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While I am sure that you will not mésn the import of the last part of todsy's
Lardner story I weat to corrslate it with what we laresdy have in evidence about
the disagreements {n descriptions of the spocimens, as I am sure we do through my
affiddavits and the information I was able to get by patting Earl Gols up to stories
on this; with the essential dishonesty of Gudnn's telling roporters ingx private
what he did not testify to as en expert witness; with what Guinn did let drop, that
Q15 has disappeared entirely and his failure t- meke eny copper tests), particularly
with Q33 and with what may have seemed extrome in what I wrote in after yeg-
terday's broadcast, the susgestion that the ssmples are pot authentic and are rigged.
1 now believe that the 1ikelihood of his "Connally" sample being a plece of what
Frazier removed from Q) must be considered, at least not discarded as a possibility.

What this makes without any doubt at all is that there is need to identify each

specimen as well as the résulis relating to each. By this I mesn Guinn gnd distine

guished from Gallagher specimens. I think thds is also poweriul support for the need
to take further depositions and under stipulated conditions in which the appeals
courteitherdireetseertaimtm.n@oratlamtauthorimt}m.I #2e in these newest
ésvelomments an affirmation of the apreals court's language in its remand and of
ita wisdom. So let us crank up Wignore's eagine, if I any use this relating to the
appeals court,

I thiank 1t now is urgent $hat you do what you have been rvluetent o 6oy &dd to
legal arguments the strongest kiad of political langusge mnd the strongest kind of
castigationsm with real indignation. This is not a situation in which quiet and
persuasive legal reasoning only is apyropriate. It sereams for mrotest, for eloguent
anger, for expressions or genuine outrages ranging from what errant goverrment and
facile and complascent govermment counsel have done o your eging client %o &

gatss that moat deeply subversive of crires.

This is what “incoln described a trying men's souls. *% is siuwply incredible
that eny such evidencs can disappear and ths FEI hdlmtahutitwhhitism
mm"tinparticularandmvmiomdmimanddodgntobenblawcmﬁnuqto

Tou really wust lay it on, with eloguence and msaion,

Thinking of this inoonceivsble situation I am reminded of a soall matter that
myloonlarge.%mmalwnepim of the base of 709, Hbv&rtileamedthz}tit
reported just fell off at the &rohives. Such a plecs Frasler eould have oulied off
¥ith bis fingers. Instesd he out & plece out and kept this totally secres, even when
he was e Comnission -itnoss, s fact that would not have bean known 47 T hed nat

fho first part, the outting, when I was able to examine the bullet, and
m it by prizing A Oser 4n Bew Orlesns for his questioning of g¥razier,

1 by any remote chance any pert of this is imocent I don't tiink that any

impartial person will mo. 80 rogard it.

¥t & rcord! What o situstion $o kave to take as nev material to an apyeals
court where thenewispreclud&dwi‘thacaseasoldasthisom, with all its history
in 211 the courbs 4n which 4% has been.

Ithinkthatifyondoulakktlwy'llmhavathsirh'attfﬂl.

i‘nthisemmoﬁonreamberalaotlmtwehavealwminsistadtbatuhaveand
assume the obligation formdorhnngtopmtactﬂmindomofﬂujnﬁdm

and cite this as an example of the need and whet ecan happen %o the Judiciary if there
is not the likes of us %o tmdertaie such obligations, A



