‘" Pletures of casingso ate ST Harold Velsberg 8/28/69
Nichols, Bernsbei, Hoch, Tensterwald

Having witten him eerlier setting up the dste and explegning what I
wented tc see, and beving phoned (Simmone} yesterdsy prior to my arrival, I exsmined
the seriss of plctures again yesterdsy begirning s 1little after 11. The psckage in
the seareh rocm for me had this note from Merion Jobmson, deted 8/37:

"After you have examined these pictures, there are some larger prints we
cen show you will call me or “ike on 23% 23171 (stricken through) % 34002. We do not
tlace these lerge prints in the searen room. %8 do not have the ¥FBL negetives.”

4

The rest of the nots iz s beleted saswer to a bokkeeping imquiry made
in Msy. ’

The snvelope awaiting me @nteined the glossy »rints merked ss exhibits.
1 phoned Simsons on arrivel st the building and by the time I had exemined some of the
tontants, Johnson arrived with the second snvelope, larger copies ofxthe same msterisls,
not urk-d se exhidits, most of them mounted om & stiff becking. I 4id exsmine tm

About 08 und 0nx nds na note,

: Cl4 and C2 (Ex 568) I saw obvionn suts st right sngles %o the une‘r ,
merkings on one of the two and thought i should wsks hssty motas (I had little time ).
It seemed to me this merk, cut 8 chisel eut, should be on both, thet it »as not cnoush
for tue limear markings to seem to be identieal.

Cl4 bolt fece, Ex558, fer the first time in exemining this picture it
struck me, possidly an Lllusion from the lighting, that ss it {2 feced the plunger ia
%0 the left, no% in the centar of the bolt face, If this is so, if visible to the
unaided eys, should 1t not refleet iz the markings on the shells? I thie £18ing pins
iz not exectly in the cented, .13 the hols in which it moves enlarged? Or is 1t bent?

Cl4~C8(556) My note is 1llegible. I thznk it says the compsrison is off.
Ope of this sequences hes & preminent piess of 1lint circling over the right speeimen.
“3 struck me thie would not hapren wers s compsrison miscreeope use, thet this would
have been dstected imuedistely before the pieture was tsken, while the specimens
wers being visually sxemined,

C-14-06 (B61); C14-C7 (562); C14~CT (563)~ She mariiugs are similar but
not fdentical {see my latter of last night). m ka-lrfucnt lighting. _

cu—cu. There ix s lorge merk on Cl4 mot on cza. This is Bx 564. The
ssme comparison, Bx 565, ny mote is illegibtle, '{ulmﬂ an 77%)a

C14-01-588. some coindids, some differsnt, I then made this aote whils mait-
ing for Johnson to return w.th those Begetives they do havwe: I think e expert should
be asked toexemine es though he were & dafense expert, no: because I think soms were
not fired from tha rifle but beesuse I think there is evidence there hed been conelder-
abtle uss of the wesron bat:eon the time tha evidence and itest semples wers made. To .
iy untrsined eye and without knowledge of what varietions, if sny, are momsl from ot
to shot, I pelfeve the chnnges sre of suffiaient megnitude to seek such sn opinlen. If
the evidence of thess exhibits supports ajch xxxughiax this belief, then the rifle hes
sz unexplel med history sfier the exhibit shots were fired, defore or after 1% got inte
faderal kands. Thais ould well mesn the exhibit cssing wsa fired mmch ssrlier than the
aszaseiustion~- i{n tine of shooting rether thsn celendsr time.

Commant sclicited.



