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COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS

Norfolk, ss. Supe rior Court,
Criminal Session.
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COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS

: Affidavit of
VS. FRANK J. BURKE

No. 5545,
NICOLA SACCO and BARTOLOMEO VANZETTI :
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FRARK J. BURKE, being first duly sworn on oath deposes and
says that he is one and the same person as the FRANK J. BURKE that
testified for and on behalf of the defendants in the above entitled cause.

'That some {ime previous to the trial of the above entitled

cause the affiant was living at the Norris Hotel in the ecity of Brockton,

county of Plymouth, Commonwealth of Massachusetts and while so living at
said address the affiant was talking one day with one Wolf,whose surname
is to the affiant unknown,about the coming trial of the defendants herein
end then and there and at that time the said person told the affiant in
substance and effect that he understood that one Roy E. Gould was a
witness to the crime committed at South Braintree on April 15th, 1920.

That the affiant knew said Roy E. Gould but did not know his
address except that the affiant knew that it was customary for the said
Gould to, during the summer months,fraval with certain shows and during
the winter months to go from factory to factory demonstrating his mer-
chandise.

That immediately after learning from said Wolf that the said
Gould had been & witness to said affair, the affiant communicated said
information to Fred H. Moore, one of counsel for the defendants herein,
and thereupon the said Moore introduced the affiant to one Robert Reid
and requested the affiant to give to said Reid all informastion in his
possession relative to the means and method of locating said Gould: that

thereupon the affiant did tell the said Reid all that he knew asbout said

Gould.




That some time previous to the trial of the above entitled
cause the affiasnt went to the State House in the ceity of Boston and made
inquiry at the Division of Standards in the State House in the eity of
Boston, county of Suffolk, to learn whether the said Roy E. Gould had
had a license to act as a peddler for the year 1920 and leamed that on
April 17th, 1920 the said Roy E. Gould then residing st #137 Columbus
Avenue, in the said city of Boston, county of Suffolk, had received s
license numbered 1377-B for Bristol County and that thereafter the
affiant maé inquiry for the said Gould at #137 Columbus Avenue in the said
city of Boston end was unable to learn of the then whereabouts of the
said Gould and that thereafter the affiant made such inquiry as he was
eble to make in Bristol County of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts to
locate the said Gould but was unsble to learn anything about him.

That the affiant learned that certain carnival shows were
in progress down in the neighborhood of Hartford, State of Connecticut,
end the affiant sent a letter to his brother, Edward P. Burke, requesting
the said Edward.P. Burke to make an investigation and locate, if possible,
the said Goulds that thereafter the affiant héard from the said Edward
P. Burke and learned that he had been unable to locate the said Gould.
The affiant further made inquiry at the Argonne Hotel in the eity of
Boston for the said Gould previous to the date of trial herein knowing
that the said Gould ocoasion&lf& stopped at said hotel but was unable
to locate the said Gould.

That further the affiant mede many inquiries among many
persons in the ecity of Boston who were acquainted with the said Gould
and was unable to locate him; also made inquiries at and about places
where the said Gould would be, the affiant believed, likely to g0.

That the affiant first came in contact with said Gould on

Or sbout the 2nd day of November, 1921 at the Windsor Hotel, in the city

of Portland, State of Maine, and immediately communicated to the said
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Fred H. Moore hereinbefore mentioned, the fact that the effisnt had

located the said Gould, whereupon the ssid Moore csme to Portland snd

met the said Gould.

Further the affiant sayeth not.

Subscribed and sworn to before me this é day of April,

(/ %Moe/@ 2@;;4%6@/

1923,

£
Notary Public e
My commission expires a.. 7/ /250
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COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS

ZOHmOHW, ss., Superior Court
Criminal Session.

{

COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUGRSETTS
VS

NICOLA SACCO and BARTOLOMEO
VAN ZETTI

Affidavit of Frank J. Burke

(No. 5545.)
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FRANE J. BUREE, beine fiest duly Bworn on oath deposes and
geve that he i one eand the same pevson 68 the FRLVE Js BUELE that
tectiftied for and on behalf of the defordeants In the shove ant ilied CHUEG,
Thet some tiwe previcuns 1 the tyial of the sbowe entit led X
caugs the affiast wae 1iving a% 'he Torxls Hotel in the ¢gity of JMroekton,
gourty of “lymouth, Commonwealih of Ususschusetis snd while sg ilving s
guid sddrogs the afifont was taikive one duy with ome Toll, WoLe surnumne
iz to the affinnt unknown, about the coming trisl of ihe defendants hereln

d &2t that t4me the ssld »erson told the alfilant 1ip

gubatance and effeot that he undsrotocd thet one ROy I. Gould was &
sitness to the orime committed at Houth Braintree on April 158h, 1920,

that the sffisnt knew psld Joy 5., Gould but did not know hias
address except thet the affient krew $het it ess cwtomsry for the celd
Gould to, daring the sammer months, travel with certain shows and during
the winter monthe to gzo frowm factory to faoctory demonstirating his fers
nandise.,

That imwediately after leaming fros ssld %elf that Lhe Bald
gould had besn 5 witnese to sald affelr, the afiflsnt comouniosied sald
information to ¥red . Moors, one of cowwel for the defendsnts hereln,
and thereupon the ssid foore introduced the alflsnt to one Nobert Neid

and remerted the sffisnt to glve to said Held sll information in his

posgasslon relative to the means and method ol losating gsld Gould. that




thereupon the affisnt 414 tell the gald Nold gll that he EKnew about said

would .

“hut Bose Stise previous te the trisl of the sbove entitled
'aanaa the sffiam went to the Htate House in the ¢lity of Boeton mmd mmde
{nouiry st the iivision of Stexdsards in the Gtate llouse in the eity of
sopton, county of Suffolx, to leam whether the gaid Roy X, Could hsd
had a8 licence to aot ve o peddler for the year 1950 and lesrned thael on
April 17th, 1920 the suid Roy ¥, Gould then residivg nt #137 Colunmbus
ivenue, in the ssld city of Boston, county of Inffolk, Mad regelvel &
license numbered 1877-2 for Sristel County and that theresftor the
affiant made incniry for the sald Gould at #1857 Colunbus Avenue in the
s2ld eity of Dosion smd wad angble to lenrn of the thern whereabouts of
the sald %aul&:&aa"thﬂt ﬁﬁﬁtﬂ&fhﬁt’th@ affiant made sush Iniuiry se be
wae able to meke in Bristol Zounty of the Commonwealth of Hassschusetiis
to loonte the sald Gould bul e anable to leam :nything sboul him,

That the affisnt leamed that gertain camival shows were
in progress down in the meighborhood of Hortford, Otate of Conne aticut,
gnd the affiant sent & letter to his brother, Hdward ', Burke, requesting
the cald Sdward 7, Burke to mske an ipvestigstion snd loaste, if possible,
the ssld Gould; that therealter the affiant hesard from the seld sdward
Pe Burke ané leamed thatl he had been uneble to locate the pald LHould,
“he affiant farther msde ingulry st the /rgonne lMotel in the eliy of
douton for the said Gould previons to the date of trisl herein knﬁwingv
that the sald Gould ocomsionelly stopped 2t seid hotel bul was upsab le
to logate the seid Gould.

Thet further the sffisnt mde mny inquiries smong many
perpons in the olty of Boston vho wers soquainted with the suid Gould
snd wne unable to locate him; sleo mede inguiriss st and abonl pliges
sheve the caid Oould would be, the afiient bdelleved, likely Lo gO.

*het the affiant flrst cene in contact with sald Gould on
or shbout the 2nd day of Hovember, 19821 at the Windecr Wotel, in the o1y

of Portlemd, State of Haine, srd ilmmwdlaisly communicated to the gnld




Fred He 'loore hereinveioroe sentioned
iocated the said Gould , whereupon the sald LOoore came O
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{Signed) FRANK J. RURKE

to before me thie 6th day of April,

“ubsoridbed and

E 3 -
(Signed ) fornel w -
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COMHMOBWEALTH OF MASSICHUSETTS
tor folk, ss, supe rior Court,
Criminsl Segsion.

COMMORWEALTH OF KASSACHURETTSE $

$ Affidavit of

ve. FRAEE J., BURKE

o . 55450

NICOLA SACCO snd BARTOLOMED VANZETTI 5

PRANK J. BURKE, being first duly sworn on oath derposes and
says that bhe is one and the same pervon as the FPRANY J, BURKE that
testified for and on behalf of the defendants in the sbove entitled csuse,

That some time previous to the triasl of the sbove entitled
causce the effiant was living at the lorris llotel in the c¢ity of Brockton,
county of ?1ymouth. Commonwealth of Massschusetis and while so living at
snid address the affisnt waeg talking one day with one %olf,whoso surname
is to the affisnt uoknown,sbout the coming trisl of the defendants herein
and then and there and at that time the said person told tre affiant in
substance and effect that he understood that one Roy E. Gould was a
witness to the crime committed et South Braintree on April 1b6th, 1920,

That the affiant knew said FHoy E. Gould but did not know his
gddress except thatl the affisnt knew that it was customary for the said
Gould to, during the summer months, travel with certain shows sand during
the winter months to go from factory to factory demonstrating his mer-
gnand ise.,

Thet immediately after learning from gaid Wolf that the sald
Gould had been a_witness to s8id affeir, the affiannt comnmunicated said
information to Fred H, loore, one of counsel for the defendants herein,
and thereupon the 8aid Moore introduced the affisnt to one Robert Reid
end requested the affiant to give to sald Reid all information in his
posgession relative 1o the means and method of locsting said Gould: that

thersupon the affiant did tell the said Heid all that he knew about said

Gonld.




That some time previous to the trial of the above entitled
ceuge the affiant went to the State House in the city of Hoston and made
inquiry st the Division of Standarde in the State House in the oity of
‘Boston, county of Suffolk, to learn whether the saidzﬁoy E. Gould had
had a license t0 act as n peddler for the year 1920 and lesmed that on
April 17th, 1920 the said Roy E. Goulﬁ‘then residing at #137 Columbus
Avenue, in the said eity of Boston, county of Suffolk, had received a
licenged numbgrad 1377-8 for Bristol ﬂcumty‘andithat theresfter the
affiant made inqguiry fér the said Gould at %13? Calumbus Avenue irn the said

‘eity of Boston and wep unable to leern of the then whereabouts of the
said Gould.nndvthét thereafter the affisnt made such inguiry as he was
abla»tb aakb'iﬁ,Briatci‘ﬂounty 0f the Commoﬁwealth'of Massachusette to
locéié the said Gould but wae uﬁgbla to lesrn anything about him.

That the affient learned that certain carnival showg were
in progress down_in the ne ighborhood of H&rtford} State of Connecoticut,
&ndythe affiant sent a letter to his brother, Kdward P, Burke, requesting
the said Hdward ?, Burke to make an investigation and locate, if possible,
the sald Goulds that thereafter the affisnt heard from the said Rdward
Ve Burke and leeémmed that he had been unable to locate the sgaid Gould.
The affiant further m&de inguiry at the argonne Hotel in the city of
Boston for the said Gbulﬂ provious to the dete cfftrial herein knowing
vthat the said Gould occmsionally stopped at said hotel but was unsble
to locate the said Gould.

That further the affiant mede mny inquir.ies among many
persons in the ecity of Boston who were ascquainted with the ssid Gould
sand wag unable to locate him;: also made inquiries at and sbout plsces
where the sanid Gould would be, the affiant believed, likely to go.

That the affilant first caw in contaet with said Gould on
or sbout the 2nd day of November, 1921 at the windsor Hotel, in the city

of Portland, State of Haine, and immediately communicated to the sgaid



Fred H. Moore hereinbefore mentioned, the fact that the affisnt had

located the said Gould, whereupon the ssid Yoore came to Portland and

met the said Conld.

Purther the affisnt sayeth not.

(8igned) FRANK J. BURKE

Subscoribed snd sworn to before me this 6th day of April,
1923,

(83gredJKORNFL WISHONOIVSKY

lotary Public ey
commisslon expires Jan.51,1930
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