Lear Jim, Deposition transoripts, C.A.75-226 3/151/77

1 suppose the transcripts are confidential until filed. “ note this because I'm
asicdng Howard ant Dave via carbons about their recollections of Stombaugh's testimony
before the W.C, You may also consider whether you want Howard to read the transeript
for eny suggestions of a factual or legal naturs be may make for your uss of them.

Wndle you wers not tough on Frazier, and I Jmow afterward you said you'll have to
be in the future, I think you have a good record and that his arrogence and antagonism
are helpful. Whers he repeatedly deusnds expert-wilikess fees at each crucial point
« relating to evidenoe about which we do NOT have illY report, I think he is quite helpful, — —
He directly violated ths directive of the Court of Appeals, to determine uhather or
not there are such reports.

After reading both depositions I am satisfied that you ddd not go astray, did not
seek to use the depositionn for other purposes than establisking complisnce or none
conplinoncae

Stonewaller that ke is, practised at svasion ss his ycara of FEl experieace have
uade him, he helped us and he did give us testimony we need. Hes has testified to the
existing of tests the results of which we do not have., You will find this in the notes I
made while reading it, included with this.

Hip insuffereble nastiness and inappropriate arregance when you went into the
damage to the front of the shir’ and the tie combdned with what he testified to at
least twice and I think three times combine effectively for us, I think. He did have
Faul Stombaugh make an examipation of the shirt-tie damages to determine exactly what
you asked, did the holes ovevlap. Ve do not have it. In hismee, he also testified that
he gave me everything the request calls for., In fact he was with filty and Bresson.

fragier further testified to the dist-ibution of raports where &4ilty did not testify
to searching or having ssarchad. They went to Dallas - all of them, and the ssme is
true of what 1 think he first called downstairs and then the Coswunications Division. His
testimony is that this Division has a copy of all reports.

In evading on the curbstome he injected another test =nd another ruport on which
we have nething. Thia is where hs says he made a mioroscopic examinntion. We have no
notes of his on this. Be testifisd that the sketch is not his. This mesns that unless
it is Gallaghers, and how Gallagher could have made a sketch on sixe and direction
from a sanple of the smear is not apparent, ther: has to have been still another teat.
Its existence remaina secret from us. Helping us on this is his testimeny that the
smear if of a dimension that he would not axpect of a bullst and that after reading
the lab papers we got, all of them, he could not tell whethor in fact a wheelwedght
rathor than a bullet made that smear! To what end a spsctro then?

He recalled that thore wan HAA on ke windshfldd and ?11*::,' denfas 1% sver thouch
we have a record on it. He is ons of the crew that atoppsd lab work, he testified for
e matter of hours only, to examine that windshisld so he hed some first-porson knowledge.

I thinik my notes will disclose another such point 1've now forgotten.

His rafusul to testify on the cutting of the tie af'ter testifying that it was cut
off is very helpful. You may want to combime this with the subsequent history, whem
Werdig got 70-2569 dismissed by assuring Gessdl they would take pictures for me but not
gve them to me. Howard has obtained records i think I elso have in which 1t is clear that
the intent was to substitute pictures for the tie, not deny pictures. Howard weuld be a
better source, although I might find them, I have a new mquest on this, denied. We may
want to use this for Shemeyfelt, who I think took the plotures. We may want o subpoena
the pictures taken for we and all the relevant records, sapecially those relating to the
unknotting of the tie. Archives ascured (Gesell they would give me plotures of the know,
uy raquest apecified teken frow the cut slze, sal then thsy ssy 1t is unknotted, How
coula they have given thds assurance if they kmew it was unimotied? The knot is the evidencs,



The measing of Frasier's testimony is that at tho cutset he had Stombaugh make
these examinations relating to which we have no roports at all, nmo records of nay iind,
Be also testifisd that he knew of no work after the Comedssion reported. 4n combine-
Hon they fairly clearly establish the existence of the knot at the Hime of the Com is=ion,
Johncon tol: me that he transported this msterial from the FHI Yo Mia bullding and that
uofthanhedidnethnwofitmrbdngloekadnt.Iueurumncnmeouldhn
prosumed 1% was in the condition in which 1t was when it as entered into evidence. Tou
may want to explore this in depositions. We are deniod the reporta on the work the
existence of which is noww sworn to and I have been denied the picture of the evidecace
the court was sssured would bs taken for me. The evliisnce wsa destroyed. I can now
Prove mor: thau 1 did in Post Mortem that thnrmtneekwomdmahnthosurt.
which provides motive for the destruction of this essential evidences It might be a nice
thing to have the FBl ani the Archives fight over who destroyed the svidemce in the
aasasaisation of & Prerident. (4fter #arch 31 at the sarliest, though.)

If they claim this is going farthar thmttamndntonydispo&imn_tonskm ——
impediste ruling on that, We have besa told oy appesls to establish the existence or
non-existences I doubt -ny court would dare ont this off now, even Pratt, I'd not be
too surprised if Fratt changes a Bit sfter he reads ‘razier on gimme momey in particular.

If they decline to respbnd tothaubmmmml'dbamnnmtodnth
lseue directly to Teddy Kennedy, although there ia souweons to whom I'd like to spuak first.
i am certain Teddy would not refuse, could not, Right even see how this can get m out
of a very difficult position. It is the kind o' thing that ean brosk it open 42 they
declinc, I'd be willing to hold a press conference on 1t and I think it would not be
limored with a competitive situation,

It i3 good to have bed pecple as adversaries. ¥ asier made a veory YWg mistake hare.

It would b good to see if StomPaugh's testimony includes that examinstion ordered
by Frasier. 1'u sure 1t doss not or is misreprssented. Fragler gave sonc testizony, His
combination of how much t ey shuttled to and from the Comnission bracketed with his
seving “ullagher time, thers was no other yeason for his testifying to Gallsgher's work,
help this no end, Who can believe it, sapocially when Unllaghsr 418 toatdfy and did
not testify to t-is?

I'm swre nobody testified that the holes codueide and i'm “ure ¥ nobedy will
believe “razior's testimony that he could rot tell ebout the knot without knowing the
poedtion of JFK's clothes on his body,

Based on “ramler's testimony I think we ean now ask for what the Arciives has
refuged me, a welghing of 399. If it confirms his testinony we lose nothing because he
stuck to that testimony, If it does mot we mre home olcar,

Cunningham testified to the tak ing of better reotures than lerb's of the mariiagm
on bullets from the rifling of the barrel, 1 recall ne such Heturea of the JIFX evidence.
Pigtures, yes, but not such closeups,

I thdnk you have raised the qmaﬁnefd-pom‘uty. ¥eo now may went to, with a
duces tecum spbpoena. Framier has testified to the exostence of records §11ty d1d not

office, but that be did net have sll the reports, contrary to his WC testimony, { have
forgotten which testimony it is 4n but I've siven you the Frasier quote and I'm sretty

surs you have ussd 1% vervatim im court, perhaps on sppeal in 2301. Wy mind's eye tells

e 1t is toward the top ém of a right-h.nd puge. Separately, his offering of the wheolweizght,
& nicé alternativ to my pioce of plunbing or typemetal relating to the curbsione, iz a

nice tidng to sk Gallagher sbout over his own work, I'd rather have him argue with Frazier
than with me.



In some ways the timing of this is very good, in some ways not with the deposition
date 3/Z8 and the commdttes's life extending now to 3/31. I do not want to help extend
the 1life of this committee. I'd prefer any other cme among the standing House committesa.
(¥ho replaced Absug?)

The commdittes is concentrating on Mng, almest i gnoring JFK. They have a live
spectacle in Hay and the black caucuas to apply preassure for them this way.

I did offer to Sprague to Join the commdttee in my suits. I au sure Ken remembers
this and would so testify were there the need., And of course any comnittee can have thia
lf‘bﬂ'!nﬂ. %mtm.ltﬂk“&luhnubmmahl-

You may want to considsr asking Foward for an affidavit aa an expert from all hie
yoars of studying the W C and its files on the meandng of the wnpublished and partly-
supyressed records relating to the conditions imposed on elothing examination and the
substitution of pictures, from his records, with attachments he considers rvlevant,

You may want the seme sort of thing from Hoger Felmmen. I turned my request of the
ihite House for some records over to him when the JFL library saild they did not have thenm,
Roger obtained them from the LBJ library. Anterdor neck wound above collar. Roger has
not been ablse to sell 2 story onm it, incredibly enough.

I got no transeript in T0=2569 but I do have letters, ocne to th: judge when they
did not comply and one from Rheads to me, the oh-so-sorry ona about the unimotted tied,
Then not written until after ay complaint, I think it ell fits together as a nice
supplemwniary packegss :

Whatever the outcome 1 favor a stromg effort along these lines.

feat,

Howard- sside from any opinion or suggestions on what directly relates to you have you
any clear recollection of the relevant testimony?

Dave- can you read or have someone read Stombgugh and Fragier both for all citations
to references to spectro, NAAfwhich I'm certain are not referred to) and about the
elothing in particular?



