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I, WILLIAM W. HARPER, being first duly sworn, depose

as follows:

1. I am a resident of the State of Califcrnia and for
approximately thirty-seven years have lived at 615 Prospect Boulevard

in Pasadena, California. R

)
- .

2. 1 am now and for thirty-five years have been éngaged

in the field of consulting criminalistics.

"

3. My formal academic*background includes studies at
Columbia University, University of California at Los Angeles and

California Institute of Technology where I spent four years, including

“

studies in physics and mathematics with the major portion devoted to

»

ph'ysics research.

»*

4. My practical experience and positions held include”

ng criminalist to the Pasadena Police Depart-

seven years as consultl
. _ ..

ment where I was in charge of the Technical Laboratory engaging in

L4
the technical phases of police training and all technical field investiga-

tions including those involving firecarms. I was, during World War 11,

for threc years in charge of technical investigation for Naval Intelli-

~gencc in the 11th Naval District. located at San Diego, California.

-
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suicides and accidental shoo.tings.. I have testified as a consulting
cri‘minva.list in both cfiminal and civil litigations and for both defense
and prosecution in both State and Federal Courts. I have-qua'liﬁed
.as é.h e:lcpert in the courts of California, Washington,' Ore.gon, Texas,
Nevada, Arizona and Utah. I am a Fellow of the American Academy

of Forensic Sciences.

-

5. E)uring the past seven months I have made é careful
review and st‘udy of the physical circumstances of the assassination
of Senator Rober; F. ‘K'ennedy in Los Angeles, California. In this
connection I have:- examined the physical evidence intréduced at the
trial, including the Sirha;mlweapon‘, the bulle_t's.and shell cases.- I have
also studied the autopsy report, the autopsy photographs, and pertineat
éortions of the trial‘ testimony. . |

-,

6. Based on my background and t{aininé, ﬁpon my experi-

ence as a conl.sulting criminalist, and my studies, examination and

analysisof data related to the Robert . Kennedy assassination, I have

arrived at the following findings and opinions:

[ 4

A. An analysis of the physical circumstances at the
scene of the assassination discloses that Senator Kennedy was fired
upon from two distinct firing positions while he was walking through

the kitchen pantry at the Ambassador Hotel. * FIRING POSITION A, the



POSITION 13:, is clearly established by the autopsy repor.t. It w‘as
located in close proximity to the Senator, immedié.tely to his right
and i‘éaf. It was from this position that 4 (four) shots were fired,
three of which entered the Senator's body. One of these three shots
made a fatal penetration \Of the Senatof's brain. A fourth shot
passcd th?(;ugh the right shoulder pad of the Senator's coat. Tﬁese
four shots froxﬁ Firing Position B ‘all produced powder residue pat-
terns, indicating, they were fired from a distance of oan a few inches.

They were closely grouped within a 12 inch circle. -

In marked contrast, the shots from FIRING POSITION
A produced no.pg‘wder residue patterns on the bodies or clothing of any
of the surviving victims, all of whom were walking behind the Senator.

These shots were widely dispersed.

Senator Kennedy recejved no frontal wounds. The
. three wounds suffered by him were fired from behind and he had entrance
wounds in the posterior portions of his body.

L

-~ B. It is evident that a strong congflict exists between the

eycwitness accounts and the aﬁtopsy findings. This conflict is totally
irreconcilable with the hypothesis that only'Sirlian's gun was involved
in the assassination. The conflict can be eliminated if we consider that
"a second g'{m was being fired from FIRING POSITION B concur%ently '

~with the firing of the Sirhan gun from FIRING POSITION A. Itis self-

-
g

" evident that within the brief period of the shooting (roughly 15 seconds)



No‘ eyewitncéscs saw Sirhan at any position othcr than FIRING POSITION
A, where he was quickly restrained ‘by citizens present at that time and

place. -

C. It is my opinion that these circumstances, in conjunction
with the autopsy report (without for the moment considering édditional
evidence), {irmly establish that two guns were being fired in the kitchen

pantry concurrently:

b

+

D. There is no reasonable likelihood that the shots {rom
FIRING POSITION B could have been fired by a person attempting to
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i | stop Sirhan. ,This"is because the person shooting from FIRING POSITION

"B was in almost direct body contact with the Scnator. This person could
" have seen where his_ sho£s wogld strike the Senator, since the fatal sh‘ot
v‘was fired (muzzle) from one to threc iﬁches‘fro‘m the Senator's head.
( Had Sirhan been the intendgd target,. the pers'on'shooting would have ex-
‘ tended his arﬁ beyond the Senator and fire.d di.rééltly at Sirhan. .Further-
mbre, two of the shots from FIRING POSITION B were s.teeély upward;
'on(‘z' shof actually penetrating the ceiling overhé.a.d.
E The police appear to have conclﬁdcd that a .tota;l of eight
shots weré‘ﬁ‘red with seven bullets accounted for and one bullet unrecov-

ered. This apparent conclusion fails to take into account that their evi-

deuce shows that a fourth shot from FIRING POSITION B went through
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testimony. It could not have been the shot which struck Victim Paul

Schrade in the forehead since Schrade was behind the Senatér and

- L o4

traveling in the same direction. The bullet producing this hole in the

2 U e S e A e 5 el A

| Shvouldver. pad from back to front could not have returned by ricochet or
otherwise to strike Schrade in the forehead. This fourth shot from
FIRING POSITION B would indicate 9 (nine) shots were fired, witﬁ two
bullets unrecovered. This ‘mdicatioﬁ provides an additional basis fo'r
thg contention that two guns were-involved, since the Sirkan gun c;ould
have fired oxily 8 (eight) shots.

-

F. Thé prosecution testimony attempted to 2stablish that
the Sirhan gun, and né othér, was involved in the as.sassination. It is
-' a fact, however, that the only gun avctually 1in-1;ed scientifically wit}-m the
'shboting is é secondngun, not the Sirhan gun. 'i‘he serial number of the"
-k Sirhan gun is No. H53725.~The serial ;uumger. of the second gun is
" No. H18602. It is also an Iver Johnéoﬁ l22 cal. cadet. The expert testi-
fhony, based ‘ovn matching the three test bulléts of Exhibit 55 in a compari-
~son mior'oscope to three of the evidence’ bulletss\_‘ (Exhibit 47 removed from
" t’he Senatof, Exhibit 52 removedb {rom G'oldstei;x and Exhibit 54 removed
from Weisel) concluded that the thrce evidence bullets were fircdvfrom
the same gun that {ired the three test bullets of IIxhibit 55. The physical
evidence s‘hox'vs that the gun that fired the three test bullets was gun No.

-H18602, not the Sirhan gun. Thus, the only gun placed at the scene by

seiontific ovidence is oun No. H18602. Sirhan's gun was taken fr'om' him



—

-

history of gun No. H18602 nor how the police came into posscssion of it.

G. No test bullets recovered from the Sirhan gun are in
evidence. This gun was never identified scientifically as having fired any
of the bullets removed from any of the victims. Other than the appal ent

s‘elff-evident fact that gun No. H53725 was forcibly removed from Sirhan

at the scene, it has not been connectcd by microscopic examinations or

other scientific testing to the actual shooting.

ke

H. The only reasonable conclusion from the evidence developed

by the police, in spite of their protestations to the contrary, is that two

&

guns were being fired in the kitchen pantry of the Ambassador Hotel at

the time of the shooting of Senator Kennecdy.

I. From the general circumstances of the shooting the only

-»
t i

reasonable assumption is that the bullet removed from victim Weisel was
in fact fired from the Sirhan gun. This bullet s in near perfect condition.

I have, therefore, chosen it as 2 test! bullet from the Sirhan gun and
- .

. B
‘compared it with the bullet removed from the Senator's neck. The bullet

removed from the Senator's neck, Exhibit 47, was one of those flred from
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FIRING POSITION B, while the bullet remov red from Weisel, E\hlblt 54
was one of th_ose fired from FIRING POSITION A, the posxtlon of Sirhan.
My examinations disclosed no individual charactcristics establishing tiat

-

" Exhibit 47 and Exhibit 54 had been fired by the samec gun. In fact, my



" ings are as follows:

-

- Dated:

The above finding stands as independent proof that two guns

were being fired concurrently in the kitchen pantry of the Ambassador

Hotel_ at the time of the shooting.

J. The conclusions I have arrived at based upon fny find-

- (3)
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES )

On thi s

. 4
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Two 22 calibre guns were involved in the assassi-
nation.
Senator Kennedy was killed by one of the shots

fired from FIRING POSITION B, fired by a

second gunman.-

“The five surviving victims were wounded by Sirhan
shooting from FIRING POSITION A, -

It is extremely unvlikely that any of the bullets firgd

by the Sirhan gun ever struck the body of Senator
Kennedy.=
It is also unlikely that the shooting of the Senator

could have: aécidentally resulted from an atterhpt

_ to shoot Sirhan. .

December 28, 1970.
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William W. Harper

§S.,

day of‘Decembcr. 1970, before me appeared,:
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