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WASHINGTON,  Oct. 20—Newly =%
laased Fedsral Bureau of Investigation
files on the kidnap-murder of Charles A.
Linghergh Jr. show that J, Edgar Hoover;;
i:l‘.e late F. B. I director, expressed car-
lzainty that Bruno Richard Hauptmann
was guilty decades after Mr. Haupt-
|mann’s electrocution—despite
|raised by critics over the years.
| The files show that Mr. Hoover specifi-
|cally repudiated a view that Mr. Haupt-
lmann might only have been invoived in
laxrortion, a suggestion growing out ol
|ransom money naving been found in the

home of Mr. Hauptmann: who died deny-
ling any involvement in the crime.

| The documents disclose that the Fed-!
=ral Bursau of Investigation's chief agent |
in the inquiry, Thomas H. Sisk, argued|
after Mr. Hauptmann's arrest for a
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doubts |

i"iheﬂry that thers ars others connected
|with this case.

\ Mr, Sisk sugzested thar the ladder wsed
‘in the kidnap—made in three secrions—
|“was too short to be handled by one
|person,” and that Mr. Hauptmanu, then
|weighing 180 pounds, “would bave had
diffteuity in going through the window.”
'He also citad indlcamons iDat there was
lanother man “giving sigrals at =ach of
itha cemeteries” during r=nsom negoua-|
| tions.

| Further, Mr. Sisk contended that Mr.
iHauponann “had a lot of neip in-'ther
{ passing of the monev.” and “thers is ziso
\some indication that someope in e
vicinity of Hopeweil (New Jersey home
lof the Lindbergh family) may have bean
linvolved with him."”
| The prosecution’s star witness, Dr.
|Joha F. Condon, 72 vears old at the time
laf the 1932 kidnapping, identified M=
!%auptmann, a Bromx carpenier, dﬁ:nng.




Ithe 1933 tral as the “Jonn' 1o woomn §
ke handed over 350.0[)0 ransom.

| Butina Sept. 2 1334, memorandum,
lan F. B. I. agent, LeonG Turrou, said
|Dr. Condon toid him “the real John’ was
\u‘ Haupimann'’s “brother.”

| "Hs assertsd,” Mr. Tuwrrou reported
i a[IE’ Dr. Condon first !ooked at Mr: Haupt-
'mann in police custedy, “that the real |
|John was killed long ago and that the
money was taken away from him by his
confederaies, He mnmakt;?d that ﬂrih: !1;:!1
m#n who are responsible for -
‘napping and murder of. the Lindbergh
child are now smnewhmm.f.ong Ldand
around Bay Shore.” :

Hoover Memorandum -«

\f.. Hoover himself in a Sept. 22. 1934»'
emorandum, writa that “it is entirety

Does:b e that two men were involved” and
that “possibly Flsco was involved with
Haupunann in the outside work.” 1

Isidore Fisch was a onetime furrleri
dascribed by Mr. Hauptmana as the: SOurce |
of ransom money found in the Haupi-|
mann home. The Hoover memormduml
discussed a suggﬂsuon that a furrier's)
hammer with needle-iik mmgomu. used in
.brand.mg. might be as an instru-
|ment that made perforations mru. symbol |
;on the ransom notes.
} Navertheless, when the F. B L with-
|drew from the investigation Oct. 10, 1334,
three weeks after Mr. Heuptmann's arrest,
| Agent Hugh H. Clegg summarized agents’
‘views that ‘‘thers are Jlogical reasons
which would point to the presemcs of
someone else bur thers ara an aq
number of fogrca.l reasons why there is
OIiJY ons DCT’SOIL

Mr, Hauptmann was electrocuted April
3, 1836, for murder of the 20-month-old’
son of the solo trans-Atlantic ﬂvem
Tweniy-two years later, Mr. Hoover wrote:
in a letrer April 14, 1958, that “there isq
no guestion 1o my mind as to the g'r.u.lt
o. Bruno Richard Hauptmann." |

Hoover- Makes Denial .-/

A Nov. 21, 1958, manﬂrtmiumreporta:l

tha'r. Mr. Hoover “strongly” demied am!
leged 1936 remark that he had “doubts

oi Hauptmann's: guilt: in the kxdmppmg;
tnough convinced of his. guilt in extor-
ltion, and that “was executed
befors a complete mvanganon wu-*
imade of his guilt or innocencs.”
1‘ The F.BIL has released:{33,991 pagr.r
!of its Lindbergh kidnapping files, grouped
jin 142 volumes stacked in' seven:l
\size cabinet drawers. The action unde:
|the Freedom of Information Act followed:
|requests by The New York Times and
\omers after a 1876 book- by Anthony
!Scaduto argued that Mr, Hauptmann had
(been innocent
| The tiles show bitter F.B.L host:.l}.tv to-
lwa_rd other investigative agencies, Mr. !
|Hoover wrote Oet. 11, 1934, that “the
real work was done bv zgents” of the
bureau, and predicted that New Jersey

polics and prosecutors “will probably

e

Em a. smmmn WilCh ey Cannod, nady
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In repeated memorandums, he insistec
his bureau broke the case because il
received a bank. teller’s. telephone cak
about a gold-certificate ransom biil. This
turned out to:bear an aufomobile license
number written down by a filling-station
operator, and so led to Mr. Hauptmann.

But' cne F.B.L.anemorandum, dated
Sept. 21, 1334, recorded aiter Mr. Haupt-
mann’s arrest that “Mr. Hoover said that

at New York-everything was against the
division [F.B.L] 100 percent,” and if he:
had not gone to-New York the division!

would not even-have been mentioned.”

After Harold G. Hoffman became Gov-
ernor, ‘Mr. Hoover-said in a March 28,
1936, memorandum, that he had told

Governor Hoffman that New Jersey slatn !

poiice nad ordéred s agems
the Haupomann attic whiie state troopers
were working there with a Fedaral Fo '
esry:-Service, experts rg.
The expert, Arthur-Koeh! Merm-
fied:that one piece of 'the !-adnap ladder
,wood - came from the: Hauptmann afttic
| floor. An F.B.1. memorandum dated May"
,25 1936; v criticized a post-execution
speech by Mr. Keehler as “not cousutm
| with the evidence.”
ldentification of the ladder wood as
“identical” withHauptmann attic wood;
the memorandum said, came after the
w FB I. withdrew' from the investigation
“and occurred after the New Jersey state

.pohce had rented the Haupimann -resi--
| dence."

The memorandum said Hauptmann de-
fense lawwvers were expected during the
1835 rial to subpoena F.B.I. records to
prove this identification was “fabricated
by the joint efforts of the New Jersey
state police and the New Jersey prose-
cutor's office in cooperation with Arthur
Koehler: however, this reguest was not
received by the bureau from the defense
attorneys.”

Statement After Lineup

‘Agent Twrou's Sept. 21, 1934, mem-
orandum seid Dr. Condon, after a police
{meup,-.toid him that Mr. Hauptmann
‘appears to be much heavier; has differ-
ent eyes, different hair, stc., and that he

must be a brother of J’o " the ransom
collector: T !
In an Oct. 5, 1 934ammemmdmn;

Agent Turrou said that Dr. Condon com-
pladned. that-the, poiice had attacked . "*his
character, and -particularly so since the
time he failed to positvely identify
Hauptmmn wherr con:romed with him
‘ at the time of his arrest.™
i “Dr. Condon,’ Mr. Turrou went on,|
| “further advised the writer that he
| studied. the photograph of Isidore Fisch
| which appeared in the newspapers and|
| that it is. his bebief now that when on|
| March 12, 1932, he went to meet ‘John' [

| at the Woodlawn Cemetery he saw aj
party strongly resembling the features|l
| and description of Isidore Fisch pass the
|car in which he and Al Rsich were’
| sitting.”
; ‘er Fisch diad in Germany on ‘V(arc.hl
1334, Mr. Hauptmann contnnded Lhau
h= iater found goid certificates in a box}
Mr, Fisch left with him and st‘m-dg
snendmg the money in August, 1934—|
not knowing it was Lmdbervh ransom
bills—because Mr. Fisch had owed ham
money, i

A Sent, 23, 1934 F.B.I report said
Mr. Fisch had been so poor he Wwas
 evicted from his furnished room in the
(spring, of 1833, and thersaliter some-
\ times slept on benches in Grand Ceatrai
iTar'mnal.

! The files repart t.hat F.B.I. handwrit-
| ing examinatons by C. A. Appel showed
| Mr. Hauptmann wrote the ransom notes
| and Mr. Fisch did not. But on Sept.- 25,
1234, a Hoover memorandum said that
Hauptmann fingerprints could not be
| identified with “the latent impressions
[developed on the ransom notes and the
| ransom money."” _
! Apalysis of F.B. L

An FB.I analysis of how ransom gold
| certificates . showed up before Aungust,
' 1934, said ‘it appears that the bills were
[bemg retained by the kidnappers, or at|
least by those who collected ths ransom
money, in the same original comtainer
and that they wera being expended in
sequence as they appeared in thesed

pa e&l’

A major F.B.I, effort was an analysis
by Joseph A. Genau, accountant-agent,
of bank and brokerage accounts of Mr:
| Hauptmann and his wife. In an Oct, 10,
1934 memorandum, Mr. Hoover said this

s

showed , that since the 530,000 ransom.

had been paid April 2, 1932, thers had
been $26,018 depoatted although Mr/
| Hauptmann was unemployed.
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