5/18/70

Dick, Boward, re Dick's 5/12,13:

Bicxs- Sprague can't even write straignt. There is snother, fsce-on
clear picture of #icks, wuo spperently knew nothing but was ang eyemitness. 1f
tnere were the remotest poszibility of en aerisl or radio, do you tuink JG would
not Lusve used iti Tuis idee did originste with darris, who hsppened to ¥be touere
shen aiek did wender in. As I recall, Hicks elso get timself besten uvp st the
Fontainblesu, somehting with bleck meles st 3 a.m. ¥aybe snother "witness", T
zm not now certain.

789~ Weighl re-uests. Do you now see tie point? If aoward -ould take the
time +o do what I did ponrly, overlay tissue and crace cut for you, I think you'd
ses, Bullet =o pamcked in cottcn no chence sbresion, jig-ling.. Residues: thisg
escered Michols until Be read teat case ™MST MORTSM. fgreed on present status, but
under the lsw, fs lure to meke the teet contemporaneously is enougnd for acquittal.

Jdonn: Wy muass is ne nlans = hie thins oo try oand colaim o viclatead
copyrigat reguiremants Ly not Lt sing o4m anve, Jalon 1+ Tholiza, Bub 4L oswink like
ad fact is T aid let aim neve, 4id offor ngain, but

Il 1
follesing ils vioiation, of dde own spraen-nt to stide by law.
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niher things noted, uo time for response fere.

o novard: I've earlier suggested Wechy 1= toc tusy. Lesve aim slone
excent whnen urgente.

Grassy knoll:1've always conaidere both possitle snd h've never, to
my recnllection, msdie reference tn tha norih slones Tt dces nragen*t moiar prohblems,
but i+ is as possible ard Las distinet advant~ges that, fortunately, escnoped
Sprague. 1 disagree that TP movements indicete either 'moll, certeinly nene
a*+ tost location indicsting e aimulteneous movemrnt to his left, which ig sxpect-
sble. Tuey are discontinuous movements, tsck taen over. in argument coula e
m-de from hesd piveting cnly, slide by slide commrison, but i tuink it woull be
inconc¢lusive, On not figuring straigat trejectory after sbrike, weit until you
gee woat L row aeve on ‘ing. Very true.
When ynu asve time, no rush, end for ny Featherstone file, not any
specisl intersst in sent, 1'34 like more on iwing end his sllegation I gidn't believe
on ohuar gtounds, nsing seen tails 1ive on TV an3 toen rerun several times. .
4s of now, if I add anytoing on Zieberdorff to what you initi=lly sugsestels
1 think i+ will be obly citstion of testimeny, got juigement hi- nrnfegsionsl comre-
tence. Lnis is tus Commission's abdicated responsibility, I think I sionouli just
ruise *ue nuesiion as clearly se posaible, nut try and provide my own answWers now.

Best,

PS5 neitner of you spenc money copying Sprague. 1'm in
ne aurry to read such stuff and someche mey send me
a copye 1f I do not get, 1'11 sok.



‘ 12 Hay 1970
Dear Harold (cc Roffman):

A friend in Massachusets sent me a copy of Sprague's
article in Computers and Automation. There is nothing new in
it, and the o0ld stuff is handled very poorly. There are many
claims that he can prove much, but in fact he proves little.
Some things are very bad. His list of photos is worth having
in published form, but I already have the list from him privately.

He makes much of the Dal-Tex second floor window in Altgens,
so I wrote and informed him of recent correspondence that developed
from observation of Roffman's version of the picture. It may make
no difference to him. I believe that I had previously written to
him and told him what proofs indicate that the Foley picture was
taken a day or two after the shooting, and not in the merning
before the shooting, but he lists Foley as being taken about 10 a.m.
on 22 Nov.

If you want this copy, tell me. I wrote to the publisher
and asked for the issue with the article. When I receive that,
I can let you have this. Terhaps I'1ll route it through Roffman,
since he might want to see it and make a copy of Sprague's list
of photos.

He is still riding that errant nag, Farewell America; makes
special mention of it as an "important reference book". God!l

There is & bit on Jim Hicks that by itself makes Sprague (and
others) seem a fool. Hicks "showed up voluntarily in Garrison's
office. Garrison and one of the researchers, Jones Harris, suddenly
realized that they had seen his picture before, as one of the
persons in Dealey Plaza near the time of the fatal shooting (See
Fig. 11)... The photograph Harris and Garrison had seen is a pic-
ture of Jim Hicks in Dealey Plaza just after the shots, with his
radio in his left rear trouser pocket and antenna hanging down
outskde. (See the foreground of Figure 11.)" Figure 11, by the
way is Willis' seventh slide that shows "Hicks" with his back
to the camera. hat amazing powere of recognition Garrison and
Harris have! 4And what of Sprague's mentality, for thinking that
any sane person id going to swallow that crap?

Skolniek: I am glad you are suing to stop him. There is
reslly nothing good that can be done now, but your approach has
certain virtues that others lack. Of course you will now be dubbed
an Establishment hack for impeding the course of justice. ZEven
now I can pame your enemies among the critics-- Fenn Jones! editorial
on Skolnick is the harbinger of sentiment about the incident, I
am sure. Others will feel as he does, believing what they want
to believe, not what they must. Fuck 'em.

I hope that it won't cost you too muck. Regretably, there
ig nothing that I can do to help in that.

Cyanosig: This takes a while to set in. When Perry first
saw IT0, he was "very blue". I don't think it's possible to
nget" Bieberdorf for smothering IHO, since the cvanosis seems to
have devenolped as the result of massive and rapid internal bleeding.
but surely the blueness must have set in xkaXis while Bieber. was
pumping oxygen. That would be a suri indication of a lot of rapid
bleeding, the very thing that sieb. was aggravating during his
ministrations. I would work on Bieb. from that angle. Since he
knew LHO was getting pure oxygen in hisg lungs, the sure sign of
lack of oxygen would indicate that he was not getting it from

the blood. In spite of hig inexperience,

. I cann
innocent of deliberate wrongdoing. 0t regard B asg



399 pictures(Ridge): I have now studied these as well as
I can. 1 cammot decisively refute or support your opinion, for
the pix are not clear enough to make definite assertion possible.
You could be right, but in the present state of knowledge, 1
recommend cuaution and further search for a proper picture that
will definitely confirm or refute.
Let's suppose, for the time being, tnat you are right. This
MX/ new revelation does not necessarily imply illieit intent, and
y
WM

strongly suegests no intent at all to alter the evidence, no matter
what the effect.

The area in cuestion, the "ridge" is composed of very soft

J metal. The "ridge" is the topmost portion of a very thin wall of
N} that very soft matal. The thinness and softness of this area
«VN (V&y\renders it exceedingly vulnerable to the sort of changes that you
\ see. 4 very slight brushing against even a soft object almost
xdwp certainlyy would disrupt this fragile surface-- even & little bit
N of jiggling inside the contalner could easily do 1it.

It may be, too, that substance was not actually removed fron
the "ridge", but that the minutest bit of metal was displaced, or
slightly worn down by the normal processes of attrition.

Vhat I am saying is not merely that it ig easy to disrupt
such a tnin, soft surface, but that it is very difficult to keep
it from being disturbed in the way thet the pictures indicate.

If any substance is missingén%& cannot be mor than a small fraction
of a grain. “he suface ofnuhe(iéﬁest pieture, as far as 1 can
tell, does not suggest that any substance was deliberately removed
by cutting it off with a knife or similar instrument. 4 better
picture may suggest otherwise, but oresently I do not see anything
illicit in the treatment of that area.

about tests for protiems, things that would belie the validity of
such tests as they apply to the question whether 399 ever injured
o human. For fne thing, the bullet was found on a bloody stretcher,
and it may have been slightly besmeared by that blood& (though I
doubt it, since Frazier sald there were no residues visible. Think
in terms of smch a small guantity that it would not be readlly
vigible). Then there is the possibility that thebullet could be
deliberately smeareared even now, so as to set positive resulys
from such tests.

: Phe tests would be valuable, but they can be evidentiary only

i if they prove negative. That 1is, if there is no evidence of blood,
then the bullet hurt no one; if there 1is evidence of blood, then
we know nothing more than before-- it would prove nothing. But
negative results would prove plenty.

? f@? %99 regidues: There is a hidden pitfall in liichols' suggestion

Nichols: There seems nothing more that you can ao about
this matter than you have already done. To the degree possible,
I guggest that you take no further steps to contact him and decline
any efforts he mi-ht subsequently makxe to contact you. You do
not need him, but he needs you-- even though he may not now admit
it.
I do not think that his activities recently are innocent,
and considering his failure to respond to your reasonable queries,
I see no reason why you should bother seeking an innocent expan-
ation. I do not think he is out to injure you as much as to
serve himself richly-- though it may well have an injurious effect.
As 1 1nd1?ated ?efore, I did not mind being used by Hichols,
and gladly provided him with helpful things that I then thought were
for a good cause. I do mind now, however, for it seems not just



s, question of being used for his benefit, but of being
badly used to my detriment.

Composition of bullets: If certain sets of bullets are
made Trom The same mEXkex patch of molten lead alloy, then
any two bullets from irat those sets will have identical
metalic composition. If another batch of molten lead alloy
were mixed in apparently the sanme proportion as the first
bateh, then byllets made from the second batch would not
yexkhExs have the same matallic comp as bullets made from the
first. fhe differences would be minuscule, but they would be
detectable-- empecially by recently developed processes of
analysis.

Yrent Gough: A 1lO-person picket line around CBS? Good
grief! In my view, Gough fits perfectly Agnew's designation
as an effete, impudent snob. Imagine now, & whole 1lO-person
corps of effete, impudent snobs. Right on, Spirol

JE Ray: The new material is excellent news to have. In
spite of your good and cogent arguments in Coup 2, 1 still
xmitwr doubt the Hule was acting as his own agent. I think
there were others pulling Huie's strings.

WILBJ*TV: I coucht ks LBJ's re-writing of history,as
you call it. Some of it scares me. i'm thinking of his
"international conspiraecy" thing. It may be the harbinger of
what I have long suspected will happen: when they knmow they
can no longer sustain the no-consgpiracy business, they will
sure as hell try to make it look like a comnunist conspiracy,
something which many people do now believe, or are more than
willing to believe.

wail of importance just came from Roffman, but I am out
of time now and will have to answer later.

Still,

hde



13 May 1970
to Roffman (ce¢ weisberg)

Howard:

Enolosed is the picture that you sent. 1 have seen it
before, and many others of a similar nature. Thanks for sending
it, though,

1 have your 9 Feb letter to Viecht and his reply. Your letter
ig excellent, but wechts is hardly a reply at all. The letter
is s0 clearly phrased and suggests such revelant matters that
I would have expected something that would elther help you
advance your thinking a little, or to refute it. It does neither.
I imagine he is suggesting that there is nothing more to be said
than you say, and it's encouraging to know that you have made no
serious blunder, but a more detailed response on specifics would
have been helpfml.

I had not previously considered that "south g@rassy knoll"
meant the knoll on Commerce St. ior reasons which I cannot explain
I regarded Harold's references to this as meaning the area of
the (Elm) grassy knoll near the underpass. The thought of a shot
eminating from the south knoll never entered my ming.

I think it extremely unlikely, and that a ouse for it cannot bde
made on the basis of how you interpret the head wound. There are
to0 many things that tend to refute what you think the head wounds
may show. The fact, for example, that no one suggested that a
sound from that direction was heard. Tague was the nearest witness
to that place, and he surely would have noticed a oonsiderable
difference in the volume of sound. I believe that he did indicate
that one of the shots did sound different from others, but nothing
to suggest that that shot ceme from anywhere but in front of him.

Besides, the movement of JFK suggest & shot eminating from
his right-front-- more front than right. The :lm knoll, perhaps
near the underpass. But based on the movement alone it's not
posaible to be specific; one can only sndicate a broad area. But
1 4o bot think that the Commerce knoll is part of that area.

1 have suggested to you before, and again 1 reoommend that
you consider that you sannot presume a straight trajeoctory once
a bullet strikes an object. It is quite possible for a bullet
fuxkmxxkaxp and fragments thereof to be sharply diverted from
a straight trajectory once kikmyxxmm in comes in contact with a
body .

cast bullets: .is long as you sre thinking in terms of cast
bullets these days, let ue tell you a bit about them,

Cast bullets are sold commercially only for revolver cartridges.
Commercial bullets for cartridges used 1n mmm auto~loading pistols
sre full cetal case.




There are no conmercially produced cast bullets for
rifles, and not many people cast their own rifle bullets,
The reasons are chiefly that they are enormously troublesome
to cast, and are enormously less effdicient than jacketed
bullets (I am talking now about jackets that leave & bit of
lead exposed ot the bullet nose.

for one thing, rifle bullets have to be cast from a
relatively hard lead alloy, with & high percentase of ingredients
that harden the lead. 3Soft lead fouls the barrel after a shot or two
and the rifle becomes grossly inaccurate.

The hard lead, too, resists expansion and deformation, whioch
makes it a less effiolent killer.

snd oast bullets cannot he fired at xmxxy the very high
veloeities that are necessary for efficient kills. Iiigh veloecity
needs great heat and pressure in the chamber and bdarrel; this
tenis to melt the lead and foul the bore. One can get somewhat
higher velooities by using a yas-check, a lttile cup that encloses
the base of a ¢ast bullet, but the velocities are not comparsable
to those that can easily be achieved by Jjacketed bullets,

In comparison with readily saveilable and fairly cheap Mmmiinx
mushrooming ammo, cast bullets are so inefficient that a serious
shooter would not even consider using bthem for hunting. They have
no advantage whatever over commercially available rounds, and
many serious disadvantages. . person who does a lot of u»linking
might wish to cast his own rifle ammo to save money - I mean s
lot of vplinking, for otherwise ithe savings would be small-- might
prefer oast bullets, but if he wants scouracy and killing voweré
he buys soft-nose or hollow-point Jjacketed rounés and loads then
into his cartridee cases, If he is shooting for "business", he
would not use cast bullets.

4 oest bullet would fragment quite readily if it hit a hard
bone at fairly high velocity. They tend to be more brittle than
regular bullets.

Do not interpret this as indicating that 1 encoursage you
to spop thinking in terms of cast bullets. Un the contrary, I
urge you to consider it. But at the sume time try to learn more
about them than you know, for they have very different ballistioc
properties from other bullets that you might read about. If you
have questions, ask them. I may have a book or %wo to send you,
though offhand I think what 1 have may not answer the sort of
questions you have in mingd.

I have to stop now,

Still,

o
H

re3. to Harold: If you are interested, I ¢ive you my,assurance
that allegations that a non-militawm small caliber steel-
Jacketed bullet wounded one of the students at the Lent
State massacre sre phony. 7This info comes from Dr. JosepR
. Ewing, who 1is either very stupid or s conscious liar.
itdls qualifications indiente that he 1is not stupid. 1 think

it's a oheap trick to get people to believe that there misht
have been a sniper, J
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