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tification positively on the basis of an examination under the

microscope.
" What is the next step?
A I don't undaratand the question.

Q Well, are there® any other procedurea that you .
might empldy to determine whethex: ortnt it is :ldentif:l.ahle, or

LAY

can be excluded as ha.vinq been !:I.red from that particular

weapon?

A There :ls no way of looking at or exam:lninq a _
bullet to positively detamina whethar :lt's identiﬂable. All_
you can ‘do is examine it for the presence of any m:l.croscopic : ;-_

marks wh:lch could. posai.bly be of value.

@ . All right. fThen what do you do?: .
‘l-_. Then youexamina the wé;poh. ;
0 ' How is that conducted? = 4o
A 'Well, you —— first, you would run .a patch thfouqh'

the barrel to determine whether or not the weapon had been

fired since the last cleaning.

Then you would generally check it over to see its

operating condition.

Q What do yu mean by that?
A That is to determine whether or not the weapo‘ﬁ is
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A Sir, I have no opinion. I have no way of khﬁﬁlhq.
All right, AR :

’ Do you know what the diameter of that bullet il?

A Approximately 263.
'a,.o . And does that
opinion as

come from?

afford you any basis for mnking an

to where a fragmnnt 3.5 millimeters lonq ‘could have

Q

o 1} .
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I vould ask yon to examine the base of tha bullat

again and see if you can determine from that whera there was
& sample cut out. 1Is it clear? - ;g : '."

B e,

'-A o T don't knov whera a sample was cut uut, sir,

¥

Mr. Cunningham, You spoke earlier of the hnllistics

examination that you uould normally make, and indicated that
in a case ot the magnitude of the
Kennedy,

assassination of Prasident

you would take comparison photoqraphs of the bullata
that you examined under tha oomparison microscope?

R

A !es, air.

A This is not a photngraph‘takan from a comparison
microscope.
.. @ Is
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served by such a Photograph?
A No, sir, but again. every piece of QVidcnc.

this case was photographed.

i
Q !‘_a_a. I understand that. :

I
- .. T want to show you another photograph ang a:k you: ;

is that:the kind of photoqraph that might be takan in preserv- '
.tng recorda of a specimen rscaived? |
A ‘Not by the F‘BI. o , *,.u.l. ; ,., .

Q Not by :the FBI'? Why not? PR . i

'_ : -'.‘A That's a Very baa photoqraph.
-0

__‘_f._ It 1:? thdom’ay th“? .
A. ,li - It's too deu:k, ‘focus is not qooaa
1°°k m:. 2 FBx Photoswraph. . "
e an right. o ';, " :
e oa ~ So you ‘would ordinarily expect tho PB.:I: uould hava
bettor phoﬁographs of, uy the grooves? i A & ;

pody

._."a . Yes, sir, 1 don't ever recall lee..i.';:g i:hia phota-_.
graph, | ) 7 ‘
‘Q No. Po:.-..tha rgcord.' .tt is not a. phoit.ograph assoéi-_,i
ated with the assassination of President Kennedy. | I simply f

wanted to determine whether or not the PBI uonld mke ennpar-

able PMtographs 7 .
AT You would make cowparabla photnqraph;? | *




