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Js only: Cervais-The Dealy The Squeal Aff filed under IRS 8/30/72 I 9/9/72

These air-pollution situations seem to make us tired and sleepy. 41 has been sleeping
through a broadcast of one of her favorite operas. I huve used the time to read the Floyd
“oore affidavit the IRS finally sent nme.("The Internal Revenue Servive las not rcleased
any information to the press concerning" it and "However, the United States Attorney
has released the affidavit and a copy ic cnclosed", By the Commissioner himself, no less.)

It is 25 legal pages, not a good copy (that two copies at least preccedéd in this
xoroxing is visible) but il you want it I'll have a co,y made when 1'm near a good xerox
or will do‘it on imgak letter-sized paper and paste up.

I don ¢ think L have ever secn anything like as must remote hearsay in any legal
proceeding. I'm surprised at the silence on this score alone when affidavits were available
fron all hearsay sources.

Nor anything as self-scrving.

Hor, above all, anything as confirmatory of my original theory of what Ue:vais was
up ite It actually confirms him! I suspect that were I to toke the time and check out
the dates, they also would have additional significance avoided in the affidavit language.

Some things are hidden. The name of the ultimate employer and of the oil coipany(gulf),
the reel reason they backed out, the names of soue of the people (like the puy in Klein-
dienst's office) and others,

Worst of all, Gervais Xag in tax touble and they allowed him to amend his returns to
get around that. Lven he didn t spill that much! I think they nust have done it as a
precaution, fearing he would. His amended 1966 return wasn't filed until 2/71 and others
later, just within the statutory limitation for amending, according to my expert-in-
recidence/slecpiness,

The internal contradictions are incredible. And they disclosed bugging and teping not
previously disclosed. Which gives the defense specific requests to make and a general
ellegation I don't think any court can refuse in a request for all not (isclosed. Therc
are two conversations with .im and his vife, for exsmple, not previously referred to.
Suspilcion: they say other than the gov't wants said, :

I have marlced up the margins but not made notes .nd won't now, not kmoving if I'11

ever want them, I think I'l! pickit all up, pohaps nore, on another reading if it is 1ECessary.

But in even the gov't wersion, this is vintage “ervais. They mercly nade it easier
for lim, giving hin legitimate excuses so he'd not have to make them up, as no dpubt he wuld,

The gall of the man can be ppreciated by onc who knows him only anf in contexf.For
example, instead of a letter he once sent a tape and they are crazy enough to quote too
mu,s%:}"ﬁ meekuﬁ should kmow and I think it would be well to point out xhere that 4, Wall
tes :ng,? gf oath in federal court in Hew Orleana that the Internal Revenue Service
and the United States “overnment had investigated me thoroughly, completely, totally
and came up with nothing. Absolutely nothing. And so indicated to me...before I considered
alding the governuent." Or, what the hell ya gonna do? He is absolutely right. That is the
one transeript I do have. They can't touch him on any of his criuwinal past! And he quite
brazenly told them he'd sit in the Fountainebleau cofiee shop and meke twice as much as
their $22,000 doing absolutely nothing, Or, dare you to try something when I do,

I do believe he has actuslly pulled mmdd one of the more impossible ecapers of all
tine, I did believe this is what he was up to and I did believe he was capable of trying it
&s an only alternative, a last resort, but I didn t belicve the of icial stupidity would
spproximate what it is. Power corrupts, etc. g

I've now got another hunch, and it is a wild one, He first met the local IRS intel-
ligence chief in the Fountainebleau coffee ship. I'1l not be surprised is he has to he'll
have a transcript of what then tock place. If he wasn't wired for sound he had some other
neans of doing i, I'm sure, and it will include more than the gov't admits about forgiving
gin of the pastes..They really trusted him, Porclaiming they didn't tell him what they were
up to, they adwit they told him about when they were going to ruin the pinball business in
La. and liiss, How else could they but by the raids they pulled? I think they may have thrown
thiz in to get him in trouble with those who oimed that $8,000,000 of nachines lost. However,
in covering themselves against charges of telling him too much and making‘lﬁ_m nore credible on
this, they also claimed not to have let him knovm, she he can say he didn t known. But PG
figured that out easily.




Department of the Treasury

. Internal Revenue Service
Washingten, DC 20224

Date:

AUG 30 1972

In reply refer to:

C

» Mr. Harold Weisberg
Coq d'Or Press
Route 8
Frederick, Maryland 21701

Dear Mr. Weisberg:

This is in response to your letter of July 28, 1972,
requesting a copy of the affidavit of Floyd D. Moore and
appealing the denial of your request for documents support-
ing this affidavit.

The Internal Revenue Service has not released any infor-
mation to the press concerning the affidavit of Floyd D. Moore
which was filed in the case of United States v. Jim Garrison,
et al. However, the United States Attorney has released the
affidavit and a copy is enclosed. '

I have carefully considered your appeal and determine
that the Assistant Commissioner (Compliance) properly denied
your request for documents supporting the affidavit of
Floyd D. Moore. I therefore deny your appeal.

Sincerely,

A Bt

Commissioner

~

Enclosure




Department ef the Treasury

Internal Revenue Service
Washingteon, @€ 20224}
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»  Mr. Harold Weisberg
Coq 4'Or Press
Route 8
Frederick, Maryland 21701

— Dear Mr, Weisberg:

This is in response to your letter of July 28, 1972,
requesting a copy of the affidavit of Floyd D. Moore and
appealing the denial of your request for documents support-
ing this affidavit.

The Internal Revenue Service has not released any infor-
mation to the press concerning the affidavit of Floyd D. Moore
which was filed in the case of United States v. Jim Garrison,
et al. However, the United States Attorney has released the
affidavit and a copy is enclosed.

I have carefully considered your appeal and determine
that the Assistant Commissioner (Compliance) properly denied
your request for documents supporting the affidavit of
Floyd D. Moore. I therefore deny your appeal.

Sincerely,
(signed) Johunic M. Walters

Commissioner

Enclosure




i . AFFIDAVIT

I, Floyd David loore, Chicf of the Intelligence Divisicn,
Internal  Revenue Service, New Orleans District, being duly sworn, do

swear, depose and state that to the best of my knowledge, informztion,
\ and belief: . |
’ _fl - (1) ©n Moy 29, 1559, } met Pershing Gervais for the first.
time, at his request, at the éontaincbleau Motor Hotel Coffee Shop-in
New Orleans, Louisizna, in the compa any of Internal Ravenue Scrvnce i
@ 5’ A Group Suparvisor Haurbon Perry. Cervais told me that he had personal -

knowledge of ?.yoffs to certain Louasuana puhllc offucaals . He indicated
est 7 his wllllngne;; to furnish the Internql Revenue Scrv?ce informaticn' l
'aLo;t payoffs under certain conditionéz that his identity would not
. i ; be d:sclosed outside the Internal Revenue Service without his permission;
il ) that his testlmony would not be requ:red 2gainst his will; ‘and that in<
i i o :fannatlnn he voluntarily furnished the Internal Revenuve éLFVlCC would *3

not be used against him in a crlninal case.

Gervais said he was making his offer voluntarily and that he

was not sceking immunity in the ‘continuing Internal Revenue Service

investigation of his federal income tax returns'fo} 1265, 1966, and
1967. Hz told me that he was confident that we could not develop a
prosecuticn tax casé against him. He said his offer of ;ooperation was
good only after we had reached the same conclusion. Ha teld me to “take
your bes} shot 2t m2 and thea we will work tegether'. Gervais told me

that his scin was missing in Viet Nam and that he could not stand the

thougnt of losing his son to protect the corrupt system which he knew

.to exist in How Orleans.

é B I told Gervals that | would have to check with 2 limited nusber

of officials in the Internal Revenue Service and in ths Cepartment of

Justize. | told him I could not enter into an agreement with hia if

fhere was a possidility | could not keep it or if tha agrearent would

cerpromise the activities of enothar governmant agenev.  Garvais qave

re peridission to make the minimm disc closures of his identity nocessa

e
for me to chegk with my superiors and with the Department of Justice.




(2) 1 next met wity Cervais on June 24, 1563, in my office at

600 South Strect in Hew Orleans in the presence of Group Supervisor .

Perry. | told Gervais that my supcr:ors in the Interna)l Revenue Service

and rcspcn51bfc officials in the Departmunt of Justice had agreed to

honor any agreement I made with hlm cencerning his ccoperation with the
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Internal  Revenue Service in developing cases against corrupt public

l ) officials. We reached the following agrecment: that Gervais would dis-

close to me, or to my representative, details of payoffs to public )

officials about which he had persenal .knowledge, and would make completé

; . discloshrés about all the payoff s:tuatlons he reualled that Gervais!
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S . dlsctosurcs wou!d not be used agalnst him in any prosecublon, except

-

which were already known to*

e

that if he had engaged in criminal actions &

.

the government his disclosures of these actions to me wbuld not preclude

_ his prosecution, and any criminal act on his part which he did not d|s~

T

.

close to me and which was subsequently discovered by a government ageﬁcy

wou]d be used against him in prosecutive action; that neither I nor the.

lnternal Revenue Scrvnce would be a party to eriminal violations, hence

e SN e M

Gervais would not participate in payoffs to public officials in the

.%_.........____ s a

future, except when such activities were in legitimate cooperetlon with

o
—5

the ln;ernal Revenue Service for the purpose of obtaining cv;d;nca, that

Gervais wcu!d not be required to testify as a witness wlthout his per-

Ay

mission; and that Gervais! :dﬁnt:ty would not be disclosed Furthﬂr

F: ! without his spECIflC consent. Following this June 24, 1969, meeting, |

{ ‘ assigned Special Agent Arlie G. Puckett to deal with Pershing Gervais

; % within the terms of our agresment,

(3} Batwean June Zh,'195°, and July 27, 1870, Pershing Gzrvais

met with Special  Agsat Puckert at frequent but irragular intervals,

timas Cervais furmivhed Puckett with axtensive information re-

garding criminz] aetivities in the New Crlezns area. During tha' earlier

n¢5}1lf' sartica of this par: Carwais, Fuchase, and | discussed the copditiang

i IM‘J s dap whiTah Pacusie BLotestiTy as o guvernment witness in the sevarz)
R
'mﬂ sri-iadl gadss his W oreasien stggested.  Gervais told me he would not

alicw his cooperation wiith us to became public rrowledge unless he could
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leave dew Orlcans with his family before his Temily was exposed to any
publicity. He recalled that his cooperation with the Internal Revenuc
Service which disclosed cofrpption in the Hew Orleans Police Department

‘ during the 1950's rgSultcd in wide-spread publicity in which he was

: i 1 ;

i | accused of being a "stool pigeon' and a traiter to his friends. Gervais:
\ ‘ ‘ :
{ . said his elder son was old enough to read the newspaper and that as

_f’ . "+ ‘a result his relationship with his son suffered. According to Gervais,

i ; - 7 i
i : \ " his son lost respect for his father and never regained it completely.
i

i He 'said he would not go through a similar ordeal with his younger son.

Gervais indicated to me he would consider disclosure ef his

|
' cooperatrnn with us if he could ba rc]ocated to an area where his .

family would not be exposed to publicity and under conduticns in vn[ch .

he could support his family at the level to which they were accustomed.

X Gervais did not name a specific amount of income he would require, - -

L
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but | concluded from our conversations and from his tax returns thét;

T ~$165000 annual income was a minimum Figure,. |1 told Gervais that |
: " would contact my superiors in the Internal Revenue Service and explore

- . _ the possibility 6f relocating him and his family. Gervais made no com- .

i - mitment to me about relocating and | rede no commitment to him beyond

expTor;ng possibilities.

| contacted my superior at the Reg1ona1 Jevel and outlined
generally a E?rtfon of the informetion Gervais had furnished to Special
Agent Puckett and asked him to explore possibilities of relocating

Gervais and his family and of obtaining employment For Gervais at about

} ;f . . $16,000 par year. After zbout three weeks my superior told me that such
arraagémcnts ware not possibie. 1 rciéyed this information to Carvais
and ive agreed to continue Eeceiving information from him under the terms

;—_6? our originaihégreement. -

(4) G2 July 17, 1559, | met with Pershing Gervais at my offic

in the company of Sroup Supervisor Naurien Perry aad Specici Aysat Aviie
G. Puckett. Gervails had askad for the meeting bBecguse he was concerncd
that full disclusure about scmz payeff sifuetivie wesld La daetrimzntal

to himseif. He said that he felt that it chTd'be in the best interest




of everyone invelved if he told everyithiag about criminal activities of which
g he was aware, including payolfs and bribes in which he was involved peorson-
albly. | teld Gervais that should he make such voluntary disclosures he

would have to pay the civil taxes he owed as the result ofl income he had

omitted from his tax returns in prior years. | told Gervais that I would

‘check to sce if he could be given some relief in the way of time payments

i after he filed amended returns reporting his omitted income. | agreed that

if Gervais felt he was providing information which would, if used, identify

s,

; Efplhé.the-informant, Special Agent Puckett would keep this information in

ﬂ ' a specfal.fjle. | also explained to Gervais that hngommitment to him

would be upheld by my successor should | be transferred frém New Orleans, |

.repeated my commitment to Gervais that we would not use him as a witnesse

-

without his permission, provided he cooperated with us fully. | also re- [~

assured him that we would not disclose his identity without his permission.

Gervais filed an amended 1966 return with Special Agent Arlie G. Puckett on’

February 2, 1970. Gervais filed amended 1967 and 1968 returns on or about
May 8, 1970.

(5)‘ On July 27, 1970, in the presence of Special Agent Puckett,'

| introduced Gervais to John Wall, Attorney in Charge of the New Orleans
| : Organized Crime Strike Force which had beceme operational on_Juné 1, 1970.

At this time Gervais was told by me and by Wall that the conditions upon which

1. [ .

%_% Wall wouid‘re&ech information from Gervals would be the samz as those upon

é which the Interpal Revenue Service had ;eceivad information from him -- thert
é % would be no disclosure of Gervais' identity without his authority; he would

é i . not be called as a government witness against his will so long as he cooper-

zted fulTy'End truthfully; there would be no prosecution of him for informatio
he providad unless the informztien was already known to a governmcnf agancy or

the informaticen ceme frem a sourcz independent of himsalf; that the only way

mesgepaes

the eovernmant would centinue to receive knowledge of current violations

of law in which he was invelved was in the process of getting cvidance

for prasnatiions.  CDarvais was asked by Well 1F he weuld agrae o heve his
nae revealed to Wall's immadiate suzarviser in Vashington, Thomas Hznaelly,
Deputy Chilef, Crgwnized Crima and Racketrering Scction of the Criminal

Division. Gervais cxpressed a reluctance until and if it ever

4
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bccamc-ebso1uteiy necessary to do so in order for Hennelly to.know all the
facts to make a decision in a particular case, Yall agreed to this and

said that he vould not reveal Gervais' name even to Kennelly without Gervais!
consent. It was further agrced by Gervais that Wall could be made prlvy
henceforth to any information heretofore given to Internal vaenue Service,

and that he be allowed to see the reports of interview made by Special Agent

- Puckett during the previous year. It was at this time that | specifically

’ asked Ge.rvals that if he, Gcrvn:s, had all those reports in his physical

possessnon at this tnme, would he furnish them to Wall? Gervals said that
he would, =nd it was only after this meeting and thts conversation ulth

Gervals that ¥all became aware of the 1nformatlon in and flrst examlned

Internal Ruvenue Service reports regardlng tnformatlun furnlshed by Ccrva;s

“to Specizl Agent Puckett over the previous year. At the conclusion oF ‘this.

July 27, 1970 meeting it was agreed that all contacts between Wall and

Gervals would be made through or in the presence of Specfal Agent Puckett. .
(6) ©n July 31, 1970, Gervais told Special Agent Puckett to

tell John Wall that he could disclose Carvais' identity to Wall's superior,’

Tem Kennelly., '
' (7) on Tﬁesgey, August 4, 1970, John Wall met with Pershing

Gervais and Special Agent Puckett. Gervais agreed that Wall couié reveal °
his identity orally only to William Lynch, Chief of the Orgaqized Crime
Section of the.JugtTée Dapartment, and to Tom Kennelly, Deputy Chief, both

of whom ware stationed in Vashington; that his specific identity_shduid not
be recuced to writéen form by any of the thres of them; and that none of

them should reveal his identity to a2nyene else without his express p%rmission.
W21l agree d end all meﬁos written by Wall regarding information frém
Gervzis describad ths source as “Wew Grleans # 14, Vall also told Gcr#ais

at that time that Gzrvais should be keen!y.aware that Vall wonted to hear

nd nothing but the obiective truth;-and that ha (Vall) wented it

[24
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1 farst

stood that updar no clrcumstances should Garvais' Tnformation
to him evar 52 shadad to conform te what Gervais might thisk Wall wanted
to hear or what Wall migit think the truth is. GCsrvais insiﬂtéd that h;.
two, was interested in Turnishing the cbjective truth no matter what that

night bz, and said that 4t po time would he shade the Facts Tn any way.
§ ) Y vay
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(3) o0n August 31, 1970, Wall met with Gervais and Special
Agent Puckett. Mall told Cervais that on a recent trip to Washington
he had orally revealed Gervais' identity to Lynch and Kennelly, his

"supericrs; that Lynch mentioned that should the matter come up he would i

‘ likento be 2ble to orally identify Gervais t; Will Ni!soﬁ. Chief of the

; . .Criminal Division, as well as to Henry Petersen, Wilson's deputy. At

I this time, on August 31, 1970, Gervais told Wall that he would leave it

£ | to Wall's discretion as to whom ha should reveal his (Garvais') identity,

\ . but to remember tﬁat if hc were "burned he would be through in Hew Drlb;ns.
Wall told Ghrvaxs that Lynch ‘and Kennelly were IntFresth in his |nfornatlcn

. ) but wary oF %im, and that they asked Wall to qucstron Cervals on some

malters about which they had knouledge in order to test his re1|ab1]1ty,

which questioning took place.

3

At this same August 31, 1970, meeting Gervais personally outlined

to. ¥all for the first time various illegal.aspects of the pinball Bqéincs;

g “in Louisizna, including the information that the pinball bribery scheme
;?:é; . had been in effect with him as_en_active p;rticipant since 1962, (He .
: E -ﬁad notified Special Ag;nt PucﬁFtt 9f these matters on July 18, l§69).
‘ ’ (9) oOn §ep§ember 2, 1970, Wall met Gervais in the presence of
; .Special Agent Puckett end the three discussed at length'céryais'-attitude
i ; toward taking the witness stand as a gpvérnmant witness in a criﬁina]

case. Gervais' view at that time was that he didn't have the ''guts'" to

¥ take the wltnqié stand and physically point the Flnger in the courtroom
'&;# ) to these persons with whom he had been dealing for so long; that he would
:" be ostracized by a1l those elements of the New Orleans community with which
he now a§;oéiates; and that he would no longer be 2ble to provide for his
e family hera. Gc}vais said at this September 2, 1970, meating thot as much,
as he would like to testify for th: governwent, “after 211 the fanfare and
PR ' excitement, after a{l the flags waving and the bugles blowing, after all
3 that is over, | have to go home alona2l!" CGzrvais said at this time and on-
GEHe T @apsSTinps e ey e e T il s e Wi Swe el Sy wsy

o throtgh the exnerience ha went t]‘,rc.ug:'l wien e testified in Lhe

Newe Grleens zolice corruption scamilals of tha 1920's.




(1e) on Saturday, Hovember 7, 1970, Wall met with Cervais and

Special fgent Puckett. The three discussed conditions under which Gervais

might or might not testify as to certain past, present, and continuing

crimes and the conditions under which he might or might not be able to

é i transmit and record conversations of bresent and continuing crimes.. Gervais
% : \ stated to Wall that up until the-passage of the Organized Crime Contrgi
:Lﬁﬂx?w' ' Act of 1370, which became law on October 15, 1970, he was cenfident that
% ﬁfi} he was not in violation of federal law regarding a certain bribery situ-
i \ ’

ation in which he was the middle-man; he stated, however, that after having

" seen a c&py'of the Organized Crime Control Act of 1970 he was aware that

g he was in all likelihood now involved in federal violations; that he

wanted some guidance whether to continue in these-activities or to imme-" .

diately get out of them; he told Wzll that he was next scheduled to re-

ceive pinball bribe money as the middle-man sometime in December. Wall *

L

suggested to him that in conjunction with the possibilities of his transimit-
g J ! >

AT

ting and recording certain conversations with-respect to these illegal

LR

transactions, judgment should be far the time being deferred as to whether =

or not to act as go-between for the fortﬁcomjng bribes, and that they would

Y

again discuss the matter:before Gervais was next scheculed to act as go-
between for payment of pinball bribe money in early December.

3 ‘ (11) At a lovember 13, 1970, meeting between Vall, Special Asent

Puckett, and Gervais, the Tatter again expressed concern lest he run afoul
l of the Organized Crime Control Act of 1970. Gervais said that with regard
to the pinball payoffs to certain officials, which payoffs ware then being

discussed and renegotiated due to a change in the city administration,

gl
gt o Bl e

he thought he would be able to stay out of the actual transfers of ronay
and still supply us with the information, but that he might hava to be

involved in actual transfers of money in order not to arouse zussicion,

since it was hardly his style to back of f from participating directly in

v 3% 23] 5 2} M3 Hod
s . -

i

i

i
;M

? A suzh money transactions. Wall teld Gxrvais 1t was oraferzhla that f
Py |

i ‘L, be an ectual participant in transfers of apnoy, Sut that if it were un-
avoidable, Tor him to 3o ahead and participate in transfers of manzy, Wall
further told him that within the naxt month the federal government would

ba taking such actian as o eripple the pinball gesbling industry in
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Louisiana-and Hississip%i, and that subsequent to the federal action it
was not'likely that the pinball industry would ccntin;a paying of f to the
local officials since the local officials might well be éowerlcgs to
protect them. (Gervais was not told specifically what tﬁe nature of
the contemplated zction was -~ the execution on lloverber 2h and 25, 1970,
of 1,350 search warrants by fhe.Fedcral Bureau of lnvestigation_throygh:
out the States of Louisiana and Hississippi.aﬁd the seizure and forféiturc
: of more than 3,000 Bally “bingo" gatbliﬁg type pinball machines and 1,000
sIot machines, valued in cxcess of 8 mllllon dollars, for violations oF the
Bambllng Devaces Act of 1962) In vlcw of those rorthCOmlng developmcnts, 3
'Wall suggested ‘to Gervais that he’ play along wlth events as they unfoldcd
_ln the pinball industry in order to neap the Covernnunt abreast uf develop-
ments, even to the extent of participating in the transfer of brlbc money,.

.

but that he should participate enly in the event of absolute necessity in

order not to arcuse suspicion of himself, ) ) o

Wall further suggested that_because of the imninence of the
federal action, it was quortant that we obtain wpatevgr evidence possible _
agaiﬁst these cdnspi;ators in the short time remaining before massive ’
federal "action wau]& be taken to criﬁple this illegal gambling industry.
Wall further told Cervais that all of the. latter's stories about plnball
bribery payoffs were very interesting, buL that on Cervais' vord alene -
there was no possibility of a prosscution for vaolat:ons of law; that in
ordar to PIQSECULG these cases, ths most accurate, the most relizble cvi-

dence would be consensual uav35dropplng through Gervais while lnternal

Revenue Agents simul taneously monitored and ta e-recordad the conversations
p

of the pcr;ons pletting aad carrying out their criminal activities.

Garvals expressad to both Wall and Puckett that the tremendous psycholagical -
strain that would be involved in being a witness for the Government in these

matters made him, as far as his thinking went at that time, mast raluctant

Zstify. Wall cpnabissized that tapes of incriminating conversaticns nicht

*

a

[

Be wsed to Le Covenie aacle adeont

59 Vo' Wt i ol waedl s Tasbaz oy
tastimony at a3 triol; thst they mishe be ussd in order to convinge certain
of the conspirators that their best interests would lie In ceoperation

with the Covernnent; that in any event no one could foretell the future, and

il
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:not surface his

son, would have

e

it might well later be uhfortunate indeed not to have taken advantage of
the epportunity of having made tapes of the actual voices of the conspic-
ators p1annfng and executing their illegal activity. Wall further told
Gervais that hz understood the Iattcr‘slconccrn, not only For~thq psycho-
logical pressure involved in testifying but 2lso Gervais' concern for thc.
futﬁre safety and wgll being of his Family should it ever ke revealed that
Gervais had been cooperating with the Government in thess matters.

¥Wall told Gervais that the opportun:ty for obtalnvng on tapes
these Tncnnmlnating conversations of the coanxrators was coming to an _°

end; that if and \4cn the tapes ever were used by tne Govurnment Gervais

would first be consu1ted in order that he be as;ured that_out plan would

without his prior consent. &

identity and cooperatien,

Gervais agreed at this November 13, 1971, meeting to the consensual eaves-

dropping on his conversations by Government agents. ) . .

.

In several discussions of the conditions under which Gervais e

might. also be a Government witness, Gervais suggssted that if he were able
to become some kind of Coverrment agent he might testify: that he simply
could not take the stand and testify for the Government and suffer the

brand of "stoel pigecn' that lhe and

his family, particularly his young

to suffer. He explained his anguish over the trauma his

older son, then missing in Viet Mam, had gone through when he (cervais)

testified Tn the Mew Orleans police scandals of the 1950's. He further

stated that as an employed Governmcnt.agent he would have identity and

would not be subject to the same contempt which would focus on him other-
JBet

wise, Gervals said that while possibly helping the Govermmsnt from an

evidentiary"aﬁd trial tactics standpoint if he were an “employee' rather

than just an informant, he could also use seme monay now. Gervais said

h2 wanted to ha]p himsel® if poésibIc, as well as help the Government,

and asked wouldn't it look better for trial purposes if he had status as

2n "employee! regarding the information he was now supplying the Go vh.n“=n!7

oo v apd pafused te consider

sitiun ws osuch, theugh Grrvais, Wall

siens discuesned (Just as had Haore, Puckett, and
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Gervsis before the latter ever met Vall) the necessity, in the event of
rclocation of Garvais and his femily, of locating a job for him.

(12) As outlined in the affidavit filed with this Court with

arrest and search warrants on June 30,19?1, and as again testified to in

this Court en July 9, 1971, by John Mall after he and United States Attor-
ney Gerald J. Gallinghouse were charged criminally by District Attorney -
Jim Garrison: on November IG,-ISIO, Special Agents of the Intelligence

Division, Internal Revenua Service, began menitoring and recording conver-

" “satjons between Gervais and various othar persons. In most instances

Internal Revenue Service Agents were in an adjoining room to Gervais' at

the Fortainebleau lMotore Hotel in Mew Orleans, with connecting doors. In-

ternal Revenue Service Agents attempted to surveil and photograph parties
. = % .

coming to the hotel to discuss il]cﬁal‘activity with Garvais and in séﬁe,’

instances surveilled parties directly intc Gervais' room. Internal Rev-

enue Service agents would be with Géryais before the parties appeared, would
then, through the connecting doorway, .go into the adjoining room, whercupon

they would simultaneouslf eavesdrop on the conversations that were taking

place while tape-recording them and taking notes. As Chief of the lptelbf—

gence Division of the Internal Revenue Service in the Mew Orleans District

"and as suparvisor of this joint Internal Revenue Service-Strike Force in-

vestigation, | personally menitored all or parts of the Follow?né conver-

sations as they tcok place and ware tape-recdrded:

Date ' Subjects Honitored Others Present Besides
~ r g . ' Floyd D. Moore
2/25/71 Gervais, Jim Garrison, & . Arlie G. Puckett
: Mrs. Jim Garrison - Joel J. Lanoux
- w . Ellington G. Burleson

E : . Edmond J. #artin
. James 0. Gann’
Irving J. Johnsan
John Wall

3/4/70 Gervails & Mrs. Jim Garrison Arlie G. Puckett
. Joel J. Lanoux
Jemes 0. Gann

.

Jzhn Wall,
/517 Gervais & Frederick A, Soule, Sr.
303071 Gervais, Jin Gzrriﬁcn,.& Arlie G. Prgluectt
' Hre, Jim Garrisen James 0. Gann

Joel J, Lanoux
Edmond J. Martin
Irving J. Johnson
Ellington CBurlason
James DePrato
John Wall
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Date

313/

3/27/7

" e

V51000

L/6/71
728/

S/4/71

5/28/1

5/28/7

6/29/71

Subjects Fonitored

3/31/71

Gervais &

Gervais &

Gervais &

Gervais &

Gervais &

Gervais &

Gervais &

Gervais &

Gervais &

Gervais &

Louis M. Boasberg

John Elms, Jr.

=

Fredarick A. Soule, Sr.

John Elms, Jr..

John Elms, Jr.

Frederick A. Sodle, Sr.

fFrederick A, Soule Sr.

Santo DiFatta

Jim Garrison

Harby §. Marks, Jr. -

Cervais, Jdim Garrison, &
Wrs. Jim Garrison

Others Present Cesides
Floyd D. Foore

Arlie G, Puckett
Jozl J, Lanoux
Edimond J. Martin
Irving J. Johnson
John Wall

Joel J. Lanﬁux

Arlie G. Puckett
Edmond J. Martin

Irving J. Johnson
] 2
2 .

Arlie G, Puckett

- Joel J. Lanoux

-Arlié G. Puckett’

Joel J., Lanoux

Arlie G. Puckett
Edmond J. Martin
lrving J. Johnson .

Joel J, Lanoux
Irving J. Jechnson
Arlie G. Puckett

Arlie G, Puckett
Joel J. Lanoux

Edmond J. Martin
Irving J. Johnson

Arlie G. Puckett
John H. Upshaw
Edmond J. Hartin
Joel J. Lanoux
Irving J. Johnson

Arlie G. Puckett.

Joel J. Lanoux
John H. Upshaw
Ecdmond J. MHartin
Irving J. Johnson

Joel J, Lanoux
Edmond J. Martin
Arlie G. Puckett

Puzsiano Maltaesai

Edwond. J, Martin
Joel J. Lanonx
Arthur J. Darbes
Arlie G, Puckatt
Irving J. Johnson,
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- his "consent and with the promise that they would not be used in any way that

s -.._.3.__._ N

During the time that Internal Revenue Service Intelligence agents
monitored and recorded Gervais' conversations with others, whenewer bribe
meney passad through Gervais' hands it was retained and kept as evidence

and was replaced with funds vhose serial numbers were recorded. GCervais

was allowed to retain no part of any of the bribe money.

(13) ©n January 4, 1971, Gervais met with. Wall and Puckett, at
which time Gervais expressed his concern that, in the event there could
not be worked out any way in which to use the censensual tape recordings

that were now being made with his cooperation, the tapes should be destroyed

ol s

so as to lessen the chance of his being "burned as having cooperated with
; ’; : i

‘thq Goyefnment. ‘Mall reminded Cervais that these t%pcs were being made with

-

would compromise Gervais' identity without Gervais being consulted and

_agreeable to any use to which they might be put. Gervais was told by Wall

that if it were apparent that all possible praétical uses of the tapes to .
the Department of Justice had been exhausted and Gervais wanted them destroyed
because of his concern khat his cooperation with the Government become knowin,”
Wall would comply.with his request.

" From January throégh April of 1971, discussions between Gervaﬁs;
Wall, Puckett, and myself continued regarding conditions under which Gervais
might give consent to the Government "surfazing! him and using.thg tape’
recoéd?ngs that were being made, including the possibility of relocating
him and his en:i;;!fanily in anothar country }n a job which would allow
his family to retain the standard of living to which they were accus tomed
and which would offer him an oppart;nitﬁ for a new future in a line of work
in which he ;ould be useful, Wa aiscusseé different possibilities, includ-
in3 plant sccurity and undercover investigative work. During thig period,
przaminent in our discussicns was a long-panding c;se before the United
States Supreme Court, Unifted States v, Lhite, LOI U.S. 755, firally dacided
Sarid oy, 1970, IE was expizined to &ifﬁdlu e fas Roode duiisiun wiyal
dacide cur shility to use the tape recordings from the consensual eaves-
dronping in conjunution with the testicony of the monitoring agents without

having to c1l) ‘Garvais as a Covernment witness.




‘some discussion of the provision, Gervais agreed to submit to a pre-trial

It was expressed to CGervais that Yhite could be decided in one of

several ways; that if it wdre_dccidcd favorably to the Goversment and in

conformance with what Wall considered to be the present state of the law,

Gervais might not be required to testify as a witness at all, in view of
the nature of the Govermment's evidence; that in any evcni, if he were
outside the country he would not be subject.to subpoena. Also discussed

with Gervais on several cccasions during this period was a provision of

the Organized Crime Control Act of 1970 at Title 18 of the United States.

-

Code, Section 3503, entitléd"“uebositjohs to preserve testimony'. After

deposition, but not inside the State of Louisiana. Wall explained that

if his concarn was being in Louisiana, a louisiana federal court subpaoera

served on him perscnally would reach inta any State. Wall also explained

that if the deposition were held in another. State and Garrison Filed_therges.

=

on ﬁim and had him extradited in conjuncticn with a district attorney.fn‘
anoth;r State, he should ba awsre that the}g was fitt]e the Federal Gov-
ernment could do abo&t it. Unce.made-eﬁare of the zbove, Gervais said
that he would submit to a deposition in a foreign country only, and the
possibility of a ship at sea or of Mexico as a convenient plac; was dis-
cussed.

(L) . on Abril-ls, 1971, CGervais was introduced for the first
tima to Gerald -Shur, Attornc; in Charge, Intelligence and Special Scrvicc;
Unit of thas Criminal Division of tha Deparément of Justice, at the Hilton. 7
Inn Motor Hotel in Kenner, Louisiana. Gervais and Shur were introduced in
the presence of wgll, Puckett, aﬁd myself. Shur discussed relocation and
job possibilities with Cervais, including possiblz relocation in ona of
several foreign countries as well as possible problems as to language,
élimatc, types of cmoleyment, salary, and re!oc;tion expenses.,

Carvais had bzen told by “all on a numbaer of occasions inmy -

presence and in Spacial Ageat Puchott!

s praesence, both before mzeting Shur
and after meating Shur, that the Covernment, ence it obtained a job for
him, could not guarantez indefinite employment; that he could quit any time
znd that the emyloyer could fire him any time it was dissatisficd with his

parformance; but that as long as Gervais made a sincerc effort to give
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and was enthusiastic about a new life for himself and for his fanlly.

. (15) Following the April 15, a7, meut:ng with Gervats, Shur

States Chambe'r of Commerce (which organization has for some time cooperated

. and which organization has previcusly assisted in the witness relucation

'g|V|ng Gervais' background but not his :dentlty, nor his location. The

company would consider the matter: Subsequently, Shur was put in. touch

satisfactory performance on his job, the Government would continue to make
cfforts to seek other wrployment for him for an indeéinitc'pcriod should
the initial job or jobs not work out for any.reason, Gervais erpressed
concern that #ie sheuld get a real job, one in which tﬁc;e would be an- "
cpportunity to prove his ability as a plant sccurity man or an investig;tar;

undercover or otherwise. He seemad confident that he could be succcssful

con;acted representatives of a foreign government whose country was
Gervals' first relocation preference. Vhile these hfforts were being made
and prior to Héy 13, 1871, Shur contacted a repr~spnlatsve oF the Unltnd

with the Department of Justice in matters of crime prevention and control

program) and indicated the need for assistanca in relocation of a _Witness,

* .

Chember of Commerce representative contacted administrators of private
businesses, one of wﬁnm;told the Chamber representative to contact a named
vice-president of a large American oil compaﬁy, who, after discussion with
the Chamber of Commerce representative regarding the problem of placing -
witnesses; agreed to a mcgting with a Justice Department representative.
Pursuant to the forcgoing. Garald Shur met with an executive of tﬁe oil
company on May ]i: 1971, in Pittsburgh, Penasylvania, to outline the raloca-

tion problem, following which conversation the executive said that the oil

with amather representative of the oil comﬁ:ny, by the executive whem ha had
m=t in Pittsburgh., ©n May 25, ]971, Shur met with two representatives of
tha oil cémpany in a hotal Tn MNew Orleans. Shur discussed the relocation

prodlems with the oil company raprosentatives at that time, includiny tha

s Wl e iy A

fovectiytieas wi criainal matiers end that District Attorney Jim Cairison

and somz How Orleons police officers werz amenyg the prospective defendants,

After this disclosure to the representatives of the oil company and on the

same day, Pershing CGervais was intervicwed by the two oil company reprosenta- #

tives in Shur's presence.  CGervais told the represeatatives zbest his PR
W 1

ground as @ policeman and Bivestigator. At that point the passibiliziss o ‘g
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of a jeb with the oil company in sevaral differsnt countries were discussed,

but the primary focus of the conversatio was on a jcb location in Canada
at a salary of $22,000 a year, Tou:rd the conclusion of the mocLlng,
the oil company repres LﬂtﬂtIVLb told Shur that they liked Gervais and that

he might be of use in the security work of the organizatibn. At this Hay

2%, 1971 meeting it was clearly established at the interview that neither

the oil company ror Gervais was bound in any way to aIIOng-time contract

of employment; that if the oil company were dissatisfied with Garvais®

.pérfqrmance it could ferminate the employment at any time. Subsequently, -

3

“that no use of these recordings or disclosure of Gervais' identity be mada

the’ otl company made a f!rm offer of employment to Garvais through Shu;,

at a salary uf 522 000 a year, the job location hu1ng in V ancouver, Canada.
(16) ‘At a mcetlng with his superiors in Uasnlngton on May 20

1971, Mall briefed them on the background to the instant investigation,

including the consensua{ eavesdrops and tape recordings on condition

without the latter's prior consent; that if he were to consent to the use

of ev:dencc obtained urth hls help it must be on condition that the Govarnnent

assist him and hl, fcmlly in relocating and in obtaunlng new identities; that

such Iocatlon(s) and identities not be revealed to anyone without Gcrvals

consent; that he would not be called by ths Governmant to testrfy in tge

case without his coﬂsewt' and that since thera was no likelihood of obtain-

ing legally :uFrac:ent evidence of Lhe instant crimes without agreeing to

the above, the Gowernment so agread. -
Alsc discussed was the nature of the evidence so far obtained

in the case, as well as the su;roundingrfac;s_and circunstances, and tha

applicable {awl It was concluded that the testimony of the mohitoring

*

dents in this case, together with the tape recordings and surveillances®

]

made’ by them, are indepéndqnt evidence of the crimss committed withaut

tha legal necessity of producing Cervais as a Covsrament witness, =nd that

Breowwverantalit warrapied Inoprecesding agatic b tha rroaposed defendants
WL D ieTay a4 o 18 coraTigaits t6 ¢« paisy
Grove®s was advised by Yall of the abavs meeting, and aga?n told,

as e had previcusly bean teld in the dleL;SlOﬂS of the Vhite case and
other relevant legal ceses, that while the Covernment would not call him

a5 a witness, the defoendants or the court jtsalf could eall Gervais to

the stand iF o subpaona were corved en hinwithin ol Unired States,
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(17) Based on the above described cormaitment by the oil cenpany,
Gervais agreed that his identity could be surfaced as having coopzrated
with the Gov:rnment and that the tape recordings could be used. P]ans uure
begun For the prcparatlon of arrast and search warrants, to be exccuted
after Gerva?s had received and phssed on the next payment of the pinball
bribe money which was due in éarly July. Arrests of ten defendants ware

made and seizures were made of marked money at the home of Jim Garrison

"and on the persons of two Mew Orleans policemen on the merning of June 30,

1971, shortly after Gervais had left Mew Orleans in the protective custody
of Unnted States Marshals. Gervais uas.tc travel with his family under an
assumed name to iasura his ancnymity and security until semetime in Algust,
1971, at which time he would report for his job in Vancouver, Eanada; as
Paul Mason., . ' . - ; . - '_4
‘(18) On Juiﬁ 1, 1971, in Houston; Texas, Shur met again with

representatuves of the oil compeny, |nForned them that the anttcnpated

arrests and searches had been made and that Gervais had left New Orleans

in protectlve custody of Unlted States Marshals. The employment of Gervals -

at $22,000 a year in Vancouver Canada was again conf:rmed by the oil com="
pany and a tentative appo:ntrent vas made for Shur, Gervais, and the o:l
conpany employer representatlve to meet in Canada in the latter part of
the summer. On or about September 2, 1971, one of the oil cempany repre-
sentatives who had met with Gervais and Shur in Mew Orléanﬁ, and again
with Shurin Housten, called Shur and ask;d Shur to contact the oil company's .
eneral counsc)‘-- that there ware soms problems. Shur called the gancrél
ccuhsci for the oil company and the latter explained His concern that the
hiring of Gervais could be a politically damaging situation to both the oil
'cﬁmpany and the ODepartmant of Justice; that the oif company hag.a lot of
matiers Sefore the Cepartment and that it might appear that the oil company

ware currying Fazvor with the Department of Justice, The oil company's

genzral counsel also said that the company has daily activities before.

azencies Ta Louisiana, znd that thae company takes leases every day; that
tha company Joes rare oil business ia Louisiana thzin aay other State in
thz Usfon, and that if tha cenpany's invalvament in the matter became |

knowa Tt could seriausly affect their business. an eventuality tha company
V4 M Y pany

16
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did not vient to risk. Having made a firm cotnitment to Gervais of a job
with a salary of $22,000 a year; Gervais having uprooted his family;

Gervais' cooperation with the Covermrant having been supfaced by the
execution of arrest and search warrants on Juné 30; i97] and G;rvais
and his family having arrived in Canada &nd pré%ared to begid employﬁcnt
and a new life there in September of 19}!, tgc oil cempany renbéed on its’
£irm commitment of employment to Gervais. -

p (IS) Shur subseguently told Gervais, vho had erf;cd in Van-
couver, Canada, that the oil company had backed cut of Tts job- comm:tmant'
that the Department was commltted to attempt to Flnd him arother job, but

that there could be no certainty of its abtllty to f:nd a Job ln Vancouver.
.Sﬂur ;uggested that Cervais not buy 2 house the latter was interested ln,
since the job ccmmitment by the oil company was not being kept. Gurvals
said he would not move his family another mile; that he 1iked Vancouvgr‘
and that he was staying there and buying a house he héd.]oéked at andfiyed,
even if he didn't have a job; that his bbing there was the Department's
re;ponsfﬁility and that ths Department must find him a jeb in Vancouver
since he flatly refused to move éhywhére else.

’ The Departnent of Justice eLknawledgnd that it did have a re-
sponsibility to Gervais and agreed to pay him subsistence while |t at-

tempted to locate 2 comparable job and salary to the one the oil company

had renzged upoﬁ. but that it could not guarantec success in lacating such

~
a job in Vancouver.

(20) After his arrival in Canada, Gzrvais expressed to ma by
'telepﬁona znd in strong terms his dissatisfaction with the cfforts and
pcrformancé of the United States Marshals'! Service regarding arrangamants

for travel accommodations, security for kis family, the care and boarding

of his wife's show dogs pending CGervais' arrival at Vancouver (including

tha death of ona adult and two puppies balieved Born dead at a keanel),

poor matl sdrvice fo hin. During subsesunnt telephona ceaversations
“iooegpsesteas of dissatisfestien Incragsad, as Aid his comnlaints ataont
glhe jeb thar fail rhesush when iz 011 cofnony rensgzd en Tis owsnitrant,

living conditions in Canada, the cost of real estate, delays in getting
his childran's madical and school records in order, and delays in getting

his furniture delivered from Mow Orleans to Vancouver, all of which cul-

minated i Gervals! cbrupt return te How Orleans en Lobor Day woskznd in

.




Tattempt to contact appropriate Justice Department officials to get in

September, 1971, at which time lw and | discussed his'dissatisfactions

rmentioned above. " Ve also discussed at that time my grave concc}n'f;r the

physical safety of him and his’Family as long as he remained }n Hew Orleans.
(21) ©n saturday, Septembar L, 1971, at approximately 1:00 p.m.,

Catherine Kimrey, Intelligence Gperations Spacialist, Intelligence and

Special Services Unit, Organized Crime and Racketeering Section, Criminal

Division, Department of Justice, received at her home in Arlington, Vir-

‘ginia, the first of Ffour telephona calls that day from Parshing Gervais, when

he said that his furniture had not yct been delivered from New Orleans =

and that he wonted immediate delivery. A second call was received fram

Gervais shontl; after the first call, at which time Gu}vgiérséid that he

was furious, as he had now ascertained that his furdi.ure would not be .

celivered until at least the foliowing Monday, two days away. Gervais

‘ Fur;her stated that ke would not be aveilable all the next week to receive

-

the furniture and that would mean that the driver and the van.wcdld have
éB wait all week aﬁd.thé Justice Départment would have to pay-the exffa
expenses, Gervais further told Hiss Kimrey that In view of these develop-:
ments the Department of Justice was going to have to pay additional ex-
penses from the first of the month; that he had two house mortgages to
pay, insurance on two-houscs, plus a hotel bill, and that the Department
vould have to pay it all; that he was going to be difficult frem now on, |
even though h;:ﬁad not been difficult up to that point. Gervais said that
he was '"going to start living well" and the Government will have to pick

up the bills or else start all over with him. Miss Kimrey said she would

touch with CGarvais, vho replied. that it was Labor Day weekend and there
was no way he could reach anyone or anyone could reach him. A third call
was received by Miss Kimrey from Gervais at approximately 2:00 p.m., Sat-

told hurthar he was lesving Tor New Grleans at 9:2§ Sunday

wi

urday, EBaprvai
morning; that hs was coing to leave his car Tn Seattla and 129 coing &a
the Hilton Inp in Mow Orleans and he didn't care whoa he infurizted. A

curth call was received by Miss Kimrey late Saturday night from Scattle,

i which Carvals repaated that he was going to Mew Orleans.

e
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(22) ©n Septembar 7, 1971, Wall and | caught a plane for Yash-
ington, D.C., where the two of us: spent the next two days discussing

Cervais' complaints with Wall's superiors at the Department of Justice,

while Gervais remained in New Orleans with his Femily. Wall's superiors

expressed grave concern over what they perceived to be an fipetuous and

unwarranted return of Gervais- and family to New Orleans, resulting in-a

" serious breach of all the clzborate precautions taken to insure the physical

Safety as w2l as the new identity and location of Cervais and his Fﬂmliy.

In th:s regard Wall's superiors were adamant that they vould pay no part

of the round trip expenses from Vancouver to New GrIeuns and back, approxi-

mately $800, and that if Gervais at any time again retirned to the United

States without the permission of the Gevernment all agreements and pro- * . *

mises on the part of the Government would be cancelled. In Washington,

. the Departinent of Justice agresd to settle Gervais! claims on the follcwlng

bas:s' dead dogs - $1,700; loss on sale of automobile - $300; adjustment” ’
on per diem for potel expenses while waiting for furniture to arrive in
Vancouver - $110; two n@nths payment allowance on his mortage on his New
Orleans house - 5400 Thc Departnnnt of Justice also agreed to guarantec
employment for tuvo years at $22,000 with the Government making subsistence
payﬁents for any difference in actual wages. Wall and Foore met with Ger-
vais at the Hilten Motor Inn upon their return from Washington in the early
mornlng haurs of September 9, 1971. CGervais agreed to return to Canada
on the terms sct forth above, but exoressed bitterness at the Dazpartmant's
refusal to pay h{s travel expenses for his unauthurizea trip to Hew Orleans,
and told Wal} and me at that time that hz was no lenger willing to submit
to a pre-trial deposition. At this mcetiﬁg, also at Cervais’ insistence,
it was agreed that all future communication between Carvais and the Mar-
shals! Service would cease'and that the Intarnal Favenue Service, through
ma2, Floyd D. Megre, wiould be the conduit of any prablem, Gervais.insfstcd
vz terms of tha ageanpont balas .';'.vIr::",".c-_‘._' R 1-:;'T:I.1g, o waieh
wtec by resulting Ja Wall's letter to Persiing Cervais dated Saptom-
3, 1371, (Sue sttedmant & 1)

(23) on S;ptembcr 7, 1971, Gerald Shur received an envelopa
addressed to him with a Septembar 2, 1971, Cunadian postmark, contai;ing

a tape recording from Parshing Cervals, su sariziag his complaints about
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those respensible For servicing him and his feaily. An excerpt of Gervais
recordad statement to Shur reads as fol lows:

"1 guess | should repeat again here that if Me. /Fhe United
States Marshal responsible for servicing Gervais/ feelings
~are hurt, if he gets to hear what | have to say here | :
meant to hurt his feelings. 1 would like to tell him person-
ally wiat | really think. It is at least egqual to how he
has msde me feel in the impression he has given me of what
he thinks. He has caused me to be convicned | made great
error conmitting myself in the manner that | did. Ile has-
causcd me to have my faith in the - in the - govarnment,
to say the least, challenged - waiting. He has caused me
to have a lot of negative ideas from your side of the
fence, Gerry; positive ideas from my side of the fonce if
.you undarstand what - what I'm trying to say. This whole -
.thing has bzen ane horrible experience. Somchbody should
““know and | think it should be well to point out here that
Mri Wall testified.very recently under. path in federal court
in Mew Orleans, lLouisiana that the Internal Revenue Service
AR and the United States Government had investigated me
* ) thoroughly, completaly, totally and came up with nothing. .
Absolute nothing. £And so indicated to me that they came
up with nothing before | ever agreed or considered - not
agreed - but before | considared aiding the government.
The point is that | am not an individual who is buying my
own liberty by whatever by assisting the government,! S

Cee

. (24) on or ;bout September 19, 1971, Shur and Gervais met in.
Toronto with executives of General Nogors-of Canada, where they discussed
bervais' background and abilities. Gervais Qas hired by General Motors - ‘
;f Ca#ada at $18,000 a year, ungénxcﬁt three weeks fraining near Toronto,
Canzda, but onl; bagan ;ork in Vancouvc} on February 1, 1972, due in large
part to a dalay in the completion of aémiﬁistrative details. In view of
the $4,000 discrepancy betwzen the broken commitment of Eﬁe oil company
and his SiS,OOD salary with General Motors ané Gervais' having uprooted”
his family based on a firm-$22,000 a year commitment by‘the oil cempany,
the Dapartment-of Justice agreed to supplement Gervais? salary for a
two-year peried so that it woulé bz equal to that which-had been promised
by the oi{ company.

(25) ©a April 11, 1972, Beputy United States Marshal Hbgh
Helonzld, assignad to the office of Gerald Shur,.Attorncy in Charga)

intelligence & Special Sarvices Unit, Organized Crime and Rackatearing
g e N 5

Suctivn, Crimimal Divisicn, Departinent of Justice, receivad & telenhsna
Call i Mr. shitrvy: oFFilge From rfersiting Garvais, wha wes making inquiry
“oat iz osupplemental subsistence chock for $186.67, which had been air=

mailed on April 7, 1271, to Paul Mason, 1127 Skana Orive, Delta, British

20
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Columbia, Canada. Deputy Harshal HcConald said that he had no autherity
in this matter; that he had siwply Followed instructions in mailing the
check; that any questiens he bad should be referred to lMr. Shur, who was
éhen in Miami, Florida on business. Gervais told ﬁarshal Hcbonald thaf
he owed a lot of bills and they were piling up; that he was having a money ’
problem; that he had never said.this before; bﬁt that he knew people who -
would be "delighted to piék up these bills", Gervais further ;aid tﬁat
. although the.Justice Department is big and péw;rfu1, he (Gervais) vias nof
.:gfrajd of .them and would not-tolerate.anymore the treatment he was re=
céi;Ehg.'.Gcrvais said he was getting tired cf.it; that he was in the hole
financially; and ‘that “'somabody will bail me out".‘
(26) On April 14, 1972, Gerald Shur talked by tetephone with :
Pershing Cervais, who reiterated his previous complaints about poor treat:’
ment of him and threatened that he was quitting his job and returning to -
- Mew Orleans because he had not been treated right by the Department df:"

Justice. .
:Gervais stated that he was'éot bound by the letter he had requested -
and received from Joﬁn Wall, dated Septembe} 28, 1971, as he had not signe&
it (referred to in p;ragraph (22) and attached hereto).
‘ Gervais chargad that John Wall.had gotten him into the picture
step hy step by paTnEIng a rosy picture. Hz asked what vould bé in this
for him a year from now. e complained that the $22,000 salary he would
received in the pext year would ba insufficient for him to live on. He
ma[ntained that_hc had last maney on tha dogs that had been killed or died
while being boarded in 2 kennel, on his furniture, en living in a motel,
v in storag;:oF his wife's fur coats, and on damages to his house in Mctair?e;
Leuisiana, and on glants and rose bushes which had been stolen.
Gerva{s furthar chargad tﬁat the Department of Justice, for
punitive ;casons, made him pay for his unauthorf%ed trip back to Hew
Orlaeans in Sephesher. Ha repeated that he was unzble to make a §5,000
rortgaga payment and that certain monies-which he ha& formerly bean recaiv-
ing frea tlaw Orleans had now stopped,” H2 stqtcdlthat ha could move back to
Haw Orleans, and there he could sit in the Fentaineblaau Motor Hotel and

mala twice the ronay for doing nothing.
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At this poigg ilr. Gervais stated that ke znd the Government
were severed and thot he was going back to Hew Orleans, Mr. Gervais then
stated that "we will be at war" and that he has notes on everything that
has been sa;d. He charged tha£ Hr, Shﬁr's boss's_attTtuac was quite
negative towards him and that he didn't care what Jehn Wall had to say.
He stated that he didn't wont anything done for him because of ﬁressure

“and that he was being treated like a hoodlum by the Covernment.

Y Gervais stated that he would tall his employer who he really
was and get himself fired from his job (his'employer knew from the outset

that Paul’ Mason was really Pershlng Gervais).

"o e He told Shur that the moment they hung up he didn't want anythlng
b éo;é from the Government and he would not accept any more calls, CGervdis
charged that the Department of Justice was infiltrated with-thieves and
he stated that after collecting his thdughts_he would notify the news o
media and that the Department should h;;e repercussions before the faflpw—-
'lng Monday. |

Gervalis p0|nted out to Shur that Tt would be hard to get anyone
to cooperate witﬁ the Department when he Finished "hollering''. He stated
that he could back his ;harges<up, that he had a long memory and he had
records and had made notes, He statéd that Justice Qould find a way-to
put him in jail, and that he was through, he was "auso1utaly through'.”

* Cervais rcpcated to Shur that he had nates on Lverythlng he had
said and that he wculd like to have his tapes back (referring to the tape
received by Gerald Shur on September 7, 1971, described in paragraph 23).
Shur advised Gervais that he woild éonfcf with his superiors about sending
his tape ;o Gervais and if he were authorized to do so he would mail Tt

) fo Mr. CGervais. V 7
- {27) Almest from the time of his return to Canada follo:ung -

tha Septawber 9, 1971, meeting with Wall and me, Gervais has L)Pfu%;-d

a3 ome 1o stmarets telushone conversations his dissatisFaction with his
Tife in Gandn, fhelediog ths Tact that vneaticdipoted clreumsiances g
arizen ond he folt that on the basis of Yfairpness! his situation should be

reconsidarcd snd renegotiated by the Department of Justice. Cn or about

April 24, 1972, John Wall told me that he had arranged for a meeting between
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“‘to_call such a meeting again; and that he did pot desire my presence at any

. was "coming out swinging''; that he was going to institute a civil suit

Edward Joyce, D;puty Chicf of the Organized tr?me and Racketeering.
Section, myself, and Gcrvaig to take place in Yancouver, Canada, so that
-we.coulq sit down and listen to Gcrvai§‘ complaints to see if they had
merit and to-scc_if there was any way in wh{ch the Department og Justice
might'alleviate his problems. '&hen I talked to Gervais by tclcphonc to
confirm the meeting, Garvais said that he Ead chaenged his mind; that

he did not want the meeting at the time scheduled; that he needed more

time to collect his thoughts; that he would let me know when and if he decids

mecting’ that might take place with dece or any other representative of
the Justice Departmznt, because he felt ths Department was Twposing on ou}

cordial relatienship. ) S . e

(28) Late in the evening, on or zbout May 3, 1972, Gervais .. ﬂ

called me and also called Wall, He also called Special Agent Puckett at )

about this time. Gervais said he was coming back to HNew Orleans and he

against the Departnﬁnt of Justice, and that he was going to claim that Shpr
2nd others had lieh to him and his wife and daughter and that he was goirg
"to scream for a palygraph; that although Fhe Department of Justice would
.;ay that the results of lie detector tests are inadmissible in evidence,

he would scream “polygraph’ so loud and so leng that the public would bc—.
lieve bié stéry. At that time Wall asked him if there was énything he
could do -~ vhather Gcrvé}s wanted to re-set the meeting with Wall's
superior, Joyce, so that he cculd discuss his probiems with tha Department
and hopefully resolve them satjsfacfori]y. Gérva?s refused this off;r,
stating Ehzt he-was not interasted. i alse asked him if thare was anything
hz wanted m2 to at;cmp; to Eo to resolve any problem and he said ne.

(23) CGarvais called me at zbout 10:30 p.m. on ar about May 11,

1972, and said he was in Maw Orleans. 2 w25 coming back and he

-ty

P1ing of

was Going =3 do whatever Be had to”do to suirvive, incliacing tha
a civil suit zgainst the Department. He may alzo have mentioned his plens
regarding polygraph at this time. ile quastioned Gerry Shur's integrity

and ha indicated that in talking to Wall he could begin fo hear Wall

changing. He said that he didn't have any idea that he could win in a




that we \ule a!l wind up on the wltness stand and that the bulk of the -

po]ygraﬁh, poiygraph' in his battle with the Department of Justice. Gervais

battie with tha Dapartment but he was going to "let somz bloo&”. My

response was that | didﬁ't agree with him aliout Wall and Shur's integrity

== | felt that, based on convcr:ﬁtions I had had with ¥all and ovarhéard
between Wall and Shur, they had every intention of living up to their-
agreement, including making every effort to find h?m a job beyond the S
period of the agreement that had baen reduced to writing by Wall (see
attachment # 1) at Garvais' insistence. | told Cervais that becauserof
our relationship in the past [ hated to see him do what he said he was
going to do, and | thought he would be hurt, but | expressed the oplnion_
that a man has to do whatéver he feels hﬂ.has fo do. I reminded'ﬁér;ans

rastimon] would come from Intcrnal Revenue Service agents actlve in the

Investigation, and that regardless of whom it helped or hurt we would = ™

tell the truth to the best of our ability, 2 : i

(30) o0On May 31, 1972, Gervais telephoned Special Agent o

Puckett in Atlanta, Georgia, and said that he intends to "scream polygféph,'

also talked to me by fﬁlephone yesterday, on May 31, 1972, and told me he ~_

intends to rest up, then-hold a press conference in Hew Urleans.

:)»_,Q ‘Lq j‘f\xm 2

FLOYD oArrJa HOIRE, . Chjef >
Intelligence Drvnsuon

Internal Revaonue Service

New Orleans District

Subscribed and sworn to bsfore m2 this

Ist day of June, 1972.
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