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- Senator Javrrs. Thank you. 7 s

The Crarrman. I now excuse the ’Wltness. :

Mr. Merzeer. May it please the committee, mstead of describmg at
this point ‘the conversation that I' heretofore made reference to, I
would like, because of the time, to have this committee hear from the
lips of a loan shark victim himself the extent to’ which a loan shark
will go in his relentless efforts to-drain the lifeblood from one of' his
victims.

Now, this witness must be, because of obvious reasons, referred to
as Mr. John Doe. He was‘once the owner of a small business. He bor-
~rowed $1,900 from a loan shark, in order to sustain that business
during a period of financial crisis that he experienced. Until ke finally
came to the authorities; he had repaid approximately $14; 000 ‘on that
$1,900 loan, and still owed $5,000 more. Not long ago, one of his Chll-
dren was accidentally electrocuted.

The CratRMAN. How did that happen? =

Mr. Merzeegr. This happened in a railroad yard It had nothmg to
do with the loan shark. -

The Cramrman. I thought maybe your mentlomng 1t mlght have
some implications.

- Mr. Merzeer. The shark in his limitless desire to engor e lnmSelf
oﬁ' his prey, politely sent a floral piece to the funeral, and then on the
evening after the boy was buried, came to his victim’s home, demanded
that the victim hire a lawyer to sue the owner of the premises where
this tragic event took place, and then—and this is unbelievable, you
have to hear this from the witness hlmselfwghouhshly extracted from
this victim an assignment of any recovery that might be made in con-
nection with the death of his son. I respectfully recommend at this
time, Mr Chalrman, that Mr. John Doe be broucrht forward as a
witness. -

. The CI—IAIRMAN All mght sir. I am- adwsed Mr. J ohn Dee is
en route. He will be here in another minute. So we: will wait.i . -

Senator DomiNick. Mr, Chmrman, could I ask a couple of questlons
w’hlle we are waiting? . . o :

I was interested 111 lookmg at 1zhe or1m:1na1 record of M ‘
is that his name?

«. Mr; Merzoer, Yes, sir; John Franzese. - .0 0

Senator Domrnick. He has had quite a long record as ;Ear as arrests
and charges are concerned; starting in 1938, according: to the tian-
seript which you gave us. It would seem most of the charges were
pretty well disposed ‘of. He dldn’t serve. much «tlme in! prlson, is that
correct ? . : S

- Mr. Merzeer. That is true.: f

- Senator:Dominiok. Was this because of lack of ewdence %

Mr. Merzeer. Because of the inability to procure ev1dence—~th&t is
to say to use evidence that was properly procured—-particularly - with
respect to eavesdropping, electronic surveillance. His conviction could
have been obtained. I can state to you with authority his conviction
could have been obtained years ago. ¥h0W for a fact 5 years ago—had
we been able at that time to use wiretap evidence, secured. pursuant
to court order.

Senator Dominick. Is it my understanding that the tapes you have
here are obtained pursuant to court order?
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