#il, ro Guinn's expect HSCA testimony :nd report i 5/25/79

First I read the testimony, then thé roport, not continuously and not under good
conditions, as ['1l explain, 3ut I write beceuse ot presents serd-us inteprity nroblens
to me. Among these are what I would prefer to believe is a departure fro pure science
and expertine =ather than sccepbsl stanlurds,

ot that the practise, real world does not provide adequate commentary on current
atandards of seluntific ressoncibility, frow Slyleb bo Z-biile island,

- .& nade no offort to puzsle out all the tochnical stuff or the relevant symbols. And
I adndt to a possibly flawed memory, I'a not able to search files right now and ray not be
able to use nome files for a while. I did try to read it criticially, not to sec how riuch
I could agree with it.

There is some localized venous damage to my right upper arm in ruaction to the ine
Jjeetion of a radic-activ. dye for necessary A=royinc. dside frow the wadieation I was on,
which is incocpatible with almost sverytldag olse, no usdication is poseible. Treatment
conaists oi helping the Lody do the Job with warm, moist pucks =4 times a day. Yhen I
read Guinn, ¢ G

. There is nowhere agy acureditation of his base, the sumplos lichols gave hiam. He has
arrogant, egoceniric, self-conceived super@intellect but actually intellectual croock
Hichols' vord, and onfnot even that does he rely for his base because he Just ignores
what I think i3 n major problem. He has enormous variations within what be calls a sinsle
box of a'mo. Did Nichols give hin boxes? Ii so, as obtained from Western? As off the
line? Repacked? Or, how acan he validate tho sanples for the based that he does not
trouble himgelf to validate?

drills his ovm snecimens od corc and fotnotus ray he contaminated them with
Jacket natoidal? Can't he do better? Something firong with the center of the core Tor
so fine a drilling?

Same with hig JFK npecimens. lie blendly says they do not match their official
doscriptions so he foots then anyiay and gives then meaning without estahlishing their
origine Why cid he rot insist on having the identical spacimens? If WAA is not dentructive
then the FBI still has them or there i enother cad of wormss dnd on thone materials
HaA is not destructive, ‘

Gallagher cid the WAA in (15, Gallagher did +he Mk spectro on NAA, If Gallscher
consuced the cntire sample on spectro “allaghe: would have knoun it and not subjscted
what remainsd to nonedestrvative NAA,

If it is argued that thero were no Jacket testings because there were no Jjacket
fragments recovered fooi JFX or Comneldy, then 1l neocssarily is mrgued that the sole
purpose of tho test was to undetake to confirs the official solution., It was still
pazential to Ldentify the %wo spocimens of Jackst rscoversd in the limo wnd they also
should havo been compared with Q1 and G8, Guina is one of the pioneers in establishing
the greater depondability of jacke! rate dal in id.niifications, fundsr by W. 30 he
ignores the jacket tests. Bven if JiSCA acked this as a sclentist he should have refused,

So I Jwve treubles with the wholo business, beglnndns with basic integrity,

If you get a chance to give the testinony and report a critical reading 1'd be
interested Lo knoulay 37 vour phymics can provide asy oviluatlioise

Sincerely,
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