


The R@p Rpp- Hosver's 3/13 'gram to Smi%h, 1ld, Stute Toliew

fusetions remtining, omizsisns wnd/er evasinns, sssunpticns not intarnally walidated;

gl 3idue= typiesl of 9ad consietent oi%a fonse solid devesits remsinigg
2

2
sfteor detonatisag of & dynumite (siz) found on ports of sutomobila'.

1) itk woz s olse sre tiese residuss eonsistent? Ars taey typicsl of

other types of explozives?

£) Are tasre sny deposite other %asn solid prssent or to be exnscted?

Z) How 3bout dennsite on bodies? Tere tuere eny? If s, whet Ao they

ndicste? Same for clothing, esp. "Isyne's" shosz snd lover trouser

4) Thers else cuztf depositas Lavs besn snd wont of them? Claek? Rottery?
Rozd surface?,
3) o rafersnes to container. Vere %tisre traces or evidsn s

1ces of one% If

'S

80, wozi of residuss, ste?

&) Why no reference t~ nsture of testm or tests mada? Spectrograniic

enalysis? Nefitrol activation? That are rosaibilities, wihst sre customery?

"ot poszitle from exemination of residuss t» detarmine Brend, nercentape

gtrength, amount of $ype dynamite”
1)Is iteenerally nr custom=rily pessible *p determine cne or mnee of these
things from other than the rasidues?

2) Wes there any undst~nsted racovered?

3) Are therd toate tiot 2ould hsve been mede =nd wer ntyy ilef zuslysis?

4) Wss is from the enumatsrsted thinge ~nly thet these thirgs could dave

teen lesrnsd? 4And pow ebout strongth rether thesn percantege strensth? 2

=233

teings, suek ss effects ‘a bodles, wabiels, read surface, neasrby ohjects, ate?
5) Arve tisre sigrnifeantly different tymesz of dynsmite er dees tihis mesn

tyne ot exrlesive?

"Explosives speecislist who ennducted on-the-seens exsminstions of

f opinion
explosioM ocrurred inside sutemobils i- frent of front sest on pessenzer or risht
aide,"

1) Poe ex ert dida't hevs to bz on ihe scens to lesrn or conclude tois,

There sre thivcgs ne cculd nsvs learned on tas scene nods referrsd to, like ddémage



AV

ond foree exerted, in whub direetions sal with vnet strenyth, stees hy fo ref?
Iike Low far forward, beckusrd, to sides, saysbins ves blpwn, waetasr thare vas
affect on othar parte »T e3r, 1.2, moton, wﬁica w4z not in e front sest or
an Lz floorbrerds. Wby sre sueh tnirzs omis4ed? Are they incnncisteons wita what
is not omiltted?
2) "Exsminstiong", pimrel. 'het ones made =1 vhy nat reperiad o rein?
3) "In frentim of front eest” nesdless ¥mgue wush it ispossible, from

s

ram, 4o spreify., "2z it dirsctly in frout, where fest weuld Ard e rily

auch 2 peasibilisy? (This is net %o su
tis auestion siiould not, necdlessly remein, far tis uein Zeree nf s hlast shauld
te Tairly elear,)

4) There, latevaily, iz frant of frout e8at? Cloger te csnter, far exsmple?

=plosive charze so . positionsd wonld logieslly be resting -n flo-r=
brnard, arsa of car whers sxplasion ocvurred Ases not includs gdeve 2o rinent,
deshboard or perts of sutomobile whar: oxnlosives chisrge could asvs beesn ccueszled

from view of persons oeccupyinz frenit sest."

1) "Logieslly” is not sufficlent. &5 tuers eve Pesssn o telisye tosra
was aoything betwesn floarboa-ds and devige (i.e., sponge rubbsr, mst), enything ¥
above 1t or iz front or baek? If 1t wez olosa %o geat, iz dammgs o seat lilee tuet
tr Tloorbosrdx? How fsas explesive forcs axert iiself? Mot aouslly in 1 Airections
unless e ssures fmken Yo direct or control? 2nd evidencs of mnytaine 1ikes +his?
a0y evidence of eny blenkeding or dirzcting devies or Aesion?

& -

2) Tze entirs devies could hsve baen not immediately recopnized by

s

peoupants 1£-% did pet plees it 4in ear wieiber or not it "eouls Heve Besn

5 raons" . Taz misstirn 1s not ons of conceslment
to midhizht 1 ths questlon to Te mnewered is was it clunted. Unlsss 1% iz lmown
bow lens (if et ®11) the car could hzve hecn unsttendsd shortls bs are explosion,

i% could have be=n but s:conds Trom tus &1 taey sbtreted 4us car until tEe time

i

°f tue explpsion. here aleo tnr !cind of e~ntsiner esn be sicnificent. It eould have
besn something in oeent, like & grocery bag on the outside, nr & btox frem books, ete,
It is nuite proer %o say ties doviee eould net, fred the eviden 1ee, bBewe: besn in

the plave compariment, behind the dsshbeard, ate., bubt ss Prremuleted Repwrr:



Iwvan Y2z use of plursl Y"persens™ {s an greumeny, for 18 -there spy oradzon to
gsgutle tuz drives Wonuld bive leoksd ot ths fleor ol
cer ia getting into 1%% Supress, ©lso, thr lizit 314 nei come on automatically,
freom somataing ss ignoesnt sa taing burned out or 2 breYken swischi Fnv ss sayeone
i gee this tant %ime of tao hight? And witd e esr belonging te neither, sithap

| =

could Bave essumed.tilers Wes vewethinz strenge in kg car belonziag te the ouner

r

24 least frr 3 short period of time, Esrs ths size of the pscieeze, naxshere indicsten
agsumes siznificsncs, flen Ite shape, 4 possibility, perheps remnta, 12 = very £lst
package thet mickt pot heve felt ton-umusual underfont. Put if one iz 3o srgus, 38

telegram dees, supjose 14 L2d bean e very flat packege snd wes undernea%no tae
rug acd oysr the floorboerds, «#ould it not then fsve besn conc:zled? Zo ssy it was
not in e glove conpsrinment, ste.;ls not o asy it was noi “cnaeﬁ¥54, aysn 17 taids
isn't tae ey ;nint; 1% ie %o srgue s vpoin$ ratler tosn pres=nt svidence,

nge

Farte of zey-wonund cloagk cherastaristic o Testelox nmenufseturas fAunid
in automobile debris",

@) Where in d=bris? Tkare consistont wiik geving e en part »f devics o
where inconsistent?

2) Any ig?iestinz it nsd besn altered to bz pert of davies?)

3) Wes there nctﬁinx elee in d¢bris? Tof even in trunki Pass. compertmant?
EZvideneces of ’ﬂnd drink [fro¢ coflea ta liqéor, soft drinks, ste.) e literature,
wkttten metter, books, ete? Thst was contzhfs glove compsriment?

&) Vinat percantaée of psris of eomplats clock? Did it include tooss parss
where slteretion would teve be n neesssary to use ss $imdns device on bomk? If it

dod, Hhen no mentisn nesne not so eltered snd fthat elne'c was plqntsq frr just tbe

misuse mads lers.

e

£) "Chsracteristic r

!4’

agtelonx™, Als~ "eclarsctsristic™ of sny nbhar meke
( bm tie time-of tois wirs, thers nad been tas Cembrides explesion, :nere i1t sesms
a zstelox cloek, 211 or part, was found,) Lould question aave tesn eliminsted, ident.

made unecuivoesl, physicslly or by analvﬂis?

"fragments of mercury batiery or bﬁttaries smong itams raportedly removed
from body of vietim Willism i, Psyns."



Tt miishat have %ecn mors precise Yo dsve s:id "reportidly Willism X,
ayne", fox there is no datornal preof of idsntificetion.

1) That ¥ind or size » moreury beottery? "hy uvse morenry bakbtery unless
thars fa anapisl roneeni st f"ulﬁ Euﬁh reagsnfs) Be?
2) Wny cmit oiiter items in body¥ iRy not explein sow tuey could Lave
gotten there, ss by teinz net obly wmars -5 bort but top pert? lhet purpose could
nwostever 14 wes sarve? Sharpnel’ Yiguld this asve besn ceonsistent or ircongistent
with imputaetion tas deviee was bsing %rengported by these men, Wio i-tendsd to
uge 1t? zZow esuld %uey asve hed e use Lor shrepnel-like adéltions? Thy wera these
itens ﬂot publicized whea there was gich intense oublicity on whst tendad $o convince
the pres end tle public of tue inmerent ergzunent in thc medicel "reprrt"? Uere

sny of these "items" traceatble? Vers tusy traced? Idertifled?

Mot possible tn B=termin no wust csused explosive ciorge to detonate
isside car™, (added ergument becsuss pust thls esn say le woet caused it to

explode, not woers)

1) Te sey 4% 12 not possgible to detarmine whst csused tue explosion is

%

tn 83y there is no rsszon to balieve clock caused it. This is o suy tie cleck was

-

nes sn integrsl pert of mechenism, And this, in turn, focusee mors attentlion on

|_

those nther "items" from victim's body. One nnzzibility is a simple zleetricel
sviteh, motiveted by so simple s thing as pressure or removing preasure (eg in
liftinz).

—i—

2).'Te titis not to say tast tas FRI cencol even asy tiaul tis mercury

(@]

bettary or baﬁ,rrias csussd tha detonation? If not, whet pruposs did tuey serve
or enuld tuey bave?
3) I:s tiers onytoing cuiside "Peyne's” body to indieste other betteries

wng used to daetonste? “hy no ref to Testhersione's bndy?

2
(]
f="
m
<
e
7]

Nothing forelgn in it?

% % * *

At best this is en srgument, not = dispassicnete repert, The omissiens
re g0 glsring toey demend suspicion., ind whet is seld is so mesagre, tnere is not

toe sligaest susgestion of the nstur- end extent ol eny tests made,



