Supplemetary seuorandus off Destruetion and Yon-Destruction 2/15/u1
of flecords vy thue 151

I my previous meworandus I provided confimmation of my afiidavits in Cea.79-
226 in which I stated that law wni repgulations prohibit the destruction of any records
or evidence in the JI'K ussassination investigation. The attachments to that memo are
couvies of records provided by the ¥5I only after being ordered to do so by the Court.

The volume oi’ tliout records, in excess of 6,000 pages, reflects the fact that
when the ¥ul offercd the opportuuity to examine them at the FBI it knew very well that
neither you nor I could muke an adequate examination at the Fil. The apperent purpose
of the rdl'y proposul was stonewallingte

The samples of ballisties evidonce tested are within the definition of "records"
included in my previcus memo.

Those discovery records, as I tlien noted, are iicoi.plete.

They do not, for example, incliude the complete history of the dise}pgeurance of
the sawples 54 vohln M. Gullagher submitted to neutron activation an:%i They do
include an internal record swg esting that the tested samples were destroyed as
allegadly radiocasctive waste. Iy previous memo states that there was no dangerous radio-
activity involved in those small spocimens and radioactivity is not an accurate or
truthful explanstion ol' their alleged disappearancca |

lio records ruflecting any seafeh for those specimens was provided. Neither was any
record reflecting the propriety or inpropriety of wny such destruction. The FEI was
rewarkebly indifferont to this slleged destruction of covidence, according to the
inconplete discove.yy records. .

1 disputed the aliegotion thuat therv was any dangerous radioactivity, stated that
only small specimens ure required for HAds, and that tle radioactivity decays repidly,
suggesting that ther: is another .'l;’GﬂSOIl for the disuppearance of those specimens.

ifter I sent you thds previous memo hark Allen provided copies of pertinent records
he obtained from the National Archiv..-s. '"hese records coufirm my memorandum with respect

to the size of lia speciuens dand the fact thal there is no dangerous Mudiocactivity. They



coMfiirn what I steted with regard to the curbstone, that the FBI had scraped ofi all
of the materizl that could be used in sak, irvom en area of %/4 of an inch by an inch,
aliliow h only a much smaller specinen is required. and they confirm, in detail, allega-
tions in severnl of my long affidavits in ihis casc.

Gaullugher testified untruthfully on depositions I believe therc is no reasonable
dbubt that while he professed to the world's worst memory, his untruthfulness was
deliberate.

One illustration o this is his claim that he was ordered not to examine the un=
fired bullet found i: the rifle in order to prescrve it. I provided what is known
amoi shooters as & "pulled" bullet. Tldo was to show that the bullet could be
pulled frow the shell, s minute sample removed from the @ore, and the bullet thereafter
placed back in the shell, with nowvisible damage and no interference with any other
test that mipght be desire in theufuture. This is precisely what Ure Vinecent Uuinn did
for the Youse Select Comittee on dssas inations (:GC4), as his report and the records
of the archives stutc.

You may remenbor that when the Px‘esidont was assagsinated the Atomic Energy
Comzission ofered Dr. Guinn as the outstanding exovert on the use of Nas in eriminal-
istics, a field i vlich he was a pioneer; and that the Il refused to sccept him,
opting instead for those who were without his criminalistics expertises

When HSCA wrote the Archives on 8/26/77 about the pending tests for HSCA by Ur.
Guinn (attached as &) it stated that the samples to be tested were minute, about 15
milligrams;that the aspecimens Gallagher hac used could be used again; that it bad not
been able to lovute tlwse specimens; and that when its bullistics punel of experts had
examined the curbstone it found it would "bé unable to scrape a sufficient quantity
of lead residue without contaminating the sumple with pieces of concrete."

In this regard I remind you that when I asked you to ask each ol the ﬁ SAs we
deposed to teutify to the condition and apearance ol that portion of the curbstone
all refused. Visuzl examination makes it apoarent that this particular spot is of a

different texture and color and that neither an impuct nor traces of lead or any other



substunce is visible,

Thiz is the one spectrog aphic plete the FBI allepes it destroyed to save space,
that space bein : tho thicloies: of a thin picece of photographic film., The FiI provided
no wllidavity, no prool of scurch, and 1 provided an aflidavit stating thut any such
des‘_l:t'ruction would violute FHI regulations. At that time I kmew that the FEI prohibited

ntu:;:trucﬁion of un ewisting mcord to correct factusl error in it, that it required
instea! an amenament to the existing recoﬂ. Since then this discovery material estab-—
lishes that any such desiruction iz atrictly prohibited.

The explanation of the all.ged disappe.rance of this plate, like the explenation of
the alleged disapseurances of thiyas specimens, giuply can't be truthful.

Dr. Guinn wrote the USCa on “uguéf'19, 1977, setting forth what he would do in
hin toesting. (4ttached ws B)e He stated that Wie "is nondestructive" and that the
size of the speciuwens can bem s suall as "a few wiliigrams.” e gtuted that the removal
of so muull o :s:mi}lr d.l-'JeS 'no duumf,c*]“.nofar as microscopic couparisons are concerneda Le
also stnted that rother than being dangerous radicactive waste {he samples Gallagher
used "would be guite suitable for re-analygiﬁi" lic would submit the specimens to
radiactivity twice, the: first tiwe for only 40 seconds, the second for an hour, and that
"The induced radicactivity Jevel of each activated sample is quite low and soon declines
to a negligible level, so the activated samples can bu returned to the Archives quite
sefely." This give: the lic to the Yallager conjecture aboutitheir allcged disappearance
becuuse they were destroyed as radiocactive waste and it reflects the fact that in
senerating the record I obtained on discovery the FUI kmew it wus generating an uné
truthful rccord.

The materiazls to be tested were teken to California by the Archives end the f;dera.l

grotective Service. The archives' reports on this sre attuc @ as Co

Un Lecember 28 L Trudy Peteréon filed a :;wmo for the reford in which she states
thut the srchives had weigshed the bullet that allegedly inflicted all seven non-fatal
injuries on President Kennedy and Governor Connally and was unscratched by this careei‘,
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omizission Exhibit U9ve She gives the weight on euch of two weighings. Please note that
when I asked the arcidvens for the weight it refused tov provided it.

Under date of 1u/25/77 James Gear, Dircctor of the archives Preservation Services
Yivivdon, provided lds peport on the Nid testing by Ur. Guinn.

He state: that “re Guinm also found #that there “was not sufiicient residue on
the curbstone to remove for testing without contamination from the stone itself,"

(Dr. Guinn actually toeotified that =11 the recidue was removed.)

Gear confirmed that the smnll samples did not exist so new samples were taken, he
describes how, and with rogurd to the bullet 399 he statis exactly whut I attested to
i;q the affidavit tu wiich I atiuched the pulled bullet.

Hather than the radicactivity being at &ll dangerous, he state: that the day after
the: Guin Ned fc;st:‘ug ‘e "oll materisls were roturned to the listional adrchives building."

The whole operation was photogivbhed. Photos 50 through 50 wre all off the pulling
and rejoining ol the bullet and shell,

It fhus is aparent that the PHEl's allegations viuh regurd to the alieged destruction
of the sumples Gal lagher tented are not accurate and truthful and de not explain their
alleged disappesrance. Lt likewise is apparent thut Gal aghe 's depocition testimony

the unfired bull
with regard to lhi: :ad the Ful's failure to perforn tests onh erc¢ not accurate
and truthful and thav wy allegations with regurd to both are correct.

In tlds regurd T rondnd you that Dre Guinn, when he tectivied bufore 1SCA, was
carel’ul to stote thet the speciuens subuittcd to him for testing did not match the
oriicial deseriptions ol those sraller exhibits.

There is no accousting of the relatively larvge sumple SA Fraxier removed from the
base of 299, Lts size is visible iu the pliotographs I &ov‘idcd vith my affidavits. This
does swest that what Uu:'um# tested could have coue from the unaccount.d material from
the base and thus would have tested ns identieal with it. Yn Deposition Frazier testified
thet the bullet was weifhed on receiot only, whin it weighed 158.6 grains. In Tact the
FuI weipghed it after the saaples vere floesen. LUSCA says that it now 'weighs 0.9 graing
less , and this swall weight represents what Yrasier renoved mnd enother plece that fell
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of . after the bullet was transferied to the archives.

Phe Pul's wipworn elaims that the Gallagher samples and the curbsténe spectro-
craphie plote were routinely sommmespmeg destiroyed can't be believed and at the very
least are in ‘i.ol:.-tio“ ol law and ropulationse o records of any such destruction are
provided and it is cleur that all destructions, if any, must be ap.roved and recorded.

Going along with this, when some s“pectfograp}d.c plutes were finally provided, most
lacked identification with their spc.-cimendnumbarn. The #51 hus refused to provide these
identifications, saying that it vould require doinyg; research.

Jhere these plates were dated, th: dutes disprove the Fil's initial representations,
thut all spectrograplic results wer: incorporated in ite 11/25/63 report to Dallas'Po]_ice
(Ehici' desie Curry. bome of these plates are duted ufter 11/235/63 nnd ul‘;:;US‘ts I can

prove werc conducted by the FuI nro not included in the plates provided.
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