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Affidavit of Edward
P. Burke

COMMONEEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS
Ve

NICOLA SACGO AND BARTOLOMEQ VARZETTI

. In Support of Second Supplementary
« Motion for New Trilsal.,

EDWARD P. BURKE being first duly sworn on ocath

THAT he 1s @& citizen of the United States residing
at 312 Ann Street, Hartford, Connecticut, end hes resided at above
address for a period of about one yesr and that previous to thet time
he vesided st 1113 Ann Street and resided at that address for a period
of approximstely & yesr and & ralf and that in the year 1920 he resided
et or nesr the corner of Green and Mailn Streets in the same City of
Hartford, State of Comnecticut. |

THAT the effisnt is s brother of one Frank J. Burke
who testified in theabové entitled cause.

THAT sometime during the sariy spring months of
1921 and previous to May 2lst, 1921, the affiant recelved 8 letter
frem»the sald Frenk J. Burke, his brother,

THAT the affiant has made due and diligent effort
to discover the original of said letter.

THAT the affiant's best recollection is that he had
sald letter in his possession from the time of receipt of said letter
until sometime on or sbout & year 8g0 at which time he destroyed said
letter, the same apparently serving no further useful purpose.

THAT the affiant's best recollection of the contents

of sald letter are as follows, 1o wit: That saild letter was postmarked



Ny

:trom the<01tj of Bbﬁtan, Cammonwealtb of ﬂhasnchuuctts, and guvw the

address of 68 Pemberton &quare and Was on a 1etterhend purporting to
be that af the Sncca-Vanzetti Defenae committee. That the said
letter was signsd by the aaid Frank J. Burkn, heretarore referred to
88 the brother of the arfiant. _ “ _

' TEAT the nubject matter of aaid letter was tc the
best of arriant'a recallectian, as tollewa, to wit: A statement
by the uaid Frank J. Burke that he had bean ” witneas to some ahaéting
at South Brcintree, Hnssachuaatts on ﬁpril 15th, 1920. That he had
seen the both of the men that wsre hald for trial in conneetlon with
the said shooting and that nelther of the men were the me n that he had seen
at South Braintree on April lsth, 1920. That & trial wes eeming on at
an aarly date anﬂ that he had told Frud ﬁ. Meore, one of eounael for
the defendantn that he bnd heard that one Roy F. Gauld wes 8 witneaa to
eald ahaoting and that the aaid Frad R, H@ore had aahed him to attempt
to lacnte the aatd Gould. 1hat he had mnde 1nqu1r1ea about seid Gould
and had leerned that ha went around the nauntrv with carnivel companjes
end that he hed made inquiry end had secured some hegrsay inrarmatlon
to the effect that the said Roy E. Gould wes connected w!th 8 ome carni-
val company or show eempany nparating in or nb@ut~the City of Hartrard,g
State of Connacticut, and that he rcquaated the affiant to meke in-
quirias relative to the whereabouts of 8sid Goul& and 1f he succeeded
in locating the sald Gould to then advise him nr the aaid kqu He Moore.

THAT pursuant to sugh requoat contalined in ssid letter

from the gaild Frank J. Purke, brother of the_g:{innt,;thafarfinnt ﬂld
make an effart to locate the said Gould in or about sny carnival or show
companiesoperating st or near the said City of Hertford, State of Con-

necticut.
THAT the affisnt located some five or six different

carnival and show companies"operating in that district and made personal

inquiries at or sbout esch and all the said separate showe to locste
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‘vne said Roy E. Gould but utterly failed to get sny informetion whatso-
ever relative to him. The affiant was unable to find anyone who

wnew said Gould or knew anything sboat him. That the affiant so
reported to the sald Frenk J. Burke, his brother, by meil.

THAT the affiant never did succeed 1n locating the
gsald Roy E. Gould and that the affisnt makes this affidavit setting
forth his efforts to locate the sald Roy E. dould in response to the
request of ¥Frank J. Burke, his brother, freely and volunterily and
for no purpose other than 10 make known to the Court that such efforts
were made.

THAT the qffiant devoted one half dey to his search
going to the town of Manchester, State of Conmegtiecut end also devoted
& pumbei of nights after work. 7That all told the sffisnt visited
noet less than a half a dozen different cernivals and shows covering
s conglderable period of time owing to the faot that carnivels eppear
at irreguler intervals. | . |

Further affiant sayeth not.

7
- gubseribed and sworn 1o, vefore me, this QH — day of September /738

1023.

Leo M et

Tusiice of the Pesce
WoForag Puttie . nly Co,

b‘,tlfbv'v"f’ Klce 7- 71723,
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EDWARD P, BURKE being first duly sworn on oath
saye: - :

THAT he 1s @ citizen of the United States residing
at 312 Ann Street, Hartford, Connocticut, and haé reaided‘at above
address for a period of asbout one year and that previous to thet tim@
he resided at 111% Ann Street and resided at that sddress for a period
of approximately a yeer end a half and that in the yeaf 1920 he residéd‘
8%t or nesr the eorner of Green and Mein Streets in the same City of
Heartford, State of Connecticut. | '

THAT the affiant is & brother of one Frank Je Burke
who testified in the above entitled cause. ‘

THAT sometime during the eerly apring months of
1921 end previous to Mey B3lst, 1921, the affiant received a letter
from the said Frank J. Burke, his brother,

THAT the affiant has mede due and diligent efrart
to discover the original of said letter.

THAT the affisnt's best recolleetionris thet he had
sald letter in his possession from the time of receipt of said letter
until sometime on or sbout a year ago at which time he destroved said

letter, the same apparently gserving no further useful purpose.

THAT the affiant's best recollection of the contents

of said letter are as follows, to wit: That said letter was postmarked
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from the City of Boston, Cmmmonﬁealth of uassaehuéetta, and gnvo the

address of 68 Pemberton Square and wes on a_ietterbédd purporting to

be that of the Sscco-Venzetti Defense Committee. That the said
letter was signed by the said Frahk Jo. Burke, heretofore referred to
as the brother of the affiant. | | 3
~ THAT the subject matter of said letter wes to the
vest of affiant's recollection, as follews, to witz”’A'aiaie@@ni |
by the'saia Prank J, Burke that he had been o witﬁesnﬂtd‘SQma shooting
at ﬁouth'Braintr&e5 Messachusetts on April 15th, 1920. Thai he‘héd.
seen the both of the men thet were held for triasl in connection with
the ssid shooting end thet neither of the men were the men that he had seen
at South Braintree on April 15th, 1920. That a trial wes coming on at
an early dete and that he had told Fred H. Moore, one of counsel for
the defendants that he had heard th&twoné'ﬁay ¥, Gould was a witness to
said'nhéeting and that the seid ?fed H. Moore had asked him to attbmﬁt
to logate the said Gould. That he had made inguiries about said Gould
and had learned that hé{went ar ound thaucauntry with carnival companies
| and that he had made inquiry end had secured some hesrsay information
% to the effect that the sald Roy E. Gbﬁld was connected with some carni-
| val compeny or show company operating in or sbout the City of Hertford,
Stete of Canméticut, and that he requested the affiant to makQJin-
quiries relative to the whereabouts of ssid Gould snd if he succeeded
in locating the sald Gould to then advise him or the said Fred H. Moore.
THAT pursuant to such roQueét conialn&dxin said letter
from the sald Frank J. Burke, brother of the affiant, the affiant did
make an effat to locate the said Gould in or about any carnival or show
companiesoperating &t or near the said City of Hartford, State of Con-

necticut.

THAT the affiant located some five or six different
carnival and show companies ‘operating in that district and mede personal

ﬁ inquiries at or about esch and all the sald separate shows to locate
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the said Roy E. chid but utterly failed to get any informetion whatso-
ever relative to him. The affiant was unable to find anyone who

knew said Gould or knew anything about him. That the affiant so
reported to the said Frank J. Burke, his brother, by meil.

THAT the affisant never did succeed in locating the
sald Roy E. Gould snd that the affisnt makes this affidavit setting
forth his efforts to locate the said Roy E. Gould in response to the
request of Frank J. Burke, his brother, freely and voluntarily and
for no purpose other then to make known to the Court that such efforts
were made.

THAT the effiant devoted one half day to his search
going to the town of Manchester, State of Conneetieut end also devoted
e number of nights after work. That all told the affiant visited
not less than & half a dozen different ecarnivals and shows covering
g considerable period of time owing to the fact that carnivals esppear
at irregular intervals.

Further affiant sayeth not.
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Subseribed and sworn to, before me, this ;R%éay of sﬁpwmbu./?{\g

1623,
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