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LAWRENCE WOOD, Inmate, Massachusetis State Prison,
Walpole, Massachusetts, was interviewed at the Kassachusetts

State Police Barracks, on Route 1, Foxboro, Massachusetts, -
_at wnich time he proviged the following data:

He was returned to Walpole on July 21, 1970,
from Bridgewater and, ten days or. .bwo weeks later, went
upstairs 15 cell block 10 where BILL GERAWAY and JOBE BARBOZA
were located. FHe sew GERAWAY and BARBOZA talking in the yard
frezguently, and, after being in cell block 10 for a week or °
s0, heard BARBOZA make a statement o GERAWAY indicating
“they"® did a good job on MERCIDI (phonetic), this statement
referring 1o the acid-blinding at State Prison of soumy -
LERCIDI. He was involved in a house invasion with MERCIDI
of some man who was supnosedly connected wit!l the "office”
and, after convietion of this crime and while &t Walpole,
BILLY CAVANAUGH, another iomate, told him that he and the
others involved in that crime were pgoing to have a prodlem.
He went to prisscn authorities to advise them of ithe danger,
MBRCIDI failing to pay heed to the warning, he being trans-
ferrasd to Concord, HMERCIDI blinded three or four weeks later.
Avter hearing this statement, he told GERAWAY that PARBGZA
was no good, GERAWAY saying nothing at this time. It was
gbout this time he also began to suspect GERAVAY was up to
something with BARBOZA becausge he. knew GERAWAY to be a super
egotist who always looked out for himself.
He cannot recall dates but knows the above sccurred
about the tims P, LEE BATLEY was coning up evenings to talk
with BARBCZA. Also, at about this time, GERAVAY told BARBOZA
that WOOD was with BARESZA; that WOOD knew & 1ot about the law
and would help BARBOZA., GERAWAY built him up to BARBOZA and
after this build-up, BARBOZA jnvited him to have a sandwich,
starting a friendly relationship between them, BARBOZA and
ha then talking in the yard, BARBOZA offering him marijuans
cigavettes which BARBOZA smoked on & regular basgis. During
this period BARBOZA told him that BATLEY was bugging him to

take a polygraph; that he, BARBOZA, could not tske the
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polygraph because 1t would show he told the truth

at the murder trialj that BARBOZA told him he was angling

for & half million dollars from the "orfice! to change his 7
testimony. DBARBOZA discussed with GERAWAY and he how

he could gat away from the word "recant" which he used in

his testimony; that he had to get away from the word "recant," by
saying he did not know what, the word meant, asking suggestions
fyom GERAWAY and he. Either GERAVAY or ha suggested substitubion

of the word “recount™ for the word "recant," which seemed to

appealt to BARBOZA.v

GERAWAY told him that JERRY ANGIULO and the
Boffice® were putting everything they had in getting tRe
DEEGAN case tipped over; that ANGIULO would spend &s mpch
money as possiblé to free FETER LIMCNR, the only one he
really appeared to be c2ncerned about; that ANGIULO realized
this was the lat chance he wouvld have to free LIMONE end this
nove had to make good. CERAVAY sald he would curply
affidavits to help tip over tha DEECGAN case and, at GERAWAY's
raquest, he, WOOD, agieed to do -the same, He then wrote in
long hand affidavits at the requast of GERAWAY, GZRAVAY
dictating to him what should 5o in the affidavit, with the
- understanding that the ai’fidavita would be typewrlitten by
the office of Attorney RONALD CHISHOLM and brought back to him
Tor signature, He wrote out four affidavits as follows:

Affidavit No. 1 pertained to BARBOZA's conversations
‘attempting to get out of knowlng what the word
frecant" meant. Tha information in this affidavit.
i3 true, PARBOZA discussing this with him and
attempting to use lack ‘of knowledge of the word
“rocant! as a ruse to back out of a prior affidavit
he furnished for the "office,’

Affidavit No, 2 pertains to date BARBOZA supposedly
gave to him concerning the DEEGAN murder, as well

o8 miscellanesus: information concerning BARBOZA's
custodial treatment in the hands of the United States
Government. The information in this affidavit
concerning BARBOZA allegedly telling him he lied

004396



1835

BS 92.1132

3

at the DEEGAN trial is wholly false. BARBOZA
nevey discussed this with him, and all the
information in the affidavit purporting to
state that BARBOZA did supply him with infor-
mation concerning the DEEGAN filirder and trial
was dictated to him by GERAVAY. In fact, the
only specific discussion BARBOZA had with him
concerning the DEEGAN murder trial was the
statement that he could not take thepabgraph
for BAILEY while trying to move the "offica
for money because the polygraph would show that
he testified truthfully at the DEEGAN mwrdar.
Other information in this affidavit notes
BARBOZA t21d him the following:

A. BARBOZA spent $9,000 of his own money
while in felleral custody that he was
supposed t> get back end never did.

B. The Federal Government promised him an
additional $20,000 which they did not
give to him. This money was gupposed
to have come by siphoning money from the
United States Marshals detail by claiming
assignment of 15 men when there were
supposed to be 10,

C. The United .States Government was supposed
to give BARBOZA plastic surgery but did
not do 1it,

D. BARBOZA travelled around the world with
ferchant Marine papers provided to him by
the United States Governmentj that he got
the "eclap" in Manile; that he got into an
argument with & guy in one of the Scandinavian
countries, the guy cutting BARBOZA, BARBOZA
then cutting the guy from ear to ear,
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E. That BARROZA was maintained by the

United States Government for a time at
Fort Knoxi that BARDOZA was also maintalined
at a Gloucester, Massachusetts, estate where
the Feds gave hinm booze and marljuanas

. that BARBOZA worked at thg Gloucester edtate
rigging up floodlighis; that DARBOZA had his
two Geiman Police dogs with him at Gloucester.

WOOD said the information in this affidavit relating
to the data set forth regarding BARBOZA's handling by thes
government (as set forth in A through E abovey was actually
information BARBOZA perscnzlly provided to him as distinguished
from the data concerning the DEEGAN murder which GERAWAY
provided to him,

Affidavit Nd. 3 pertained to either RAYMOND PATRTARCA
or ANTHONY STATHOPOULOS, the fourth affidavit pertaining to
5+ one not referred 1o in the third affidavit. The affidavit
pertaining to RAYMOND PATRIARCA contalns information thet
BLRBOZA t91d him that the main United States Government thrust
485 toward RAYMOND PATRIARCA, HENRY TAMELEO, & "throw-in"j; -
that this case was & "frame" agalhst RAYMOND PATRIARCA, and
.81l the information he testified to at the PATRIARCA trial
was given to him by faderal agents. This information is
completely false, and was supplied to him by GERAWAY. BARBOZA
never Giscussed the PATRIARCA case or trial with him,

: The affidavit concerning STATHOPOULOS alleges that
PARBOZA told him STATHOPOULOS was brought to him, BARBOZA,
shan he was locked up; that BARBCOZA coached STATHOPOULOS on
axactly what to say. at the trial. The information in this
affidavit is also false and was provided to him by GERAWAY.

Je does recall some convarsation about polson relating to
STATHOPOULOS but does not think this is in the afiidavit and
annot recall the detalls. Nelther can he recall whether this
ronversation was with BARBOZA or GERAWAY.
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A1l of the "heavy stuff" concerning BARBOZA's -
allegedly telliing him he lled at trials was dictated to
him by GERAWAY who sald he, GERAWAY, .would provide affidavits
in more detail with specifics, leaving WOOD to provide
affidavii,s of a more general ne.ture.

The affidavits Iin hls handwriting were given to
an Attorney RUSSELL who came to Walpole with Attorney
RONNIE CHISHOIM, RUSSELL initiating the conversation by
suggesting he, WCOD, send for RUSSELL, He never sent for
RUSSELIL and never heard of him befors, RUSSELL obviously
coming at CERAWAY's direction since, on this occasion, he
had already handuritten the affidavits which ©ie turned over
to RUSSELL. GERAWAY told him that the affidavits would
be re-typed at CH.ShOLl'“‘ offite and returned for his, WOOD!'s,
notarized signature. WOOD pointed out that he does not want
to sign false afi‘foavit.s in comnection with a capltal case
that to pacify GERAWAY he Tollowed GERAWAY's direction in
handwriting the alfidavits but is extremely concerned at the
prospect of gigning his name, under oath_. to the false
affidavits, .

GERAWAY also made avallable affidsvits o CHISHOLM
and is still in the process of handwriting a long affidavit,
which must be about 70 handuritten pages at present, and in
which GERAWAY is alleging DARBOZA told him that his, BARBOZA's,
testimony in the DEEGAN and PATRIARCA cases was based on
directions of CONDON, RICO, BARNES, MARKHAM, and HARRINGTON.

. GERAVAY told him- that they would receive a total of
$60,000 for giving the affidavits and testifying, $35,000
for GERAWAY, $25,000 for him., GERAWAY does not trust anyone,
incluqmg nOﬂNIE ‘CHISHOLM, and after discussing who would
hold the money, GERAWAY agreed that his, WOOD'!'s, Attorney,
WILLIAM C. FLANAGAN, 31 Elm Street, Soringfield, Massachusetts,
would be the best one. FLANAGAN is a legitimate Attorney
who knows nothing about this situation, The amount of $12,000
in two envelopes is supposed to be delivered to J?MNAGAN'Q
office in Springfleld, attached to each envelope one note, one
handwritten by GERAVAY, the other by hinm, instructing FLANAGAN
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to hold the cnvelopes until they get in touch with him and -
'five him instructions what to do. CGERAWAY 1s extrenely upset

that FLANAGAY has not been to Walpole despite the. fact he,
uOOD, hog had messages letft at FLANAGAN's oftice to come to
Walpole. TFATHER FOLEY, the Catholic Chaplain, called
EATAGAN's office for him ond, at GERAWAY's insistence,
Agtorney ROIIIE CHISHOLM was aupposed to call I“LAI’A(:AN and
tell him HOO0D wanted & visit. GERAWAY said CHISHOIM wented
nothing to do with the payment of money. One of the biggest
problems on GERAWAY's mind as of t{oday, October 29, 1970,
was the failure of FLANAGAN to come and see them. The money
could have been delivexca as earlv as yesterday, Ocbtober 28,
1970, to FLAWACAN's office, GERAWAY plans to have bonds
purchased in his name, phot osta ts of the bonds sent to
CHISHCLM, he, GERAWAY, to have. the serial nunbers via him,
WOUD, uuRA'MY indicating that an adqitional $20,000 will be
dzlivered the week follouing the $12,000 delivery.

GERAVAY told hin that,in addition to the money,
the "office" is having DICK LANE do investigative work to
ne2lp GERAWAY with his appeal. ROHNIE CHISHOILM is ealso
assisting GERAVAY and sunzested that an affidavit might be
‘obtained Trom EDWARD KENUEDY, GERAWAY 's brothar-in-law, who
. testified against him at the murder +tiid resulting in GERAWAY's
Incarceratisn, who might make out an affidavit that he lied
at GERAVAY's trial, GERAWAY told him CHISHOLM sald KENNEDY
gould understand the power of the "office." CHISHOLM also
suggested to GERAWAY that they not baill out KENNEDY, recently
a2rrested on some type of narcotic charge, for a couple of weeks
to give KEGHEDY time to get str&ightened out from the pills
ae was taking.

WOOD said all the information concerning CHISHOLM
nas been received by him J"ro'n GERAWAY as distinguished from
agnversation with CHISHOIM; that he himself has had no
ronversation concerning BARBOZA directly with CHISHOIM,

He is convinced that the majority of the data

roncerning GERAWAY's instructions comes from RONNIE CASSESSO,
locked up in death row, with whom GERAWAY chats every day.
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GERAWAY told him this washow he got out the notes to be
attached to the envelopes being forwarded to Attorney

FLANAGAN,

He also provided an affidavit to Lieutenant BERGIN
of the Massachusetts State Police concerning BARBOZA's
gtatements about murdering & man in Santa Rosa, Californi&.
The information in this aifidavit was true, BARBOZA's
statements initiated following his reading of & newspaper
article concerning & murder trial in California in which
someone received immunity to testify. As a matter of fact,
BARBOZA shouted, "Immunity," several times after reading ths
newspaper. BARBOZA continued to talk about “immunity” and,
apparently convinced of GERAWAY's story that die was going .
t5 beat his case and get relecased, dsked GERAVAY if he would
go 1o California with NICXY FEMIA to dig up the body, smash
the teeth of the corpse, snd cut off the fincers, BAFBOZA
commented that he wished h2 could bury PAULETIE, 2 young
18~year old girl who helped him bury the body, as well as
the wife of the man he killed, whose name he is pretty sure
is DEE. The guestion of "immunity" was constantly on
"BARBOZA's mind and he made & statement that this was the
first body he buried and he probably would be going to ths
gas chamber. His understanding from BARBOZA is that the man
killed had a "beef" with his wife over children. BARBOZA
did not give him movement-by-movement of the murder but
did tell him that while dragging the body, after shooting
the victim, one or both of the victim's eyes were bulging
-out, PAULETTE almost vomiting, BARBOZA throwing somathing
over the victim's face, BARBOZA also told him of seeing
& horseback rider go by and thinking the rider might have
seen somethlng, moving the body the next dey. BARBOZA gave
him every indication: that PAULETTE helped him bury the body.
BARBOZA also said he: fired thrse shots into the vietim, the
shots fired so that the victim's wife could hear; that
BARBOZA did not give him the details of how he got the victin
out of his house but did indicate that the nurder took place
in Sante Rosa, California, or that vicinity.
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BARBOZA &1s59 said he killed two other individuals
on the West Coasty that he had FRARKIE BALLIRO killed by
rutting chlorohydrate in a drink end then someone driving
FRAWKIE's car and jumping out, making it look like FRANKIE 7
rucaad upnj that he followed the same procedurs in killing
2 DURFEE whom BARBOZA described s a New Bedford cop and
whom he, WOOD, now underetands was the Chief of Police in
New Bedford, Massachusetts., BARBOZA claimed to have taken
out DURFEE becsuse DURFEE gave he, BARBOZA, and his brother
£ hard time BARBOZA provided him no specifica concerning
the DURFEE murder,'that is, how he got the dope to the Chief
- or wherz he met him.

WOOD said he is in the process of providing all
information in his possession concerning the DURFRE matter
to the Massachusetts State Police and the NeweBedford Police.

BARBOZA also told hifm that he killed CARLTON EATON,
shooting EATON while he, BARBOZA, was driving, BATON a
passenger in the front seat, NLCKY FEMIA in the baeck seat.

* BARBOZA told him he was hizh on marijuana at that time and
that when he shot EATON & lobt of matter went into his hair,
BARBOZA saying that he brushed out his hair and found a hard
substance which ha put in his mouth, then spitting it out,

realizing it was part of EATON's skull. BARBOZA gave him
the impression that EATON was killed because he stole AMICO's
diving equipment and owed money on lottery tickets,

BARBOZA told him that he personally "whacked out!
Bix people since he had been released by the United States
- Government.

GERAVAY told him that RONNIE CHISHOILM said that the
TBI would "whack out" GERAWAY on one of GERAWAY's tripa to
court; that CHISHOILM supposedly told GERAWAY he knew an FBI
Agent named GARHETT who told him of these plans. WOOD said
he realized this was ridiculous but feels GERAWAY is convinced
that this will happen.

GERAWAY told him also that he can get messages from

PATRIARCA in Atlants in a couple of days, he, WOOD, feeling
that RONNIE CASSESSO is the one who passes data from GERAWAY
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November 5, 1970

Joseph Barboza Baron's alleged
involvement in the Californias murder

In late September of 1970, William Garroway and Lawrence
Woods, inmates at the Massachusetts Correctional Institution at
Walpole, Massachusetts, wrote -lattars to the Chief .of Police at
Santa Rosa, Californis. They advised the Chief of Police that
Joseph Barboza Baron, who was confined with them at Walpole, had -
told thexr that he murdared an>individual {n the Santa Bosa,
-Californis area whoge wife was having a child-custody problem
with the victim. They told authorities that Joseph Barbozs Baron
was assisted with the burial of the murder victim by an 18«yesr old
whoae first name was Paulette.

Santa Rosa authorities came to Massachusetts, interviewed
the inmates and obtained affidavits. These inmates wanted to be
taken to C-lifornia to provide further assistance but Santa Rosa
authorities declined. Upon the return to Sants Roga, the authorities
located and interviewed one Paulette Ramos, age 18, and Dee Mancini,
the wife of the wurder victim. These individuals stated that Joseph
Barboza Baron had ghot and killed one Clay Wilson, the husband of
Dee Mancini, thet tliey were present uhen it heppened and that Paulette
Ramos had uslated in the burial.

Santa Rosa authorities advised that Rmaos and Mancini had both
taken polygraph tests which indicated thet they were telling the truth.
They believe that Joseph Barboza Baron became involved with the victim,
Clay Wilson, in coanection with a burglary and also may have been
enamored with Dea Mancini thus smirdering Clay Wilson. Process has been
isgued for Baron's arrest In this murder and has been lodged in !‘lasaa-
chusetts against him.

Since Ithese developments, Woods has furnished information that
Garroway, through Attorney Ronald Chisholm, has had Woods making up
false affidavita to the effect that Baron told him he did not testify
truthfully in the Deegean murder case and the Patrisrca case. Woods
now says that Baron never discussed these cases but that he, Woods,
would recaive $25,000 for such affidavits and Garroway would receive

EXHIBIT
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$35,000. Even though Woods does state that these affidavits would be
false and Baron never did furnish sny information on the Deegan end
Patriagrca case to him, he still atates that Baron did discuss with
him the murder of the individual now identified as Clay Wilson in
Sants Rosa, California.

ptactive

B Y| ind icates
that Baron had ed to obtain $500,000 from the orgsnization fn this
area with the promise of recanting his testimony. This witness has
furnished information about a meeting between Baron and F. Les Bailey
whare Bailey gave Baron $800 and told him that “the poeple™ had agread
to the $500,000 but that he, Balley, would not act as the intermediary.
Baron did receive $2,000 from Frank Davis a close asgociate of Raymond
L. 8. Patriarca, to come East and negotiate with them relative to his
change of tastimony. His wife was supposad to get $1,000 per month
from the organization but no information has been received that she
raceived any more than en. initisl payment of $1,000 as Baron dropped.
F. Lee Bailey and would not go through for the organization. -

Informa scafived from g in the

- No information has been developed relstive to any sctual .
noney paid to Garroway or Woods except that Woods atates that they have
been promised $35,000 and $25,000.

By way of background information, Gerroway is doing life after
conviction for the gangland wurder of David Sidlauskas in Quincy, Masse-
chugetts. Woods is serving a lengthy sentence for armed robbery.
Garroway has in the past furnfshed false information to law enfarcement
people relative to capital cases.

RBaron's wife is still residing in Ssnta Rosa, California, where
har identity has bacome known as a result of Baron's alleged fnvolvad
in the surder of Clay Wilson. Since he has now cone a turn-about, drop:
F. Lee Bailey and. refused to go through for the organization, in order
to upset the Deegan murder convictions and the Patviarca case, his wife
and children could now be in danger as 2 result of the organization.
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Sworn nrfidavit To: Peraonal lé‘tter Trom

A -1, William n. Gorawxy, meke the !‘ollowi
entircly of my owm volition, 6
v{hat I consider a great wrong. :

"1} ¥hile confined next door 't m in the aogregation uni!: of t:he
atate” prison at walpoln, Josaph Burboza Baron' coni‘:!.ded many things
tome of a highly personal end egal nat;ure.' Knowing that~ I was
doing extensive work on my own case, and attenxptirxgi.to halp other
inmates on an appellate lsvel, He velied greatly upon me for advide,
which I gave. freely. Often this would concern conv rsations’ of
a oritical nature which involved conversations with his Tepresentihg
sttorneys, F, Lee Beilsy, Gerald Alch and Daniel Gillis. Iwedtis i
him repeatedly that such confidings ‘to me represented a pdssible
waiver of the attorney-client relationship, end he seemed partiouljarly
ooncerned over this, since he often told me that ‘Bailey’ and his
law firm wede representing him only technically, and that their
real gosl was to bring forth the -truth regarding men'upon whose

. shoulders unjust sentences rested owing to completely pexrjured

- 6esti'mony by Baron. The sentences 'tbese men reoeivad range from

five yeers to the death penalty. - i . SR
2} Baron sdmitted to me that five-out of the six men he gave
testimony againsg, four of “sitiom aré-on death row, were innocent,
and he -stated that Bailey end Alch  knew meny details of this.
The men he named as being immocent are Henry Tameleo, Peter
Limone, fonald Casseso, Louis Grieco and Joseph Salvati.
3) Baron admitted that a federsl cass resalting in convictions

: éga‘inst Tameleo, Casseso and fiaymond Patriarca was also based-
upon perjured testimony, end that this, too, was known to Balley's
Lew firm. Hs groatly feared that Bailsy, in m effort to bring
out the truth, may testify in proceedings against Baron, since
Beron sdmittedly had acquired his services in the first plsce only
with the understanding that the truth wkuld be told emd verified
by Baron with s polygraph test.- .

4) In short, Baron fully undentood the natu.x-e of "attorney~-client
relationship, md violated it many times by having me write lettexs
‘to variocus offiocials which wers supposed to have come from him,
concesning his attorney and other matters of a confidentiel naturd.

The following is an acoount of & complstse, and fully understood
-waiver on his part, end If it allows the tuuth to be told by
‘Mr Bailey end his asnociates, then this affidavit will have
served its purpose, and an injustice corrected.

P

2L27¥]
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&) On September 1, 1970, at about 6300 r,M,, & man in éivilien
‘clothes hend-delivered a manila envelope to Joseph Baron, who was
in tho coll next to mine. He was told that it was a pessonal
{dooument from F, Loe Bailey. The man then left md Boron was
_sllent for ‘a short period of time, Then he shouted out, for

1l
i
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? the benafit of othey “{vmates on ‘the floox', and: ctt‘i ara within
Ahearing x"\nge, R cnn't let you Tead this lette;, 1y, it 'would
be a walver of attorney-client privilege. i He ﬁlen"atated that
he must reseal the lettor with tape 30 that no onecould aver read
it becsuse if they did, said Baron, it woirld waive his right
tb privileged conversations in the past with Bailoy's Lirm.
Before he even fully finished protesting that no one must’ ever
read the letter, he slipped it through an opening in the bax-s
between his cell end mine, I took into my'hnnd.the.,envelope,
1ight brown, or ten, in color; it was perhaps 9 inches by 6,
slthough I nm pooxr at such mathematical estimates. I tock the
letter out end will recite what I remember of it. I do not maintdin
that it is e verbatim recitetion, even when I have quotation mavks
around sontences, but the genersl thems ond pertinent fsets are
as they wore in the lettesr, ard I could not know them if I did not
read the letter more than once. . :
THE letter conuated of ten single-spaced typed pages. There was
no secrstarial notation or -initlels, mdienting that Bailey had
_typed it himself, It was hend-signed in ink by F. Lee Bailey, .
3 perhaps three fourths of the way down page bten.
THE first page of the letter had t’ne full name md orfice sddresas
- of Baileyts firm, slong with phone- numbers and so.forth, Each of
the other nine psges had only the nemes of the attomeys vho are
partners in the fizm, znd this heading was in smaller type than
the heading on the firat page. It was dated, on the front page,
September 1, 1970. On each of the other nine pages, in the uppex
left corner', vas o small sub-heading, which went as follows:
' JOSEFH BARON ;

- 1, 1970 - o
On the first page Bailey stated that his fim was withdrawing fron
Baron!s case, snd in the first line of the second paragraph Bailey
stated that becmuse of the “bizesrre" oircumstances surrounding the .
‘¢ase, 1t would be well "to review® what had teken place up to thai
point, Bailey warned Baron not to let anyone read the 1etter, that
1t would constitute a walver of attorney-client pz'ivi.].ege. Bailay
sald, "not that I" do not want the letter read. Bailey said that
hie had been approached by a men'nnmed Davis, who arranged for a
meeting between Bailej eand Baron in a New Badford apaitment.
Balley sald that there was “an Apparent graenal’ present and that,
becmuse of Baron being on prrole and/or probation, he would be in
“tpiple trouble” if ever ceught with firesrms, Bailoy said, in
the letter, that Baron- stoted that law officers had seen him
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with guna many times but promized Bailey hs woiild mtff‘oaxfry riréiaxvns
again,  “Two days later,"’Bailey stited, Baron was srrested for
having guns, and contacted Balloy!s -offico through ug" neighbor;

Bailey Stated that ho ther sent Alch to raoprosent hi.m, and that”
none of this was -part of the original bargain. -

BAILEY said that originally, at the first meeting, Baron hﬂd adm:.t ed
to committing perjury against “mg:.ulo, Patriarca amd four men on
death row,” when he stated that some were guilty, Beiley said,
“Let the chips fall where they"may.," Baron told Bailey that he
"wanted to make things right" and asked 1f he might be compcnsated
for money the goveinment had beat him out of, Bailey said thast
although "a man may be peid for truthful testimony,: heé would not
. be = party to any such tramsaction, end would not allow it behind
his back., Boatlsy stated in tho letber thet Baron had given him an
almost "unwinnsbls onse,”™ and that he didn 't feel his: withdrawal
would jeopardize Baron!s court action, becruse it was already
being decided upon. He said that He had gone into dop.rt and affirhed
Baronts right to a lie detector test and that Baron had remained
on ‘medication, vhich he was not sunposed to do, snd that he had
refused to take the test, He stated further that when Baron made
the statement recanting part of his testimony in the Deegan murder
case, hs fully understood the meaning of the word "recant® ot
‘that time, Bailey sald that’ these factors alone wuld not meke
him withdraw, becsuss his firm “"is used to difficult clients,®

but "your letters to adversary counsele--hardly your idea, I think}®
wags the reason for the withdrawal, Bailey stated that both he and
Gillis were of the.ovinion that Baron had already walved sattorney-
client privilege, but that it would be up to soms court to decide
what avidence would be sllowed at a hearing.  He stated that
‘Baronts love end concern for his wife ‘and children were a matter
of convenience to him, md tht in his mare lucid moments ho had
admitted to Bailey that his wife was “orazy"” if she didnt't divorod
him, Bailey said, “you have~--by your own count---killed mare than
20 men;" and that one day information was going to “crop up” on
one of these killings, "Homeo Martin or Punchy MoLeughlin, for
exampls,” and that thers was no statute of limitations on murder,
and that ‘the least Boron could hope for was o life sentence, Bellpy
said that if Baron left this prison the 23rd of September, it woulid
be because he had "mede a most unholy bdargein” with someone who
should be prosccuted. Beiley said in one part of the letter that
helping little people along the way, 1t a1 comes back to . you
somodry, snd “this is the only sure way fo defost lonoliness, and
defoating loneliness 18 sbout the only worti.mhi‘.'m fight life

B R LA
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hres to offer,” Bailey seld slsé in the” letter that he ocould not
bet counted as ors of Garrett Byrneils closost a's'oc,i’_ab_e_a, bqt"tha‘b"
i1t was not Bymme who had slipped Baron's .trahécripé on the sly,
nor was it Byrme who had gotten word to Stathopoulous thaf Grieco
was in the alloy. Beilsy seld that my 1lnwyer vho Tead the' Yette

and didn't act on it "should be- disborred” ond Ba’iléy critielsed those

in public office who had helped frame the patriarce case amd the
Deegmn murder case. On page six, lines 1 through 18, Pailey
told Baron thet he must warn him sincerely that if he should éver

be foolish enough to waive the sttorney-client privilege---privildge

mesnt to proebt the client, not the attomey-~~he wuld find that
the testimony of intelligent and qualified men would overshadow
Baron's attempts to manufacture evidence by shouting for officers
to tear that he stood by the transeript while winking and shelking
his head, He said be would “be more oritical of" Baron's childish
1L it were not for the fact that hé Imew Baron had already succesg
raped justice twice, Bailey stated thet having ‘Baron's name linlkd
with his was “bod news everywhere, but patriotic as it may sound,’
Bailey believsed that jusbioe would toprle back on hsi feet althoug
men like Baron md menin offices of public trust occasionally
men3ge to sbuse the system.

BAILEY said, at the bottom of page 9 end contimming on page ten,
that "imocent men?!s lives have bszen deatroyed by your ‘bestimony'f
end onx page ten Bailey pleasded with.Baron to come forth for once
in his life and tell the truth, just beocause itis right, without.
eny deals, md take as meny of “the corrupt ones wifth you when
Yo go .as you can.” ’ . .

BAILEY ststed that he had asked for andr eceived from Davis, I
believe, a $2500,00 retoiner and had not received a single cent
otherwise, Balley Stated two things—throughout ths letter---
that he was interested in seeing the truth come out in these
matters, md that Baron would weive attorney~client privilegeA ir -
he was 'ever tricked into showing this letter to myone."

IN THZ last peregroph of his letter, Bailey ropeated this waming
twice, I pelieve, md ssid thet if Beron had sy questions regerdi
the letter, to notify his office, md somcone tiom there would
exclain it %o him,

THERZ IS FUCH more that I remember shout tho letter, but it coverd
ton single-spaced typed prges, md I d not belicve it would bo
vractical to go into =11 of 4t here. Parts of it I a cortein
I heve quoted verdbstim, ond other perts I con.end will quote
verbstinm if esked to do so. Further more, neither Wr Bailey nor
enyone connocted him hes been to see me wrior to the meking

ness
fully

ne
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ST ’ 5

with the truth as told to them !-epeatedly by. »nron.
I might add thet Baron diowed st loant omo other iuxnate this
lettor, And that he Showed it to membors of the l‘cdorol government.
At each stage he know full well that he was violutiné thn attorney~
client’ privilege, but tried to vover it by seying that the letter
wes sezled with the original tape he had put on 1t after receiving
it, Actuslly, he had extra tepe end resealod it often. That he
Kmew the showing of the letter wuld be s violetion of the sttorndy
trust con be verified by verious offigers of this unit vith vhom~
be spoke, fud esch time he lct'me read it, it was with the full
Imowledge that he was waiving the privilege off silenoe on the pari
of F, Lee Bailey and his sasociates.

Raapectfnlly,
LY F i A, ,Zam o
WITIIA . GZaAvAY o
Sworn md subscribed to me and befare me on this . day

of November, 1970.

. n—om-—m%%%’\/j Ya&wﬁc . '_(?,.,.. :

Original to ¥, Lee Bailey
ct., notarized, to Atbwsmstuvdohebisiutog]m

o G ’ !
¥ile
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222 Vniom Shyeer, Nl Tt 02740

TEL: 997-2201

o €goan A mimwoLo
on, In.. SECRETANY Cwier Counacs

November 13, 1970 Fran 2. Nowuan

Execunve sechrTany

Cavnence
©

Kenneth M. Wells, Esquire

Public Defender of Sacramento County
403 Court House, 720 Ninth Street
Sacramento, California 95814

Dear Mr. Wells:

. I have takéh your name from the directory of Legal Aid and
Defender Services 1970. If @ have not reached the proper office,
I would appreciate your sending this letter on where it belongs.

I was appointed to represent one Joseph Barboza Baron, a
convicted murderer who turned states evidence and testified against
several Mafia individuals for the Department of Justice, on gun
carrying charges following an arrest in New Bedford, Massachusetts.
Barboza had been given clemency for his testimony and was placed in
California by the Department of Justice with a new identity. From
what I understand he remained in California for about a year and
then came back to New Bedfoxd, which is his home town.

Hie has now been accused of murder in the Santa Rosa arca, which
he strongly and fimmly denies. Mo proposcs to fight rendition from
Magsachusetts to California and he has written to Governor Reagan as
well as the Governor of Massachusetts and the Attorney General of
Ma ts with resp to his local rendition hearing.

From what he knows it would appear that his involvment in the
California murder is based upon statements given by two inmates of
our state prison, which is called Massachusetts Correctional Insti-
tution, Walpole. One man, a William Geraway, has been held in pro-
tective custody. in Walpole as an informer for a period of five years,
the other man, a Lawrence Wood, has been locked up in protective
custody for 13 years in Walpole as an inforxmer. I believe Wood is
serving life for murder and Geraway is serving a 30-40 year sentence
for some type of home invasion and putting the owners, a husband and
wife, in fear by holding a little baby over a bath tub to make them
tell where the jewelry and mone‘y was in the house. One might

«
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' Massackvsetty Dfondons Commtteo

222 Uniow Slrert, s F oerto

TEL: 997-330%
EDGAR A, HiMBOLD

WitLtam €. FLANAGAN, CHAIRMAN apy
FALOERICK H. NORTON, JR., SECRETANY CHier GounseL
EOWARD J. BARSMAK Frank 3. NowiAR
iy Al EXRCUTIVE SECRETARY

Davip §. Naison

Kenneth M. Wells, Esquire
November 13, 1970
Page II

immediately conclude that this is some type of argument between
long term criminals were it not for the fact that in some manner
Geraway claimed to have information in the Von Maxey murder trial
which took place in Florida two ox three years ago and which
attained national publicity. Geraway testified for the prosecu-
tion, but in a strange set of circumstances Geraway's brother, who
is also an M.C.I. Walpole inmate, testified for the defense that
his brother was a chronic liar. Thexe is additional evidence that
Geraway informed on his father from Walpole which resulted in his
father being convicted and sentenced to Walpole where he died. We
understand that Distxrict Attorney Byrne of Boston has dismissed
cases wherein Geraway was a witness on the ground that Geraway is
known as a chronic, perverted liar.

I do not know the procedures in California, but in some fashion
I would assume that an application is made to the Governor of Calif-
ornia to bring Barboza Baron to California. I am writing to you in
the hope that you are in communication from time to time with the
authorities in the State House of California concerned with extra-
dition. It would seem reasonable that california further investigate
the allegations emanating from Walpole before going to the expense
of attempting to return Barboza to California.

Thank you for your consideration of this matter and I would
appreciate hearing from you.

Very truly yours,

H Mizvsing%é ‘.

Chief Public Defender

EJHJI:eml
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paTE: November 16, 1970

! * Mr. Harrington

OM :Dennis'c«mdon’, FBI

pjecT: Lawrence P. Hughes

S

Mr. Lawrg¢nce P. Hughes, botn July 28. 1927, of
“ New Bedford, MassachuSetts, has been kept in protective )
custody by the Suffolk County District. Attorney's Office as a . - '
potenthl witness for the last two nonths.

4

Rugheu furnished intomation relative to a uectiug in tka

woods in the Freet Ma B tts ares bet h Baron and.

Prank Davis, an aslociate of Raymond L. S. Patriarca, tehtl.ve to nego~
tiations for a change - -of testimony on the part -of Baron to. relesse the
organized crime figures that he had testified against. Hughes also was
present when F. Lee Bailey turned over $800 to Baron and told him (Baron)
“the people would pay the $500,000 but he would not be the intermediary”.

Al K

- Hughes* criminal record includes convictions for assault and .
battery, larceny, fraud by check, neglect of fani.ly, and a v:.chtion of
the Sunday entertainment laws.

He is currently held in protective custody with ‘his wiﬁe and one .

- suall child, age 2. 'Batil such time as bis testimony fs -used it will be
tind. enpioynent for him out of the Boston .area, prefetably )
.~ The Suffolk County District Attomey's Office, which .

ooperatt.ve with "the Strike Foree, ‘is requesting i
Strike Pome “assistance in ‘obtaiuing employment - for: Bughu uiitil thie™.
matter 18 reiolved. ~His whole employment history has been that of a
maitre de or first waiter. He would ap asset and extremely eapable
in the restamrant type budnesa.ff’ : P

/¢;az: A a?g&ng~44»mﬂﬂ.

neceasary

004394
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EFHided

Gerald 3bur : 1/16/10
Criminal Divisiou i

Edwmrd P, Harvington, Attorney in Charge
Boston Fisld Office, Organized Crime
and Racketearing Section

Laurencs P, llughes

: It {s requested tlutiﬁpluyune be procured for Lasrvence P,
~ Hughes. ) .
Mr. lewcsnce P. MHughes, born July 28, 1927, ofi

NN New Bedford, Msssachusetts, has been kapt is protactive

‘custody by the Suffolk County. Mrutltunq-otﬂcau -
potential witnags for the last two months,

HBughes furnished information relative to a mesting in the

_woods fu the Frestown, Massachusetts area betwean Joseph Baron and
. Frank Davia, an associate of Reymond L. S. Patrisrcs, relative to
. pegotiations for a change of testimony on the part of Baron to re-

lease the organized crime figures that he had testiffed sgaiost.

Hughes also was present when F. Lee Bailey turuned over $800 to
Baron and told him (Baron), “The people would pay the $500,000
 but he would not be the intermediary.*

Rughes will tegtify to this in- hoaring uutinzto a
wotion for a naw trial which has been £iled by six Coaa Kostra -
: members who bad previously bean convictad for the firstedegree
- mupder of Boston gangster Edward Deegan. The Deegan munder case,
one of the most significant organised crime convictions in New
- Zngland, resulted in four other defendauts being sentenced to.
_mmmmomwmmmmmwm-wﬂmr
Cwant. Although tried in the state court, the conviction resulted
}mthojolnteoopeuti.ouoﬂ(o«uludmﬂmﬂwﬂﬂuh

: Hughes' criminal record fncludss couvictions for asseult
: and battery, larceny, fraud by check, neglect of family, and a
: violation of the Sunday entertaiwment Lonen.

EXHIBIT
366

e ———

BSF-016e9
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He s currently hald {n protective custody with his wife
and obe small child, ege 2. Until such time as his testimony fs
used, it will be necessery to £ind employment for him out of the
Boston ares, preferably fu anothier stats. The Suffolk County District
Attorney's Office, which has been sxtresely cooperative with the
Strike Force, {s requesting Strike Forcs assistance {n obtaiming
employmeut for Hughes until this matter is resolved. His whole
exploynsnt history has been that of & maitre ds of first witer.
He would be an saset and extreselyccapable in the vestsurant
type business.

BSF-01670
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THE COURT: We've gotten past that point.
MR. HYLAND: Yes, but the objection, your Honor, concerﬁiﬁ@
whether he knowse- thié,would require a knowledge of federai,t

structure.

THE COURT: No, the objection to this question is sustained. o

Presumably a witness who is more versed than Mr. Hughes in what
the task force is will be here.

MR. MILLER: 0. Who did you personally talk with concerning
your trip to Texas?
A. ‘Who did I personally talk with? Dennis Condon, Jack Zalkind
0. Will vou stbp right there for a moment. Dennis Condon?
A. Yes,
0. When was that, sir?
A. Around December of 1970.

Q.  where did, that conversation. take place?

‘A. At-4 Lewis Parm Road, Dedham, D-e~-d~h-a-m, Massachusetts.

Q. And,who else was present?
A; Mr. Jack Zalkind.

0. A&And vhat does he do, sir?
A. Assistant District Attorney for Suffolk County.

Q. Who else was present?

A. John Doyle.

0. And what does he do, sir?

A. He's the commanding officer of the District Attorney's offic
Q. Anyone else present?
A. My wife.

O. Anyone else?

A. No.

BLASHFIELDS
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664

0. This 4 Lewis Farm Road, you were residing there at the time?
A. This is a place where I was under protective custody, myself
my wife and my daughter.

0. What did you call that, again, what kind of custody?

A. Protectiye custody.

0.  So we have Dennis Condon. He, you said, is an PBI man?
A. That's correct.

Q. And Jack Zolkind?

A. That's correct.

Q. John Doyle?

A. Correct.

Q. And your wife?

A. ~Yes, sir.

0. Approximately, sir, how long would you estimate that conversy
tion lasted that you had with these individuals?

A. A few minutes. »

Q. A few minutes

A, Uh huh.

0. And it was at this time that it was decided by Mr. Condon,
was it, that you would be sent to Texas? :

A. No.

Excuse me, your Honor, it's all mixed up. Could I possibly
tell why I was at 4 Lewis Farm Road?

THE COURT: Well--

THE WITNESS: I mean, it has a reason for mj being here,
your Honor.

THE COURT: Yes, the problem is this, Mr. Hughes: statement

like that might or might not be admissible, and the Court has to

BLASHFIELDS
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i e [ - e
rely on the attorneys to make that sort of determination. 8o if
you are not asked that question Ly onc of the attorneys,
specifically by Mr. Miller, on redircct examination by the
pistrict Attorney, if in his judgment it's admissible, it can
be gone into.

Now, that's about all I can say to you.

THE WITNESS: All right, sir.

THE COURT: Under the rules, you answer whatever questions
are asked of you, without volunteering information.

THE WITNESS: All right, sir.

MR, MILLER: Q. Back to ocur few minutes of conversation
involving Mr. Condon, Mr. Zolkind, Mr. Doyle, yourself, and your
wife. Was it suggested by Mr. Condon or amy of the others I .
mentioned that you be taken to or placed in Texas?

A. Yes.

Q. At this time?

A, Yes.

0. &and by which of these individuals, sir?

A. By all of them.

0. ZIn unison, they all suggested it, or did one of them--

A. vell, the telephone rang, and the police officer that was
there, you know, with usQ- there were policemen living with us
arcund the clock== and the police officer that was there put
Mr. John Doyle on the teiephone. And Mr. John Doyle said that
he was coming out with Mr. Condon and Mr. Zolkind, that I was
being moved.

0. He said that on the phone?

A. Correct.

BLASHFIELDS



10

il

13
14
15

17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

1858

Q. That was Mr. Doyle, then?

A. That was John Doyle.

Q. Is he a friend of yours?

A. Is he a friend of mine? No, he 1is not.

Q. 'Did you see Mr, Doylg?

A. Yes, I did.

Q. On more than one occasion?

A. I sure did.

Q. Quite often?

A, Quite often,

Q. Then after the phone call these individuals arrived?

A. Ye#.

0. _And they discussed vour being moved to Texas?

A, Correct.

é. And approximately how long after this meeting did you
fact make your move to Texas?

A. About a week later.

Q. So this would have been after Christmas or so?

A. This was after the first of the year, it was in 19371,
@. The meeting would'bave been late December, if you left
week?

A, Yes, after Christmas, probably, ves.

in

in a

Q. Was there any discussion about your being found a job back .

in Texas?

A. Yes, there was.

Q. What?

A. Yes, there was. Also being given a new identity.

Q. And didn‘t they get you a job, didn't they live up to

BLASHFIELDS
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UNITED STATES VERNMENT

Memorandum
to : DIRECTOR, FBIL f(166;3219) pATE: 12/1/70 T
FROM :-SAC, BOSTON (166:629) (p)

supjecT: RAYMOND L. S, PATRIARCA, aka;
ET AL
A ITAR -~ GAMBLING

7

@) .
YaseeHd BARoW o
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Investigation disclosed that JOSEPH BADWAY,

close associate of the subject, was involved in meetings where Q
discussions were had relative lo JOSEPH BARBOZA BARON changing N
O~
e

his testimony to effect the release of subject and other LCN
members from Jjail for payment of a large sum of money. A
involved in gambline ac !

“an

ek i

Bur =321 .
r‘#’"’x;zﬁ-e&ﬁ;)‘j % :
- Newark (info : : : _l)

1

2 « New York : )

2 - Philadelphia “J7 Tile 18 U. S. C.
12 - Boston (166-629) Section 2510, et sed

T

(1 - 92-1132)

Toar”

uy U.S. Savings Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings Plan

SHPEC16T
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“J* Title 18 U. S. C. | )

BS 166-629 ‘Section 2510, etseq
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BS 166-629

—

LEADS

NEWARK {INFORMATION)

NEW YORK, at New York City o :

A e —

Will 1aenti*y subscribers to phones set forth
above and check indices.

BOSTON OFFICE

'Identify subscribers to telephones set forth above.
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