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Dear Dick,
1 have not sent the latter to <leyboy becsuse L ap certuin the

tieing, formulstion and sjpprosch src wron- for them, L€ you feel otherwise,
ened ti attention ir., Goode and use my nseme.
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They agonlzed over comins to se= me for months, tnen didn't. They

% swested over seme »f my ubpublished stuff snd then didn't go for it. Their

g explenstlon is that they would publish nothingz agein on the subject unless they
ﬁ could solve the crime. You know what the Surkley =igneturs on what * heve it snd
‘ﬁ the puthorization are semmetionsl, ccandalous things. They ssw these and meny

i) others in Februsriz 1968. Now we slso know they heve not ended treatment of

i the subjset, for they are publishing-commiseioned-Kiriwooed, So, it btoils down to

8 fesr to hondle except in epeciel formsts, like interviews,
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It 1s better to approsch them with ths completed article, for they
do mot k ow you. Falling ir thet, then = simple letter would be much more effective
snd have none oi the (for them) lisbilities of your approach. One is stipulating
sppearsncs with Kirkwood. Thegp will find it en unscceptebles stipulstion and would
reject o tnis besis elone, It may alsc be & mechanicel impossibility, If you want me
to elaborate, I will.

feety comment on ths sdiition to the sections on dents:

Page 1= par. 2 do you not Went to note that the cese also gete merked?
"all traces" or "all visible traces"7; par 5 "allegedly" before ordered; par. 6, cen
we pdstulate thet no bullet was fired from the cases?; six, "Osimdd" pifle, quote
Yo sdmpi® indicete leck of positive proof it wes his or tist he even orderes it.

Page 2-lines 203, why nd indicste no fingerprints on shells, undisual
for ectusl use and signifiesnt if odanted; per 3, is it ernly the firing-pin mariing
the fremer knew wees neaded, or 3id you restrict it to this for a2 purrose
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Page 3- per 3, "dirscted” or "orderad” rsther then "caused", and I
think tost bere you should lesn onZ tha Yomuissiocn, really its lawyers, with
reference to the character snd linitetions of the guestioning, for, technically,

a witness is restricted te respouding to ausstions., Freazier did not design this.
“ad he teen told to find outwwhat hed happened, this is whot he Would have dope.
Hie was given 5 [ob to do. % did that job, nothingz else. elevent ters is what

you discoversd with the trsjectory, ete. If you were in & position where you could
ask him and get an answer, he would =ay * 8i&d whet I wes asked tn do, nothing else.
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I have lest the ronge-master's phone but will get ir touch sonn.
8o word fro: *inceln.

Nothing else new, ==ve thot Dawnsy i: golng out of business. 1 hswe
a young hkz2lrer in London now.
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What do we Jmow now? lhat can we say with abzgolute
certainty?

? There are but two ways of removing a bullet from a
‘ loaded cartridege: either you shoot it out, or you pull
1t out. If you shoot it dut, the nartridge case tales
esgsentially the shape of the chamber in which 1t was .
fired, and if there is a dent on the case when a bullet 4
ig fired from it, all treces of the dent are removed, i
If you pull the bullet out, the cartridse case retains
jts oripinal shape and a1l of its oririnal defects, even
| when 1ts urimer 1e msubsecnuently fired.
| CEs 544 and 545: (dented case shoulder) held bullets
it when they were dented, but bullets cannot have been fired
e from them: the firing of bullets would have obliterated
the dents. The bullets that vere seated in CEs 544 mnd
545 were pulled and discarded. i
0f CE 543 (dented case mouth) what has been said does 52
not yet conclusively estalblish that it never fired a bullet, = %
for it is possible to suppose that a bullet was fired from g ne R,
it end that subsequently the empty case was dented in the - dyamisi(niy
course of a faulted attenpt to chamber it. In anticipation
of evidence that will be presented in another part of this
article, I ask the reader at this point merely to accept
the mssertion that CE 543 never fired a bullet. Zven now,
however, it is possible to know that CE 543 did not fire
a bullet at the President; the case mouth would have re- RN A
tained its uninterrupted circular shape 1T a bullet—had eom—mt o drad
been fired from it during the agsassination. ; Rl
The primers of the three cartridge cases bear miero-
scopic marks which were mnde by the firing pin and bolt
face of no other weapon than the one that Ogwald ordered,
Thet Manmlicher-Carcano rifle was used to blast those

primers.

An obscure but fundamertal diffieunlty causes me to L R
regist elaborating the deseription of what happened to A
the cartridge cases. There is a temptation to place the
rifle and cartridges in the hands of the accomplice, to
watch him pull the bullets and drain the powder -from the
cases, to see him charge the c¢lip with an empty case and
try to chember it, to hear him eurse when he fails, to
wateh him search for another way snd hear "ah"™ when he
sueceeds, to see him blink ns the primers pop. But that
is more than the evidence acllows, “lthough we Imow the’
gequence of events which affected the cartridge cases,
we cannot I2ow the lapse of time between each event.

Nevertheless, nowledge of the sequence alone leads
withont encouragement, without effort, to the unshakable
coreclusion that Lee Hervey Ogwnld wag framed.

Firing the primers of the three cartridge cases in
rifle that Cswald ordered surely wns part of the deliber-

5 ate preparation of ineulpatory objlects. (/e cannot call
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them evidence, except with reference to the cartridge
cases as evidence of a frame-up)., Dropping the cases
reor the Depository window lirewise was a deliberate part.
of n frame-up. The dents on the cartridee cases, however
protably were administered withont deliberation, uncon- ;
gciously. They may not even have been noticed.”

_ Something can be seid about the person (or persons)
who prepared this phase of the Ogwald frame, for he 1s
an exemplary instance of the bibliecal dietum, "By their
fruits ye shall knmow them." ‘

He Ymew enough about the procedures of filrearms
identification to understand that the primers had to be
narked by the firing pin of the rifle that Oswald ordered,
for otherwise there could be no pogitive connection bet-
ween the cartridge cases and the rifle, no faultless
link between the crime and Oswald.

Hig Imowledge was imperfect, however, for he failed
to perceive that the firing of unbulleted cartridge cases
alters only the primers. When a fully loaded cartridge is
fired in a rifle chamber, a thousand changes take place
all over the cartridge case. ©Several of the changes are
conspileuous even +o inexperienced eyes; =all the changes
are evident under the %tedious serutiny of a microscope
where seemingly smooth surfaces appear as mountain ranges,

"hy he did not bother to prepare the ineulpatory ob-
jeets by firing fully loeded cartridrses 1s a question that
only he can answer., The press of time, or the unavailabil-
ity of a sultable location, or both, or another reason may
have hrindered him, It is likely that he falled even to
consider firine bullets from the cases, for the physiocal
evidence of his setivity clearly indicates that he did not
resard it important.

The cost of his blunder is coming due. Seeking to
implicate a vulnerable young man who would inherently be
8 subjeot of suspiecion, the genuine accomplice in the
asgagsination blasted the primers of three empty cart-
ridge cases. The oputcome was a muffled "pop", "pop",
"pop", and an indictment of official government com-
pliecity in the frame-up of Lee Harvey Oswald, an indiet-
ment that 1s offensive to the earg (more offensive than
primer-pops), offensive to the mind (more offensive than
aggagsination itself), ond offersive to the conscience:
of the nation, but true, true, true,
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When the three cartridege cases were left near
the Depository window, "the buck" was passed to
Robert A. Frazier, firearms 1dentification expert of
the Federsl Bureau of Investigation, Frazier did not
pass the buck back; he cherished it, and he shared it
with others.

"The buek” has four corners: Frazier holdsone (very
tightly); FBI firearms jdentification expert Cortland
Cunningham holds snother ( gently, with the tips of two
fingers); Joseph D. Nicol, firearms identification
expert for the State of Illinois, nolds the third (he
may not even kmow it).

The fourth cornmer does not hang loose. It is held
by whatever person (or persons) caused Frazier to examine
the cartridge cases and to report his findings, but not
gll of his findings.

The official investigators of the assassination
can have found comfort for their consternation only be-
cause the accomplice knew enough at least to blast the
primers with the same rifle that was left in the Depogit-
ory bullding; otherwise, the burden of obfuscation would
have increased a thousandfold.

Even so, Frazier deemed it necessary twice to perform
e oriminal act with the foul intent of perpetuating the i
work of assassins, of perpetuating the frame-up of /
Lee Harvey Oswald, of corroborating the frame-up, of :
endowing it with official government sanction, of stamping
i+ "BORN IN DALLAS,. BRED IN VASHINGTON™,

What follows is a disoussion of the things that
Frazier found and reported, and of the things that Frazler
found an failled to report-- and of the things that Frazier
did to comfort and aid assassins.

Lest the onus of guilt fall on Frazier merely because |
his work is the focus of discussion, the reader should
understand now and always that Frazier did not act in his '
own interest, that Frazier was not his own agent.



