JACK RUBY WAS NOT EITHER AN INFORMANT FOR THE FBI

Synopsis: Jack Ruby was contacted by the Dallas FBI elght times in 1959, He
provided no information, was not paid, and was not, in Heover's definition, an
informant, . The #3I was less than enthusiastic about providing the Warren
Commission with details and other records mentioning Ruby before November 24,
1963, This meno summarizes the correspondence 1 have on this matter.
L * * * * * * * * »* * * * * * * * Ed

CD b, the first collection of investipgative reports submitted by the FBI
to the Commission, contains various items menticning Ruby before the assass=-
ination, dating back to 1950 (pps 155-159). This information is prefaced only
by the remerk that ‘the following is information eoneerning JACK RUBY, also
known as Jack Rubsnsiein.” On February 25, 1964, Rankin wrote Hoover, noting
that a review of these pages "suggests the existence of a file containing
infermation about Jaeck L. Fuby céllected by your Bureau prior to November 22,
1963," Ho asked for “a report on the information relating to Ruby which may
have been in your possession prior to November 22, 1963, '

In his reply, dated February 27, Hoover advised that the information in
CD % "was obltained, through a search of all files in the Dallas Office wherein
refersnces to JackIuby appeared, All available information concerning Jack
Auby containad in the Dallas files is set forth in the report." (Emphasis added.)
Cn larch 3, Pankin wrote Hoover again, pointing out that the request had not .
been intended to apply only to the Nallas files, He asked for copies of all
records oiinterviews of Ruby, or of persons mentioning Ruby.

Hoovet's reply, dated April 7 {CD 732, with attachments), provided more
details on the ten items in CD 4, but no new items. Four of these items are
in the 26 volumes (CE's 1760, 1761, 1693, 1764). As can be seen there, the
attachments Zoover provided to CD 732 are not original reports, but paraphrases.
As he put it in his letter, "these copies are verbatim copies of the original
source material with the exception of these instances wherein it was necessary
to conceal the identity of a confidential source.... As the items basically ~
contain information pertaining to other unrelated investigative matters much of
which was furnished to this Bureau in eonfidence, it is requested that the
President's Commission continue to maintain this infermation in the sane
confidence that it was initially furnished.” Thie seems like a rather odd
rocedure and request, (Incidentelly, no part of CD 732 is now withheld.)

Nine of the ten items are of no particular interest to me. The axception
is one which is presented in CD 4 as follows: "The following description was
obtained through observation and interview.” 1In CD 732, the identical description
is prefacecd, somewhat more informatively, as follows: "Jack L. Ruby was contacted
by £pecial aAgent Charles W. Flynn on March 11, 1959, at which time the following
deseription of Jack L. Ruby was obtained through observation of the Agent and
thiz interview, Ho additional informetion was furnished by Ruby."

This dsscription was in fact obtained in conjunction with an attempt to
raecruit Ruhy as an FEY informant. The above-sited letters from Rankin raise
no guestions about this; what follows is the information presented, apparently

. without prodding, by Hoover.

: As noted, CD 4 does not indiecate the source of the description of Ruby.

In his February 27 letter, Hoover wrote; “For your information, Ruby was
““contacted by an Agent of the Dallas Office on Mdarch 11, 1959, in view of his
position as a night club operator who might have knowledge of the eriminal
element in Dallas. He was advised of the Bureau's Jurisdiction in eriminal
matters, and he exprassed a willingness to furnish information along these
‘lines, He was subsequently contacted on eight occasiuns between March 11, 1959,
;and Qctober 2, 1959, vcw%mnwzwmrm& no information whaiever and further contacts
with him were discontinued, Ruby was never paid any noney, and he was never at
~any time an informant of this Bureau,"

Rankin's letter of Harch 3 did not ask for any substantial clarification
of this rather stariling revelation. iloover's letter of April 7 repeatec in
essence the above-quoted varagraph, with some oxpansion: “He was subsequent,ly
contscted by an Agent on April 28, June %,and 13, duly 7 and 21, sugust £ and
31, and Qctober 2, 1959 ,,., These contacts were recorded only by date alonyg
with notations indicating Ruby bad not furnished any inferwatlion, There is
no information recorded that was furnished by Xuby in connection with any of
these contacts, Ruby was never paid any money and he was never, at any time,
an informant of this Bureau,™

Some obvious questions vresent themselves, Why, specifiecally, was Ruby
contacted at that timet (One possible.clue is that the “deseriptlion™ of Ruby
obtained on the first visit includes Lhat fact that ruby was an asscciste of
James Robert Todd, described as a “known Dailas area criminal.”) is it eustomer
to record a physical deseription of sueh informants? Af auby provided no
information whatever, Why was he repeatedly contacted? Zven it he wag not
paid in eash, did Ruby a% that time have any reason te seeik other forms of
compensation? Hight there be any significance to the fact that the Fil's
contacts with RBuby bracketed his September, 1959, triv to Cuba (WR 370, &02)7¥
It is unfortunate that iHoover did not give the Comuission photocopies of the
original records, which presumably included files numbors and sther such
useful information, Why did the Commission show no great interest - or ha
Just missed something? (I em not aware of any subgoeguent interest by the
Commigsion, after CU 732 was received, but I have not checked the relevant
Archives files or made a thorough check of the 26 volumes,)

Faul L. Ho
danuary 8,
Aoowwmm of' the documents cited are available from me, by interest in this matte)

was initiated whan Harold Weisberz sent me a copy of Hoover's lelter to Rankin
of Pebruary 27, 1964, which was discovered in the dArchiv Gary
Sehoensr and/or Hal Verb.)

To f£ill out the page, here is an exeerpt from the nonexistent transcript of
a session which the Commission did not hold on June 31, 1904

¥r. HOGVER., Ruby was never paid any woney, and he was never, sb any iime,
an informant of this Surseau, .

The CGIfIISSTON (in unison), what, never?

ir, HOOVER, WNo, never,

The STAFF (in unison), What, never?

Yre HOOVER., Well, hardly ever,



