charges are

properly assessed. In the situation where a blue box caller

deliberately circumvents the automatic billing machinery. it

becom~s the function of the companyts special agents conducting

the investigation to obtain the necessary billing information while

the call was "in progress. II In these circumstances, they are

not conducting an investi.gation after the fact J but rather are

simultaneously conducting the investigation and securing necessary

billing information during the actual transmission of each of the

fraudulent calls. Thus. the special agents are members of the

class engaged in 'Iassisting in receiving . . . or assisting in

transmitting ll and are also "proper accounting or distributing

officers" and as such are expressly authorized to receive and

19.
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diSclose4suant to subpoena the inform~.n obtained during

transmission. .

According to the stipulated facts the telephone company

notified an Assistant United States Attorney that it had evidence

lhatDtelePhone was being used to place lIblue box ll calls in

violation of the federal fraud by wire statute, and that the

conversations on the tapes "sounded like gambling. 11 Neitt"ler the

parties names, occupation or telephone numbers were divulged,

nor was there any disclosure of the existence or contents of any

particular communication. After being informed of the existence

of tape recordings of these unlawful calls, the Assistant United

States Attorney caused a grand jury subpoena to be served upon J~?~C
, .

the telephone company I and the tape recordings were produced

in response thereto. Thus even though Section 605 does not

pr otect the illegally placed calls, in fact the disclosure require-

roents of that section were completely fulfilled.

Additionally. when the company discovers unlawful

activity such as blue box calling, it must disclose the information

it possesses or subject itself to the penalties provided in Title

18, United States Code, Section 4,. for misprision of a felony.

In conclusion, since the existence and contents of the

communications were both lawfully obtained and lawfully divulged

without any viola tion of Section 605, the tape recordings were

not subject to suppression upon the motions of appellees. and

the indictmen~swere not properly dismi.ss2d. seel P
United States, 404 F. 2d 405. 408-409 ( . Cir. 1968).

20.
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CONCLUSION •
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\
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"\

For the reasons stated,,' the order of the District Court

suppressing evidence and dismissing the indictments should be

reversed.

Respectfully submitted,

WM. MATTHEW BYRNE, JR,
United States AHorney

DAVIn R. NISSEN
Assistant U. S. Attorney
Chief. Special Prosecutions
Division

Attorneys for Appellant.
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2.

representatives have taken over some functions of the operator",

. ,.

company. The Government does not argue "that the disclosure

in the present case is governed by the first part of §605 tl

(Appel1~es' Brief, p. 11. but merely asserts that "even assuming

arguendo the applicability of §605, the disclosure made in this

case was proper. 1/ [Appel1~nt's C?pening Brief, p. 19}.

Appellees complain that' the Government has gone

"outside the record If h1 arguing that "telephone company secu~ity

use 'of telephone communication facilities from the telephone

. As argued in the Government's Opening Brief, Title 47.

United States Code. §605. does not apply to persons stealing the

'. :. ". "

,,'

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

.[ r,

,
...

'A. ,', Disclosure of Appellee's Recorded
" Telephone Conversations Did Not

;---_. _~-__,', ._" _"'_'_'__V.iola-te-the-Fede.ral-Ccmmu..r.licat.ions------·.'-'~_..-..:-_--_
Act .



(Appellees' Brief•. p. 1r.' The stipulated facts reflect that

tap'e recordings made by telephone company special agents

I'provided a record to serve as a basi s for the telephone

company to make a charge for the calls that were placed ~y use

of the 'blue box'" [Appellantts Brief. p. 10]. The stipulation

als9 recites at length activities of the special agents designed

to detect improper use of telephone company communication

facilities. Present-day methods of automatic dialing and

billing and security methods designed to prevent their circum-

vention replaced previous methods in which the operator

. personally participated in the placing of and billing for calls•

. and in eff?rts to prevent impr~per use of compa:ny facilities.

Reference in argument to such well-known history is no more

I------,~_--'~utsidc_the....r.eC9};d.'~thaP..-would-be.. a.rul..llusicn_to_the..histor.i.cal~ ~-__--

fact that the automobile was preceded by the horse and buggy .

.. '. ':'.' Appellees claim that the telephone company special

agent's advice to an Assistant United States Attorney that he

possessed recorded telephone conversations which Itsounded

like gambling. It was a disclosure of the existence and contents

of-the communications in violation of §605. The short answer

·to this contention is that §605 is inapplicable to such

communications. However. even if it were applicable. the

furnishing of such information would not violate that section

inasmuch as neither the parties named, the telephone numbers

invol ved. nor the eXistenc~ or content of any particular

. communication was disclosed. Under appellees' view. wire

or radio communication evir.1ence of a crime could never be

3.
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crimes which was unlawfullY obtained. but would i\dtrdt evidence
01

reply that it does not make the rules but merely follo\'.'s them.

of minor offenses obtained la\v fullY. The Govcl'nmcnt C3.n only

Appellees protest that this would exclude evidence of serious

[Ap~elleesl Brief, p. 2]. Actually, the Government's position

is that telephone recordings are admissible if la,,:fully obtained.

proposition that anti-blue box monitoring is lawful when the

issued unless information concerning the telephone recordings

was previously brought to the Government's attention.
.. '

. :' , Appellees characterize the Government's argument as

contending that r\vire tap evidence is inadmissible for any

purpose unless improper use of telephone facllitics is involved. II

" produced under sUbpoena, ~s the statute contemplates, because

Gov~rnmentalaut~lorities could never be informed of its

eXis,tence in order to subpoena it. Appellees mistakenly cite

,I Iv. United States. 404 F. 2d 405 (5th Cir. 1968). for the

non-disclosure requirements of §G05 are complied with.
l ' '

, Act~ally, DhCld that "when the use of the communication

facility itself is illegal, Section 605 has no application.. "

[p. 408]. Appellees ass~rt that inI Iv. United States,

',382 F.2d,607 (lOthCir. 19~:), andI Isupra. "no

disclosure was involved in either case except under the

issuance of a subpoena duces tecum. " [Appellees' Brief, p. 5J.

~ this is ~o, then "disclosure'll cannot mean what appellees

contend. Obviously, 8ubpoenas_in neither case could have been
'~--.-_----i~ .---- _ --------'

,,

, .
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, Appellees also claim that the recording of one conversa-
. "

tion was sufficient to identify the voice of the blue box user and

facilities.

charging for and keeping records of all calls, nor would it

unnecessary because the telephone company has wonderful

'autoplatic billing equipment. They neglect to mention that

this autom~tic.equipment was preciSelYWhatl I'
circumvented when he stole the use of the communication

B~ Monltori~gWasNe'cessary to Permit
the Telephonc Compan.y to Perform
Its Statutory Duties.

, Appellees argue that the monit'oring of their calls was

this was t~e only purpose to be served by such recor~ing.

.Actually, the recording was needed to determine the caller.

, of the calls. Such information regarding only the first such

call. would hardly permit the company to perform its duty of

However. that the special aeents used the lnC",d1S then a\"~libblc

to them without waiting for development of nc\': dc\·iccs which

would enlarge a blue box us~r's pl'ivacy while he ',r"s s!c:lling

5.

)
advise ~he company of the identity of other blue box users.

Appellees complain that recording of the blue box calls

was' not the only method available to the telephone company.

No doubt the telephone company. with its electronic knQ'.v-how.

,could have -- and subsequently did (seeD SUrL'~) --

develop equipment which would gather the pertinent infonnation

from blue box calls without re co'rd ing all tr'affi c on the li nc.

,
"
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Since-the Tape Recordings Were
LawfUlly Obtained. they Are Admissible
against Appellees.

c.

Safe Streets Act of 1968. "nowhere did Congress indicate an

intention to allow the telephone company to determine when it

shoUld tap subscribers' teleph'ones in order to collect fees: "

communication common -carrier, whose

....

chapter for an operator of a switchboard, or

an officer. employee, or agent of any

, ..... :

facilities are used in the transmission of a

6.

froIn the' company. does J10t render the monitoring unlawf.ul.

wire communication, to intercept; disclose.

- ..-._._----------_ ..-._--- .. ------..

. ."
- The fact that appellees did not have the blue box on their

" .

or use that communication in the normal

- protect the company's rights and property. Section 2511 (2 )(a)

p~oYides as follows:

IIIt shall not be unlawful under this

. monitoring and disclosure of tel~phone conversations to

..

-----_. ---._----

l

..'.--~_~n--eria-ortheJ.Tii.eaoes not render'-the monit6ti'ni:Cdf-the'ir cohveYS-a.'--:-------·

Hons a~ ~nd unlawful or i~admissible aga:.inst t~~m.

, .Se~ Isupra.

Appellees claim that in the Omnibus Crime Control and

__ ._.- [Ap.Eellees~r~e.!.._p.;-~l;-__~!3-11;>~-:, __ .c.<?~gress appears _tt?J1av~-,... _

been concerned about the misconstruction of §605 by the Court

inl Iv. United States, 384 F.2d 643 (9th Cir. 1967). _and

therefore enacted 18 U.S.C. §2511(2)(a), which contemplates
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DAVID R. NISSEN
Assistant U. s. Attorney

'Chief, Spec. Pros. Div.•

Attorneys for Appellant
United States of America.

WM. MATTHEW BYRNE. JR.
United States Attorney

Respectfully submitted.
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CONCLUSION

cation common carriers shall not utilize ser'vice

communication: Provided, that said communi-

the rendition of his service or to the protection

. of the rights or property of the carrier of such

;-.0.. [Emphasis added1

District Court suppressing evidence and dismissing tbe indict-

1 ... :",- •
J..:; ...... ' •

-.
. ments should be reversed.

.- -,;.. ,.........

;;.' . .
- cQurse of his 'cmV1oyment while engaged in

• , ......:; - r . ..- -' •• _. ------•• '-" - ,---- -- - ..._- -- - - - - ._- --- -.----.- - •• -- ._••• - ----..... --- - -- ... - •. ~ ." . .
.\ r ---,-._:,--'"_-_.~.>-,---;;.-,.:_'~',--'_._'_~_.-"a.'-On_,-,y~a,-,:c~t~iv:.U:..Y3' hi Cl)_l_'s_a_ne c ~_ss_~!.y_i~,?_id_~_n_t__t_o__.__~ ... _

)
l.,

r
~

):
t
~r
~I. ----- ...-----------=------------.:.------
j .... observing or random monitoring except for
ti .'~----- "'. 'mechani,cal Dr service quality control checks:-"
t
(

!
t·
k
i

f
1
{
i
t
;~_. _~~_=-_--'-"::-~or_th~_-reason.3. pre:v.io.up,ly ·stated·,.-the_o-r:der-of-the-----.------_4-



.: '..

."..

bG .::
.1b~iC .

-.. --'. -,..,...----:--

No. 24000

No. 24030

·No. 24040

.. .. ~ '. ;" '. ~.';' .... ' .

LAW OFFICES OF MURHAY C.
LERTZMAN .

8530 Wilshire Boulevar,j, Suite 600
Beverly Hills. Californ ia 90211
(213) 652-1200 655,9966

Attorneys 'for Appellees

:: . ' .._.....

~.- ..".

ys

. vs.

Appellee.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA.
. Appellant,

VS.

APPELLEEIS REPLY BRIEF

)

1....--- 1·
'Appellee,

,UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, :":<~' :.:"~:: :'. ',.
::-:. Appellant, . ,(

VB. ' . :'. ' .:; ~.. ::,'.: ~},' .\::•. :u.....,No. 24032

I .. ..
: ~.t.:-.' : ..: :~ ":"-':'-...:'" ~3 ':-',#'. ' :.~{~'......_------~, ,.... . ., ;: :,;",,::.:.: , ",

:::'- Appellee. '" :..... ~ .
'. '.•••• :~••: i, ..... ~-:: /.1: '.' ~ ~~.

. UNITED STATES OF AMERICA.
,

. Appellant,

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA.
.:'....~,·Appellant,

.._---v-s-.---...;·-(-:._._:':',.< .. :. :.' .. £\i'-.':.:' ·:No. 24031

. .: [.......--------~Alp~llee.:;:' " ',,;

'-

.. ....'

• THOMAS MILTON BOYD.

Appellee.

. ,
.' IN THE UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS

.',~ " . '. .FOR THE NINTH CIRCUIT
i . ). .. ",

:'_~_~~'__Ul'l.ITED· STATES OF AMERICA, "
: I .. _~~- '- -.- -._~- ''''- _

.. -Appellant.



.~'.

','-- ...

.-----

..
..._---------. ....:, .

,":

1

1

4

.._-.--_. ---------

:. ~-~.--'3'-'-:---.~. ---

:: • __ • __ • __ •• " _ •• __._••• ~_••~.__ • __ 4. _ _. ._._

. ".:-'
,', . , ..... :.---:'- ....~

.', .. ~.
..............

," ','.~. :. '".

...-
. - ..

~ . . . .

'-' ,"-

,_ • " 0":

~ ',' " .
''t -.. • ;.~.. i

.....

. ',' :.",: .. -

. . . . .- ,".. ..

....... ' ..

' ..
. ~ : ,'. . .. .- .' .~ . ,.-' . '.

,A_._ ..•. ::-.': _.._'.': ~', .~ _-~ .::.:-
. - ,!-.~. ..', "

."

--..------_ ..-., ;-' -' - .

, ,:t0~:::'·::=:=·,:_ C-~ :'.---' ':: APPE LLEBE> -ARE ENTITLED TO
' ..:" .-." ., .~:. THE PROTECTION OF §605.... :-~.<: ...·:.·,"':~REGARDLESS OF ANY ILLEGAL

. \ :. , ... " _'USE OF THE TELEPHONE BY
. Jc.:~~.~:'~'_~', ~:~:':.~~ .:THIRD PARTIES

" ',::- \:.' _....

. :::,:.,.;,/:~.B " WIRETAPPING WAS NOT

. ~-'.'.'~ - -. '. REASONABLY NECESSARY TO
'---::..-~ -':"--":-'. -.,-.'~'. '···'PROTECT THE FACILITIES OF

.--:,-:::~:~__.__ i.:.~::..?-:!I..~. t~~;:p'HONE COMPANY

.ll ...·::~:A~GU.MENT.
, E·,;.... _'.':' ...:... :.. ~ .~. - ~ . --' .. .

.'.... -:. :~'-: A: . THE ,OISCLOSURE OF APPELLEES'
'::"_._"':'----·t--··- ~- '-' -WIRETA PPED CONVERSA TrONS IS
------0-- -. -' ---, . - A V-IO-bA-'FIGN-OF THE FEDERA-L-------------

: ... ~:->:': .-:~-:~-::);.:::.~: .. :;...' COMMUNrCATrONS' ACT

.~.- - .• ,- .., _.. r."._._. __ ~ .•. .:.-.. ' ., .•..:: ,-','- -":-"_~"""-- i... ,.- '-. "\,'.-

.... - ..:. ..

" T:'..-. -_.,.' .. -- -. ----. ':" . ~ -~-:. - _." ...
"_u__ •• __ • __ !. ~ .

'. " ..;r·c:~.. ~·~~O~I~A_~ INDEX
-__ •... _. ~.' __L..: ... __ ._.__. .. _

-.". :
.!

~ "

. _ ••~._ ..~- ~ ,. -::': :_".,: ::'·:-7~:-:'-:~:~·:""~..:..,.;';- "<;'::"'''.' r·~ =:..;..::~ .;...:: .....;;;-:.-.' ..~.:- ..,..,.:--~.....~..... ,,~..:••;'~ .•,....:............;.;.:-:.:..;,..:.~-.=:-•.r ;'.::::" =;-:-';,,:'_....:..;;.~ ... -.•..•.. :.-.=.. --...... ~. :.; .". ;.- .-:.": ~.'•.;.~". ".~ • -: .... "': .. .,. - :. ,- "



b6
'b'iC ...

4

6

r~
(/ . \,

6

4

5

'5

.. "..
~ .. _.. _. . -"

.6. 7

:~. ~ -.... .', -..

6, 7. 8

'. '. '. : 5

. ~

6

1'. 2,· 4, 5. 6

;'. ,':' o.

, ...

. , .
. ..:..' .. ~

.. ~:,. .', .0'

.' ,.....~'

_._"._ 0_. _;._ ._"__ ... .• ..•.

<: ""'·1,2, .4.6

...,

- .~. -.
: ; '

.......,.....
~ . - .

..... ' ",

. ..!

. '." ;'.

. ," .

.. -,
. '..... ::.1"'" ;.-.,,~ "~. ; :

..

. ." ~ .

.-.:.' .

.~. . ,-. ":

. ." ~ . . .. -.

.:.::: .'

Constitution'

United States Constitution. 4th Amendment

ii.

47 U. S. C. §303

- ...... : •••• ,_ •••• - 0 .: ..- '. - .. - - ' •

.Codes and Statutes

Federal Communications Act §605

....",.'

United States v. Sugden
. 226 F. 2d 281 (1955)

United States v. Tane
, 329 F. 2d 848 (1964)

~d-s1ates
......-....-..-.-... ·""IIPSS2 F. 2d 607 (l967)

" ..;".:.; '.~··-,:··.:TABLE OF AUTHORiTIES CITED

.'.1 ~~ United States
. ',355 U. S. 96 (1957)

r - ' .

',r- "Iv. New York .'.,'
.,., .' .·~88 U. S. 41 (1967)
'...' , 'f'

, , ..

.: - .• _. ~ "'." : - . "I '.-:'-. , .

_._-----'_. -,,;.~...,..-_.~.--.-.--'-_.,_'-:'_-"-,-~~._.----_._-'._-'--_._-_:'_.._....:_,--

.. ~ '~~:". -- ' :..:":~.~.:<;.'l .
.. ' .1 Iv. United States

------I~73 U. S. 28 (1927)

1__....I~ • .united States
'~384 F. 2d 643 (l967)

~-...,'-"'" :.:I Iv..United States .
-; .. '..... 404 F. 2d 405 (1968)

.·I k. United States
. 389 U. S.347(l967)

I---~k U-~ited St'ates .
f.-.-;--:-------'302-U. 5.-386 -.-'-:-.".-::' :.~.::-.... ~ .. ::-~:'"'.: ';'-:"~'.--''---

1......__""!If""l!!lv.'··United States
277 U. S. 438.

1.....__~lv.. United States
355 U. S. 111

. _. -'._. ,. '.' -...-'.' ..... -.. ,... " - . ~.-'.. '--

18 U. S. C. A.§ §2510-2520 7

.~ t .' - ,.

J
f



'-

!b6
,1(:,';c

.,'.

.' ;

'.. ',

-,
. ....

-.-,.~ ..~-~ ..-._-------

'. .. ~ .... -

" .
'., .'

-- ~.: ~ ','" .

• - • ,_ •• ~ • :. "0' '"

. ".-

'. - . ,

No. 24030

:." ." . '-

•• ",,--_. __ A •• , •••• _ ......... --'-."--'

. -". . ~- '. '-

No. 24031

- - ~ . ' .
. ~,..,;. . -', ; ," ~ .

No. 24032

..•.... __. '."

No. 24040
" .... '-.: ..... ; .-. ~ ..: ..:..'-,- '-':",', ~~,' .-, " ..' '.~-.. . - .. '~'j . . ".::

l .

. .. '-;''''

APPELLEES' REPLY. BRIEF

" .

-
. . .' ; ," ~ '.-' ...

.. -":"'- ...... _.. ' ..... -,. .".. - - ,.....

... ... . '~. -

.IN THE;.U:NlTEP STATES COifR1:' .,OF: APPEALS' -_:
---~.. --_.. ~ - - ~ -------

------ - If'Ok-THE- NINTH- CIRCUIT

:-.' . " ' :.:-.~. ':"- ':" _ .

_.__ ,. - .... ~- ' __'-'~ __ ~. "'~"~~ -:: -- _- :"_~'. -;···..· ..-i ...-:.·_···· , • .:., '-~-::-"'." ... '- . " ~ -- , -.,.".-- -.. ' :.' ,: '

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
_ . Appellant •

----.-----' ...----- -

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
- _. ... .' . Appellant,
-,:vs.

THOMAS MILTON BOYD,
Appellee.

vs ..

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
i- ....... _.. . - - ,
-'-o'';' ~ .0 _ • -.:- _ '. :-: Appellant,

. .;.. . ..:.. '" . ;,.... - ..
·vs.

". UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
\ Appellant,

IL....o:------~---JpJ)ellee .

, .

'.,

.,I~===Y=S'~__------J No. 24000·

.. 1 1 '.
L.... ...._~.---.-.----.ippeile~.

--_.---_.__... --,.. _...__. -- .

1fNITED. STATES'" OF AMERICA.
~ ~: .... ~. :' '. ,:. ,

. Appellant,

B' - ~ c' - vs;< ~.,.~l~s,~, --.
!i

,,
.. - . '---' \

-------=-t-:------::_:-.--:-_--------,-,~~,......-----Appellee. -.----~----~:---- ..-'-~'~--:.~---



10 ;~

b';'::

-",~' ~ '..

. -....

'.-, ",..,,:

. . '
•. ' :" • i ":.: " .:. : .. " , ..~. .

. \ ..

. . ! '.- : ....
I : ....:" :~:.:: " • _:.' .-.: .. ~ ••• :

.. "'i _••• .• : , .. ~ " "".~._ .• ~. - ••: ~ ..;_ •••• ~~.• : - ••••

. .,

.. ' .
' .. ' " " ...~ ~":..-" '.:; '" -" " ." .... .:~..: .

, .

...... : ~ ~. :. :

".. "

"1.
:....

'_., " "

'..::.' =:. '.", - ~.: ' ':.:'::: :. .':; .

The decision appealed from was based upon a Stipulation of .

.... :-;:-:':'....

.... -" ., .. _.-.

existence, contents. s~bstanc'e, purport. effect or meaning to any
l,>e.rson. '~'~ven in r~s~ponse~to a subpoene: I ....k United States,
355'""U.5",--96 (1957);1 k: United States. 384 F. 2d 643 (1967) 1.

..... ..: -.

, The Government argues that the disclosure in the present
case is governed' by: the 'firSt" part of §605~ . The reasoning behind
this argument is'ThaC,,'security -represenfativeS ~ave taken over

. some functions of the operatorlt • However. this argument requires

",:' .",-:' "
L' •• '.'

company charged with r~ceiving'or transmitting communica'tions

response to a'subpoena;issued by a Court of competent jurisdiction.
Tlf~~s~~~.6n;~tpa.rn?f§~05:p·~.<?hIbit5 diV111ge~ceor publication of the. :... .'. .

._,

.... the Court to go outside the record, There is nothing in the

.'.' ;-?:: .~::~~ ~...': ~f -;;:::::.;. ;/:.';:.; :: ..; :'~: :.- \ f.. :'~:'::: II..· :. '". .

'. ~~_:_" .:: :~::':" ... ;::, :::' ':; ":'.'~ ~'" ;~:·.\ARG lJM~NT

. A. THE Dl$CLOSURE OF APPELLEES' WIRETAPPED:...... : . \'.. :.. :-; CONVERSATIONS IS A VIOLATION OF THE.~~.~~...~".~~-_-,. '.·F'i<~DERAL -COMM'UNICATIONS ACT ..~'~'\. ~ .J •••• :. :;",.' .'- - :~.: ~.- .:.: ~~~ - ~ ~: .

F.:aet .. : as set:forth.in Appellant's B~ief. pages 5 through 12.· .). ., ,.... .

..
. ,

. "1.6 "... .' ••
I ~ ! • ~: .... " ..... • -

.
..::_:~'... ,,'. .:"':-'.~:.>_,i· ":-::. '.':":., .;:: ':: .. ' '.' . I
~

'. : ,.:..:. .'-:" .,

.. ~~.•. "'-... '.'-".- -- .--' -':_--. -. -· ;," -:-·:. .;f~··..:.;·; ~~ :::.~ /~\.,.;.:::~:-~~.-: .:~ ..~ ';";'_...----:-_..---:- .-.---_--.-.....-.."-_:...~ ....~-- ... :-

, ,
...

:.- ~ .
Sec"tion '6Q5- of t~~_ r.eO era1 Communications Act is made up

··-t---"""o-r-tw--o-parts: .-Th~·first ~;~iprohibitsan liliiployee of-a-telephone------



the conversations prior to the issuance of any, lawful SUbpoena'.
, ~-C: ,:',', ~ .. " " "" ,.., ,.,' .. '

~---:----~he','90v.erm'!l,en~-~n-effect argue~ thEl:t -w:i,r-eJap-evid~nce -i's~:--":"-~
:::. - , .' . . - ~. . . .'

I.- \

..... -._ ...-.

.-. -··]b7C

...

:'~'''~''-'-'....

.... '. ~ ..,.. '., .. ' ."~". ,...." ......

.,. .:.: _:..: '.~ .::.. .-..

..': . ';' •. : .'~.:. =:::.~:7

~.: ..:. ~. ~ _. -

' ..".'-'

, ..
,,-

. '.. :";, . '

, "

. .. '-.

.
..

'.-' 2.

- .... ~ - .

.. . ':'.: :'-......_.

... - "..-'.'

placing a pl,ugina pay telephone.

'.
the Gove·rnment'·is~~pe~mitte(fto -a'~'s'e'~t'fa'ds'-o'ut'~-ide the 're'~o~d, 'it

should t~~n 1?~ b0':lnd .-b,y'the findings in I k' Untte'd State~.

supra. ~'In theI rase. : the Co:u~t found thai the- same' SpeCial

'Agent involved in the pending cases was not within file-class of ----'-------­

employees governed by' the first part of §605: I Iv: U~ited .'

States,. 384 F. 2d 643. at ~p_~l." :Ftfrthermore. -even if the special"
~---_._-_.-._...-' "- ..

w~retappe~ eV,i.den~e of a conspiTacy, to ~ommit murder.' provided
;. ._: :-.

.. . ..-.. ,

f~~i}~ti~s' i~ involved.. .T.() follow this argument to its' logical
-

inadmissible for any purpose unless improper use of teleph'onE;'
... ' .. _.' ..

conclusion woul~ require the Court ,to prohibit the ad~-nission'of
: ':. -= . - '. - - '- .

certainly'divulged the existence. pui-port. effect and meani~g of

the admissit>ility of wiretapped conversations for the pro§~cuti.on
: -: -'.: .' - -:". .. - - ....,. -'. . ------ --' . ..

of lp.~n,qr,misdemeanor? if one of the parties initiated'the call by

......-:~-_ .

the par:ties uti~izi,ng the, phone had paid .their: fees, : while allowing
. .; '" ~ . . .. : ~ .. . ., _.: .- _.. . .": .

. ~... - .-~ . . __· ·.... · A_. ._ .. _

to do with sendi.ng or receiving any interstate communication. If

, agent were in the class of em'ployee governed by,_the fi.rs.~ pa,rt of, ~ ..

, §605. the 'disclc;~;e ,~~'-'th~ ,i~c~ :~h~tj" . -, .' i~ei'e~h~ne 'c~ilS'~'~;~ ",
'.' . . F j:- ~~ ~.~. ~- ..-. ~ -' (~.:.. ~ . - ~ ..-. : - .- - .. -.' . -- - . ft ".

being taped and that the conversations "soundeg,Jike..gambllng .,,_' -
-_ ... _--_._-- -~_.- ._----~--~----_. - _. ---------- . - .'--

, . .
____ Stipula!i?~o~,_!"~~~ to indicate that the security officers had anything

----_..:.

"

. ~'.
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.... -#-.,.---~".... ..... '" .. "-.'

_. ',' ~.' #'.::- . • .. • -' '" . - - .:.~, _:

: ~:'" -.< ::. : ..':.3 .. - 'Location of the party called; .and ..

'l'J . ::' ~ -': .. ~ : r ,~..

: r.eco~ding c~nversation· would be to identify the user of the "blue

box lI
• _ For voice identification thete.is no showing that it was

necessary to lis ten in to the entire conversation. Furthermore.

recording one conversation in which the blue box was utilized.

would have been sufficient for the telephone company to take action .

'~. -·-Th:e~telephone-cO-in·pany-pr.esent1y utiliz.es.-automatic -.

. billing equ'ipm~nt which shows the calling number, the location of

- the· party 'called and the durat'ion of the call. This' equip~entdoes

:n~t- require a tape recorde'r and is the very equipment wh{ch

·,.results in millions of telephone billings to consumers. The record

.does ~ot disclose .that eavesdropping was the only Il1ethod

._ available to protect the telephone company.

..•..": ~ ~ .:... ,

... ' -"- '.- .. . .
. c::':":_=~<.:: ..:' ....·~i4< :.Duration.of.the ·call.· . .:: :.:";'" :', ',:,'i""c : ..... :. :-. : ...

.' .

}Er:.te! thal the. recor'ding was necessary' .to determin~' the following:

~-t'::······'.::;'::.::·,·~:L.:Jdentity:of.'capingblue.boxu:ser; .... ::
. . . . ..".... .. : ,'", . '. . . . . . " " .. .,. , ~ .

~.~' ;':': '.:. {.:<',_ .. :2:.: ~ Location ~rom which .the call'origi'nateci'; ...... . .... . ., .
. " '.~.--.

'.
'~'.'.-··.::'.,·~.B ... : WIRETAPPING WAS NOT REASONABLY

....-.- , NECESSARY· TO PROTECT THE FACILITIES
,;;:::.:',::'~.- .::.:.-.< OF 'THE TELEPHONE COMPANY.

" I, ~ ..•. I •• '. •

r :'. ::'.:~ ~., -.Even if:.we:·concede that the tele.p.h~l}-e__c.9mp~ny _~ad t~e right

l.<?~~ve·sdrop t9.ll)~ extent reasonably necessary to protect 'its
.). .

-.-.-"'_·:-'·.fiiC11itieS, ther'e was' no~'i~qtiire~ent that it' record and reveal
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Secondly, .this argument requires the acceptance of the

384' F~~2d at 648).

...'.' '-:.·TheGovernmentl~ argu~ent suggests that th~ Court
. .

'shoUld dis~ard §605' as respects an illegal user.. First, there is

nothing in the record to show that the Appellees are in this
I

[United States v. Tane, 329 F. 2d 848 (1964) ].

permits him to place a call". Even though they did not place the

call, the fixed charges for telephone service grants to .the user

". the right to answer his telephone.. In other words. a user pays

for the .use of his telephone; not merely for th~ placing of calls.

~ ·01 ~ ~:' ~ '~'. , . ~ .':. .. . ~ ~ ~ ~.....: .. .:_~::.. ~ .~. ':~~'. ,.: .~. ~ ~ .., " : ;

. -. necess-a-ry nor reasonable. [Footnote 5.·I.....__f.· United States,

__ ~_Th~~_~X~r~-:'-~~~ ~.~~_c~~r.~0.~-~~~:O~d t'h~~:t ~~c~ss;'ry t~'-id-e~tii~ r~-'~'-""-
-'. ""'" -- ...•.... -..__.-'-,..:...._---

. voice the first time he was known to utilize a blue box was neither
.".

:c f~>.:;··:·r:·~··! -:. ":.::--'... 7~_. '.~•• --;'~ •• :."~'<~. ~: ,F. -~- •.:~.~~. ';' .~·...-;.~:i:.·:;" ":":: .'~~' :-..": ... ,~ (~. '~:. J • : ••• '~'•

. l -- '-.,' .- ".: -."- - .., -.. . .

. :;:. _.."~c~-~ '--APPELLEES-ARE 'ENTITLED TO THE'-PROTEC-'-·-'~'--
: TION OF §605 REGARDLESS. OF ANY ILLEGAL .

'-~.-::-:. ~~.~. : ..~. USE OF.. THE TELEPHONE BY THIRD PARTIES... . _.__ ._.._,..

category. The very tapes involved in the cases on appeal have'

.already been held inadmissible'against the only tllegal user

- . - ~--:-'frivo'lv'ed I br. United-Sfates-, 384 F. 2d 643+.-The-Gourtis-------:....-~._..-

now urged to take the ano~alous position of allowing admission of

the tapes against legal users while denying their admission in the

·.·pros·ecution of an illegal user. The language cited in Appellant' s

. Brief rr0r1 b United States. 389, U. S. 347 (1967) merely

rei~9rces the sanctity or" a telephone conversation. Appellees

. are 'surely included in the category of one ~ho "pays the toll that

.~ .

I ~
-~ - 0., f .i .~ ~_.; o.;-,,:-.~ ~ _..: _ t. '-'-"_". • -.-- .. ~. :' ,~ _, .~;..-- __ -_ &. \ _.~ U ;~ __ _, ••~ _ '," ~ : __'. • • ...,._.;: ;_. _' _ :, ' __ ._. :- ~ •• _. "," _ .'!..' '., " ". __ •

f
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stipulated to by all parties shows that prior to the issuance of any.
subpoena the Special Agent of the telephone company advised the

Assistant United States 'Attorney of the fact that conversations had

been ~a~~_d which "sounded like' gambling". If the t~oDca~es

are read in .conjunction, they stand for the proposition that the

':'-""~~--:~~~_~Qth_tlle-1~~;~ji( . f~:' United States. _~82 F ~i_~'=~~....,.__ ~:_
<.1.967) an~ I-v'-.-United States," 404- F. 2d 405 (1968) cited-by the.

Gov~rrime~t.ar~. di_stinguisjl~l?l.e f.rom the present cases for the
. J ~ I C' \",.;. _ • .;:: ••••• - - . •• :. .... ,,;::... ••. • . . .:.... . ."." - - .. .. -. -.... . .

reason that no disclosur.e .was inv.olved in either case. ~x.cept ,uJlder
: ... :.:- - ~- " : -" :..-.. :... . - "". . '.' .:,.. ..'

the. Government.. On rehearing. the Court found that the record

.' ....
--'-"- .- ..-..

was devoid of any such disclosure and for -that reason. reversed

· its earlier decision. In the present case. the statement of fact

the issuance of 'a subpoena dUc~s tecum. In addition. there. was

no finding that the special agent of the telephone company was not

in. the category of employees governed by th~ first pa~t of. §605.

'.. , ~;'·:':·:~·,S;':'-A~tuallY t~e 'ca-s~-~fl - I~· Unit~d ~tates!. ~sup.!:a.~s~rve·s_:_._~._
. t9~,reinf~.rce 'the Ddeclsion. J Iwas first decided in 393 . . ~:~,: "

F.2d 700 (1968) in which the Court of Appeals assumed that prior

to _the iss.uance of a subpoena duces tecum the existence' and some

in~ling of the contents of the communications were disclosed to

·--~~ds~j~;;,t(fyi~g·IJle·m-ean~-U:nHr-the-vi.olationtakes pla.-c:e;--:-tn¢Ye--..~-.--·--~-' ..._.
.1 ~ ~ ':.. :. -...... - .-' .... . •. ... -- ..... • - _.'::, ." - ... .:. .. :. - " '. '. •. . - • -' ..' . .

--:-;-is .9-0, V"~y =of. k!1pwing fP.F ..c~rt~i.njha~ an illegal u·ser-fS-inv~lve.~:~Y
\ ~'. '. c •. _. • _. _. - - - .. -. - :... - .. '. ., . • .. .-' - - . ."

;; '~""":.".':"'';'~';''''_:.'''~''''''.:'':":':..'' ~-J ' _.~•• " ••• - •....._. '" _ .....•. _.-.~. - '.'.--- ....,"-...,._. ··-~7 -. ··· ..5·:-.·--·-·:.-'_··.. ·_··;·~· '."' ..-

f

1
T

"

. . . . .

way .Q.t ~D.~.l.OgYI fin. Ulegal .search .ca.nnot be justified by the~mere fact
:::-" - -: .:. ~ ~- . ....'.:"." . - . - -' . -. :. . .- .... .:~.~.~:--:.::--=-.= .. .

·t~(the search.thereafter reveals that the individual searched was
"" - ... - . -.. - . - . "

·~ngaged in_ il1eg~l activities.I .......,jk 'United State~, 273· U. S.
-, . .

---~------~~L927)1 __
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CsignalS. "[4TU. SC. §303]. Radio transmission by its very nature

-. '

. transmission of a call signal or letter which has not been assigned

to the station being operated; or the transmission of false distress

to issue licenses, is reqLlired to maintain control over all channels

,of radio transmission by listening to broadcasts. ' Licenses can be

Federal Communications Commission. whose responsibility it is

'suspended for improper transmiss.ion such as obscenity, the

o

" !Jnited States·v. Sugden, 226 F. 2d 281 (1955), which was

"relied upon by the Government in theDcase and cited here~n,

involved interception of unlicensed radio transmissions. The

,,

'f~~6r"(fi~~-~~;:~~~-:-~res erlt ca'~ e' ;~~-i'~~~l~tr~ilile-:- -,-~' , i': "

:~: I·;:-:I ? a

o:: r;;:~VnitedStifes~355U .S""~96 '(i957)-'i'foes-~o-t~ -'- ~':~:-"'_:_~o
. . '. ".

'''sfand:'for :th-eoprop'o~it.ton 'that"§60S- octn~ 1<'eaera1 C-oirimunicatio~s'

i-Ct is 'a:~£tatute 'passed for:{ne: b~'nefit of the' telephone company.

trhEf1 Id~ci~fo"r1 :p-~ohlbits:'div~.il~e~c~'of.tfie~_eXistence of an

.........------;.T'rt;!n"';r<"l:Srned 'communication-even-where state officers were 'acting__' ~_

~nder a~Court' or'der issued .. puI:sllant~o.:~:Slat.e ..statLlie.1 I
·v> Uniteif Slates .~,355~U ~.s._l..n~dedded 7'"du.'i-lng the' same term as:

"~-1n~ tcasej:neTcrthaf S'6'afwa's ehac1~di:6prote~t the r'ight

"il'C'=pdvacy'of 'particip'ants to a teleph6'ne' conversation. 'The very ,



.~-.

be.

l8U.S.C.A ..

" '.

wiretapping under very stringent circumstances.

General or chief prosecuting attorney of a political subdivision

· §2510 through §2520 permits wiretapping where the. Attorney

obtained during the unlicensed use was permitted in the criminal

prosecution for violation. of the ImmigraHon Act.

, . 'TheSupre~~ Court recently ~verrule~~-----k United

.StateEi, supra, and this occasloned an examination by, Congress of
. . . .

.the field of wiretapping. I k New York, supraJ. As a

· result of this examination, Congress passed a statute authorizing

· .

- . information obtained-from-monitoring was limi,te,g to ·enforccment__-­

: of the Federal Communications Act. Only the information

'.~~ _ ... - ._~---.~.- _.- ..__._---.._---_ _-- --- - . , ..- -'-',.. --,-" . - --- _.. -,' •. --'-.-,-,~--
..,.;.~~_ ..... --:. - : .. ',- .... __ .. ~.- ..,'--- ,.~. : ,:._-.-- .. ~ .

. ~ ~s"not 'entit1~d ~_~~~~ same' degree of priv'a'cy as telephonic conver-
'k ~ ,_, .,.:. ",. : ..' .- ~ .. , , . ': ~: .' ~ --=--:-:-:-:--7.-~'--:----"----'------

sation:o\rer..a.. closed. wire.~Anyone equipp'ed with a radio receiver
~ ; po- ~ ~ • r ....... ~ -. __ _ .... _ _ . _: ...... _ _ __ .. - .~ ::. '.:.. .. ': _._. .-:- .. ' ',. . .-" _ .. - .'

. tuned to the prope'r frequency can 'properly' overhear radio

-~·tra:nsmtss16ns.·' Tht/c6liit" in" the: S'ugde'n'ca's':'e 'st~t~d: .

.-T~~ 16~c')~The t~o~~f~~e'~f'~i(~/i"c'Orl~~d~ hi~[ iFth~ facts
. I

'... -' .'. were the same save' thad Ihad ·tapp~dme..... .......t------
oJ:>-• .£· • 'I -' .' .' • '.' ", p" _.. -.:..... .. • "" •• : ', •• ',. _ :,' ••"': : -:. • p ••

-; -- ... ' . ie'lepnone-liiie'anci-bhta.1ned the Sam'e' 'iriformatio'n without
. . .

'~',- ~L~'~:..:th~ ~~rtserlt as' he~~3id by'~'onitor{~gth~ air
. _'T"',~- "::..c-....... ~._: I'''::' "-to _-: ...... .,..':,' :r~.""':-,.,~ ........ -:--.-.---.0:--...:...-....--..»-'-.,. .. ... :;._~ ..

''- ~:·.-=-:....:. ....:-waveSi' then'the trial courtfs'rulings were c·orrect.·"

'-~:--;:~',:-:-.' ~'(226 F'--2·c(at'-2-8·4j.'·· ~"-C_'-'-::'~":"::'.::;:~::;::';,:'.::...:'~>:::" .. : .'-'

.~ ...,:'::', ': o.Ttie -~oui-if~~th~r differentiated f~o~ '~~o;itoring during a

'.--'-''pe'i"iod-itl"-which the user was licensed from a period in which he
. . .

1:','
f <

has applied for and obtained an Order from' a Court of competent

~ __ ', ... '.' . "J~-risdicti~~.·' The" appiicatiO~-~~qui'r~~-~'~t;i~tshowing of theI :4..,._ :_-. .;:.-._.-r:.:...••~~_ ~'\.-- _ ~ .. ~ . .,..- ..•.:.... -= ;. ~ -.: ~ ,:;..,.:. .. -:::.~ ...r~_.: .. ,~~.••. ~ :1" ~~.::O':;' - .. ~ ,.~ : _~--_ •• , _ .. _._~ -~.: --:-•• ..;. - ~••••_.:. _, ••• ~_.,

I ,.. ' ."" -.._. --'" 7. . " ". , '.' ". . .. .! .... " ';
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Nowhere did

.".:

Attorneys for Appellees ..

LAW OFFICES OF
MURRAY C. LERTZMAN

By MURRAY C. LERTZMAN

Respectfull.y submitted.

, ,

•

We shall not put either agency there. ....

Wiretaps are only authorized where the gravest

'may do so.

~ .- ~ .

: ' •• \ - 0

" ,

,

-'_,":-I"{':'_ "i,n:'vie~ of §605. ';"e think that if Congress

J~hts: the Fed~'ra[Communic~tio~SC~~mission

r - ....

~ .. -' "-~y judicial constructio";. " [Sugden v. United States,
, ' '

; :'.-: : ~.. , .. ~ .

-226 F. 2d at 285.

c"...... ~

~ ,
_,<the' Telephone Company) to go into the general

J:;'=<~':' itime d~tection b~sines~J it should say so." If it

'.':",:,'- : ~~nts to aU:tho'riz~ the Immigration Service (th'e

--_._.- _.-

"

~~~:e:":ptes's number of d'~ys not to exceed thirty arid period'ic reports

C'.' ••. -ably ap'pear unlikely to suc~eed. ' The wiretap must be limited to

-, Congr~s~\rtdi~ate an intention to allow the telephone co~pany'to

.. ~ ""':'._.' ..-..... --:-... . ..--------.-.... .' ----.~. ,

---- ~ ~ ':- Telephone Company) to listen, we may 'assume it

.. - - -.- .
deter~irte'~'henit should tap subscribers telephones in order to

-col'I~C't"fee's: To paraphrase Sugden: '

. -' .
.' felonie~s or 'the security:of the nation are involved.

- -0'·· ." .. ' . _. .. - .- _ .. -_ ..__.--..-._._... _,. .. - _._~-.

: .'

necessity for the wiretapping, inc1ud~ng a showing whether or not

--'- -- ':--~thir procedures have been tried and failed; _or why they reason-

. . - .
.~.~ :r,',. ." (.:,,;,,:,_~,~,_~ r~• ...... :." ::.-.,;..:..-:"'••• 4 ':".::., ~~.~:.::••• ;.~•..:. •••~~ .::. ..'--. ~ ••••• ;.:~ -::.. .-:;." ; ••-.'<: ;.•• 8; .-' .- .,:":'.. ;., -.' .. :,.~ ': :'..-- .._..-.",:; '~~.'- "!" ; .-~.:. :_'. - • .:.-:- •••'- ••

.. ..' _.. _... r .." '" '••• ' _. ••••••, . ~... _. O' 4 :



the

,>,. ,

/,.'~~-
" \V'' .

4/7/10

•

r MAILEQ 1.11 --,

JAPR 7 1970 I
,~. COMM·F8l -

. '--:;;,

rv"<Re San Francisco letter to Bureau, 3/24/70.

ALVIN KENNETH DUBIS, aka
ET AL.
ITWlj FBW-CONSPIRACY

SAC. Los Angeles (166-462) ~

1~~C.129 ~~-J~
Director J FBI (166-17S5Y'~

Tolson_-­
DeLoach __
Waltl?rs _

Mohr •

Callahan -- ("') 4: ,
Conrad --- .. TV

~I~~~on__ i
Tavel r:;:: ~ 9"""Soyors ( - (

Tele, Room -'-' - J . ,~ " if " '
~~~~:. ...' • iA'~I;:" ROOM •. T~LETYPEUNITD

Los Angeles office should check with the office of
United ?tates A:tornev an? adjiSe stat:e :f ;n: ifdictments
agal.nst s Boyd and in v1et'J of
the affirmation by the N1n~h Circuit Cour 0 ppeals of the
judgment of the District Court with respect to them.



DAT.E.: 3/ 24/7 0

~(j)

~-66-

•

~~ 6J- B~eau

~
t:A7 - Los Angeles (166-462)
~. (1 - 166~607)

I ~ (1. - 166-EOS)
~. (1 - 166-609)
~ (l - 166-611)
"~ (1 - 166-612)

2 - San Francisco
BHC:cae

(11)

LIAISON WITH THE CLERK OF THE
NINTH CIRCUIT COURT OF APPEALS L

lV'
Re San Francisco letter to Bureau dated 1/28/70.

It was noted that on 1/15/70 the jUdgment of the
~~~~~~~r~~as affirmed with resPfct to the aDpeaJr of

Docket Number 24040;L Docket b6
L.:-:-O:---~2':'""4~O~3~2-·r-"""'~~;;;;';;''''''''=':':':':;;';;; Docket Number 24031; b7C

lHOMAS MITTON BOYD, Docket NU~ber 24030;1
I~ :J Docket Number 24000 The cour~t--a~f~f~ir--m-ed~t~h-e-,-
ru1ing~citi~g the authority ofl fs. U. S., 384F 2d
643 (9th Circuit 1967).

The records of the court were checked on 2/12/70,
2/24/70,3/9/70 and 3/17/70.

SUBJECT:

00: Los Angeles

~"'ONALFOAMNO. ,0 50100-nW
_ MA.Y UIIJ E'tJITION

~ ~~~T;~";;ATESGOV_MENT

Memorandum
TO (~ .

uP
/'l- 1
FROM : A SAN FRANCISCO (l66-314)(RUC)

ALVIN KENNETH~UBIS, aka;
ET AL
ITWI; FBW - CONSPIRACY
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4/20/70

COl?
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DATE:

(F)

REC- 56

-- - - ._--=:::!j

7- f,(c .~ / ~
Buy U.S. Savings Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings Plan ~. I~

•

r.
Of"'I"IOHAL FORM NO••0
~ ...y llCl:ml'T'tw
C~ PpMill' (.1" CPA) 101.".1

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

Memorandum

Re Bureau lettfr to Los Angeler dated 4/7/70,
and Memphis report of SA dated 2/26/70,
captioned, IlTHOMAS MILTON BOYD, aka, ITWI; ITAR - Gil.

Assistant United States Attorney (AUSA) DAVID
R. NISSEN on 4/14170, advised he is giving consideration
to developing some other avenue to prosecution in the
cases arising out of instant case, but believes that the
affirmation of the Ninth Circuit to the appeals in these
cases probably negates any additional prosecutive action.

AuSA NISSEN will be recontacted in the near
future for his final decision in this matter, and the
Bureau and interested offices will be advised.

BD/lce
(6)

30 1970

LQ- Bureau .
~- Memphis (165~8)

- Los Angeles

TO DIRECTOR, FBI (166-1765)

PR~'~C, LOS ANGELES (166-462)

su Tiu,VIN KENNET~UBIS, aka
! ET AL

.Ji'" ITWI' FBW - CONSPIRACY. I }
,-,'

l'
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PENDING 0""''' ONE YEAR DYES IXJNO

PENolNG PROSECUTION

OVER SIlt ,",ONTI1$ DYES !X]NO

CASE HA.$ eE£N:

iNVESTIGATIVE PERIOD

DO HOT WRITE IN SPACES BELOW

ITWIj FEW - CONSPIRACY

Notations

OATE

CXJ NONE ACQUIT.
RECovERIES TALS

COYER PAGE

SA.VINGS

LOS ANGEIES

OFFICE OF ORIGIN

- C -

Los Arge1es report of SAIL... ~ted
7/14/69. ~ -

. ,)

FINES

ACCOMPLISHMENTS CLAIMED

FUG.

DisEemination Record of Attached Report

REFERENCES:

ADMINISTRAT IVE

It is noted the investigative period is extensive.
This case has been carried in a pending inactive status,
awaiting Appellate and District Court action.

LOS ANGEIES

REPORT1NG OFFICE

TI TLE 0 F CASE
(2

Ir-------~--Iakaj

ET AL

See Cover Page B

APPROVED

C:OPIES MAOE,

',.

By

How fwd.

Request Reed,

Dale Fwd,

Agency

CON \/1 C. AU TO.

·~ ~---,.
.E.-o-)~?~~ev. 12-19·67) , '- .-:.. ..•. __ . 'w

FEDER/A~BUREAUOF INV\";STIGATION



ATLANTA
t

BAL:[!JMORE, MEMPHIS, MIAMI, NEWARK and
NEW ORIEANS INFO)

Unit)
(!A;

blC

•
Bureau (166-1765)
USA, Los Angeles
(1 - Attn; Special
(1 - Attn; Attorne

- B* ­
COVER PAGE

Prosecution
in Charge,
Strike Force)

1 - At la"'n~ta-~1~""-~1~2~~In""'f 0 )

1 - Baltimore (166-4 7)(Info)
1 - Memphis(16b-329)(Info)
1 - Miami (166-359)(Info)
1 - Newark (166-553)(Info)
1 - New orleans (166-87)
7 - Los Angeles (166-462)

1 - 166-6011
1 - 166-608
1 - 166-609
1 - 166-611
1 - 166-612

LA 166-462

Copies Made:

lEADS

Information copies .are being sent to receiving offices,
in View of their interest in subjects involved.
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Bureau File II 166-1765

)b6
1:,7(,::

Special Prosecution Unit)
Attorney tn Charge,

strike Force)
!

OfflC4I& Los Ange les, California

elTED STATES DEPARTMENT. JUSTICE
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

(1 - Attn:
2 - USA, Los Angeles (1 - Attn:

I

ET AL

ThiS document contains neither recommendollons nor concluslons of the Fnl. It Is the property of the f'et cnd 18 loaned \0

your aqency; II and Hs contents are no. to be distr1buted outl!Ldo your aqency.

CharaelcfI INTERSTATE TRANSMISSION OF WAGERING INFORMATION;
FBv! - CONSPffiACY

Report of: II..-,...,,!!!,,,,!!,,,~~ _
Dat., 6/31/70

Field Office Frle I: 166-46~"'-

Synopsis: I I\~as sentenced for vi~lation Title 18,
Section 1084, USC, on 8/15/66 in U.S. District Court,
Los Angeles. A as acquitted.
Charges against were ropped because ....
of a defective indictment. On 10 20167 thf 9th Circuit
Court of Appeals reversed the above. L _ conviction~
on 6/3/69, USA, Los Angeles sentan Appellate Brief to the
U.S. Court of Appeals requesting the order of the District
Court, Los Ange les, suppressing evidence and dismtsslng
the indictment regarding the remaining subjects be
reversed •. On 1/15/70J the U.S. court of Appeals, 9th
Circuit Court affirmed the jud 0

sect to the a als of
THOMA S ~M~I~IJ~rr~O~N~.."=:B"=OY~D~A::-:N~D~I.....-----'.....,

J USA, Los Angeles, decl e no
action would be attempted regarding

COprlo:
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On October 20, l~u-~e Ninth Circuit Court of
Appeals reversed the above conviction on the basis of
excessive monitoring of calls. This same
basis was applicable to su ec in the indictments
concerning other subjects. therefore no furtber action was
considered in regard tol lin these cases.

- 2 -

DETAILS :

Regarding the other subjects in these cases, it 1s
the contention of the United States Attorney at Los Angeles,
that very limited monitoring of. calls to these other subjects l6
occurred, therefore the basis of the above United states Court b7'.~;

of Appeal decision, is not applicable to these subjects.

On Atgust 15, 1966,1 ~as
sentenced in United states District Court, Los Angeles, for
violation of Title 18, Section 1084 of the United states Code (USC)
(Interstate Wagering Information). A

-d was acquitted and charges against
1S particular indictment were dropped

indictment.

LA 166-462

. ,

On Jtme 3, 1969, :the United states .Attorney at
Los Angeles, California, sent an Appellants Brief to the
United states Court of Appeals of the Ninth Circuit Court,
requesting that the order of the District Court suppressing
evidence and dismiysing the indictm~nts ~e reversed.~n J
regard to subjectsl __ _ U

I tr'HOfJlAS fULTON BOYD and

On March 24, 1970, the San Francisco Office of
the FBI advised that the records of the Clerk of the Court
of the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals were reviewed and
that it was noted on January 15, 1970, the judgment of the
District Court was affirmed with respect to the appeals of
the above mentjDned individua1~Court affirmed the
ruling citing the authority of versus the United states
Ninth Circuit Court in 1967.
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On April 27~ 1970, Assistant United states Attorney
DAVID R. NISSEN advised in view of the above decision of
the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals, no further prosecutive
action will be attempted by the United states Attorney's Office
at Los Angeles~ in regard to the above individuals.

••, ,.

LA 166-462


