6/4/69

Jear Dick snd John,
A hurried, tefowe-sunrise no%e pre-sratory to leaving for ‘he day.

. Dick's 5/27 intierpratation of my bellefl taost you must 2o "efter"
Frezier is lsrgely correct , but not entirely, snd in thet part which is not I
do not sgree with him. I ¢io not mesn s personal sttack on Frazier ss the o sis.
I do mesn en sttsck on tae evidence, wolch is eniirely iasdecuste, entiraly
inconsistent with his exparience and comptence., I do mean thet unless you
prove this you have s porsr case st bast, snd you cennot asssil the insdeguacy
of the evidencs without criticism of those responsible for the ovidenfe and
come through with eny c redibiliby. No judge will bslieve the FBI was incom-
petent snd moat will arssume tae competence and esdeocuacy f the evidence from 1it.
He has elresdy armed y ou for this (or wes it Sheneyfelt?) who took the Eich-
mann line, I d1d only whet I wes told., This is not whet e judge wents to hear,
not whet searcn for ‘sruth reouires, snd it ce teinly is the srgument you nesd-
above 811, it is tb g TBI admission thst it nmever sought the evidence, to lesrm
mhet did hewpen, only if it micht ba argued tast one of the many, many pos-

sibilities could be made to ssem 2t 3ll tsnable. If you did not get these

exacl words at tne time, do not nave the clippings from the trasnscripts taat
sypeared in the N.U. papers, then you csn get them by pnone from one of the
lewyers, L am sure. Tnere now is not anough time for you to get me to dig

them out. + have tuese stories.

The pictures from the Archives ceme the day “om left for & Lions
convention. I sow nim {irst thing “ondey Noruning snd deliversd them. I spoke
to him sbout sn afiidevit for John and He sgreed, seying he would get that
done immedistely. ke will not be abtls to do the plctures until tonight. He
will elso mnke covies ol the negetives, so b2 will have both sets of negatives,
ghoul:d we ever need them.

I dn not sgree with Dick's "bubble burst" attitude. i think we have
al:rzedy l-wrned mueh of svlue =2ni there is still more. Dick knows my suspic-
inon sbout tie testimony saving there were no blowbsck merk ugs on hLie shell haeds.
I thigk there is yet wurk to be done, like coumpsring tLihe heads and the balt fece.
If the negetives ot 1he exhibits introduced during Frezier's testimony ere msde
negatives, thot, in iteelf, is pf the grestest signifidance, for that msans he
menufactured his avidence iustesd of photographing through the conpsrison misero-
scope snd thls be aid not do without scme special purpose io mind. 1t also bears
on the possible wrong relstionship between specimen and coaparison, ete. I think
we must establish thic in scne way, phovogrephicslly, i1 possible. I wish I hed
tnnevn 1t when we wars =t the Archives.

Now, with markings on the hesd, if they sre identical they strengthen
the csse, which recuired they be used. 1T tuey were not used, it cauiot be assumed
this wss without resson. I tuink ii must bwve s resson. I recsll ulso the Loover
stotement thet one hed beer in snotller weapon at some time sng recell nene of
this from Trszler's testimony.

Ter his purmoses, D ck docs not believe film overleys are nesdeld, I
tend e +hin'c more in terms n? gzrechic prossntetions. I Lid ssked about this
earliar and Tem hed thourht doins it meaut » lot of wor'c snd Yroubls. Apparently
h= has thourht shout it begouce He raised ®he russtion .‘onday tc tell me how
simple it wouli be, in blaelk ornd white, as * koew. e just audn't understood 1
mesnt merelv to use tae eulurger snd Tilm instea. ol peper. Also, 1 think we uave

to meke a resl comperison tetwWesa the perts of wie hssds be obsemrea eanld tie Yolt
foce. e dic bendle toe shells end the bolt, nat 3%9. Hurriedly,
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Daar Joun:

I deloyed vriting heccuse I wented Tirst o see the other
nietures that we are setiing from the srchlve. I (oubt, however,
thet they will eange ne o chenre tn o rroat exiert vhat I say
here.

1 an gutisfied thot n11 three aof the evideones erges =rd
Trazier'a fwo teota fired bullets ond exrverienced the full effect
of hlou-bael, sdnitedly, there are gtlll snomalies 4hat I wonld
1ike to reaolve, Ttut I doubt whether thelr resolution will csast
furither 1ishtd on vhat we slready Ymow,

Imelomedld e seroxes with notationa that indlente my reasons
for agserting that the coces sre leritinata~- ot least to the
extent that their narke were all produced by normal means, I still
believe that the cuges were planted, but I doubt whether we snll
be able %o orove 1t on the kxxtx 11393 that I _Lkawve heen purauing
The ,mmieremy paghte-yR ol tio 1170 Dases xith tﬂe bol

iz, 7 U R & T e 'L - “‘;l‘),"

On the “hu ty of nne enges you will not that 1 have sneireled
phat aphears as a pulr of sariks on Cig 5473 ond 545, i a single
gorraapondi l.l!.g narik on O 544, Thege narlis mudonhtedlyr wore caused
by o anall defect inside the rifle shamher, Since they nre in
1h gome welative position with regpect to @ all of the dents
imouth ond ghoullder), I oreruns txat the shonlders were dented
Hy the game process uf eleogtlion that cansed the csge mouth dent.
Hven thouvsh wo Gid not nmrswe Lo reprodugs the ghanliler dontg,
thoae narioa virtual convell the conelusion that all the ﬂnntn were
gauzse? in the grne vway. ﬁt ig enormonsly 1mnrohabhle that the
ghonlder donta were ctuged’ by another mamng,

Cverr thoush the photes of the eviéoncn casea do not show
1o} pnirts of' interost e’eurly ey do mhow marys that indioate
thnt thoy suliered the full efTfeot 03 blow=hnal, both or the primers
and on the hress. 288 gure tha, direat a"nm*fetinn of the cages
will revenl meny aore ﬂarkﬂ on the hxmr hroags thes . 4
«hat vuznles ne lg thas J..'{‘s.i‘.,iof' gold there were :"o 'm..r}"s on
the 1;-;%, Tor Lthere are uarksg that are ev;&eut even in our inade-
quate phobos, zarks profuged by blow-back, I thiuk. I way be
able to wldergtand th*s vhert 1 ;et the baohs tqot L requested
omd learn nore about hlﬂ nitsge ;” firesrms identiflootion. 12
there 13 aiynificange ln Frazier'o srror, I L:J.saamtl;r cunnot under-
atond vhat 1% 1a,.
ALth ﬂv“’ the paoteysranhs are not adeguate t0 sllow a definitive
skatenoni, it appenrs thut Tragler's test conses o not show the
Pull etlects of b7ov .ek 0“ tho Lrnsq, wah qlzee tue fnarlce on
Nla “ringrn 20rrcspo: it the sorlka on Lhe uriuers of the suspeot
brek “"1 m"". subiocted %o ‘.’,‘1* sure nraasnres,
el

fag2a, it ig ecerio
% 1a juat smother pu et 1 oomat <xplnin.

Jongorning vhat Iozalld about Jraziersrts use of tha sane nioture
in his aieros 500210 caa‘ar13:L photas (G2 844), there ia wnother

thlng that I foryot to martion, The axhihits showias ;razier's

gorinsrlame awlgt I thie crehives ag nesat lves, not sa photorraphs.



That 1s, a palr of neratives were lired up and »asted together,
This meang that Frazier duplieated the resntive, not the photo-
fraph, -galin, I camnot explain why,.

“he comparison nleroseope shows both objJests throush one
erericee, ond it is zy wnderstanding (I an not sure) that photo-
sraphy 11lustraline the eonparisen e i taken throuch that
eyenlere., Under cuolr conditicng, = single regotive shows %both
the sugneaet an? the teamt; l.K., they ure photosraphed by the
gingle guap of the camorn shuitier. <+ wish that 1 hed 2 £irsarms
1dentifientlim errert in residence, for I jast don't 'mow whether
Frazier's procesr lg noraal. & stroagly shspect that 1t is not,
for hls nedthod ig troubleznone nd wnecessary.

L1711 Inow nmeore when I et Lhe books thet I want, Xresently
1 can mlersitmé what haprened, but 1 csnnot wnderztand vhy,

Z raceived Velghery's twe letters to you of "4 lay.
The one dealing with Tattimer nokes no sense to ne, for
1 don't Imow vho Lottimer 1o or vhat he hng done. Do comment,

I think ilareld may be wroue in suesresting that you dheor
hard on Frazler snd the #BI, IT'g justified, to be sure, btut how
you treat the coge should depend on what your juiese 1s 1ite.
You nay antaronize hinm hally if you rap the FBIL with accusation
of deliilbiorate obilfusention, I {hink 1t suffielent to skow thet
you eannot ernpoge In definitive resscreh on the basie 1f the
eviderga as 1%t g preasdmtol in the learings. I may have mige
1nterpreted Harold's renarl: , "¢o 8fter razler and the F3I ag
herd ag pesslble”, umlege that 2gans that you shonld concenirate
ox the naterial ihat Trazler hondled ond show that his nresentation
1s sometlives wrong o uaually Inade uaie (Isuapect that thig is
waat ilaprold neans),

fprom time 4o tine in the courae of the svaner, 1711 he reviewing
frezler's testinony and oxhibite cevefully, and will nass to you
arnything inat 1 thinlt merits atlention.

I surrest that you not waste Dumrther $ime on the matiers

that I hove been dealing with concerrlng Ll curiridge acses.
1 thinlk gy tabble has barat; althous® L ghall try to alewr &
few vroblens, I do not entielpate cionlfisant resalts.

Lot me Imow whethsr I should raturn 35 you any of the naterial
: ouw zornt me. 1 would aspeclally like %o Yeep the elip, for
i moy want $o ran testa thed remulre it.

1711 be in decunh arain.

SE111,

-
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