12/17/69
Dear Dick {ce Gery),

Relet 9: Yerexing: you'll fir, tust rate is for escn sueet. It is not
the tntel number of cunecte tut the copies of esecid. - lesrned tuie in LeCoy wuere
there is so.ething sizilur (but not auite we cuesp)e Yhere slso slsc & new

msclive turt sutnmetienlly reduced legal to etter size, ot slicutly lower rete.
I'n vae s Bl cur f?iu the wurry be-% ig in exrror in “FlWinx tig

fregment from tue wricst, but L'm uot going to uvssume ite xlrut now 1'm trying
to get i criginnl nloture, with esption,

G991 By naw ven hove letter = snd exrlrastion, This is nulte rneiatent
#ltn whet 1've discovered, snother "loss" of wnetsl a% this point, after mv ricture
wes made suc Lofnre L ~ard's, ond mine woo fter link's, beceruse they ~fered me
his. 7 dida'y even loot ot t.om, ‘

Clie 243,862 2nd Sed: Ztrange nov tac turee ~ P ug reachsd similsr cenclusinng by

il fferent mesns. et weuld be heleful £ w~uld Be if you wrote we ¢ memo , ﬁéhﬁing
cory tc woaward f~- nis ¢~ ent, sddiiticn, etc., tr suvrort my cleina {~r tuesde and
uge ir ecourt (frr .md's understending) 1 tuink I dekected enough to supnort Loward
wita tue noked eye unu wrote you sbout it. dhen tnie e all in ksna 1'1) mcke bue
rignt incuiry, in writing, Hether, 1'11 auve i° for the brisef snc court. If you
sent me thce text = xeorrd digcussed on vwanlced somrles go on walcn sidee in comp.
misco. gtudies, + n=ve it, bu* . &r et reenll 1%, 1 balievs 1 de Leve Joln's pilz,.

IS
%]

rrezier znu snectrnat 1 st tulng - s»id on subect, in “hitewesh. All be
enid 1s tuey sre lesg #lleys, nothing nore. nd tue list of toem iz infinite.
I bteltnve 1 nlar rninedd out varistions ir brtches of tnz ceme menufscture,

A3 an examnle ~7 tune tricks tus mind n uys, snicn - addeessel briefly
last nigBt: 1 belisve | Lnave ne reference in TV ITII tc toe £.0 mm dismeter fwmx
free in the r ar of tie lLead, Somehinw, cerms tn v 1 knew it, Vet I ssked nowsrd
trnomeka 8 nete of it f-r me when b wse here, wnd It've Just a4 ity In ails
hnadwritine, =~ it te nnogible eceryane sxcort 4 411 mise thie., Thus the im-
reaptenes ~F reerrdin~ the nbhviens,

Fleaze watch tue rsdicsal-rignt preass ioi we on sringuier's bo-k. send
clips. 1'11 nave to get it irerus s uarv ¥1ill frod ais v~urces) sns read, becsuse uLe
czi.cob BRibe & whnle book withe 1 bub.linge 4 wsnt aim to. ~ Adrescy nesve perjury

on uim. The only story * heve tul: For is Yalter Trahsn's (9BiTriv), dergis will

-urely play it, po:sibly =lso sllen-Scott eolumn. 4pd, of course, if the so-ctslled
responsible press reviews., They'll not mew be 18 & nut unless it is gluring.

Sincerely,



9 Dec 1969
Harold:

I have your letters of 4 Dec, to me and to Roffman.

Coup addition: I'1ll write to Hoch for & copy.

Xeroxing: 1 learned that there is a compnany here in
Kingston that does copying cheaper that Hoch can get it. They
charge 5¢ for the first 10 pages and 2¢ for each additional page.
I have not used them yet, so I can't say about quality. If it is
good, I'1l let you know, so that perhaps we can get our stuff
done cheaper.

Curry book: Re fragment "from Connally's arm” : Roffman
indicates that this is in error. 1'1ll check what he says when
I get the book, and will comment more later. It's nard for ne
to follow this without reference to the book itself,

Dempsgey: I plan to stay in touch, so 1'll pursue more
things with him later. sSrown and others.

Your 399 base picture: How can I think that Archives
n]oss" Oof this picture is anything but shenanigans? This makes
it all the worse for them is comparison of your photo with Rdff-
man's shows something important, as you indicate.

I cannot say much more until I see your picture.

Ywo suits--JFKand iIK: Good; the more the merrier (and the
more expensivel). Let me render whatever help I can. If you
think stuff may be tampered with in the mails, tell me and I'1l1
send you the address of a friend who will receive stuff for me.

N.0. scopesight deal: I have not yet pursued this further
with iary, but 1'1l take good note of your advice.

Note to Roffman re no micro marks on brass at base of
CE 543: I receutly called this to has attention in reply to
his Frazier notes, so he'll be getting it from both sides. I
an sending him stuff on the cartridge cases, so that he will know
what we are doing, and what possibilities may open up if we ged
the required pieces of evidence in hand for examination and test-
ing.

CEs 562 and 564éright-side pictures): Roffman sent me
a first rate analysis of these pictures in response to my guestion
whether they were made from the same negative. Itts—encIosed{e o)
I 4id not tell him what I had concluded or why; he came up with
the same answer for basically the same reasons-- more definite
than I myself had considered, but his photo knowledge lets him
exclude considerations that I had regarded as relevant, things
that to me indicated I might be wrong. R asserts "beyond reason-
able doubt" that the two pictures come from the same negative.
i have to probe him further on some points so that we can be
absolutely sure, and I'll check with another photo buff when I
¢et the CEs back from R, but so far things look very bad for

Frazier. If we can esteblish with certainty that these two




pictures (the ones on the right side of each exhibit) stem

from the same negative, then we will know with equal certainty
that Frazier did not use the comparison microscope in the prep-
aration of the exhibits. The question is "why?", I can't answer
that now, but I'11l bet it's enoughito make Frazier sweat on

the stand in court-- especially if photo expert and/Zor firearms
identification expert could be put forth to say that the pictures
do stem from the same negative.

I'11l pursue this more with Roffman and others and try to
nail it down beyond any doubt. Keep it in mind, for it may bear
importantly in your suit.

Did Hichols send you the irchives photo of these exhibits®
4s printed in the volumes they are not sufficient for analysis.
If You don't have them, I1'll send you slides when I et them.

Correction on my sending you a copy of K's memo. He says
he has extras, and I'1l ask him to send you one.

Frazier perjury: Roffman did not specify this to me, but
I'11 get the info from him

Frazier and specro: R's explanation clarifies my confusion
and error about Frazier's semantics. You know it, I am sure,
but he expresses it well: "He says that the mataligke composition
was simila® but that the metalic elements were identiGal. Fine,
this means that lead is identical to lead and antinony is identicaj
to antimony, but vhat about therelationship of the two." Whew!
You've got to hand it to Frazier, anyway; he's really on the
tall.

sy main interest now is in gettiug a copy of your 399 basge
photo. ieanwhile, I think it in your interest to bejigger the
Archives and find out why the negative was "losth. liaybe Frazier!'s
sweating over it even now. It would be a comfort to know that
he is.

Still,

ce Roffnan (maybe Sch&ner, too)



