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{NTRODUCTION

In compliance with the provislons of Chapter 17, Statutes of Nevada, 196},
the Office of the Attorney General was required to study alleged law violatlons
and unethlcal practices surrounding adoption practlces In Nevada, such study
to be executed under the supervision of the Nevada Legislative Commission.

The Attorney General subsequently retained the services of Mr, Ernest A,
Mitler to complete this investigation, with the assistance of Mr., David A.
Parraguirre, Special Deputy Attorney General for the Nevada State Welfare
Department.,

Mr, Mitler was retained by the Attorney General on the baslis of hls out-
standing quallfications and background in the field of adoptions, as follows:

1939 Yale Unlversity, B.A.

1943 Columbia University Law School, L.L.B.

1943~1955 Assistant District Attorney, New York County.
During thls perlod, Mr. Mitler investigated
and tried many ''baby black market'' cases In
New York.

1955-1958 Assoclate Counsel, United States Senate Juve-
nile Delinquency Committee. During this per=
lod, three hearings were conducted on irreqular
adoptions,

1960 Specfal investlgator, State of California
Department of Social Welfare, Mr, Mitler pre-
pared a survey of irreqular adoption practlces
in Callfornla, which resulted In several
indictments being brought against persons
believed to be invoived In Irregular adoption
practices,

Mr. Mitler began investigation of adoption practices in Nevada during the
latter part of the 1961 Sesslon of the Nevada Legislature, and on June 30,
1961, the completed report was presented to the members of the Nevada Leglsla-
tive Commission at a special meeting of the Commission. It was subsequently
released to the newspapers of Nevada, as well as any Interested party requesting
a copy of the study. The members of the Nevada press which were present at the
meeting agreed to malntain confldentiality insofar as revealing the names of
children, natural and adoptive parents named in the report,

Although this report i{s now a matter of public record, we would urge that
every possible precaution be taken to protect the names of natural and adoptive
parents and children mentloned In the report.

ROGER D, FOLEY
Attorney General






1961 SESSION OF THE NEVADA LEGISLATURE
Senate Blll No. 40 - Senators Brown, Gallagher, Lamb and Whitacre

(By request of the Leglislative Commission)

CHAPTER 17

AN ACT making an approprlation from the general fund [n the state treasury to
enable the attorney general to complete an Investigation and Inquiry into
possible violations of law and unethical conduct and practices regarding
placement and adoption of children and to enable the attorney general to
publish and disseminate a report thereon; Imposing certaln dutles on the
leglslative counsel and the leglslative commlssion; and providing other
matters properly relating thereto.

WHEREAS, The attorney general has heretofore conducted an Investigation
and Inquiry into possible violations of law and unethical conduct and practices
regarding placement and adoption of chlldren and has published a preliminary
report thereon; and

WHEREAS, Completion of such Investigation and inquiry and the publication
and dissemination of a final report on the subject Is deemed necessary In order
to provide further information upon which the 5lst session of the Nevada legls-
lature may act; now, therefore,

The People of the State of Nevada, represented In Senate and Assembly, do enact
as follows:

SECTION 1. There Is hereby appropriated from the general fund [n the
state treasury the sum of $10,000 to enable the attorney general to complete an
Investigation and Inquiry into possible violations of law and unethical conduct
and practices regarding placement and adoption of children and to enable the
attorney general to publish and dissemlnate a written report thereon,

SEC. 2. The Investigation shall be completed by the attorney general In
cooperation with the legislative counsel and under the supervision of the leg-
Islatlve commlsslion,

SEC. 3. Any unexpended portlon of the money hereln appropriated shall
revert to the general fund on July 1, 1961,

SEC. 4. This act shall become effective upon passage and approval,
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1. Las Vegas-born bables are being sold to Callfornla couples by a
well-organized, millfon~dollar=-a-year ring operating In Nevada with tts
headquarters In Los Angeies, for $1100 to $4000 a child, The nerve center of
this racket (s a "boller room for babies' ar "bucket shop't camouflaged as the
law offlce of Ralph Benson, a now disbarred Callfornia attorpey. In lleu of
selling stock from a battery of telephones In Benson's headquarters, a crew of
glris were constantly engaged In recrulting and solicliting customers and bab-
fes, Dr. Ralph LaCanna and Atty. Robert Cohen were Benson's Las Vegas agents
who fed him babies for his Los Angeles customers. = The ring consisted of a
group of 15 persons, doctors, lawyers, and unscrupulous housewives located In
Los Angeles, and New York, many of whom are presently under Indictment for
thelr black market baby operation. One Las Vegas baby that was sold for
$4000 by this ring went to a Los Angeles adoptlve father who had been arrested
and convicted on a charge Involving a sexual offense with ch]ldren.

2, Under existing Nevada law anyone, a criminal, an Insane person and a
professional baby seller can operate an unl!icensed adoptlon agency and not
violate the criminal laws of this state. Baby selling Is not a crime In Nev-
ada and Nevada is the only state that falls to make unllcensed child placing
a crime,

3. Dr. Thomas. Wyatt, convicted abortionist of Lake Tahoe and Carson
Clty, blended his abortion business with an interstate adoption traffic,
West Coast and Nevada glirls too far advanced In thelr pregnancy to be aborted
by Wyatt lived In his casino-motel In Carson Clty Hot Springs during the pre=
natal perlod, were dellvered by Wyatt who placed thelr children for adopttlon,
Wyatt's adoption-abortion business Is on a vast, Interstate plane. In fact,
In some Instances, chartered planes flew the pregnant glirls into a private
alrport near the Carson City Hot Springs, a hotel gambling casino In Carson
Clty. Wyatt worked with some of the leading law flrms in Reno. He charged
only very nominal fees,

L. The best organized, most extensive Interstate chiid placling busliness
in Nevada Is headed up by Mrs, Jean Edgar of Sparks, Nevada. Mrs. Edgar,
operating with Dr. Tom Mullls, Dr. Mohler, and Dr. Willlam Bryan (presently
under a morals Indictment [n Reno) has placed children extensively In all the
western states for amounts varying from $400 to $1200,

5. Flagrant, dangerous and fatal Irrequiarities are present [n an alarm-
Ing number of Nevada private adoptions,

A) Hospital releases and consents for adoption are commonly slgned In
blank by natural parents in Nevada, a non-criminal violation of the Nevada
law,

B) Frequently marrled women slgn consents In Nevada falsely representing
that they are unmarried. The absence of thelr husband's consent, [f he {s the
father of the child, makes the adoption faintly defective and voidable., Many
Nevada attorneys are careless and Irresponsibie in ascertaining whether the
child is legally free for adoption. California refuses to accept Nevada con-
sents for adoption for this reason,



C) One marrled woman forged her husband's consent to adoption, demonstrat-
Ing the dangers of consent to adoptlon secured privately outside of court.

6. A sea of lost chlldren exlsts In Nevada. The mechanlcs of releasing
children from hospitals under the name of attorneys and doctors rather than the
names of the adoptive couples makes It [mpossible to ascertaln the whereabouts
of these chlldren. A blanket of darkness Is thrown around the fate of these
children by the technlques being used by certaln attorneys and doctors Involved
In placing children outside of the state of Nevada. Nevada couples who have
applied for adoptlion to the local agencles should be Informed that one of the
reasons for the shortage of children In the state Is that these very children
are belng transported for adoption [n thls devious manner to Callfornla and
Utah. Utah and not Nevada Is the one of the maln outlets for Nevada-born
chlldren.

/. Newspaper advertlsements In The Las Vegas Revliew Journal have been one
of the principal medlums through which Nevada children have been taken out of
the state for adoption. These advert!sements often placed in a deceptive and
confusing manner have frequently been arranged for with the sanctlon of Salt
Lake Clty and Las Vegas attorneys. Las Vegas attorney Rulon Earl has played an
undetermlned but major role In arranging these out-of~state newspaper triggered
kind of adoptlons. In ore instance an ad was placed by one Larry Phelps who
wished to place his chlld for adoption, Phelps has a major criminal record and
asked $6000 for his chtld.

8. A female racketeer operating a brothel In Las Vegas under the guise of
a massage parlor, Donna Scott, was assisted {n her determination to fraudulently
pass off four children born to unwed mothers as her own by Las Vegas attorney
Norman Cornwall and Clark County doctor Glenn Davis, James French, and Dr.
Kazan. BIrth certiflcates were made out In each of these cases representing
that Donna Scott was the true and natural parent of these chlldren. The evl-
dence 1s overwhelming that the doctors and the lawyer Involved had knowledge of
thls fraud. This suggests that this kind of crimlinal fraud s possibly a com-
mon practice In Southern Nevada., There Is rio evidence that the professional
persons were motivated by economic conslderations In these Instances. Donna
Scott's motlvation was to develop a family of her own, knowing full well that
with her criminal background she would be unable to secure a formal adoption
decree In court,

9. The State Department of Welfare's program for flnanclal asslstance to
unmarried mothers is one of the best In the country, On the other hand, Nevada
Is the only state that does not have a shelter for unmarried mothers. The
Department has high principles and attempts to conform with sound adoption
practices. An unsympathetlc and often hostile attitude by the Nevada Bar
towards a sound child welfare program has frustrated the Department and res-
ulted In a pathetically weak adoption program In the state. Fear of retalla-
tion, lack of status, exposure to personal vindictiveness by certaln local
politicians have made Impotent the Department's program.

10. Nevada law and the bulk of the Nevada bar fall to recognlze the dis-
tinction between chlild-placing and the securing of the flnal adoptlon decree.
Child-placing Is outside the orblt of the practice of law -= [t |s purely a
human relatlonship problem. In most states systematic child-placling Is
restricted to authorlzed agencles,
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11. Many bables have been removed until recently for adoption from the
$outhern Memorlal Hospltal In Las Vegas by persons who gave no [dentification
in a highly reckless and Irresponsible manner. This has heen now corrected
under Administrator Stagg,

12. "Ether consents' are common In Nevada. These consents are secured
from natural mothers so soon after birth that often the mother has not psych-
ologlically or physically recovered from the delivery.

13, Many Clark County hospltals have establlshed a cruel policy requir-
Ing natural mothers placing bables for adoption to physically carry the child-
ren from the hospital. This Inflicts serfous emotjonal damage on the mothers.

14, Babies belng placed for adoptlon are frequently released from hos-
pitals In the name of an attorney or doctor blocking vital data as to persons
having custody of the child. In one Washoe case a former DIstrict Attorney
while In office removed a child, The hospltal release reads that the chlld
was released to the District Attorney of Washoe County.

15. An absurd condlition exlIsts In that In private adoptions the Welfare
Department?s home study ls extremely superficlal; In fact, It Is scarcely a
real study. In Washoe County, normally no study Is made at all, because the
Court falls to direct that one be made. However, In agency placements in
Clark County not only does the agency make an exhaustlive home study before
placement, but the Welfare Department In turn makes a home study. |n effect
in sftuatlions where the most protectlon and Investigation [s required, little,
{f anything, Is done. Whlle In the situatlons that are most carefully
screened and secure, a double and unnecessary study [s made,

RECOMMENDAT] ONS

Under the exlstlng complacent attitude of the community towards Nevada
adoptlon practices, It would be futlle to strengthen the Nevada adoption law.
The community must be alerted through a public hearing to the serlous defects
and dangers prevalling under present practices. Adoption laws are frequently
{gnored, clrcumvented, or slmply openly violated when a community fails to
accept the principles upon which the law s based. Sound chlid welfare prac-
tices as carrlied out In many of the states are not part of the Nevada culture,
It Is therefore recommended that a strenuous educational program be embarked on:

1. A citizens' commjttee on adoption on a state-wide basis should be
establ|shed, modeled on the one that took Californla from a mediocre state In
the adoption fleld up to the highest level In the country. Thls should not be
a token committee but an actlve functioning one, Most commlittees on soclal
. problems are straw committeés, In California the Cltizens' Committee on Adop-
tlon had 640 yitally active members, There was a sense of electricity about
its operatlon, even insplration =~ and that is what Nevada needs.

2. Baby selling should be made a crime. Larry Phelps, a criminal, with
an extenslve record, was able to offer his child for sale for $6000 and escape
conviction because Nevada has no law agalnst baby selllng, Ralph Benson and
his assoclates have had a fleld day In Las Vegas selllng Nevada children.
There s presently no actlon that can be taken agalnst these Individuals for
thelr viclous conduct In Nevada,
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3. The Nevada leglislative bodles should urge the Federal Government to enact a
law agalnst Interstate baby selllng. Baby selling In Nevada [s on an Interstate fevel
principally and there i3 presently no Federal law agalnst baby selllng.

L. Nevada should establish In Clark and Washoe countles a shelter for
unmarried mothers, A wage home program for unmarried mothers should be devel -
oped. Thls means that a group of homes would be avallable to send unmarried
mothers to who do not wish to llve In the reqular maternity shelter,

5. The entire Nevada adoption law should be rewritten from beginning to
end by the top experts in the country, The present law |s the weakest adoption
law In the United States. Since Nevada s only ploneering now In good services
in the adoption fleld there Is a good chance that by starting from scratch that
Nevada can have one of the best adoptlon laws In the nation. :

6. The new Nevada adoption law should Iimlt the operatfon of adoptlon
agencles to licensed organizations, It should draw a distInctlon between chlld
placing and the securing of a formal adoptlon decree. It should define clearly
the meaning of the word '"placing.'" New Jersey, New York, Callfornla have good
adoptlon laws that could be good frames of reference for Nevada,

7. Crimlnal records should be obtalned of all applylng for adoptlon fn
both agencies and private cases. A high percentage of caslno employees have
arrest records that might reflect on thelr sultabilities to adopt a chlld.

8. The present pollcy In many Nevada hospitals compelllng natural mothers
to carry out chlldren from the hospital premlses and hand the chlldren In adop -
tlon cases to the adoptlive couple |s brutal and barbaric and should be immedi-
ately termlnated. ;

9. The Welfare Department In conducting home studies In prlvate adoptions
should always Interview exhaustively the natural mother, secure a complete
statement In detail as to the clrcumstances under which the placement was
arranged, and obtaln a certifled copy of the birth certificate of the child In
each case,

10. All chlldren released for adoption from hospitals should only be
released In the name of or to the adoptive couple, The present policy of hiding
and blocking the Identity of the persons receiving the child Is extremely
dangerous.

11. County Welfare employees who presently appear to be oblivlous of the
State's adoption program should be thoroughly schooled In the fact that the State
has a llberal program for assisting unmarried mothers, Further, the pollicy of
Clark County Welfare Department of urgling In a determined way that unmarried
mothers return Immedlately to the very community they have just fled from should
be terminated. It Is a cruel pollcy. County workers should be drilled in the
exlsting facllltles to asslst unmarried mothers In thelr own state and In Call-
fornla. Some mothers have stated that they contemplated sulcide for lsck of
guldance and asslistance.

12. To combat the sea of lost children and the darkness surrounding the

fate of chlldren being placed for adoption, the State Welfare Department should
establish a complete central flle on all adoption cases In Nevada,
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13, The Welfare Department of Callfornia, Nevada and Utah should make &
flirm effort to get all the facts {n detall surrounding placements made between
the States. It 15 not recommended that anyone should be prosecuted as a
result of the Instant report., The tradition In Nevada has been to permit every
loose and careless practice to flourlsh wlithout challenge., There has never
been an effort to Impose any control over what would constltute in other states
Irregularities and abuses. Anyone and everybody places chlldren for adoption
in Nevada without compunction. The real criminal [s a pathetlically lax, apath~-
etlc system and an almost callous attlitude towards the soclal values Involved
in child adoption. Few persons In Nevada have ever been exposed to progresslve
soclal agency standards. It would be unfalr to suddenly Inftiate criminal pro-
secution In thils settlng.

14, Parental rights should be judiclally terminated. Gross and shocking
abuses result from the present system of presenting a privately obtalned con-
sent to the court. These consents are riddled with false names, false state-
ments as to the mother's marital status and other lInaccuracles,

15. The Nevada law should draw a sharp distinctlon between the process of
securing of adoptlon decree and the placing out process.

16. The petltion for adoptlon should be enlarged to Include a copy of the
birth certificate, and a verified statement as to the clrcumstances under whlch
the arrangements were made, Includling a full statement as to all monfes ex~
pended, By enlarging the scope of the petition that foundation for a sound
home study s made In prlvate adoptlons.

17. Duplicate home studles of Cathollc Welfare cases, a useless step,
should be ellminated. TIme and energy devoted to these studies [n Clark County
could best be spent In maklng more complete studles In prlvate cases,

18. The time for making the home study In [ndependent adoptions should be
advanced to as close to the time of placement as possible, Under exlsting
practice, the home study Is made six months after the time of placement, when
the child 1s flrmly established In the adoptive home and any undolng of the
ex!sting slituation would have a tragic, human Impact, :

19. Without exception, In private adoptions, all natural mothers should
be contacted, Trouble area could be Ident{fled quickly thls way, and conimun|ty
services could be made avallable to some of the extremely dlsturbed mothers
who are putting out chfldren for adoptlion each year.

For example: Mrs. Rohe, four children In two years.
Mrs. Forry, three children In recent years.
Grace McKinsey, who has had elght chlldren, and placed
one recently, and Is In and out of the pollce court con-

tinuously because of assaults by her lovers or husbands.

Furthermore, and this s basic, contactlng the natural mothers makes cer=
taln that the child Is legally avallable for adoption.



CONCLUS]ON

Adoptlon Is one of the most dellcate, sensitlve processes In our soclety ~-
It Is a human relationship, not essentially a legal or judiclal problem, The
tools of the soclal sciences -= psychology, psychlatry and family guldance --
are appropriate to meet the Intensive and complex problems arising In the adop-
tion fleld. The commerclal technlques and att!tudes of business and the prac-
tice of law cannot meet the needs of emotlonally disturbed unmarried mothers or
ascertaln on a day-to-day basls the sultablllty of adoptlve couples. The accept~
ance of thls principle Is necessary In Nevada before any genuine progress can be

made In upgrading adoption practices.

Hv{ -



LOS ANGELES BABY RING

Interview with Mr. and Mrs, Orville Salzman, 41240 Mulholland Drive, Los Ange~
les, Callfornia, Phene No. GRanite 71419, May 23, 1961.

"We heard of Benson at a party two years ago. We called him up, went to
his office. 'There are two plans to get bables,! he sald, 'If you want to
take your chances It will cost only $500.00, nothing !s guaranteed -- mlght
work out and might not. The guaranteed plan costs $3,000,00. You are assured
of a baby If the case blows up, the mother asks for the baby back. | will
replace that child.!

""Early In February of '59 Benson called us from Las Vegas. He had a
baby. We met him In his office In Loss Angeles. The price was $3,925.00. We
gave It to him In one check., Here Is the receipt (see Exhlibit |). We pald
him before we got the child, Benson sald he had to spend three or four days
dolng some legal work In Las Vegas, that Is why the price went up nearly a
thousand dollars. The baby was at Dletta Hough's home, Benson sald he car-
ried the baby to Los Angeles In a vallse on the plane. | guess he used the
vallse as a kind of cradle. He wanted us to use Dr, Lax for the baby -- we
refused. Our baby was born February 8th, 1959, Thereafter Benson would call
about once a week and say, 'Do you want another baby?! He sald, 'It wouldn't
cost as much this time.' Later a Betty Baker kept calllng saylng that Benson
had turned the solicitation work over to her, She kept asking whether we
wanted another baby,'

The Salzmans have a nlce home on a hllltop. Mr., Salzman was arrested for
violating Section 67ha, Callfornia Penal Code. Thls Involves some sexual mls-
conduct with children on a school playground. He plead quilty, however, to
disturbing the peace August 8th, 1950. HIs booking number was 21256,

Benson probably pocketed at least $1500.00 on this case.

On May 21 the natural mother, Virginla Jackson, was Interviewed at 212
-East Charleston., She [s now Mrs., Mariott! employed as a nlght maid at the
Troplcana., She has a record for prostlitution out of state,

'] wanted to place my baby for adoptlon. | was divorcing my husband, the
father of the child. | went to Attorney Robert Cohen., Cohen told me that
Ralph Benson in Los Angeles speclallzed In adoptions and knew a lot of wealthy
people. Cohen sald the people who adopted pald the hospital, medlcal blll,
would pay for my divorce and the transportation to Los Angeles. Dr. Gerald
Sylvaln delivered the baby. After birth In February of '59 | met Benson In
Cohen's office, He had me write, In my handwritling, an agreement that | prom-
Ised to place my child for adoption, | think Benson stayed at Cohen's house =~
I am not sure ~= In Las Vegas, | never met the Salzmans. There was a lot of
flghting around about the hospltal bi11. | didn't get any money beyond $40,00
for the transportation to Los Angeles,!

A statement of medical expenses appeared to have been close to a thousand
dollars, leaving $3,000,00 for Benson. It is unknown how much Cohen got.



Interview with Mr, and Mrs, Ralph Bonn of 909 Rodeo Road, Fullerton, California,
Phone No. LA-54919, May 23, 1961, In the DIstrict Attorney's Office, Los Angeles,
California,

(See Exhlblt A. The orlginals of these exhiblits were all slgned.)

"Learned of Benson through a man who had a chaln of butcher stores. The
agencles turned me down because | have two children already. | spoke to Kaplan
at Benson's offlce., We got our first baby through Benson fn thls way. The child
was born In Callfornia. We pald $2465,00 on January 21, 1959, Later Benson
called us and sald he knew of twins In Las Vegas. The twins were born on 8-3-59.
Before we got the children on August 18, '59, we gave Benson a check for $3025.00.
We went to Las Vegas, contacted Robert Cohen, We met Dr, LaCanna flrst. We came
back a second time to pick up the bables.'

These were the Frlebel twins.

Natural parents recelved nothling flnanclally except transportatlon to Los
Angeles and back., The hospital blll was around a thousand dollars, leaving over
two thousand dollars for other services., Since LaCanna apparently gets, accord~
Ing to his words, no more than two or three hundred dollars a case this left
about seventeen hundred dollars for Benson and Cohen, The split Is unknown,

Interview with Arthur Strech, 10442 Latuna Canyon Road, Sun Valley, Californla,
who adopted through Benson, LaCanna and Cohen the Crader baby born on 5-3-59.

Strech lled through the entire Interview. The Intervliew was May 27 In the
Los Angeles District Attorney's Office. His phone numbers are 74232 and Cltrus
23627. Strech, who owns a chaln of barbecue stores, was particularly bitter
because he had been rejected by other .agencles because he was 5] In 1959 and they
felt he should not have an Infant, .

'] agreed that they should not glve me an [nfant at the agency due to my
age, but they even refused to help me get an older child. | even wanted an Ind-
lan child, I am part Indian myselif, | put feelers out for a baby for an [ndepend-
ent adoptlion, A friend of my sister told us about Dietta Hough who had a child
for adoption In her home. (Dietta Hough Is Benson's chief baby recruiter.) We
saw the baby at Dletta's house, she gave us Benson's name., We talked to Kaplan
at Benson's office. | pald $1300.00 In cash, Kaplan sald the baby had been exam~-
Ined by Lax."

Further detalls not recorded since, obviously, Strech was concoctlng the
story. |t contradicted another account he had given to the soclal worker In Los
Angeles. In writer's opinlon Strech probably pald a very large amount, but this
Is speculation. Thls Is another Cohen-LaCanna-Benson case, The truth ls that Dr.
Stevens In El Segqundo, who worked with Benson, put the Strechs In touch with Benson.

lnfervlew with natural mother of Strech baby, Audrey Crader Adams, telephone number
Midway 2-6383, April 27 at the Stardust,

"] am a food checker at the Stardust, | dldn't want to go through one of
those newspaper ads when | declded to place my baby for adoption., | have had



seven chlldren. This baby was born out of wedlock. | went to Dr, LaCanna, he
referred me to attorney Cohen. Cohen sald he would get a friend, who was a
lawyer, to place the child. He told me | had to go to a Court In Los Angeles
for sole custody action to prove that somebody other than my husband was the
Father of the child. | got a letter six weeks after dellvery from Benson to
come to Los Angeles. | saw Benson at his office. He sald the people who got
the baby had means. He wouldn't tell me thelr name. He sald that the man was
elght months over the age 1Imit to get a child through an agency (the age 1imlt
Is 40, Strech was 5] at the time). After | signed the consent | came back to
Benson's office and he gave me $200.00. My expenses were a lot more, but Ben=
son wouldn't glve me any more money, | never saw the adoptlve couple,!

Undercover visit to Robert Cohen In Aprll, 1960, after learning that a substan-
tlal number of babies were belng fed to Benson from Las Vegas by attorney Rob=-
ert Cohen,

| visited Cohen In the role of a prospectlve adoptive parent In Las Vegas,
| asked him If he knew how | could adopt a child., He sald, '"Yes, go to see
Ralph Benson In Los Angeles. |t Is a regular business with him."" He told me
It was a cut and dried matter with Benson and that he was the biggest man In
the adoption business on the west coast. Cohen further suggested that | go to
Yugoslavia and look up a lawyer or a close friend that he had. He sald his
wife came from Yugoslavia., | didn't get the Impression that Cohen was anxlous
to grasp me as a client, but slmply was Indlcating to me that Benson was the
man who had bables.

RE: DONNA SCOTT

On May 23, 1961, we Interviewed attorney Norman Cornwall re falsificatlon
of Donna Scott's birth certificates. | first told Cornwall that Donpa Scott
was an underworld figure and that she had four children she had gotten by fraud
inasmuch as the natural mothers had gone Into the hospital under the name of
Donna Scott. Donna Scott and Delores Miller, | told him, both had claimed that
he had prepared documents that would support this fraud. | showed him Exhiblt
B, which 1s an agreement for natural mother to Impersonate Donna Scott, He
denied preparing this document and called for his flle on the matter. He
handed to me an alleged consent for adoption. He refused to glve me a copy of
It saying that he didn't want to put his neck In a noose.. The consent for the
adoption read, in effect, that Delores Miller, also known as Donna Scott, prom-
Ised to glve custody of her child to Donna Scott. At flrst Cornwall didntt
seem to grasp the Implication of the document until | polnted out the absurdity
of Donna Scott coming with another girl, also known as Donna Scott, to hls
office, whose real name was Delores Miller. A rather embarrassing conversat|on
followed when | pointed out that, obviously, Delores Miller had Impersonated
Donna A, Scott In the hospltal and that this document simply corroborated that
fact., 1 asked if he didn't think It odd that Donna A, Scott, having gotten Mr,
Cornwall to prepare the consent, never went to Court on the matter, Also, hils
memo sheet Indicated that he knew that Delores Mlller was a totally different
person than Donna Scott, FInally he made sort of an effort to speak to me
alone out of the hearing of David Parraguirre. He said, "Supposing someone
knew that the mother had gone to the hospital under the name of the adoptive
couple and just to help them went along on it (these may not have been the
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exact words)?"

To clear up the atmosphere | suggested he get In touch with John Porter and
explaln the system. It was painfully obvlous that he was totally unaware of
what was happening In the case, Dr. Kazan, who falsifled one of the blrth cert-
{flcated, admitted full knowledge of the matter. Dr. French's records prove
beyond doubt that he also was aware of the falsification. My only comment in
leaving was that this showed some thought should be glven to the soclal conse-
quence of what happens rather than trylng to accommodate a woman who has a back-
ground of belng a female racketeer.

Your |nvestlgator wondered how common the practlice was for people with bad
backgrounds to recelve children in this fashlon. Included [n Exhiblt number C [s
Donna Scott's record, In essence, she has been arrested for suspected kldnappling,
convicted of stealing servicemen's dependency checks, convicted of prostjtution.

The followlng, In summary, are additlonal cases that were fed In the Los Ang-~
eles Baby Ring:

Baby born May 15, 1960, natural mother, Betty Lou Kyker of Las Vegas; adop-
tive couple Robert and Elzine Joseph of Los Angeles; hospital, Rose de Lima Hos-
pital. The natural mother went to LaCanna who referred her to attorney Robert
Cohen. Cohen contacted Jordan Wank under arrest with Benson, Wank [s a Beverly
Hills attorney In the baby business, Probably Lax was the first person contected
in Beverly Hills slnce he Is the key man In the Los Angeles baby group. Wank
states that Cohen called him and told him to contact Dr. LaCanna. Lax actually
was the one who notified the Josephs about the case. Lax and Joseph rented a car
after comling to Las Vegas and went to Henderson to see the child. They then went
to the natural mother's home and Joseph stood In back of the car peeking at the
natural mother while Lax spoke to her. Joseph claims the expenses were as fol -
lows: Dr. LaCanna, $300.00; support for natural mother, $150,00; legal fees to
Wank, $500,00; bus trip for natural mother to Los Angeles, $30.00; miscellaneous,
$26.00; Rose de Lima Hospltal, $207.00.

This Is obviously untrue and minimized the amount since Lax always got a sub-
stantlal whack In every case. The Josephs returned to Los Angeles because thls all
happened at the tlme Wank and Benson were arrested., Apparently Cohen dropped out
of the matter.

We were unable, after strenuous efforts, to Interview the natural mother In
vliew of the fact that Robert Cohen's assoclate Peter Flangas threatened lnvestl-
gator Mitler with a civil sult If he persisted In his efforts to Interview her.

Another child golng to the same group was baby Peters, born 12-21-58. The
natural parents are Mr. and Mrs. Richard Peters now living In Imperial Beach.
LaCanna dellvered the baby and, apparently, notifled the Borah brothers In Los
Angeles, who are in the baby business. The adoptive couple was Philip and Ruth
Bline, 4541 Moneta Avenue, Sherman Oaks, California. The Blines had deposited
$950,00 wlth Borah, Thelr expenses were: mother support, $500.00; attorney's
fee, $500.00 (more 1ikely, truthfully, a thousand); doctor's fee, $250.00; hospi-
tal, $168.00; attorney's trip to Las Vegas, $40.00. The Borahs had the viclous
habit of holding out on $200,00 In every case from the natural mother untll she
signed the consent In Los Angeles. The Borahs were pioneers in the baby business
and work with Lax,
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interview with Mechleshs In Paim Springs, 781 Via Monte Vlsta Road on
May 23, 1961,

They recelved through Lax the Duke baby,

"My husband and | operate beauty schools, We are operating one now In
Palm Springs. We got our flrst baby through Noah Borah in Los Angeles. HIls
fee was a thousand dollars, we paid two thousand dollars. We met Lax in this
way because Borah's njece Jane Cjabra, one of my students, acted as Intermed]-
ary and told us to go to Lax to have our flrst baby examined. Lax called us
one time and sald 1t would be nlce to have a 1lttle glrl with our boy. He
called one day and sald he had a girl who resembled our boy. We went to see
the baby that was born in Las Vegas. Lax took us. We pald $1700.00. | was
very busy at the time and Benson used to call me. | didn't have much time for
him.'*  (Investlgator saw the two chlldren and they almost look as If they are
twins, having fdentical coloring and simllar features. Thls s speculatlon,
but I belleve they pald a very large amount,)

Interview May 29 with Christell Samuels, 1353 West 38th Place, Apartment 10,
ghone RE 2-1691,

"] worked with the Bureau of Charitles In Los Angeles. For nine months [n
1958 and 1959 | worked as a secretary for Ralph Benson, He told me to make
belleve my name was Mabel Green, He then gave me two flle drawers of people
who were applyling for children through him, or who had already adopted chlldren
through him. One of my duties was to call up these people and say, as Benson
Instructed us, ‘We know of a nice, unmarried mother who has just glven blrth
to a little boy. She is a Jewish glrl (that is, If the people were Jewish),!'
| would describe a sltuatlon to find out whether the people were Interested In
getting a child, or a second child., | knew that there was no speclflc baby in
mind but that Benson really wanted to find out If they were stil] interested. |
was working part time, since | was studying legal stenography at Los Angeles
Clty Junior College. It took two or three days to call up the whole 1ist, work-
Ing together with my friend Alwilda Foster."

The followlng cases have not been carefully checked Into but Involve the Los
Angeles Baby Ring.

Natural mother Marlene Blshop gave birth on May 8, 1958, at Southern Mem-
orfal Hospltal; LaCanna was the doctor; Borah was the contact man In Los
Angeles; the adoptive couple, Gabriel and Theresa Discone, 14911 Parrone Avenue,
Gardenaj husband 47; wife 42 years old,

One June 1, 1956, baby girl Duke was placed through the combination of
LaCanna and Borah with Alvin and Bernice Fink of 4736 Zalzah Street, Enclnoj
natural mother, Shirley Ann Duke, 18405 Stanford Street, North Las Vegas.

On May 25th, 1961, | Interviewed the DuBols couple who had recelved through the

Los Angeles Baby Ring the Forry baby (see Exhibit J), Jordan Wank and Aaron

Lax were [nvolved. DuBols llve at 1223 [vesbrook Street In Lancaster, Callfor-
nla, telephone, WHitehall 2-294l,



Another couple told them about Dr, Lax, they went to see him In Beverly
Hills, Lax sald he had bables available, unmaryied mothers came to him, he asked
what thelr 1lmlt was. They said "$2000.00." In the middle of April 1959, Lax
told them that he had a 1ittle boy for them at $2100.00. This child cost them
about twenty-four hundred dollars, |t was not a Las Vegds case. Attorney Gelf-
and recelved a thousand dollars, Later Lax called them and sald he had another
baby for them. They were to contact attorney Wank, They sald they couldn't
stand heavy charges, Wank said it would only be $1150.00. They flew to Las
Vegas and met Lax and Wank In the lobby of the Sands. They spoke to the mother,
had dinner with her. That night they gave Wank a check for a thousand dollars
In Las Vegas, Wank's fee was flve or six hundred dollars; LaCanna, $300,00;
hospital, $148,00, This happened about Thanksgiving Day, 1960, just about the
time Wank was being Indicted. They were very upset that the mother was Involved
In carrylng the baby out of the hospltal, they thought It was unkind to her. She
drove them to the alrport. Durlng these evenlng hours Lax and Wank went to see
a few shows which they later attempted to charge to the DuBols. Wank later sent
them a bi1] for $150.00. They became angry and went to see Wank {n Hollywood.
They told him he had a lot of nerve charging them for the bi11s In the nightclubs
In Las Vegas. They refused to pay that part of the $150,00 that had to do with
Wank and Lax running up nightclub bills in Las Vegas. They also questloned the
Justiflcatlon for Wank receiving $500.00 for dolng practically nothlng.

WELFARE

Grace McKinsey was employed for several days to act undercover to discover
what kind of services were being g!ven to unmarried mothers by the Welfare Depart-
ment, The followlng Is her report:

"To Whom §t May Concern

"Re: Investlgatlon of Adoptive Practlces In Las Vggas, Nevada.

""By: Grace McKinsey,

"On May 18, 1961, | visited the County Rellef Society in Las Vegas. The
place Is very Inaccessible, and had | not known the city | would never have found
It. To a stranger, alone, this would have been discouraging In ltself.

"Upon entering the buliding, ! found there was a large open room with one
small room off of it. | approached a 'receptlionist' who was encountered in a
Tduel' with fly swatters with a co-worker., After sitting for about 5 minutes |
was asked the nature of my business and the conversation ran as follows:

"R, Q. Could | help you?

" A. Yes, 1| would 1ike to Inquire about assistance,

"R, Please slgn the reglster,

" (So did.)

"The receptlonist then took out a long form and asked a list of my previous
residences for the last five years, | asked her the reason for thls and she
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informed me they would have to establish my legal resldence for that would be
the polnt from where my ald would have to come from since | had not resided In
Clark County for three (3) years, | asked to talk to the case worker because
my problem was a very embarrassing one. (I had made up the story that | was
now three (3) months pregnant and that my husband had been overseas elght
months,) The 'receptionist! sald there was no point [n bothering the case
worker |f there was nothing they could do for me. | asked about medical ald
and was referred to the County hosplta] as she sald they handled all medical
problems.

'] then mentloned adoption as my only alternative. She knew nothing of
any maternity homes where | could go. When | asked about doctors or lawyers
~who handled such affairs, she was quite Indignant and Informed me such pract-
lces were agalnst the law In thls state. However, she did say she thought the

Cathollc Welfare placed bables, _

'"She then told me baby placements were handled through the State Welfare
Office, She sald | mlght try them. 1 asked her what the residence requlre-
ments were there and she sald she Imagined they were about the same. She did
not know the address of the State Welfare Offlce.

"] then Inquired more about rellef and she sald they would glve 'emerg-
ency' rellef untl] my legal residence was established. She did not speclfy
what rellef they could glve, | asked about help to go back home, and she sald
they would be glad to pay my way home If | wanted to go. | had the Impression
that | was being discouraged from seeking further Information. She made the
~ offer of fare back home very attractive. | assume they want to get you away so
that you will not become a burden to the County. :

'"On May 19, 1961, after talking to Mr, Mitler, | called the State Welfare
Offlce., | was referred to Mrs, Slne who was very courteous and understandlng.
She was glad | called her Instead of golng to a doctor or lawyer., She Informed
me that the only ones who were eligible for State relief were those who had not
11ved here long enough for County assistance. She sald she'd rather | didn't
go to the County hospital but come to them as they would get a prlvate doctor,
She also sald | need not worry about the home my child would be placed in as
they were carefully Investigated. She sald the County did rlght In referring me
to the State,

"On May 20, 1961, | visited Southern Memorlal Hospltal which Is the County
hospltal. The receptionist referred me to the admitting department since the
out-patlent clinic office was closed. The lady | talked to was very understand~
Ing and pleasant. After stating my case, | told her | planned to place my baby
for adoption, She sald that was usually handled through the doctor, She gave
me the name of Dr. Fortler of 1005 South 2rd Street, Las Vegas and sald he would
be happy to handle the adoption, She said the prospectlve parents would handle
all expenses. She told me to call ahead of time so there would be no questlons
asked upon entering the hospltal, She never once mentloned the State Welfare
Department, Also stated all medical aid was handled through County office,

'On May 22, 1961, | vislited Sunrise Hospltal, Las Vegas and talked to a
Mrs. Young. | repeated my story to her and was referred to the City Welfare
Department listed under Clark County. She sald In that way | would never have
to worry about the child not having @ good home. She could not recommend any
doctors or lawyers who would handle the case,
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“On May 22, 1961, | also vislited the Las Vegas Hospltal. | talked to the
business manager, and he also referred me to the State Welfare., | asked him if
he knew of any doctors or lawyers who would handle the case. He sald [ would
find It much more sat!isfylng to go through the Welfare office, He told me of the
recent Investlgation of the Attorney General's Office. He told me the address
and telephone number of the State Offlce, which Imlght add s much more accessible
and easler to find, He was very kind and understanding and termed my case as
'traglc.

"On May 22, 1961, | contacted the Boulder Clty Hospltal and was glven the
same Informatlon as at Sunrise and Las Vegas Hospltals. They also recommended me
to the State Welfare,

"On May 23, 1961, | called at Dr, Fortler's office to keep my appolntment,
The receptionlst asked me several questlons and took a short history of my back-
ground. | then went In to see the doctor. He was very nice. He sald he would
be glad to place my baby and see that | was teken care of In way of hospltal and
doctor expenses. He sald the baby must be taken out of the hospital by the mother
herself and lald in the arms of the prospect!lve parents. | could not think of a
more cruel way to handle this, However, | was Informed at the Las Vegas Hpspltal
that thls procedure was no longer followed, that the true mother never once saw.
her baby. After hearing my story he advised agalnst golng to the State Welfare
0f fice because there were too many people Involved.

"He mentloned seelng a lawyer, but was reluctant to mentlon the name of the
lawyer,

"He almost insisted on a physical examinatlon, but | had a story prepared to
escape that part of the visit.

"He also sald he didn't think there would be any problem concerning my hus-
band since | was not llving with him at the time of conceptlon and that [t was
Impossible for him to be the father of the chiid. He sald that would be for the
lawyer to look Into.

"He was very kind, considerate and understanding. 1t is very easy to see why
a girl In trouble would rather deal through him than through a lot of cold-blooded,
unresponding people such as those | encountered at the County Welfare Soclety.

"Stgned thls 27th day of May, 1961.

Grace McKinsey
117 North 9th Street
Las Vegas, Nevada'

Comment

Obviously, the County Welfare makes every effort to see that the unmarried
mother gets out of town and goes to her home. This only results In the girl fall-
Ing to use exlsting community resources since these girls have left home to hide
thelr circumstance; further, the State has an excellent program for unmarried
mothers, but the County worker led the Investlgator to belleve that she would be
confronted with the same eligibility problem If she went to the State, In other
words, the statement that the resldence requirements by the State were the same &5

the County In the case of adoptions as In the case of someone wanting financlal

o



assistance would discourage any girl, The County worker should say, 'There s
a speclal program administered by the State. |If you are thinking of adoptlon
you will not have to meet all of the rigid eligibllity requirements for public
asslstance or the residence requlrements.'" |nstead, the County worker merely
discouraged my Investigator, What s the good of a good program for unmarried
mothers 1f, at the first point of contact, they are completely frustrated and
discouraged? The County Is notorlous for hustling glrls back to thelr home
statey furthermore, It should be noted that the County worker sald she knew
nothing about any maternity homes. The glrl used as an [nvestigator had, her=
self, placed a child through newspaper ads with the Utah people. She states
that she had contacted Mrs, Fleming, orliginally the County Welfare worker, for
assistance. She claims that she felt so lost after her contact with Mrs, Flem-
ing the first tlime that she was contemplating suiclde until she saw the advert-
Isement In the Las Vegas Revliew Journal and that someone wanted her child In
Utah.,

UTAH

investigator Mitler made a trip to Utah to uncover what lay In back of the
large number of advertisements for children placed by Utah couples In the Las
Vegas Review~Journal.

On May 16 Don Cassity, Salt Lake Clty attorney, was Interviewed. He
stated: ''The Strattons came to my home, they were running an advertisement for
a baby In the Las Vegas newspaper, They were being advised by a woman who
acted as Intermediary and helper for many couples who wanted children, (Invest~
Igator has discovered that this woman !s Mrs, W, G. Wright, 2664 Hl1lsden Drive,
Salt Lake Cyty, 17, Utah)." This woman had suggested placing the ad and had
glven them the name of Rulon Earl to help them in Las Vegas., He had spoken to
tarl on the telephone about thls woman., After the Las Vegas Sun published an
artlcle suggesting that these ads were Improper, Earl told Casslty to phone
that the set up was bad, that they shouldn't have used a telephone number In the
advertisement, Pregnant women who answered the ad were supposed to send thelr
letters to Stratton who forwarded the letters to Cassity and then Casslty passed
on Information to Rulon Earl. One letter came from Margaret Vidurl of Las Vegas,
Cassity called Rulon Earl and Rulon Earl Interviewed the Vidurl girl, Cassity
himself spoke to the Vidurl glrl on the telephone and asked her how much she
would require, He then arranged for Rulon Earl to speak wlth her,

Another couple, Mr, and Mrs. Payne, Indicated that they would 1lke to get
a baby through the same ad. (Apparently the pattern was, but this [s not com-
pletely certaln, for Mrs, Wright to advise the Salt Lake City people, probably
wlth the gulidance from Salt Lake Clty attorney Rjchard Byrd, the mechanlcs of
this procedure with varfations, and thls cannct be completely nalled down, a
local family in Las Vegas would be used as a contact gulded by Rulon Earl in
most fnstances, This was done to keep Earl out of the placing aspect of the
arrangement as much as possible; then Mrs. Wright, or someone, would serve as a
buffer for attorney Richard Byrd, When contacted In Salt Lake City, Mrs., Wrlght
became angry and refused to talk to the Investlgator., She admitted having
placed the advertisements In the Las Vegas papers but said she got no responses.
Las Vegas Dr. Hardy stated that Mrs, Wrlght had been the Intermediary for many
people In getting chlldren from Greece and had helped Salt Lake Clty couples
get chllidren from Las Vegas.)



(Enclosed are two documents, Exhiblit D. The letter from Dr. Hardy to Mrs.
Wright establishes a relatlonship between her, Dr. Hardy and Rulon Earl. This
letter Indicates that Mr. Earl's suggesticn that he merely acts on a commission
from Utah Courts s somewhat elastlic since, obviously, he was particlpating In
the arrangements during the prenatal perlod, speaking with the natural mother,
Thls does not mean that there {s, necessarily, anything Improper, but that he
seems to have been anxlous to minlmize his role In making the arrangements and
his knowledge of the newspaper advertisements. The December 26 letter, which Is
a part of Exhiblt D, apparently was composed by an attorney, most llkely Rlchard
Byrd, 1t ls clear that nelther the attorney In Salt Lake City nor the one In Las
Vegas wlshes his name used In any respect [n connectlion with the placement. Prob~
ably Mrs, Wrlght was simply a buffer.)

The following are advertlsements placed In the Las Vegas Revlew-Journal by people
In thls group that knew Mrs. Wright:

October 2, 1960
"PROFESSIONAL engineer and wife desire to adopt baby or small child. Pay
all expenses., Can provide love, good happy home and educatlion. Write Box 854l ,
Revliew Journal,'f
(Agalr Oct, 3, 5.5 6, 7,9, 10, 1)
(Placed by R. E. Kunkel, 1555 S, 1hkth East, Salt Lake Clty, Utah)

October 6, 1960
1YOUNG couple desire to adopt baby. WII1 pay all Expenses. Box 8594, Rev-
lew Journal."
{Aeuin Oce, 1 9 14 11 12 135, 1K 15, 16/ 1], 18. ‘19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25,
26727 9B 95 30 9t "oy, |, 196G~ 11, 3. 0§, )
(Placed by Walt Stewart, 2660 E. 2760 South, Salt Lake City, Utah)

October 21, 1960
"DENTIST and wife deslre to adopt child, either newborn baby or older child-
ren. Guarantee good., Christian background, education, love and security to
child. WIll pay mothers expenses, Write to Box 8615, Review Journal,'
(Agaln Oct. 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, Nov. 1, 1960 -1, 2, 3, b, 5,
6,7.8,9, 10, 11, 12,13, 14)
(Placed by G. J. Wright, 2664 Hillsden Drive, Salt Lake Clity 17, Utah)

November, 1960 - No adoptlion ads,

August, 1960;
Aug. 3rd, 1960
DGCTOR and wife desire to adopt baby or child. Pay all expenses. We are
able to provide a good happy home. Box 8178 Review Journal,'
(Placed by Don W. McBride, 215 Douglas Street, Salt Lake City, Utah)

On May 15, 1961, Mrs. Mutall of Provo stated: '] heard | could get a baby
from Las Vegas through the newspaper ads. | placed the ad, we got three replies.
The ad was placed on March 8th, 1960. We were so happy we took two of the bables.
Mrs. Esther Herbert, Dr. Compton's nurse Interviewed the natural mothers for us.
She was our contact In Las Vegas. She suggested that we go to Mr. Earl, attorney.
Compton was our flrst contact but he didn't want anything to do with this. He
sald there was too much trouble about these ads; In fact, he hardly would talk to
us about 1t. Mr. Earl brought the second baby to his house from the hospltal in
Las Vegas, The flrst baby was plcked up at Mrs, Herbert!s house. We gave Mr,
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Ear]l a $75.00 fee.

RE: MRS, HUGHES

Mrs. Hughes obviously Is a minor Intermediary such as Jean Edgar In Sparks,
asslsting St. George, Utah couples In getting children from Las Vegas through
newspaper ads. She works with attorney Rulon Earl. (See {ntervlew with natural
mether fiarcla Hunter). It should be noted that the Las Vegas Hospltal was used
in most of her cases. When Interviewed, Mrs, Hughes stated that she had placed
ads for other couples In the newspapers and had been the [ntermedlary for sev-
eral friends In arranging placements, She was a little vague on detalls,
Attorney Rulon Earl safd that Mrs. Hughes had been a 1ife-long friend of his
and he had been the Las Vegas attorney in a few of these cases., Grace McKlnsey
of the 9th Street Hotel, employed at the Nevada Club, stated, ''| was desperate.
The County Welfare wouldn't help me, | was ready to commlt sulclde. | saw the
advertisement In the newspaper and got In touch with Mrs. Hughes. She [nvited
me to Ilve at her place in Mesquite. | worked and she took care of my expenses.
i gave blrth at St. George, Utah after Mrs. Hughes sold her motel. She was a
nlce woman but she didn't give me any freedom, | was really stuck In her house
all the tlme, 1f | had known that the Welfare could help me | would have never
gorie through Mrs. Hughes. Attorney Pickett was the attorney in St. George.,'

Fary Curnln, 1631 Oakwood Street, a food-checker at the Thunderblrd;
baby went to R. E. Kunkel. She Is about 35, saw the advertlsement for adoptlon
In the Las Vegas Review=Journal, wrote to the box number, She recelved a tele-
phone number and was told to go to Dr, Hardy. She slgned the papers In the
hosplital, she thinks the attorney was Rulon Earl, gave birth In Las Vegas
Hospltal.

On December 29, 1960 Judy Woods of 2724 Webster Street, North Las Vegas
was dellvered by Dr. Hardy. She {s a 16-year old girl from Brant, Michlgan,
Her baby was adopted by Merrill and Joan Nelson of 7650 South Wasatch Boulevard,
Salt Lake Clty, who stated that Mrs. Wrlght had made the arrangements for them.
Richard Howe was the Salt Lake City attorney.

RE: EDGAR

investigator discovered through toll tickets that Mrs. Edgar had, within
the last two years, placed many chlldren around the American Fork, Utah. Kelth
Relchan of Amerlcan Fork sald he had made arrangements through Mrs. Edgar and
Dr. Mullls. They recelved baby born on February 21, 1960, from the Washoe Med-
fcal Center. Dr, Mullls got $350.00; attorney Dale Murphy, $40.00.

McKermit Grafts of Custer, Oklahome, stated that they had recelved two
children through Mrs. Edgar, the first tlme through Dr, Mullls; second time,
Dr. Mohler. They had pald each time arcund nine hundred or a thousand dollars,
In the flrst case the natural mother was Mary WI1lls (see Interylew page,
Volume 2} the second baby, the natural mother's name was Darlene Sardella who
gave birth on April 7, 1960, Washoe tiedical Center. The attorney In thls case
was Leonard Howard who carrled the baby out of the hospital. Grafts came to
know Mrs. Edgar through the MiTton Thelsens of Dinuba, Californla, Attorney

Wooten of Amerlcan Fork stated: ''I have had recently about flve cases In which
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Mrs. Edgar made the arrangements =-- local people. | wondered what It was all
about, Suddenly, about a year ago, she dropped In on me Just for a chat. |
questloned her carefully, she sald she was not from the Nevada State Welfare
Department, that she had worked with them in the past. She sald that she had a
definite set-up In Sparks, that she used a trust fund with the adoptive couples,
she didn't get any money and that she had placed chlldren extensively."



FINAL REPORT

Adoption Survey

Introducttion

Two years ago, while making a study of an alleged International baby-
selling racket between Greece and the Unlted States, one Maurlce |ssachar was
Interviewed by the writer,

"iMr, lssachar, you are known as one of the most brllllant attorneys In
Athens and you have made substantlal profit, you have placed over 70 Greek bab=
les In the United States. What do you think the human Impact Is of some of the
reckless technlques that you used?'' Wlthout a pause attorney |ssachar replled,
"Mr., Mitler, my obligatlon |s to follow the provislons of the law, | have done
this mathematically, | am not a soclal phllosopher, | am not a social worker.
The arrangements | have made are completely legal and that Is my sole concern,
| leave It to the dreamers and philosophers to answer your question,'!

|f attorney |ssachar 1|s correct Nevada |s fortunate, The mechanics of
securlng adoption decrees are well followed, few attorneys or doctors vlolate
ex|sting Nevada statutes In placing chlldren for adoption. The Nevada law does
not prohlblit baby=-selling; In fact, anyone under the exlsting law can operate
an unllcensed adoption agency In the State with Impunity. In fact, with the
exceptlon of signlng a consent In blank, any person adoptlng attorney lIssachar's
outlook could readlly say that the Instant Inyestlgation glves the professional
services, Welfare, doctors and lawyers a clean blll of health In the adoptlon
fleld because, at least mechanlcally, the provislons of the present law are
being generally followed,

On the other hand, the writer of thls report Is writing from the viewpolnt
of one who flrmly believes that adoption, essentlally, a human relatlonshlp
problem dealing with highly sensltlve emotlons and complicated emotional relat-
lonships. The writer further belleves that the mechanics of securing the formal
decree of adoption In Court Is merely a ratification of an already establ{shed
relatlionship.

The followlng are the basic tenets and polnts of reference from which thls
report s written:

a. The Impropriety of any adoptive arrangement |s Judged from the Impact
on the human belngs Involved, not on whether there Is a mechanlcal conformlty
to exIsting statutes,

b. This Is a report about child placlng, that phase of the adoptlon pro~
cess that centers around making the arrangements with the natural mother and
the adoptive couple as to whlch home the child Is to go Into., This Is not a
report about the mechanics of securlng a formal adoption decree,.

c. The words '"regular'' and '"Irregular' wlll not be used because they are
not susceptlble of speciflic definltion. This report Is wrltten purely from the
point of view of the Impact on human belngs with the arrangements made In each
situation,
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d. Thls is not a report about the baby black market, or baby racketeering,
slnce these words have never been susceptible of clear definition. |t Is a
report about how placement arrangements are helng made In the State of Nevada
and 1s Intended to serve as a background upon which better practices can be bullt
In the future,

Nevada's greatest problem [n the adoption fleld Is the Inabllity or unwill-
{ngness of professional groups to recognize or Identify the varlous kind of prob-
lems that exlist, Apparently a large segment of the Bar feels that the only bad
adoptlon practlces Involve persons who are attempting to profiteer. |f no money
s made, or only a reasonable amount, then everthing Is healthy In the adoptlon
fleld. The plain fact Is that some of the greatest social catastrophes have
stemmed from the actlons of those who, out of emotional fervor, without a desire
to make a proflt, have operated unlicensed child adoptlon agencles.

At the chance of repetition and before going Into the facts, this [s not a
report about who 1s making money out of adoptlons and who lsn't. This Is, essent~-
fally, a report about the kind of services beling gliven the natural and adoptlve
parents and chlldren In Nevada, hjghllighting dangerous and unwholesome areas.

Five malin areas were explored: 1) Activitles of Dr, Thomas Wyatt, 2) actlvl-
tles of Jean Edgar of Sparks, Nevada, 3) Impact of Los Angeles baby ring on Las
Vegas, 4) placement of Nevada babies in Utah, 5) a brief survey of the services
being rendered by the Welfare Department, Also, materials developed surrounding
falsification of blrth certlflcates by doctors and lawyers In the matter of Donna
Scott. Dr. Thomas Wyatt Is a convicted abortlonlst who origlnally practiced medl-
cine in Redding, Callfornla, and was part owner of the Redding Memorlal Hospltal
in that communlty. Wyatt was convicted once on an abortlon charge In Callfornla
and more recently In Nevada. He has lost his medlcal llcense., Wyatt, while in
Callfornla, was active In placing chlldren for adoption. He Is widely known [n
northern Callfornia as a doctor, as an abortionist and as a child placer. A
study was made of hls adoptlion cases {[n Nevada during the past three years.

Wyatt has established himself In Crystal Bay, Nevada, In an Informal clinic In a
house 1n Incllne Village. Here Wyatt performs abortions on girls referred to him
from throughout Calffornia and Nevada. He acquired the Carson City Hot Springs In
Carson City, a combination of motel, swimmling pool, restaurant and gambling casino.
Unable to acqulre a gambling license because of hls earller abortion conviction
the casino was leased out. Many of the mothers, principally Callfornia glirls,
11ved durlng the prenatal perlod In the motel part of the Hot Springs. They were
delivered at the clinlc In Crystal Bay; however, If a caesarlan were necessary,
and this was frequently the case, Wyatt would drive the pregnant girl to the Red-
ding Memorial Hospltal seven hours away In Callfornia for delivery, which was

made by himself or Dr, Charles. The pregnant girls principally came from northern
California, the Bay area near San Franclsco, the State of Washington and the Los
Angeles area, Some came from Reno.

When Intervlewed many conceded that they had Inltially contacted Wyatt with
the ldea of an abortlon but that they were too advanced In pregnancy and declded
to place thelr child for adoption. The Hot Springs was considered a good place to
live durlng the prenatal period since It was away from thelr home community. Many
of the glrls clalm that thelr fathers knew Wyatt from Redding and that their fath-
ers had made the arrangements. Thils appears to be a concocted story used to shield,
probably, some Intermedlary who referred them to Wyatt orliglnally for an abortlon,
In some Instances a private charter plane flew the mothers [nto a private airport
near the Hot Springs. Possibly, and this avenue was not fully developed, a plane
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was used to bring the girls who wished to be aborted or place the chlldren for
adoption right to the Hot Springs at Carson City. |[n each case Wyatt would
have the natural mothers sign a consent for adoption In blank. In two known
Instances the consents were slgned before blrth, all of the consents taken by
Wyatt were Invalld,

Some of the natural mothers were highly pleased with the arrangment and
felt that they recelved understanding and sympathetlc care; others reported
that they were made work excesslvely, especially during the summer months, that
they were frightened to ask for medical services from Dr, Wyatt who, normally,
only gave them a superflclal pelvic examination during the prenatal perlod,
They were dlsturbed by his feroclous temper and only remained because they felt
they had no cholce. On one occasion one of the mothers was told to return home
because she was Insistent on recelving more medical care,

The atmosphere surrounding the Wyatt operation was hardly a sultable one
for pregnant, unmarrlied mothers. Wyatt was engaged [n an abortion racket, his
temper was notorious, his wife would grow hysterical frequently. Two of the
girls were living at the Hot Springs during the time Wyatt was belng tried on
abortlon charges and were subject to a great deal of tenslon during thils per-
fod, Normally, the mothers elther pald $25.00 a week or worked for thelr
malntenance, During the winter months there was very llttle work, but durlng
the summer the work became excesslve, according to the Interviewed mothers,

Dr. Henry Stewart, who cared for some of the mothers when Wyatt went to
Mexlco, was shocked todlscover that the glrls had recelved practically no pre=~
natal care. It Is Ironical that Wyatt, belng a doctor, falled to glve these
glrls sound medical care during the prenatal period.

The adoptive parents who were Interviewed, who recelved these children,
were principally business contacts of Wyatt In the Reno-Carson Cyty area, former
assoclates and friends from Redding and a group of persons referred to him by
other adoptlve couples. Wyatt charged very little for his medical services and
can hardly be accused of operating a black market In bables, [n many Instances
the couples merely pald a very minimal hospltal and medical fee. Typlcally, the
total charges were between one hundred twenty-flve and two hundred fifty dollars,
Considering the Las Vegas bables were being iiterally sold In amounts varylng
from two to four thousand dollars, In some Instances, Wyatt can scarcely be
accused of belng avariclous. Wyatt appeared to be concerned about the qualif]-
catlons of the adoptive couple. Most of the couples on the surface appear to
be well-adjusted, middle~Income young couples working In the Carson Clty~Tahoe
area,

Apart from actually operating an unllicensed adoption agency In conjunctlion
with hls abortion business Wyatt had 1lttle regard for the law concerning con~
sent, not only were the consents for adoption signed In blank but, In several
Instances, married glrls signed the consent as If they were unmarried without
thelr husband's consent. |n one Instance the adoptlon Is definitely vold and
could be set aslde by the natural father and husband (natural mother's name,
Karen Mary).

There Is a total carelessness in Nevada in determining the legal avalla-
billty of a chlld for adoption. Repeatedly instances were disclosed where con~
sents were sligned by marrled women where It Is likely that thelr husband was
the father of the chlld. On the surface of It the consents present a plcture



of an unmarrlied woman. Thls Is an extremely perniclous and dangerous practice,
Nevada consents are rarely accepted by the Callfornla Soclal Welfare Department
for thls reason, Many traglc catastrophes would develop In Nevada 1f natural
fathers, who are husbands, should ever dlscover the fact that thelr children
have been placed for adoptlion without thelr consent. [Inevitably, when consents
are taken shortly after blrth, so-called ether consent In the hospltal, or taken
In blank In privacy, there Is some tendency to misrepresent the true legal sta=
tus of the child, The present loose method of taking consents In adoptions In
Nevada is an Invitatlon to disaster, Not only do the Californla courts reject all
the consents taken by Dr, Wyatt, but the Soclal Welfare Department In Cailfornla
has found 1t necessary to study very carefully the consents in all Nevada cases,
0ften, after months of search, the slgnature of the natural father and husband
Is required,

Jean Edgar

Mrs, Jean Edgar of Sparks, Nevada, has operated the largest unllicensed adop-
tion agency in the State of Nevada, Mrs. Edgar has been actlve In this field In
an unauthor!zed manner for many years. It !s Impossible to estimate how many
children she has placed In Nevada, Oklahoma, Arlzona, Utah, ldaho, Callfornia and
the other western States. Most of the chlldren going to Utah from northern Nevada
have been placed through Mrs. Edgar's various contacts amongst Mormon families in
Utah., Mrs. Edgar has had a maJor role, In fact, In a heavy percentage of the
independent placements made out of state from northern Nevada. She has worked
principally with Dr. Thomas Mullls, Dr. Mohler, attorneys Dale Murphy, Leonard
Howard and, occaslonally, Jack Streeter, There is no direct evidence that Mrs.
Edgar profited from her role In making these arrangements, except to the extent
that she frequently had unmarrled mothers living In her house as boarders and she
recelved one hundred to one hundred twenty-five dollars per month from adoptlve
couples for thls service. Dr. Mullls, who was the most active in jolnling with
Mrs, Edgar in maklng these arrangements recelved, normally, about three hundred
fifty dollars for each dellvery. For a perlod of time Mrs, Edgar worked with Dr,
William Bryan, who recelved notorlety as the physiclan of Joe Conforte., Dr, Bryan
is known to have asked for twenty-four hundred dollars for a child and was, obv!-
ously, anxlous to make money out of hls adoptions.

The scope of Mrs, Edgar's operations blanketed the western States and contin-
ues right up to the present date. The follewing Incident wlll throw some llght
on her operatlon:

a, She represented to Lols Eldridge that her child was being placed for
adoption through the Nevada State Welfare. The hospital release form Indicates
that the chlld was belng placed through the Nevada State Welfare (See Exhiblt F).
The chlld, In reallty, was placed privately through Mrs, Edgar with a Fresno, Cal~
Ifornla school teacher, who was Interviewed,

b, MNatural mother Mary WIllls, who lived In the resldence durlng the pre-
natal per'od clalmed that Mrs. Edgar was domlinant, aggressive, constantly gosslped
about the couples she had placed the children with reveallng thelr Identity by
name, Mary Psycvola clalims Mrs, Edgar misled her as to the whereabouts of her
child, making her think her child was In Provo, Utah but In reallty her child had
been sent to Callfornia. The natural mother claims that through this device she
was blocked from asserting her clalm for the return of her child. Exhiblt E is a
commerclal contract drawn by Dale Murphy and Mrs. Edgar for the adoptlon of this
child., This is the application of pure commercial principle in the adoption fleld,
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Mrs. Edgar's maln outlets were In the Fresno, Callfornla area; Salt Lake
City, Utah, and In Reno and Sparks. She clalms to place principally with Mor-
mon familles; however, many of ths couples Interviewed were non-Mormons. Mrs.
Edgar has presented herself to authorfties and attorneys In the western States
as If she acted with some degree of sanction from the Mormon church and the
Nevada State Welfare Department, although never bluntly claiming direct offic=
lal status, Her operatlion comes close to belng that of a large-scale, long-
erduring Interstate adoption agency, not amenable to any control, Origlnally,
she operated with attorney Dale Murphy; lately, she has worked through Reno
attorney Leonard Howard,

Actually, In Nevada there are three adoption agencles == the Welfare Depart=
ment, Cathollc Welfare and Jean Edgar. All operate with the same degree, tech-
nfcally, of authority since there is no Taw agalnst operating an unlicensed
adoptlon agency.

Several Utah couples Intervlewed objected to Mrs. Edgar's costs., A Mrs,
Hines. In Moab, Utah, clalms that Mrs, Edgar phoned her and sald she wanted
$1200,00 for a chlld. Mrs., Hines was disgusted and complalned to the authortl-
tles about thls matter. 1|t I!s curious that the Edgar operatlion {s over such
vast geographic terrlitory, often with familles that Mrs, Edgar does not know,
This 1s hardly consistent wlth her clalm that she does not benefit from this
undertaking, nor Is her statement to Dr, Frank Russell that he could charge two
or three times his normal fee In adoption matters |f he would work wlith her,
Nonetheless, adoptive couples Interviewed In Callfornla and Utah Insist that
they pald, normally, between four hundred fifty and nine hundred dollars In
cases arranged for through Mrs. Edgar., Thls (s certalnly a nomlinal amount.

Dr. Mullis obviously was commerclally benefiting from these arrangements
because he was recelving fees substantially higher than the normal rate In Reno
cases,

Exhiblt E, the commerclallzed contract for the adoptlion of a child drawn by
Reno attorney Dale Murphy along with Mrs. Edgar, apart from reflecting a lack of
socfal sensltlvity to the delicate human relatlonship problem Involved In chlld
adoption, has another critlcal defect. The consent to adoptlon on the last page
of the exhlblt represents the child was born out of wedlock, The inference of
the agreement for adoption and the consent to adoptlon slgned by Ruth Helene
Jenkins Matt [s that she Is an unwed mother, Not only was Ruth Matt married at
the time of the signing of the consent but she was married simultaneously to two
different persons, Rather than being an unwed mother, she was a doubly wed
mother., The facts are as follows:

The natural mother Ruth Matt was marrled on October 3rd, 1949, at Papllllon,
Nebraska. She was divorced from Otis Joseph Matt on September 2nd, 1955, (n Vir-
ginla Clty many months after the blirth of her child., On January 16, 1952, appar-
ently In a drunken stupor, she marrted one Godfrey V. Wolfe, Jr., In Reno and
was dlvorced from him In Reno on November Lth, 1955, The unscrambling of her
bizarre and complex marital status, from the viewpoint of adoptlion, apparently,
was streamlined by having her simply pass herself off as unmarrled In the consent
to adoptlon. Once agaln, elther out of carelessness or lack of real understand-
Ing of the soclal signiflcance of accurately determining the legal avallabillty
of a chlld for adoption, a document was prepared by a Nevada lawyer In such a
manner as to make the adoptlon voidable.
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Because of the multipliclity of consents glven to the California courts from
Nevada of thls type the Callfornia authorlitles pointblank decline to accept Nev~
ada adoption consents without further Intenslve Investigatlion,

It Is difflcult to critlclze Mrs, Edgar's conduct of operating a substant-
lal Interstate adoption agency since her actlons have recelfved the support and
assistance of Reno attorneys of status =- Attorneys Dale Murphy, Leonard Howard
and former District Attorney Jack Streeter. WIlthout thelr support and particlipa-
tion Mrs. Edgar would not have continued her Interstate chlld placing. |n fact,
In recent years Mrs, Edgar has tended more and more to act as a contact between
Dr. Mullls, Dr. Mohler and out-of -state adoptlve couples. Actually, she has be-
come sort of a buffer and Intermedlary for the chlld placing activities of these
doctors and lawyers, Attorney Leonard Howard more recently has been actlve wlth
Mrs. Edgar, Blame belongs, If blame |s due, to professionally tralned persons who
prepare documents such as Exhlblt E, not on a middle-aged housewlfe who was encour-
aged In her activities by highly responsible members of the community.

LOS ANGELES BABY RING

Baby racketeerling'' and the '"black market'" in bables are Journallsts' words
concocted by journallsts and are not susceptlble of accurate meaning. However,
the followling definltion Is suggested:

The baby black market exlsts when the sole condltion for the selection of a
prospective adoptive home ls the abllity of the adoptive couple to pay a stated sum
of money.. The black market exists when factors unrelated to the welfare of the
chlld domlnate the selectlion of the prospective adoptive home, commonly commercial
consideratjons, |f the basis for selecting an adoptive home Is one cent, or ten
thousand dollars, the soclal damage s just as great because a factor not associ-
ated with the well being or future happlness of the child has been controlling In
determlinling where the child will llve for life. In thls sense a definite and firm
black market In bables exists between Las Vegas and Los Angeles.

A well=organized ring of lawyers, doctors and avariclous housewives are oper-
ating a ml1llon=dollar a year Interstate baby-selling racket In Los Angeles County.
Most of the members of thls ring are under Indlictment In Los Angeles as well as
New York, Two members of the ring have already been convicted In New York == Bev~
erly Hi1ls pedlatriclan Dr. Aaron Lax and Beverly Hllls physician Dr. Harold [mer~
man. Thls ring was headed up by Ralph Benson, a Los Angeles attorney, who s awalt-
ing trlal on baby-selling charges, having just been convicted of defrauding west
coast Insurance companles In a negllgence racket. Benson recelved a six month pri-
son sentence In the fraud case. :

The Los Angeles rlng recrulted unmarried mothers by means of newspaper adver-
t1sements and by means of dlrect sollclitations with kickback offers to west and
east coast doctors and attorneys. Dr. Aaron Lax, a pediatriclan, who establ[shed
this ring boasted to an undercover Investlgator that he had over 80 doctors and
attorneys |n the country feeding him adoptive couples and unmarried mothers. Bev~
erly Hills attorney Anthony Carsola boasted to another undercover Investigator
that Beverly HIlls was the nerve center of the baby buslness, natlonally, and that
he had a setup slmllar to the underground used to transfer the slaves north [n the
pre-Clvil War days. The ring charged adoptive couples who came from all over the
United States, as well as Mexlco, amounts varying from twelve hundred to ten thous-
and dollars per chlld, Benson employed a staff of secretarles, some of whom devoted

- 18 =



thelr time throughout the day in calling on the telephone prospectlive adoptive
couples askling them [f they wished to adopt a child. Other secretarfes were
buslly engaged in calling Los Angeles obstetriclans asking them If they knew of
any unmarried mothers who wlshed to place thelr chlldren for adoptlon.

Investigator Mitler, posing as Mr. Korman, prospectlve adoptive father,
visited Benson and was informed Immedlately the price for a baby to go to New
York was slx to seven thousand dollars, the cost would be less In Los Angeles =--
three or four thousand =~ and If Mr. Korman wished to take hls chance and didn't
care about the background of the child the cost would drop as low as fifteen
hundred dollars. Benson even Instructed his cllents on how to commlt perjury
durlng the adoption proceedings and was Indicted on the charge of subornatlon of
perjory In connection with adoption matters.,

Benson and Lax and Jordan Wank, another Beverly Hl1ls attorney under Indlct-
ment, ambltiously decided to Invade the Las Vegas area In quest of babjes; how~
ever, the ploneers in thls activity from the Los Angeles area were Noah and Jul~-
fus Borah, Los Argeles attorneys, who had one of the largest child placing
businesses In Callfornlis, They estabilshed contact with Dr. Ralph LaCanna who
referred several cases to them, These children were placed through the Borahs
In Los Angeles. The charges were in the nelghborhood of two thousand dollars,
About two and & half years ago Benscn made contact with Las Vegas attorney Robert
Cohen who agreed to let Benson know of the avallabllity of Las Vegas babies for
adoptlon. Benson would select the adoptive couples, Cohen and LaCanna would han=-
dle the arrangements wlth the natural mother.

These cases were carefully Investligated, many of the natural and adoptive
parents were Interviewed. The amounts pald by the Los Angeles couples varied
from $1100,00 to $3925,00, (See Exhibit | and Exhibit J. With reference to
Exhiblt J, the $1,000.00 check was given to Wank In Las Vegas. Note: The adop~
tlve couple objected to being charged for nightclubbling In Las Vegas.)

The Los Angeles couple, Mr. and Mrs, Orville Salzman, who pald $3925,00
stated that they called thelr child their 1ittle Cadillac because they felt It
was the best gift they could buy for their home, Mrs, Salzman enthuslastically
pleased her husband by saylng, "He couldn't have bought me anything closer to my
heart., 1t certalnly was a good Investment.'"" Mr. Salzman In 1950 was arrested
for sexual mlsconduct with children on a school playground In Los Angeles, event~-
ually pleading guilty to a lesser charge of disturbing the peace. There Is no
present evldence that the Salzmans are providing other than a good home for the
chlld, but the evidence is overwhelming that they simply bought their baby at an
excesslve fee, Twelve cases falling Into this pattern are [dentifled., In each
Instance the modus operand! was the same. The adoptive couples were elther on
the 1ist established by Benson, Dr. Aaron Lax, Jordan Wank, or the Borah brothers,
In most of the cases the natural mothers had initially gone to Dr. LaCanna for
prenatal care. LaCanna, If he learned that the mothers were Interested In adopt~
lon, referred them on to attorney Robert Cohen who notifled Benson of the case,
Frequently during the prenatal period Benson, Lax or Wank would come to Las Vegas
to make arrangements. On some occasions Dletta Hough, Benson's principal emp~
loyee In the baby buslness, would come to Las Vegas and transport the child to
Los Angeles. On one occasion Benson himself carrled the child to Los Angeles In
a valise., One Irate adoptlve couple, the DuBols, reported that they were bllled
by Dr, Lax and Wank for an extra $150.00 which Included an evening of cabareting
In Las Vegas.
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Actual payments were made by adoptlve couples who operated through the Los
Angeles baby ring In Las Vegas, Jordan Wank recelving a thousand-doliar Install-
ment towards a baby in the lobby of the Sands Hotel In a recent case. {See Exhibit
J). tt Is difficult to determine the division of funds In these cases. There Is
no evldence that Dr. LaCanna recelved more than three hundred fIfty dollars In any
case; the amount recelved by Robert Cohen s unknown, but there Is strong evidence
that he recelved between two hundred and flve hundred dellars in these cases. This
Is not certaln. However, Cohen did not secure the adoption decrees and his sole
Function In these matters was as a contact man wlith Benson, Benson retalned between
five hundred dollars and fifteen hundred dollars himself In the cases under analysis,
Las Vegas Is a branch office for the Los Angeles baby-sellling ring. While the num-
ber of cases Involved Is limlted, Nevada law has no weapon or tool to combat thls
actlvity since baby selling Is not a crime In Nevada, Unless the Nevada law Is
strengthened southern Nevada could easily become a center for interstate baby selllng,

in reallty, the Los Angeles baby ring focused around Benson and Lax, who were
masquerading or camouflaging thelr baby-selling activities under the cloak of operat-
Ing as attorneys or physicians. Many attorneys and physicians have felt host]le to
this investligation because they feel, by Inference, It [s an attack on what the maj-
orlty of the profession normally does, assist persons in placement of children. They
fall to see, probably because the facts are not sharply enough brought out, the
glgantic difference between an occaslonal placement made by a doctor and a lawyer
with persons Tiving In his own community, persons that he has known professionally or
soclally over a perlod of time and the Benson operation. Th!s distinctlion Is graph~
fcally i{llustrated by the Interview on June 2nd with Mrs. Gllbert Brooks, 1325 South
New Hampshire Avenue, Los Angeles, who stated, 'When | was a student at Los Angeles
City Junlor College a friend of mine suggested that | see Ralph Benson about a part-
time job, Benson hired me and told me to pretend that my name was Betty Baker. He
gave me a prepared sort of script of what | was to say over the telephone to doctors
whose names were contalned on a list, the 1ist contalned well over a hundred names,
| sat In Benson's offlce all day ringing the doctors up tellling them, 'Thls is attor-
ney Ralph Benson's offlice. Would you know of any adopt!ve parents Interested In a
Ilttle baby that Is about to be born?' | would describe pleasantly the natural par-
ents. [If the doctor sald, 'is the baby born yet?? | sald, 'The baby Is due shortly.!
If he was Interested and gave me the name of the couple that wanted a chlld | would
pass thls on to Benson, | read what | had to say from & piece of paper glven to me
by Benson. Then | would go to work and call up adoptive parents, people who had got~-
ten a child already through Benson and tell them the same story, that we had a chlld
available, would they be Interested in a second child, (f they were Iinterested |
would refer thelr name to Benson. We had about six girls due most of the time every
month, Two, and sometimes three of us worked on these i1sts, We would contact the
adoptive parents once a month and the doctors less frequentiy,"

This, In effect, s not a law offlice with an occasional adoption case, thls Is a
boller room In babies, Instead of a battery of telephones manned by glib con men call”
Ing prospective customers from the Loft Building In Montreal, Benson had a batch of
telephones and a group of young girls oromoting baby sales in his office.

INTERSTATE PLACEMENT OF CHILDREN BETWEEN LAS VEGAS AND UTAH

A large outlet of chlldren belng placed for adoption privately from Las Vagas
Is the State of Utah. The tles between the Mormon community In Las Vegas and the
State of Utah are close. A simple scheme was devised to effect these arrangements.
Utah couples lliving principaliy In Salt iLake City, Provo and St. George were advised
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by friends and, frequently, Mrs. Hughes of St. George, Mrs. Grant Wright of
Salt Lake Clty, Salt Lake Clty attorney Richard Byrd and Las Vegas attorney
Rulon Earl to place advertlsements In the Las Vegas Review-Jornal Indlcatling
they wished chlldren for adoptlon, The addresses were listed In a rather devi-
ous manner to protect the ldentlty of the adoptlve couple and also, possibly,
to shleld the fact that arrangements were actually belng made through a Salt
Lake City or Las Vegas attorney. Whoever answered the ads, elther by phone or
by letter, would normally be put In contact with a friend, relative or the act~
ual person who wanted the chlld, Often the address read as If a speclfled
couple deslired the child, whereas, In reallty, the ad was belng placed Indir~-
ectly through an attorney who had a group of people who wanted a chlld, After
the natural mother answered the ad she would eventually be Interviewed by a
representatlve of the couples who wished to adopt, frequently In Las Vegas thls
representative turned out to be Rulon Earl, Eventually arrangements would be
made for some of the prenatal expenses to be pald and the chlld, after birth,
would be taken to Utah and adopted.

It developed that Rulon Ear] acted as Las Vegas attorney In a vast major~-
ity of these cases. In some Instances he merely secured the consent as a com~
missfoner of the Utah courts, In other cases he played an actlive role In
arranglng the placement.

: Mts. Elmer Hughes of St. George, as well as Mrs. Grant Wrlght of Salt Lake
Clty, apparently derived no profit as acting as Intermedlary and, perhaps, were
concerned with bringing children Into Mormon homes. Both of them acted In the
same fashion as Mrs. Jean Edgar of Sparks, Nevada, only on a much more |imlted
basls, Once agaln, the key flgures In making these arrangements were Utah
couples through the use of advertisements, now outlawed with Las Vegas and Salt
.Lake City attorneys. The fees Involved were nominal, the adoptive couples
rarely paylng over a thousand dollars. There Is no evidence that Rulon Earl
charged large fees in these matters, However, there s evidence that his role
in making the arrangements was much larger than he deslred to let the communlty
know. This activity was on an extenslve plane but cannot be characterized as a
baby black market operation. It Is stmply a means or devlce that was used,
somewhat devlious, to place on an Independent scale a large number of Nevada
children In Utah.

In one Instance one Larry Phelps placed In the Las Vegas Revliew-Journal an
advertisement stating that he wished to place his chlild for adoption. A pollce
Investlgator, and his wife, Impersonating an adoptive couple went to see Phelps
who asked $6000.00 for his child. Exhiblt G Is Phelps criminal record, - Also
Included Is the transcript of the tape of the pollce Investigator's Interview
with Phelps (See Exhibit H).

In the absence of any Nevada law agalinst baby selling Phelps could not be
successfully prosecuted, although he was arrested, his case was dismlssed,

The advertlsements hava been outlawed, [ronlcally, the soclal condltions
that the advertisements lead to, baby selllng, Is stlll legal In thls State,.

The followlng sltuatlons are glven here In summary and cover a mlscellane-
ous group of subjects touched on during the Investlgation:

There Is evidence that natural mothers are Impersonating adoptive parents
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when enterlng hosplitals to glve birth to clrcumvent formal adoptlon proceedings.
One Donna Scott, a massage parlor operator with a crimlinal record for moral
offenses, secured four chlldren on referrals and through newspaper advertise-~
ments, Aware that she could not recelve a formal adoptlion decree because of her
undesfrable background (see Exhiblit C) Donna Scott decided to commit a fraud and
make [t appear that she had given natural birth to the four children who actually
were born to unwed mothers. Donna Scott had had a hysterectomy and was unable to
glve birth herself. She was asslsted In thls project by Dr. Cazan, Dr. James
French and attorney Norman Cornwall, Dr, Cazan admitted knowledge that Donna
Scott was commlitting a fraud and pretending that she had glven birth to one of
the chlldren herself, Dr. French denles culpable knowledge, although he signed
two of the fraudulent blrth certificates himself. An examlnation of the medical
charts at hls hosplital Indicates that, In any application of common sense on his
part, he would have quickly established the fraud. It Is likely that he was aware
of Donna Scott's Intent since she came to hls office, according to her statement
with a second glrl posing as Donna Scott. Documents reviewed In attorney Norman
Cornwall's offlce specifically consent to adoption plus Cornwall's statements Ind-
lcate that Cornwall, In all likellhood, was aware of the fraud, without reallzing
the dangerous soclal Implications of what was transpiring. A document found In
Donna Scott's possesslion shows that the formal agreement was made with one of the
natural mothers to pass herself off as Donna Scott (See Exhibit B; also see Exhl~-
bit B-1 for some of the fraudulent certiflcates of live birth,)

CASE OF MRS, A, D. McKENNA

Mrs. A. D. McKenna, 515 Desert lLane, Las Vegas, operated a licensed foster
home for chlildren. She no longer has the llcense because of her brutallty with
children. Her sltuation Is worthy of mention because [t clearly shows that, In
the clinches, the existing Nevada law frequently does not protect children In adop-
tive situatlons.

Mrs. McKenna obvlously Is a psychopathic person. Witnesses have testified
that she placed hot peppers in the rectums of chlldren under her care, forced their
faces Into feces, beat the children and even schooled them In shoplifting. The
police have photographs of the bruised bodies of the children who were under Mrs.
McKenna's care, Whlle, possibly, some of the charges may haye been exaggerated
since the McKenna matter became a cause celebre there Is no doubt that Mrs.
McKenna Is unflt and unsultable to care for children, She certalnly Is prone to
hysterla and the evidence Is overwhelmling that she has engaged in acts of cruelty
with children In her care. Over flve years ago she petitioned the Las Vegas Court
to adopt a chlld. Some of these facts were brought to the attention of the Court
and the petlition for adoption was wlthdrawn, Now six years later the same chlld
remalns In the care of Mrs. McKenna.

What protective value does the home study have If, In such an extreme case
where the child's well-belng Is threatened, after six years the chlld still remalns
In the same household? Assuming even now that the child is removed, the passage
of time has infllcted Immeasurable damage. Maria, the child under discussion, was
allegedly groomed and performed, according to Mrs. McKenna, as a ballet dancer In
the Tropicana nightclub at the age of three. Obviously, exlsting adoption laws
have no teeth In them to meet an emergency of this nature,
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WELFARE DEPARTMENT

Nevada State Welfare Department has ultimate responsibility for protect-
lve services In the adoption fileld. The Department's program for assisting
unmarried mothers Is outstanding and is one of the most progressive in the
country. An unmarried mother wishing to place her child for adoption s able
to get liberal asslstance towards her medical and hospltal bills from the
Department and is referred for shelter care to some of the high quality matern-
Ity shelters In Callfornia. The princlples the Department supports are the
finest, lts ldeals are the highest., Some of the staff are highly trained and
qualified, Traglcally, the gap between word and deed Is glgantic In the
Department's adoptlion program. Functlonally, chiid placing Is controlled, dom~
Inated and carried out, essentlally, by the members of the Nevada Bar. The
Welfare workers, out of insecurity, poor community relatlonship and lack of
status have abrogated thelr functlon in protecting human belngs In the adoptlon
field to the lawyers == not in speech, but in deed. The largest adoption
agency In the State of Nevada s the Nevada Bar., Actually, the State Welfare's
adoption program Is an extremely limited and small one, an overwhelming percent~
age of child placements are arranged through doctors and lawyers in the State,

In Washoe County area the State Department makes few home studles In pril-
vate adoptions. At least, the Department {s not required to sanction and ratlfy
placements over which they have absolutely no control. |In Clark County the
Department makes alleged home studies In private adoptions, These studlies are
nothing but farces and actuaily offer little protection for the natural mother,
child or adoptive couple. These token home studies carried out In the most sup-
erflclal manner Infllct immeasurable damage, They create the Impression In the
eyes of the community that the prlvately arranged adoptions have been cleared,
thoroughly Investlgated and checked out by the Welfare Department. This Is
true only In the manual and perhaps some of the publlc assertions made by mem~
bers of the Department. The home studies actually are pathetic, they consist of
ITttle more than a very superficlal verificatlon of some of the statistical data
about the adoptive couple. Normally, no determined effort Is made to contact
the natural mother. Consequently, the Court report contalns little If any,
accurate Information as to the legal avallabllity of the child. The worker
does not even know whether the mother exlists or not, what the clrcumstances of
the adoption were, whether she really was marrled or not married. [t [s a trav~
esty upon the child welfare profession to create the impression or Image In the
communlty's eyes that a child is legally avallabie for adoption when the soclal
worker making the home study has not even seen the natural mother, |n a high
percentage of the cases already checked intoc It has developed that the legal
status of the mother was other than that represented In the consent presented to
the Court. This the social worker Is dutybound to find out by making a very
determined effort to locate the natural mother and flind out completely about her
marital status, Exhibit Klis typical of natural mother Dorothy Costello presented
In the consent as unmarried. The facts develop that she was married.

Soclal workers claim that they have made an effort recently to contact the
natural mothers. Thils scarcely seems true because natural mother Margle Garette
was easlly contacted by Investlgators, she has been a long-time resident of Las
Vegas, her address has always been known. She sald she, herself, was surprised
that no soclal worker contacted her after she placed her chlld for adoptlon loc-
ally, Clearly, up to recently, for many years no real effort was made even to
interview the natural mothers In private cases. Undoubtedly, the Department
can produce many Individual cases where they have spoken with the mother; how-
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ever, durlng the course of the Investigation none of the mothers Interviewed who
placed thelr chlldren locally In private adoption had seen a soclal worker. Not
only does the report omlt the kind of careful study of the legal avallabllity

of the child, but, as a matter of settled policy, nothlng !s sald about the clr-
cumstances under which the arrangement for adoptlion has been made.

One of the State workers interviewed In Las Vegas sald that, originally she
used to put In the clrcumstances of the placement In her report and she was told
to omlt 1t because, apparently, some of the Judges got mad when the reports
stated that certaln doctors and lawyers had made the arrangements, Therefore,
the reports are completely sllent on how arrangements were made and would throw
absolutely no light on the existence of a baby racket, |t must be emphasized
agaln that the community, and everyone [nterviewed sald, '"Well, [f there was
something wrong, |f somebody was making a racket of it, wouldn't It all show up
In the soclal work study?'' Obviously, the soclal work study could show nothlng
since the workers were directed to omlt any reference to any materlal that would
show up Irregularities. Normally, In most other States, the worker making the
home study has In his possession the consent for adoption. Las Vegas State
workers Informed Investlgators that very often they had a difficult time even
seeing the consents. Often they went to lawyers' offices and were permitted to
take a look at the consents. In other States the home study Is not even com-
pleted or presented to the Court until the worker has in hls possession the con-
sent. The acqulescence of the Welfare Department In this attjtude and the lack
of understanding of the protective services supposed to be glven by the Welfare
Department by certaln members of the Bar creates a very perniclous, dangerous .
situation. Apparently the selected members of the Bar who are hesltant to turn
over the consents, and even reluctant on occasions to show them to the workers,
fee] that the soclal work profession Is intruding on the rights of lawyers to
place children and control the entire child placing process,

Investlgators were shocked to discover that the home studies do not even con-
taln complete data regarding the birth of the child. The home study should, at
least, contaln a birth certificate. Under present procedure the study materlal
contalins a verification of the birth of the child without even Indlcating, fre-
quently, the hospital at which the child was born. A birth certificate gives
Invaluable Information, not only about the present birth under conslderation, but
also data about the natural mother's background, how many chlldren she had prev=
lously and certaln statements about her physical condltlion that are useful. In
short, the present home study Is nothing but an empty shell which creates within
the consclence of the community a false sense of security. In effect, all Is
well, the Department has checked everything ~- In truth, the home study tells
nothing, often not even contalning the real Identity or address or whereabouts of
the natural mother and disclosing nothing of the circumstances of the placement.

It Is common knowledge that caslino employees frequently have prevlous arrest
or criminal records. This does not mean that they are unqualified to adopt -- [t
does mean, especially in Las Vegas, a simple telephone call should be made to the
pollice or the Sheriff's department to find out about the applicant's criminal
record. Thls Is not Insulting but, frankly, gamblling casinos tend to, frequently,
attract those who have had conflict with the law., Thls procedure Is never fol-
lowed. A brief check was made of the dozen cases, both agency and private, In
which casino personnel had adopted, |t was dlscovered that [n most cases the
casino employee had an arrest record and, In several Instances, the arrests and
convictions warranted some consideratlon In a soclal work home study. It Is hard
to see what obJectlon there can be when only a phone call Is necessary to find
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out about the crimlnal background of petltloners for adoptlon.

How Is this relevant to report about Irregularities In private adoptions?
Extremely relevant because the communlity, the Judges and the Bar feel that
the home studles In some way are a control over abuses, The kind of home
studles that are made in Clark County only tend to perpetuate existing irreg-
ularftles, |If there Is an abuse, or Impropriety !n arranging an adoptlion In
Clark County It will not be discovered by the kind of home studles belng made,
Yet, the adoption will go through, the home study undoubtedly wlll approve the
placement and the community will feel, well, nothing Is wrong here,

To Illustrate, If X Is engaged In the baby selling business In Las Vegas
he can rely on the fact that the home study willl not disclose hls baby selllng
activities to the Court because the study is not geared in that direction, He
can rely on the fact that the study wlill approve the arrangements he made. He
can then boast that hls actlons were approved by the Court and the Welfare
Department., Thus, he has the advantage of having hls act sanctifled by persons
who have no knowledge of his exact procedure.

It was noted that on occaslons unmarrled mothers were Interviewed In an
open arena In the Weifare 0ffice, The words of the workers and the mothers
could be heard for a distance of ten or fifteen yards away., The mothers were
compelled to sit at a desk In the presence of a large number of other workers.
Thls may not always be the case, but when this happens to a sensltive, unmar-
ried mother they are very !lkely to feel that the State Welfare Department does
not respect thelr feellings or thelr positlon and turn to a private arrangement.
Ancther force driving unmarrled mothers away from the Welfare Department's serv-
lces Is the unfortunate lack of information possessed by the County Welfare
Department about the program for unmarried mothers offered by the State Welfare
Department. A vislt made by an Informant, Grace McKlnsey, to the County Wel~
fare 1llustrates the kind of treatment afforded these glirls In the County Wel~
fare. (See report of Grace McKinsey, page 6 of thls transcript.)

In effect, Informant, posing as an unmarrled mother, was [nformed that she
best go back to her home communlty, She was glven no Informatlon about the very
good program that the State Welfare provides for unmarried mothers. In fact,
she was told that probably she would have to have several years resldence In
Nevada before the State would even help her. What Is the purpose of an outstand-
Ing program for unmarried mothers If a brother agency, the flrst normal polnt
of fmpact In the community, conceals this program from a glrl In desperate need
of help?

it was further noted that no central file Is malntalned In this State, In
Carson City, Welfare headquarters, Identifylng natural and adoptlve parents,
The only central flle Is a statlstical one without the ldentity by name of the
Individual or the human belngs Involved. Thus, It was necessary often to scour
the whole State to flnd out whether a chlld had been placed for adoption in
Nevada or out of Nevada, [n fact, under exlstlng procedures It Is almost Im-
possible to determine the whereabouts of chlldren placed for adoption In cert-
aln Instances. The record~keeping system of the Department Is so decentrallzed
that It Is hard to get a coherent, clear plcture of really what [s happenlng
within the State In the adoption field. This Is relnforced by the fact that In
some of the countles In the Lake Tahoe area the Judges have, untl] recently,
flatly refused to perform thelr obllgatlion of submitting petitions to the local
Welfare Offlce so that the Department [n these cases does not even know about
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the pending adoptlons.

This winter. for some undisclosed reason, the central adoptlon commlttee of
the Department did not meet from October up to the time of the wrlting of this
report. Jt 1s necessary for the central commlttee to meet before placements are
made by the State. Accordling to Welfare representatives In Las Vegas many child-
ren were belng held in foster care for months during the winter when they could
have been In approved homes who were walting for these children |f the committee
had met. Thls condltlon was well known by applicants for adoption In the State
and caused conslderable bitterness. This situation only relnforces the position
of those who are unsympathetic to soclal agencles galning greater control over
adoptions,

The Welfare Department has a flne potential If It ever assumes [ts responsi~
billty of really protecting children with strength and determination. At present,
In the adoptlon fleld the Department has surrendered [ts real functlon to the Bar,
elther out of Insecurlty or fear,

LOST CHILDREN

Many Nevada chlldren are literally lost or swallowed up somewhere In the
American communlty., This is due to the release procedure which Is standard In
the State of children belng placed for adoptlion from hosplitals, To [llustrate,
the names of attorneys and doctors appear as the persons to whom children are re~
leaced for adoption., This frequently conceals the ldentlty of who actually re-
celved the chlld, The natural mothers, In most Instances In Nevada, slgn the
releases In blank. To Tllustrate, Exhibit L Is a release In a case arranged by
kulon Earl through the Las Vegas Hospital. Mr. Earl, when questioned by investl-
gators as to the ldentity of the persons to whom the chlildren went said that that
was a confldentlal communicatlion. Thus, a blanket of darkness Is literally thrown
around the whereabouts of these children, This Is a totally Incorrect sltuation.
The names of the adoptlive couple should appear on the hospital release form,
Attorneys are not supposed to carry children out of hospitals, In one [nstance
the name of the former Dlstrlct Attorney of Washee County appeared on the release
ferm under hls posltlon of District Attorney as having carried the child out of a
Reno hospltal.

in an effort to trace the whereabouts of these chlldren Investligators went to
Utah and there Utah attorneys, In turn, refused to reveal the [dentlty of the nat-
ural parents In cases of chlldren that had come from Nevada, even to thelr own
Welfare authorltles. Release procedures are in a chaotic condition In Nevada,

At the Las Vegas Hospital In Las Vegas the records were kept In such a way
that 1t was Impossible to know who had carried the chlldren from the hospltal.
At the Sunrise Hospital all releases were signed In blank. A pollcy has been
adopted at the Southern Memorial Hgspital of having the natural mother carry the
child out of the hosplital., Thls Is barbaric In Instances where she does not want
to see her own child and Is compelled, as a convenience, to physically carry the
chlld out and place the chlld In the arms of the adoptlive couple. Apparently thils
cruel procedure was sanctioned by the Welfare authoritles In Las Vegas and should
be stopped, One mother sald she had nightmares for months after belng compelled,
agalnst her will, to carry her child out of the hosplital,
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EXHIBIT A

COPY
$685.75 = Las Vegas, Nevada, March 7, 1959

~ For value recejved undersigned agrees to pay In lawful money of the
United States to Las Vegas Clinlc and Hospital, at 20] North Efghth St,., Las
Vegas, Nevada the sum of SIx hundred elghty=flve dollars and seventy-five
_ cents (685.75 within thirty (30) days from date hereof, subject to approval of
Los Angeles pediatriclans! approval of baby boy Jackson belng medically adopt~
able and executlon of consent to adoption by natural parents of sald child [n
Los Angeles, 2 - - -

/s/ Vlirglnla E. Jackson
VIRGINIA E, JACKSON

/s/ Ralph R, Benson, Attorney
RALPH R, BENSON, ATTORNEY
FOR ADOPTING PARENTS

————————

RALPH R, BENSON : :
Attorney at Law 1021 Chester Willlams Bullding
i 215 West Flfth Street
- Los Angeles 13, Callfoonia
MAdlson 6-6285

April 17, 1959

Las Vegas Hospital and Clinlc
Las Vegas, Nevada

Re: Vivlan Jackson and Baby
Gentlemen:

Enclosed herewlth Is Cashier's Check In the sum of $685.75 |n payment to you,
In full, and to cover hospltalization and doctor bil] and doctor's fee In this

matter,
Thank you very much for walting In this matter,

/s/ Ralph R. Benson
Ralph R, Benson

By :
/s/ Howard A, Kaplan
Howard A, Kaplan
Rec'd 4/22/59 '

HAK :mg
Enc



EXHIBIT A, contlnued

copPy
RALPH R, BENSON
Attorney at Law 1021 Chester Willlams Bulldlng
215 West Fifth Street
Los Angeles, 13, Callfornla
MAdlson 6-6285
February 27, 1959

Grant Lynd, M.D.
Las Vegas Hgspltal
201 North Elghth Street
Las Vegas, Nevada

Re: Baby Boy Jackson Adoptlon
Dear Dr. Lund:

As | explalned yesterday on the telephone to your nurse, Atty, Robert
Cohen wanted me to talk to you,

| would appreclate [f you would let me know by letter, or by telephone
call collect:

1. How much did the baby welgh at blrth?
2. How much longer [s the baby to stay
at the hospital before he can leave
by alrplane?
3. Why was the baby premature?
4, Are there any congenltal anomat!es?
5. Is the baby getting Iron and vitamlns?

| Took forward to hearing from you soon,

Very truly yours,

/s/ Ralph R, Benson
Ralph R. Benson

RRB/bb
Atty, Rob't Cohen = DU L~-6484



EXHIBIT B
COPY

| » belng of sound mind and full possession

of my éeﬁses, wlthout promise of payment (other than Doctor and Hospital bills
Incurred from my pregnancy), wlthout force or duress or persuasion, belng the
declslon of my own cholce and nmy own free will do hereby glve to Dr. Donna A.
Scott and Lloyd M. Scott full and entlre parential rlghts to the chlld or
chlldren that shal] be dellvered as a result of thls pregnancy which should

be dellvered approximately on the day of 1957. As soon

as possible upon delivery | shall place In thelr care custody and possession
any chlld or children born of this pregnancy.

| shall use the name of Donna A. Scott as my own In my vislts to the Dr.
of my cholce In Las Vegas, Nevada and In the hospltal and shall give such
Informatfon for reasons of the birth certificate as shall colnclde with any
Information were Donna Scott the natural parent.

It Is understood that Dr. Scott wil] pay my Doctor and Hospital bill In
connectlion with this agreement.

I furthermore understand that Mr, and Dr. Scott wlll ralse the child or
chlldren as If It or they were thelr own natural children and will love and
prbtect and care and provlde for them In such a way that they mlght become

good cltizens before God and men.

Slgned thls day of 1957



FB1 # 3523891

EXHIBIT C

CoPrPYy

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

Contributor of

Arrested

Fingerprints Name and Number or recelved Charge Disposlition

PD, Houston, Texas Donna Rudd 5-3-38 Sol & Hold for rel.
#spl. #1h45h clinlc

PD, Ft, Worth, Texas Lorralnne Tldwell 5-22-38 {nv. rel
#EX36037

PD, Okla. City, Okla DInah Lorralne 6-17-38 Vag. by Prost. flned 11, &
Foust #26937 rel. to the

clinlc

PD, El Paso, Texas Roberta D. Beautell  9-25-39 Vag & cllinic 10~10-39

#20-28194 dism, on
$200 floater

S0, El Paso, Texas Roberta Beautell 9-26-39 Vag & clinlc 10-44=39
#12097 rel

USM, El Paso, Texas Roberta Dominguez 10-7-39 |mm laws
#6076

Commandant, 11th Donna Audene Rudd cutter

Naval District #NB66/Qm(100) 10-7-42

tS, Comm,, Wash DC Mrs. Donna L Rudd, F.P Positlon: Chauffeur-
Resldence: 815 Car- 2-22-43 mechanlic, war=~ordnance,
guiney Way, Martinez, Benicia Benlcla Arsenal, Callf.
Callfy Arsenal,
Born: 8-27-20 Callif,

S0S, War Dept.
Commandant, 125th
Naval District

S0S, War Dept.

Rwy. Express Agency
inc., Wash,, D.C.

CS Comm,, Wash DC

Donna Audene Lyngard
#109-KAS~3

Donna Audene Rudd
#NY9-PT

Johanna Rudd Miller
#109-WPP

Johanna Audene MlIller
#119685

Donn A. Rudd
Restdence: L35 Nep-
tune Ave,, P.0. Box
951, Wilminaton, Cal.
Born: 8-27-20

pickup driver
3-19-43

Pass & badge
L-15-43

welder tralnee

9-16-43

Extra express hendler

10-23-43

F.P. Positlon:

2-28-L4 motor pool
Wilmining~ WlimIngton
ton, Callf.

truck driver,

, calilf



EXHIBIT C, contlnued

Contrlbutor of Arrested
Flngerprints Name and Number or_recelved Charge Disposition
S0, Los Angeles, Donna Audene Rudd 6-20-4Lt sysp., klidnap 6-26-44 rel
calif, #A~142609 bon. 12-12-44
6 mos.
PD, NYC, NY Donna Audene Rudd 11-5-44+ Fugltive #53 11-22-4k4 rel
#8228304 (Warrant) to S0, Coper-
land, La.
PD, Miaml, Fla. Dristine Anderson Chauffeur's
Miller, #21593 l1cense
10-29-45
PD, Mlam! Beach, Fla.Krlstline Anderson J1tney driver
MIller #C96904 (F.P. 10~29-45)
USNAA-I Donna Audene Rudd 7-21-49 Clvillan Personnel
Hom e offlce
Address glven as: Port Lyautey
Navy 214, FPO, NY, NY French Morocco
S0 Jersey Clty Donna Audene Rudd 1-27-50 Viol Vet pendling
#35289 depend act
USM Newark NJ Donna Audene Johanna 1-27-50 Vlol serv. In default of
Moller depend Act $2000 ball
#80k4a 1942 comm to Hud
Co J1 JC
USM, Newark, N.J. Donna Audene Rudd not Viol serv- sent 2-17-~50
#80L-a glven fcements Dep 1 yr in Jaill,
act etc susp. pld on
2 yrs prob
act, Sent Imp,
rest $750
PD Ogden Utah Donna A. Miller Tax! drlver
(prt retd=-encl) #10804 Ilcense
6-7-50
PD No, Las Vegas, Donna Audene Scott 1-30~59 Vliol foster homes
Nev, MF 2192 act

Cont of Del. of minor. As Donna Rudd, If appre prlor to 2-17~52 notlify US Prob
0ff Camden NJ per Inf rec therefrom 3-6-50
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EXHIBIT D
CoOPY

Salt Lake Clty, Utah
December 26, 1960

Dr. S. L. Hardy
Las Vegas Hospltal and Clinlc
Las Vegas, Nevada

Dear Dr. Hardy,

Regarding our telephone conversation the other day, | want to thank you
agaln for your time and your kindness toward these people | have referred to
you,

| spoke to you about a glrl who may call upon you. | have written to her
to ask her to see you and tell you about her problem., She Is the one who has

already seen Mr, Earl, rather she talked to him on the telephone. (Mrs. Watson)

She has expressed her willingnass to go Into a home and work for her room

and board. | am hoping that you may know of someone there who needs this help
and would be agreeable to helping her. | feel confldent that some way can
work out for her, and will gladly do all | can. Whether she gives up her baby

or not, ] feel the desire to try to help her, So | ask your forglveness I|f |
am too presumptuous,

Thank you agaln for consldering these women here, | can assure you of
thelr worthiness, and | slncerely hope thelr desires may be granted through
your help. It has been a thrilling satisfaction to me to see the results of my
efforts put children Into good Latter-Day Salnt homes where | know they wil]
be brought up with every advantage a good L.D.S. home has to offer.

| extend my slncere good wishes to you, and hope to have the pleasure of

maklng your acqualntance in person In the future.

Sincerely yours,

/s/ Vida W. Wrlght

Mrs, Vida W, Wright
2664 Hillsden Dr,



EXHIBIT D, contlnued

Salt Lake Clty, Utah
December 19, 1960

Dr. S. L. Hardy

Las Vegas Hospital and Clinic
201 North 8th Street

Las Vegas, Nevada

Dear Dr. Hardy,

Well, we finally made {t!! Friday morning we recelved a lead through the
ad that we had run [n the Personal Column of the Review Journal, expressing
our desire to find a baby for adoption. The lead came from Upland, Callfor~
nla, where a mother had glven blirth to a baby glrl and was consldering adopt-
ing It out, My husband and | left by car immedlately, after securing the nec-
essary legal papers, and found the mother ready and willing to slgn her chlid
over to us. We are very very happy about thls arrangement and are so grateful
for our 1lttle girl, whom we hope to adopt wlthin a year.

Immedlately upon our return home with our preclous '"load'" | called some
friends whom we knew to be Interested In adopting a baby and gave them the
Information pertaining to Mrs, Marilyn Poor as | stated In my letter to you
on December I4th., Thls Mrs. Dunlop and her husband we know to be most falth-
ful and active LDS people who could glve the child all the advantages any baby
could ever ask for, In addition to bringing it up In the Church. We do so
appreclate your Interest In thls case, and especlally your offering to contact-
Ing Marilyn Poor. This Is really wonderful and we want to thank you for dolng
this for the Dunlops.

We have enjoyed meeting you personaliy last summer and felt so good about
your takling care of Marllyn Poor whose baby we were hoping for, We would like
to tell you how much the Dunlops appreciate your doing thls same thing for
them now, that we have been fortunate enough to get a baby already,

Thank you agaln for your Interest and your concern, and wishing you a

Merry Christmas and a Happy New Year, we are,

Sincerely,

/s/ Yvonne McBride
Don and Yvonne McBrlde

215 Douglas Street
Salt Lake CIty 2, Utah



EXHIBIT E
COPY
H. DALE MURPHY
ATTORNEY AND COUNSELOR
AT LAW
RENO, NEVADA

AGREEMENT FOR ADOPTION

THIS AGREEMENT, made this 7th day of Aprll, 1955, by and between RUTH
HELENE JENKINS MATT, of the Clity of Sparks, County of Washoe, State of Nevada,
herelnafter referred to as Party of the First Party, and MRS. WILLIAM EDGAR,
of the City of Sparks, County of Washoe, State of Nevada, as agent and
attorney~In-fact for certaln undlsclosed principals, as Party of the Second
Part,

—— m— v s e e mm e

WHEREAS, sald undisclosed principals, acting by and through thelr agent
and attorney-in-fact, Mrs. Willlam Edgar, are desirous of adoptling, pursuant
to the provisions of law, a mlnor child and to ralse and treat sald minor
child as thelr own lawful child and helr, and

WHEREAS, RUTH HELENE JENKINS MATT, the natural mother of a child to be
born, hereby approves and consent that said child shall be so adopted, and

WHEREAS, PARTY OF THE SECOND PART, for and on behalf of her undlsclosed
principals, agrees with Party of the First Part to pay all expenses Incldent
to the birth of said chlld, specifically Including hospital and med'cal
expenses and a sum to represent board and room, belng the sum of Thirty-Seven
Dollars ($37.00) per week, through the birth of sald child on or about the
12th day of May, 1955, and for four (4) weeks after the birth of the antici~
pated child,

NOW, THEREFORE, In consideration of the premises and the mutual covenants
hereln expressed,

IT IS AGREED AS FOLLOWS:

. That Party of the Second Part, on behalf of the undisclosed princl-
pals, shall provide suitable and adequate medlcal care and hospltal accommod=
atlons for Party of the First Part and assume all flnanclal obllgations
Incurred thereby and by reason of the birth of the Illegltimate child to be
born to sald Party of the First Part only,

2, For and In consideratlion of the covenants and promises of Party of the
Second Part, RUTH HELENE JENKINS MATT, Party of the Flrst Part, covenants and
agrees with Party of the Second Part to release and rellnquish all her rights
In and to sald minor chlld and agrees to the adoption of sald mlnor child by
sald undisclosed persons and agrees further to execute any and all documents
necessary to the accompllshment of sald adoptlon as requlred by law,

/s/ RUTH HELENE JENKINS MATT
Party of the First Part




EXHIBIT E, contlnued

/s/ MRS, WJLL]AM EDGAR

MRS, WILLIAM EDGAR, as Agent
and Attorney~tn~-fact for certain
undisclosed persons, Party of the
Second Part,

STATE OF NEVADA )
SS8S.

COUNTY OF WASHOE )

On this 9th day of April, 1955, personally appeared before me, a Notary
Public In and for sald County and State, RUTH HELENE JENKINS MATT, known to
me to be the person described In and who executed the foregolng Instrument,
who acknowledged to me that she executed the same freely and voluntarlly and
for the uses and purposes thereln mentioned.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, | have hereunto set my hand and affixed my officlal
seal the day and year In this Certiflcate first above wrltten.

/s/ LYNN QUILL

Notary Publlc In and for the county
of Washoe, State of Nevada

My Comm, Expires: Feb, 7, 1957




No LB 2L & Deps. No.

P sReP
d s ¥ ¥ " -
"
’
Bar Hhe . y :
| sad . i af | y P . 3
vl ot of the dviaie of
T . f wn e 8
5 ! uaea. & D ot M | T
|
d ) & & |
‘-!"
;‘ o r
5
1 4 A + 4
. |
| | A
¢ ," ¢ : !
Lre levitand e
- A 1 # 2 5 - -
O - b pa—
" P
. * N * & . o)
M
. - a r q
9
. "
. ¥ "
- p o v . -
- . wer, r 51 b O F il ] A
4 g - g ; .
1™
- ar 18 i § . - i @ * [




EXHIBIT E (Continued)
residemt of ¢ X ste of Novada and domiciled withi
Court has Jurisdliotion % hear and %o detarmice this

sntlitled %S¢ the relief X
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STATE OF NEVADA, -
COUNTY OF WASHOE.

oot o Bt 2 R T e W on Gty i o ! Foeh) Dttt
urt tate € in or oe County, sai @&
havingneommonhwjuﬂadicﬁon.andaelqu;andangl,do mythatthefmgo-
ing is & full, true and correct copy of the original, FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF

LAW AND DECREE OF DIVORCE  _ __ _ RUTHWOLFE, . Plaintiff,

Case No. 159,274 Vs,
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e e GODFREY. WOLFE, Jro, Defendant,
whidrnowmmn.imonﬂl;mdofreoordinmyoﬂioeatmno, in said County.

S IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my

hand and affixed the seal of said court, at Reno,

this..........._.6th —

R A.D.19 61,

By"..._.........__....0_.L,./..&:;.\A.)_,...._m.mm..._...._.__... Deputy.
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EXHIBIT E (Continued)
No. 17433.
IN THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF
NEVADA IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF STOREY
—==900=—=

W. C. McCluskey
Attorney for Plaintiff

RUTH HELENE MATT,

)
Plaintiff ) FILED
-ve- ) sEP 2- 1955
OIS JOSE?H MATT, Z Ursula MacHenry, Clerk
Defendant ) By , Deputy

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
AND DECREE

This cause came on regularly this day for trial before
the Court, sitting without a jury, the plaintiff appearing in
person and by her attorney, W. C. McCluskey, Esq., and defendant
having filed his answer herein and appearing by his attorney,
Rovert E. Berry, Esq., and appearing not in person.

After hearing the allegations and proofs of the plain-
ﬁiff, and all the records and files in this case being admitted
in evidence and being fully advised in the premises, the Court
finds as follows:

I

AS FINDINGS OF FACT, the Court finds that all of the
allegations of the plaintiff in her complaint are true, and that
the plaintiff is an actual and bona fide resident of the County
of Washoe, State of Nevada, and has resided therein for more
than six weeks prior to the commencement of this action, and
at the time of the commencement of this action she was, and now

is a bona fide resident of the said County and State; and as




EXHIBIT E (Continued)
1 II.
2 CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, that BUTH HELENEMATT, the plaintiff
3 || nerein, is entitled to a decree of this Court dissolving the
4 || bonds of matrimony now and heretofore existing between the said
5 | plaintif £ and the defendant, OTIS JOSEPH MATT, on the ground thaf
6 | the plaintiff and defendant have lived separate and apart,
7 | without cohabitation, for a period of time more than three
8 || consecutive years last past.
9 DECREE
10 WHEREFORE, by reason of the law end the findings
i aforesaid, '
12 IT IS ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the bonds of
13 matrimony now and heretofore existing between the plaintiff,
14 | rurH HELENEMATT, and the defendant, OTIS JOSEPH MATT, be, and
o the same are wholly dissolved, and the said parties be, and each
0 of them is, hereby restored to all of the rights and privileges
1 of single and unmarried persons to the same extent and for all
2 the purposes as if said marriage had never existed.
19
20 DONE IN OPEN COURT this 2nd day of Sept., 1955.
STATE OF NEVADA E - Gopdon W. Rice,
Ko 8 Sy District Judge

[, Ursula MacHenry, County Clerk of Storey County, State of Nevada, emd ex-officio Clerk of the District
Court of the First Judicial District of said State and County, do hereby certify that the above and foregoing is
a true, full and correct copy of the original.

. FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
... AND DECREE
......................................... In _the metter Entitled:

........................ . RUTH _HELENE MATT, Plaintiff....evge
............ OTIS.-JOSEPH -MATT, Defendant

IN WITNESS WHERECF, I have hereunto set my hend and

affixed the seal of said District Court this Tth day

of June A D 1051

URS?LA MacHENRY , Clerk.

By. AQ//L’LQ‘?{ C\(/M-e’-m Deputy Clerk.




EXHIBIT F

AUTBORIZATION TO BOSPITAL FOR RELEASE OF CHIID

k- , now of Waghoe, County, Nevada,

1L |
2 |the patural ¥otner of Baby/  Girl born the 16 aay of AUB- 19 56

3 |at St., Mary's Bospital, Reno, Nevada and said Baby

4 |now presently boarding in the NURSERY at ST. MARYS HOSPITAL, RENO, NEVADA, do
5 | berady state that prior %o being discharged from 8t. Marys Bospital, Reno, Bev.
6 |1 bave signed and acknowledged a Consent to the Adoption of said Bepy  Cirl
7 |by the adoptive parents named in said Consent to Adoption.

8 Fe

911, , therefore please request 8t.

10| Marys Bosp{tal, Reno, Nevada , to release Baby  gir]

1lito said pavty or marties pamed Iin the Consant to Adoption, or their suthorized

17/{ 18 to be relessed the Consent to Adoption sigued by the mother is presented
and wvhoever the suthorized agent of the mother is, should sign the following:
18|( Signatures on the Consent to Adoption and this Authorization should compare. )

1931 acknovledge that Baby iM bas been released to me, by St.
20 Marys Bospital on this /4 day n? ﬂx-dgf 19 _ﬁé . AM D /LPM.

?}./—\ , .
2’9 f\;gh"‘ ?%—*\#‘4\ M/]/AQM

P ieas

23| (Signature)




EXHIBIT F (Contlnued)

“ 7N W/ﬁr.-@ go/;/w - 5-257/

Mrs. Edgar arranged this placement privately with a Fresno couple.

The natural mother was led to believe that the placement was being
made through the State Welfare Department. The hospital release tends
to corroborate the fact that false representations were made to the
natural mother since the hospital release indicates that the child was
being released to a representative of the State Welfare Department.
Above on this very page is a photostat of writing appearing on the
back of the release which bears the name of Mrs. William B. Edgar and
her phone number in Reno. Mrs. Edgar often attempted to affiliate

herself as closely as possible with the Welfare authorities.
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FBI # | 663 385

EXHIBIT G

coPY

UNJTED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTJCE
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

Contributor of

Arrested

Elngerprints Name_and Number or_recelved Charge Disposition
SO Laramle Wyo Lonzo Phelps 1-6~35 mur 2nd deg acqulttal by
Jury
PD Cheyenne Wyo Larry Wrlight 7-28-36 |Inv & vag §25 F
#5741
PD Denver Colo Larry L. Wrlght 2-11-37 Inv. 2~13-37 rel
#18993
SRef Buena Vlsta Larry Wright 11~29-38 L Indeterminate
Colo #9612 6-11-39 par~
oled by Gov~-
ernor
S0 Cheyenne Wyo Larry Wright 9-22-39 G.L money 10-15-39 rel
#10872 complalnant
refused to
prosecute
SO Reeding Callf Larry Wrlght 12-18-39 dls. peace 30 das
#8272
PD San Fran Callf Larry L. Phelps 11-3-447 susp Sec 245 11-5-47 $20
#88335 Penal Code or 5 das 30
das prob on
chg Sec 242
o PC
SO Martlnes Callf Larry L. Phelps 2-2-48 K15 PC
#40L59
PD Cheyenne Wyo Larry L. Phelps 1-29-49 drk & dis- $50 bond
#5608 forf
PD Portland Oreg Larry L. Phelps 10-16-49 DC and hold 10~17-49 30
#27366 DA das susp.,
PD Los Angeles Calif Larry Lon Phelps 3-2-50 drk
#4066 W 16
PD San Pablo Callf Larry L. Phelps 11~25~50 drk In & $50 ball
#1813 about an forf

auto



EXHIBIT G, contlnued

Contributor of
Flngerprints

Name and Number

Arrested
or recelved

Charge

Disposltlon

CSC-A

PD Sacramento Callf

PD Reno Nevada
(prt-ret encl)

PD Reno Nev

PD Las Vegas Nev

S0 Las Vegas Nev

SO0 Las Vegas Nev

PD Las Vegas Nev

PD lLas Vegas Nev

SO Las Vegas Nev

PD las Vegas Nevy

Larry L. Phelps
#12 51 L8030

Larry L. Phelps

Larry L. Phelps
#24123

Larry L. Phelps
#24123

Larry L. Phelps
#M~16098

Larry Phelps
#13059

Larry Phelps
#13059

Larry L. Phelps
#M-16098

Larry L. Phelps
#M~16098

Larry L. Phelps
#13059

Larry L. Phelps
#M-16098

12-12+-50

2-25-4]

5-2l=5k

10~18~54

11-16-55

L-26-56

6-17-56

6-17-56

6-22-56

7-2-59

viol ord
630-4th Ser
& Battery

drk & res-
Isting an
of f

drk

pub nulsance

630 $25 F 5 das
Clty JI

Battery $50 F
or 20 das Co
Jall 2-28-5]

$10 or 10 das
on drk chg $25
or 25 das on
chg of resist~
Ing an off

$2 or 1 da
10-19~-54

threatening to commlt
an offense agalnst the
person of another

[nv AWDW

DC

AWDW

A&B

6-22-56 rel
to Justice
Court
6-18-56 $50
or 25 das



EXHIBIT H
COPY

This Is to certlfy that the following 1s a transcript, to the best of our-
abl1ity, of the tape recording made by Deputy Witte {n Apt, "D" at L42] North
Lth St., Las Vegas, Nevada, at the time. The persons Involved In thils convers-
atlon are Larry Phelps, Dorothy Phelps, Marllyn and Willlam Witte, to be noted

herelnafter by the capltal letter of the flrst name of each subject. Portlons _"

of thls transcrlpt were not readable and were, therefore, omltted, The por-
t fons that were readable are verbatim.

Time: 1:09 p.m., 11-15-55;
W. Don't be nervous, honey.
M. Okey.
(gound of knockling)
W. How do you do. Are you Mr. Phelps?
L: Yes.

W. | am Mr. Witte, and this Is my wife, Marllyn. We were told to contact
you by your attorney In regards to the adoption of the baby.

D. Hello.

W. How do you do. Are you Mrs. Phelps?

B; That Is rlght.

W. Well | was ~-~

M, Oh, we are Just In tlme for breakfast,

D. We work and don't get to eat tl]l late,

W. Oh, you do? (pause) Oh, the baby has been born?
L. You dldn't know that?

W. No, we didn't, A boy?

D. Yes, seven days.

W. How old?

D. Seven days.

W. Seven days. Look at the head of halr on him, will you.

M. Isn't he pretty?



EXHIBIT H - pg. 2

L. Have a chalr.
W. Sure enough - We never had a chlid,
M. And | am Just crazy about them!

L. When we started th's deal - oh, | guess It's been about two or three
months ago, | wanted the child to have something | never had - a good educatlion,

W, Well, we can provlde that | am pretty sure,
L. A stable couple.
W. Uh huh.

.. 1 have several people who are interested in the child - now | am about
to change my mlind,

W, Well, It is a privilege naturally,

L. 111 tell you truthfully, with a lot of people It was a question of
money at one tlime for the baby,

W, Uh huh,
L. All the peopie that answered the ad were not too well set up.
W. Sure, that Is right,

. Now, If | wanted anything | have always had to - | have always had to
pay for what | got.

Wi, Uh huh = well, fortunately, for young persons, we're pretty solvent,
We own a small bar with another guy.

(., What Is the name of your attorney?

W. BI11 Singleton he Is,

i., He handled the case for Mrs. Haycock, didn't he?

W, | don't know - he Just is our bar attorney and as a result, he knew
that we were looking for a baby. He told us, he gave us the Instructlons and

told us "If you don't have to give the name, fine, but If you do, go ahead.'

i, 1 know Mr. Singleton, he was Mrs. Haycock's attorney on the adoption
proceedlngs.,

W, Well, | don't even know them. - - -

L., Well, they are pecple from Bakersfleld., Mr. Singleton had these peo-
ple - Mrs, Haycock saw notice of It In the paper here, so the reason | met Mr.
Singieton Is through ~ he represented them as a client. . . (unreadable). . .
wire In Bakersfleld, and she wrote we a couple of letters here in which she



EXHIBIT H - pg. 3

has a 600 acre farm -~ it was a money deal and she was golng to pay all ex~
penses and so forth -- and when you come right down to It, well, | guess she
changed her mind,

W. Uh huh,

L. He was supposed to bring her up again this evening. Well, | never
heard about it, so | -- actually, the baby was born a week ago today.

W. Uh huh,

M. How much did 1t welgh?

L. SIx pounds, efght ounces,

W. Um -~ that's good,

L. And it's a boy.

W. Well, we can offer him a good home -- there's no kldding about that,
Fortunately, we have made It all right. We're not loaded, but we do manage to
keep a bank.

L. You sald you owned a bar.

W. Yeah.

L. Here In town?

W. Half of It == I'm a partner with another man, Frank Rist. [t's a
camera bar -- Bond Road between Paradlise Road and 95 South. You've probably
seen 1t. |It's tn front of the traller court.

L. 1've been by It.

W. Uh huh. Now, what Is the scoop on the adoption proceedings? What
must we do == what would be required of us from you people? We would llke to

know that,

L. As | sald a few mlnutes ago, we had talked back and forth, and | -~
then what | wanted was for them to take the baby from the hospltal,

W. Uh huh.

L. That Is to take the baby right from the hospital, This way, you know,
It Is a harder procedure to my wlife, and also to myself -~ to brlng the baby
home and start taking care of It,

W, Well, that's for sure,

L. Naturally we are more attached to it thls way, and when | called Mrs.
Haycock. . .Alllson. . .Mr. Singleton can tell you that | wanted her to pick
the baby up -- also another couple who were going to fly from Detroit and plck
the baby up right from the hospltal.



EXHIBIT H - pg. 4

W. Well, are your bills all pald, or do you want them to be taken care
of ?

L. My bills are all pald -- | pald for them,
W, Well, then, what would be the necessary procedure?

L. The only procedure now would be the question of money -- for you as
what | would classify as expenses.

W. All right -- Well, as long as [t is only a condition of money, why It
Is up to you to name ft. | mean, we don't know,

L. Well, It Is an awkward position now we brought the boy home. It Is a
questlon of money but | don't think you'll pay the price.

W. You don't?

L. No.

W. Well, 1'11 tell you thils, If | can get a guarantee that the adoptlon
wll)] be legal, and that | wlll have the chlid, you name It and 1'1] tell you
rlght flat out whether or not | have It, how's that?

L. Well, It will cost you exactly six thousand.

W. Six thousand? We can about scrape that together,

L. Cash,

W. Cash on the llne -~ no check involved?

L. No. No check Involved,

W. Ohey. .

L. |} can show you letters here =~ | will show you letters, |f you are
really Interested.

M. We are.

W. Well, as far as price Is concerned, with people llke us who just
haven't had a baby -~ we've tried and trled and tried and Just can't make It.

(Not readable). .

W. What Is your flrst name?
L. Larry.

W, Larry Phelps?

L. | went to Mr. Cashman here, July 20th, and | gave him $5100 cash for
an 0lds car. Everything | buy, 1 pay for it cash,



EXHIBIT H - pg. 5

W. Uh huh -- Well, | understand, | don't belleve In thils credlt buslness
frankly.

L. 1 don't elther =-- | got friends here =~- Now, here's another thlng
about attorneys -- | have been very fortunate with Mr. Singleton.

W. Now, all he does |s take care of buslness things, and as a result, we
don't get to contact him much because we don't have much of 1t.

L. Well, | mean, a long time ago we were going to let the baby go for
four thousand,

W. Uh huh,

L. Now, In thls particular case =~ he handled this case for Mrs. Haycock
-~ now, here's a telegram that was sent by Mrs. Haycock from Bakersfield.

We This Is from where?

L. Bakersfield == "Y"Dorothy Phelps, Our attorney wlll contact you Wednes-
day mornling."

W. That Is today?

L. That's last week.

W. | see.

L. It doesn't seem 1lke these people -- they aren't what you would call
-~ we]l -~ wealthy people. The 1lttie boy =- | dlidn't know ]t was golng to be
a boy -~ | wanted him to have an opportunity to have things --

M. 1 love llttle boys!

L. Everything | had to work for all my 1lfe --

W. Well, these people wanted you to Iist the Doctor bills,

L. 1 don't kind, which we did.

W. Uh huh.

L. Mr. Singleton's got the letters on the case,

W. Who has the letters on the case?

L. Well, he has == after all, | have been here since '38, off and on.

W, Uh huh,

L. There seems to be some of these attorneys == now, this Franklin, |
| guess he has made a racket out of bables,

W. | can't say - | don't even know the man,



L.
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Now, this attorney, he charges $75.00 to draw up adoptlon papers, and

some attorneys here charge flve hundred and some twelve hundred to draw up,
fees for adopting babies. If | am going to glve an attorney twelve hundred, |
may as well keep the baby myself,

W,
L.

W.
legal,

L.
W.

L.

Now, how would you want this, you say six thousand, Is that right?
That Is rlght,

You want this, then, In cash, and then the adoption would strictly be

You have your attorney draw up the papers,
Uh huh,

You have Mr, Singleton or any attorney that Is In town here draw up

any papers and |'l11 read them over.

W.
L.

W,

Okeh ==~ good deal.
And we come to the price of six thousand and the baby Is hours.

Okeh == 1t will take me abcut two days to scrape It up, but by golly,

1111 do 1t}

W,

Good enough,
That Is okey =~ | guess that Is about all we need then to find out,
If | were you, | wouldn't tell Mr, Singleton anything about the money.

You don't need to worry about that, Well, naturally, | don't think

It would be wise to tell anyone . . .

L.
W.
L.
W,

L.

| went around town and | got a good job ~~ | make $125 a week,
Where do you work?

1 work at Market Town,

Oh, that's quite a golng place, isn't [t?

| have got letters here from people who aren't any better off than |

am trying to adopt thls chiid,

W.

L.

Uh huh.

| am not even buying a home ~-- | am paying rent on thls apartment. |

want thls all handled so that ==

w.

L.

He Is a healthy child, Is he not?

Oh yes, you can check with Dr. Hammill.
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W. Has he been weaned yet?
L. Has he been what?
W. Weaned,
D. Yes,
W, You are not nurélng him?
M. What kind of formula are you usling?
D. Dextrose, evaporated mllk and water.
W. Who Is your Doctor 50 that we may as well go ahead with the same doctor,
L. Dr. Hammil1.
W. | guess | don't even know the guy.
L. He has been here thirty some years -- excellent doctor,
W. Uh huh. Well, I guess | should go down and see the attorney,

L. In other words, It's Just a question of the loot. However, we wlll
take that much money, otherwise, 1 don't think we w{l] go,

W, Yeah, Okey, glad to have met you, Mr,. Phelps, glad to have met you,
Mrs. Phelps,

L. You will let us know, for sure?

W. Oh yeah, we sure will, Let's see, today Is Tuesday -- how about
Thursday morning?

L. Thursday s flne.

W. What time do you get up?

L. 0Oh, I usually get up about I1.

W. About 11,

L. I work late at night,

W. Then sometime after 12 noon -- how's that?

L. On Thursday?

W. Yeah =- good enough =~ thanks a million, good-bye now,
M. Goodbye.

D. Goodbye,
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W. Goodbye, now.

Time: 1:22 p.m. 11/15/55.

/s/M1111am M, Witte
DEPUTY WILLIAM WITTE

/3/ loulse Caln
LOUISE CAIN
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EXHIBIT J

Mr. James Kolts

Deputy Assistant District Attorney
Hall of Justice

Los Angeles, California

Dear Mr., Kolts:

Enclosed is the requested photostat copy of
the check that we made out to Jordan M, Wank, I
hope that i1t will be of some use to you.

Also enclosed is a photostat copy of a letter
received by us from Mr. Wank showing the breakdown
of expenses for the adoption of our second little
boy. The corrections on the far right of the
letter were made after we discussed the breakdown
with Mr. Wank in January, 1961, We felt that we
did not have to pay for his good time and fun in
Las Vegas as we went there for business not for
pleasure,

We trust that any help given to you by us will
not interfere with our adoption proceedings of
Jeffrey which should be coming up in the next month,

We are glad to have been able to help you
in this matter.

Mﬂt@w M@b Sincerely
£

2, ,fg%%45_zﬁffﬁidézm?§ja

Mre., Ralph W, DuBois, Jr,.

e, 2pne Clicck (%127 571)
B Jonse Kt 2’0-,41?.-.;%
B s g 2o pmty G 2
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v-v’QTu J} LVRJA j

1 ®8.
COURTY OF WASHOE )

n this AUtk day of Cctober A.D., one thousand nine

undred and Fifty Nioe parsonally appsared before me,

JATHALIE K. SEEHAN . a Notary Publiec in and for the said County

of

O 09 Lae person described fn and who
08 loregoling instruaent, who acknowledp d
sxecuted Lhe same freely and

AOr tThe uses and purposes therelin

DAVE hersunto set my
at ay ofiice in
AL

Va el - ra

KeYada,

¥ RLVADA

@

COUIrt 0 heconrd,

Lhe person w

LD WwWabd

~t b

further certify

sald ATHALLL &,

L0 and the sald annexed instrusent
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EXHIBIT L
COPY

AUTHORI ZATION AND REALEASE

e

KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS:

That We, Robert and LI1ly Green, now of Las Vegas, Clark County, Nevada,
father and mother of a mlnor boy child, born the 1st day of July, 1959, at the
LAS VEGAS HOSPITAL In the County of Clark, State of Nevada, DO HEREBY state
that we did on the 2nd day of July, 1959, at the LAS VEGAS HOSPITAL, County of
Clark, State of Nevada, freely and wlthout reservation execute a RELINQUISH-
MENT OF CHJLD AND CONSENT TO ADOPTION In favor of
and do hereby authorize sald LAS VEGAS HOSPITAL to release sald minor child to

at such time as shall be authorlzed by the attend-
Ing physlcian. We further, release, discharge and forever hold harmless sald
LAS VEGAS HOSP}TAL from any and all clalms, causes of action arising out of or
In any way connected wlth the RELINQUISHMENT AND RELEASE,

We acknowledge that we have read or have had read to us this AUTHORIZA-
TION AND RELEASE and fully understand the same and the Import thereof.

DATED at Las Vegas, Clark County, Nevada thls 2nd day of July, 1959.

Signed: /s/ Robert Lee Green _

Stgned: /s/ Llly Patricla Green

STATE OF NEVADA)
:+ SS
COUNTY OF CLARK)

on thls 2nd day of July, 1959, personally appeared before me, a Notary
Public In and for sald County and State, Robert and Lily Green, known to me to
be the persons described In and who executed the above and foregoling Instrument
and who duly acknowledged to me that he and she executed the same freely and
voluntarlly and for the used and purposes thereln

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, | have hereunto slgned my name and affixed the offlc-
lal seal of my offlce. (Balance of notarlzatlon not declpherable,)

The followlng appears on the back of EXHIBIT L:
Investlgator's note:

Arrangments made by Attorney Ruly Earl, Las Vegas
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State of Nevada
County of Washoe

w!ﬂn ig tno Cﬂrrﬁfg that the undersigned___ S 0Stice of the PeéumJ

in Virginia City Township - County of Storey did, on the
7th doyof _JUne  4.D. 195k _jein in lawful Wedlock
JOHNNIE C. HUFF o__Reno |
o Reno Siate of_Nevada with their
[ in the o Kate Tannehill and
Florence Ballou EdwaBds were witnesses.
Kate Tannehill '
Florence Ballou Edwards Matilda E. Pollard
SEAL | Justice of the Peace
Recorded at the request oM+ E. Pollard Filed__Jun, 10 195k

Delle B. Boyd

County Recorder.
State of Nevada s
County of W ashoe
I Delle B. Boyd County Recorder in and for W ashoe County, do

hereby certify that I have compared the foregoing with the original record thereof as the same appears in my
office, in vel 237 of Marriages, page 300 and that the foregoing document is a full,

trwe and cerrect tramscripi therefrom, end of the whole of such original record.
WITNESS my hand and efficial seal hereunto set this__ 18 _day of___June A.D. 1961

M /3 d
County Recorder.

. -
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Miscellaneous Exhibit

State 055 Nevada )
Cowufy og Washoe )

M.

lébyginiaiﬂkilanalaﬁ xéeing 359L¢i dbi%z‘dwonn, cﬂ%DQAGus and
says:

9, Vuwa MdDonald, a A.ingle woman oven the age 03‘5
uﬁgﬁiee.n yeard, Ae..d.éa&'n‘g in Reno, Washoe Caun,f#, Nevada, am
zhe natural mothen o{ a chidd born out o# wedlock, Zo-wit, an
Laegd.iuna.ie 5a6¥ boy born at Washoe Medical (enten I‘fo.dfuial
at Reno, Nevada, on the 28tk c{ag of ﬂugmi, 7957.

9 hereby irrevocably consent to the adopiion of said
baby boy Mebonald, by Arthur H. Beng
and Heden £, Berg ,» his wige, of Fresno, Caﬁg‘wcmia.

9 do Aeneéy release andﬁmeiinguiaﬁ #aneven 2o said
adop.uhéz parents the cu.d.z‘.oa’% 03‘ said 6a6‘9¢ 60‘9:, and all my
Aigﬁi, duties, oéié?aiiond and'éenejiid as a parent o sald
Baéy 5ay.

9n execuiing 2his a{éidhu&i,.g am jul4y consciouws and
9 am not unden iﬁe.influence of d&ugd, sedatives or narcotics
of any kind, 9 gully understand that in execuiing #his consent
9 innevocably give up all my rights of any nature and kind
whatever as a parent o said child, and 9 understand that
9 cannot Jz.ec[_cu'm said child nor revoke this consent. 9 anm
execuiiqgliﬁia consent é&ee4? and'vvluniami%g without any
undue «Cngllmmce., duress, threat on p/z.mwe.e 05‘ any kind.

FJor mone iﬁén iﬁiaig_d%gajpaiam 2o the binth of.aaid’
chidd it has been, and sl is, my Andention io_place zhe
chidd with adhpiive‘paaenia. 9 understand that @pon.aaid'
adhpiion the adhpiingipanenid wildd, fan all interesits and
purpases, occupy ihe degal nelation of parents io said child,




Miscellaneous Exhibit

and that said chidd will be /x.egma’ea’ and treated in all
redpects as the child 03Z sald aa’op.&}téz parents.

b have cmeg‘uﬂy nead this ag‘alxlcfavi.i and consent, and
9 have .u'.‘gnea’ Lt as my jﬂee act and desire. 9 understand
the condeguences 03‘ my act.

Dated: /:‘“wf 3 , 1957
zg-% iz 2L U1

Subscernibed and swonn 2o 6e5‘one me

this 3 /4 day of SL? ZE,;zé:ﬂ?ﬂ.

/Voia/z.g Public

My Commission Expires June 15, 1958
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STATE OF NEVADA, ‘
COUNTY OF WASHOB.

I. &L K. BROWN. C¢ unty Clerk. and ex-officio Clerk of the Second Juﬁmal Distriet

IR T o DY i

Court of the State of Nevada, m and for Washoe County, said court a court of record,
baving a common law jurisdiction, ;md a clerk and & seal, do here that the forego-
ing s a full, true and corvect copy of the original FINDINGS OF F. NCLUSLONS
-OF JAW AND DECREE OF DIVORCE = =~~~ s g
- Case No, 170629 ~-NIRGINIA C. HUEF.____~_ Plaintiff
o e e JOHNNIE _C. HUFF Peleacant

S

which a@w'> * vy on ﬁleuddm-ordmmyomceltﬁem,intﬂdcomtg.

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I bave hereunto set my

RS handmd:ﬂiudthuﬂo(l;id'wt.atﬂm;
F NG Ol L i e ek
e LSRRl o -~f--*---r~-a\n-1“l f
5') ‘k“'.J.‘ e oo & . K . ’ s Tk '
Gt R Aram
13320 1 R B
i:'fTr;‘-. o Hy. 4. A
L 7"5;. i
- - re
L T T LA o Sk S R e M 3 = SR LK wvie ki b .
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