JACK RUBY WAS LOT EXTHIR AN INFORMANT FOR THE FBI

Iymopsizy Jack fmuy was contacted by the Dallas ¥5I eight times in 1G59. He
provided no infarmation, was not paid, and was not, in Hoover's dafinition, an
informant. The FBI was less than enthuslastic about providing the Warren
Comission with details and other records mentioning Ruby belore ovember 2k,
1963, This meno surrarizes the correspondence I have on this matter,
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TD L, the first coilection of investigative reports submilted by the 73T
Lo the Comissian, contains varions items mentioning Ruby befors the assass-
inatien, datins back to 1950 (pp., 155-159), This information is prefaced only
by tha re-ark that “the following is information concerning JACK RUBY, also
known as iack Rubenstein.” On February 25, 1964, Hankin wrote Hoover, noting
that a review of tiosa pages "sugpests the existonce of a file containing
inforaation acont damk L. fuby coliscted by your Rureau prior to Hovember 22,
1242." e asked for-"a report on the information relating to Ruby which may
have bean in your rossession prior to Hovember 22, 1963." "

In his reply, dated February 27, Hoover advissd that the information in
S0 &4 "aag obtained through e search of all files in the Dallas Office wheraein
reforsness te Jack: Ruby apnasared. All available information concerning Jack
Ruby contained in thn Ialias Tiles is sst forih in the report.” (Bmphasis added.)
Cn arech 3, Pankin wrote licover again, pointing out that the request had not
boen intanded to apply only to the allas files. He asked for copies of all
rocords of interviews af fuby, or of persons mentioning Ruby.

Hoover's reply, dated April 7 (CD 732, with attachments), provided more
datails on tho ten items in CD 4, but no new items, Four of these items ars
in the 28 volumes (CE's 1760, 1761, 1693, 1764). 4s can be scen thare, the
attachmants Hoovar provided te CD 732 are not original reports, but paraphrases,
As he put it in his letter, "thase copies are verbatim copies of the original
source material with the excention of those instances wherein it Was necessary
to concaal the identity of a confidential source,... As the items basically
contain information pertaining to other unrslated investigative matters much of
which was furnished o this Pureas in confidence, it is requested that tha
fresident's Cormmission continue to maintain this information in the sama
confidence thut it was initiaily furnished.” This seems like a rather odd
procedure and reguest. (Incidentally, no part of CD 732 is now withheld.)

Hine of thes ten items are of no particular interust to me, The axception
is ono which is prosented in CD & as follews: "The following description was
obtained throuph ohservation and interview,"” In CD 732, the identical descriptien
is prefaced, somewhal more informatively, as follows: "Jack L. Ruby was contacted
by Special Arent Charlss i. Flyan ea Xarch 11, 1959, at which time the following
“escription of Jack L. Ruky was obtained through observation of the Agent and

 thls interviow. o additional information was furnishad by Ruby."

This description was 4n fact obtained in conjunction with an attempt to
racrull 2uby as an FEI informant, The above-citod letters from Rankin raise
no guestions aYiout this; what Tollows is the infermation presentad, apparently

" without prosding, hy Loover.

As nolszd, Ci b does not indicate the source of the description of Ruby,
In &ds Pebruary 27 lotter, Noover wroter “For your information, Ruby was
contactad by an Azent of the Dallas Office on Harch 11, 1959, in view of his
positlon as a night nlub operator who night have mowledge of the crimiral
elasent in Dallas, ile was advised of the Imroau's jurisdiction in criminal
maiters, and he axpressed a willingness to furnish information alony these

iines. lie wag a:.unan_cmumuk contacted on eignt oceasions betwsen March 1il, 1959,

-And Gedober 2, 1959, bathfurnished ne information whatever and furthor contacts

with hin wore dlseontinued. Pty was never paid any money, and ne was never at

. Any timo an informant of this Zureau.”

Rankin's letlter of Mareh 3 did not ask for any substantial elarification
of this rather startling revelation, Hoover's letter of April 7 repeated in
essenca the above-quated paragraph, with same oxpansion: "He was subsequently
contacted by an Azent on April 28, June 5.and 18, July 7 and 21, hogust 6 and
31, and October 2, 1959 .,,, These contacts ware recordsd only by date along
with notations indieating Ruby had not furnished any infermation. There is
no information recorded that was furnished by Raby in eonnection with any of
thess contacts, Ruby was novar paid any monoy and he was never, at any tima,
an informant of this ureau,” :

Some obvious questions prasent themeelves, why, specifically, was Ruby
contacted at that time? (Une possible clue is that the "deseription" of Auby
obtained on the first visit includes that fact that Ruby was an sssociate af
James Pobert Todd, descrited as a "known Dallas area criminal.”) 1s it customary
%o racord a physieal description of such informants? if fuby provided no
information whatever, why was he repeatadly contncted? Evan if ho wes not
paid in cash, did Huby at that timo have any reason to seak oither foimg of \

compensation? wignt thero be any significance to the fact that tha Fai's
contacts with luby bracketed his September, 1959, trip te Cuba (uR 370, d02)%
It 1s unfertunate that Hoover did not give the Commission photocopies of the
original records, which presumably included iles numbars and otker such
useful information, Why did the Commission show no greal interest - or have 1
Just missed somothing? (I am not aware of any subrequent interast by the
Commission, after CD 732 was recalved, but I have not chacked the relevant
Archives files or made a thorough check of tha 26 volumes.)

Paul L. Hoch

January £, 1969

(Copias of the documents cited are available from me. My intorest in this matter
was initiated whan iarold Weisberg sent me a copy of Loover's letter to Rankin
of February 27, 1964, which was discovered in the Archives by (I think) Gary
Schoener andfor Hal Verb.)

To fill out the page, here is an excorpt frem the nonexistent transeript of
4 se$sion vhich the Commission did not hold on Juns 31, 1564

¥re HOGOVER, Ruby was never paid any monsy, and he was never, at any tims,
an informant of this Hurean,

The COMAISSION (in unisen), What, never?

Er. HOOVER, No, naver,

The STAFF (in unison), What, never?

Mr. HUOVER. Well, hardly sver.
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Dear Paul,

¥ot a call from my sister thisz morning that my mother was going into surgery at
12:30 today, and th: silenes since has beaer disquieting, So, I leid agide writing, gathered
up some naterials I'd need for it and, reluctant to set far from the phone with 141 enjoying
the tricks of her trick kmee, I've becn doing odds and end.

I reread your 1/8/69 nano on Ruby as en FBI infurnant and, as you did, find mch of
Hoover's stuff imposaible 4o believe, Thare i3 no such fiing as a guy in Ruby's position
the agents don't ses as often as the dogn ge to the garbage pails, Bub they claim five
years of total seperation? Unless the language is tricky and means only that the agents
dia rot go 5 see Ruby. WHich covld them :w:an he got in touch with shem or they were glad
Yon smeche was borm.

One thing L have in CD 4 is feceinatings Ruby to “uba and no pageport record, no
interview on his »-tum?

1'm vondsring if you might be updating this as you g0 over the new stuff, I intisliy
docided to do little about Zaby for 40 reasoss: L believed it would trurn cut fo be the
most dirficult ares and it was proper to withhold everytaing that could hawve had sn
adverse influence on his trial | not 4o the extent that the government withheld from his
lawyers, though),

Compaze how the FEI hmmted Pena's uith thédr separatien from Muby, ilake sense}

There is a hard-to-believs repurt in CE 1750 from an Cakland charecter who elaimed
Ruby tad a slot business and bwv wan = rechacde for it. I hed that in the file,

Suying that huby was pald nothing is not aiterial, He was in the position where if
he were not afraid of his associztes he'd be delighted to have them on his side, I feel
that language is trdiclky,
On the other hand, I do not lmow if 4t is worth it, aot in a table of present priorities,
i also do not believe that it would no have been poseible to lean hard enough on Roby
to get from hin whatever was wanted, The Teporss list hiu as a known erdwminal, He was
valnsrable. This is their preference, for the Preseure—point is built-in,

Sincersly,



