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ENCLLSED i1 A TPy OF RGCLER crpPi¢'s
LETTER QI TIiNG  THE ENGCRAVED RIFLE IPENTIFicATION
AS Yo RERJAESTED,

X SHALL  wWRITE TC MRS HUSCRSVE AN

SEND HER CoPiES AS SooN As  F'vE coMPLETEDR
THiS -E TTER,

I SHOULP ALSC iNFORM YO “THMAT RDCER

CALLEDP ME COLLECT FroM PALLAS oN MAY S, 1975,

T HE wANTED ~ME T o feNMoOw  TTTHAT HME WAS GOo/NG TT

wWaltE ANOTHER LETTER L00M M ORDER  Te FiNISH
PMEWERING SOME OF ¢ THE OESTIONS T HAD ASKED
= F HE COMM)YTTED S UiCIPE T WS PRCBA R

A CRY FoR HELP, BY —HE WAY Hi$ LARST

LETTER Yo ME HAD BEEN RIPPED ©PEN PRICR
To REANACHING MYy HouseE, RCOGER ASSUrRED ME
HE HaD NOT sSsENT T ”r‘h'ﬂ‘rh waAY —HiS 1S NOoT
THE FiRST T IiME MY MA HAS COoOME (N THIS FASHtoN,
B = GCUESS THATS PRAR FokR THE couRSE, S OMEONE

1S EITYHER NCOSEY R AT LERST cCARELEST,

THANIKE You pApouT THE INFO AptuT Rocter's
S MoUlDER wouUnND, scp\pqw/ BUuT THE ZAPRUDER PRINT
wAs GIVEN TO SOME STUDENTS HERE,

ENCLOsED A LSO ARE LEYTERS FeeM ITEk's
How ARDP HALL , o (N OUIRED ONCE AC TC WUHY

TTEK NEUER 60T BAck i) RAY MARCUS wHe FELT
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T E FIiLURE = To THE FAR RILHT 1N wHE
Moo MAN P Ho'Te WA S A MAN wiTH A ECT
KEROX SAYS HE DDoscHM'T™ “REchrLl AN,
wHERE HAVE Im HERARP THAT PHRALE BEFezE?
= THEN REMIUED M>» SHEEP'S clLETHNING BY
Sl TING HMULT -~ REFERENCES S5 THIS (NFRMiuSL
INCIDENT AS WELL AS somHE SCATRING ALLECATIENS
MOAINST TITTEK B VARIGLE RESEARCYERS, o LI Y Y
NEVER UNDERSTAND wHY HE REPLEDP, BuT HE
DD, ®E pox 5 s HowE TTHAT HALL ~New
CWpecroLs BAND PID TR> Te CALe RR, MpRreus
BrACK. AMEN"

ool NHNAVE EEPT Y CONSISTENT ceMTAHACT
Wl H VARIoWS &EQEﬂRcHE.{} AMCRTSS THE CtunTRy
SOMET N ING PERMNAPS o HAvE NeT BEEN ABCE

TCc pPc., wHE N = AN HELP Yuu) REEPFP ME IV

MIND . T O AM SUYURE “THERE ARE THINGS I

CHAVE STUMBLEP iNTO iN THE PAST AND wiuo

§ 0 TH &= FuUTruRrRE AT [t WS PROVE MNHEL_LPFLL .
/L«v\e}v
=D TTTATRE
s/ EPCEMONT RD.

BRAINTREE, iMA35,
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ITEK CORPORATION - 10 MAGUIRE ROAD

LEXINGTON. MASSACHUSETTS 02173 - TEL. 276-2000

August 16, 1974

Mr. Edgar F. Tatro
51 Edgemont Road
Braintree, Mass, 02184

Dear Mr. Tatro:

I really have no reaction to your letter. I am not qualified to analyze

.or do I wish to comment on the material you sent me except to say that I

personally disagree with many of the statements made about Itek.

All Itek did was provide a technical service to answer specific questions
posed by UPI and Time-Life. We did not then, nor will we now, speculate
about the film we examined or about any other films. Above all, we did
not undertake the studies to promote or sell our products or services and,
for the record, T did try to call Mr. Marcus back

You appreciate the fact, of course, that we had no control over how our
study results were reported by the press - although they did accurately
abstract our findings. We have also had no control over how others,

including some of the people you mention in your letter, interpreted our
results,

For anyone who has good photographic imagery and has .questions about any
photographic evidence, including film relating to this tragedy, there are
many good companies with photographic analysis and interpretation
capabilities who would be pleased to quote on performing the work. This

would include Itek.
Ver rul ouxs
vty yourk,

' J A’
. T //L—«'W*;/'//
/ Howard J. Hall

// Director of Public Relations
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ITEK CORPORATION - 10 MAGUIRE ROAD

LEXINGTON. MASSACHUSETTS 02173 - TEL. 276-2000

August 5, 1974

Mr, Edgar F. Tatro

51 Edgemont Road
Braintree, Mass. 02184

Dear Mr. Tatro:
I do not recall the incident that you mentioned regarding a Mr, Marcus

q5__f}lg_ggkgn_hx_Maxx_Mnnxmeg-, However, I believe I can respond to your

letter.

First, Itek ran two film examinations relating to the Kennedy Assassenation.
Both were performed for press organizations - UPI and Time-Life. During
that general period of time (1967-1968), we received many, many requests
from various individuals to perform other studies on a wide variety of
subject material - ranging from glass plates from the Lincoln era to copied

‘newspaper photographs that appeared in 1963. We declined all requests

except the two I mentioned. Both the UPI and Time-Life. studies were run
on film that they either owned or held reproduction rights. In addition,
both organizations were able to widely report on our results exactly as
we found those results to be.

I have enclosed a copy of the Time-Life study. Please note item 5 on

" page 2.. We did analyze a duplicate of the Mary Moorman film. All the

analyzed film, to the best of my knowledge, was the property of Time-Life
and they held all rights to it. I don't recall or even known how anyone
else could have given us this particular f£ilm but I could be wrong. This

was eight years ago and the coordinators of the project are no longer at
Itek.,. -,

Reproduction; of the examined film were not reproduced in our report - again
due to copyright laws and reproduction rights.
V;fy truly Xo#%s;/

cf!ifiﬁfﬁ«ﬂw/‘5 f;if({//
" Howard J. Hall’
Director of Public Relations

" Enc.



