
Lear elm, Leposition teansoripte, e.e.75-226 	3/19/77 
I suppose the transcripts are confidential until file!. note this because l'm 

asking Howard arel Dave via carbons about their recollections of 5tombaugh's testimony 
before the W.C. You esy also consider whether you went Howard to read the transcript 
for eey sue, estiona of a factual or legal nAure he may snake for your use of them. 

While you were not tough on Frazier, and 1  knee afterward you said you'll have to 
be in the future, I think you have a hood record and that his arroeence and antagonism 
are helpful. where h' repeatedly deennds expert-weatase feen at each crucial point 
relating to evidence about which we do NV' have ANT report, I think he is qpite helpful. 
He directly violated the directive of the Court of Apeeals, to ectereine ,.:tether or 
not there are ouch reports. 

After reading both depoeitione I an satisfied that you did not ge astray, did not 
seek to use the depositions for other purposen than eetablishine compliance or noe-
coepliance. 

Stonewaller that re is, eraotieed at evasion as his years of Fel experience have 
made him, he helped us and he did give us testimony we need. He has testified to the 
existind of tests the results of which we do not have. You will find this in the notes I 
made while reading it, included with this. 

His insufferable nastiness: and inappropriate arrogance when you went into the 
damage to the front of the :shire aril the tie combineil with what lht testified to at 
least twice and I think three times combine effectively for us, I think. He did have 
Paul Stombaush make an examination of the shirt-tie damages to detereine exactly what 
you asked, did the holes overlap. We do not have it. In his case, he also testified that 
he gave me everythine the request cells for. In fact he was with 41ty and Breeson. 

Frasier further testified to the dist . ibution of reports where Lilty did not testify 
to searching or having searched. They went to Dallas - all of them, and the Demo is 
true of hat i think he first called downstairs and then the Comunioatione Sivision. His 
testimony ii that thin DiTi8i0a has a copy of all reports. 

14 evadine on the curbstone he injected another test end another report on which 
we have nothing. Thin in where he says he made a mieroscopic sxaminetion. We have no 
uotes of hie an this. lee testified that the aeetch is not his. Thin means that unless 
it in Gallegheds, an how Gallagher could haws: made a sketch on seise and direction 
from a sample of the swear is not apparent, there haa to have been still another ;sat. 
Its existence remains secret from xi. Helping us on this is his testimony that the 
smear if of #.4 dimension that ho woule not expect ells a bull,t and that after reading 
the lab popery we got, all of then, ho could not tell whether in fact a wheelweight 
rather then a bullet made that =earl To what end a apectro then? 

Hc,  recalled that there unn Nee on th7 elednhtild and fine eeniee it seen *2:eel:I 
we have a record on it. 114 is one of the crew that stopped lab work, be testifies for 
a matter of hours only, to carmine that windshield no he had some first-parson knoeledge. 

I thine my notes till dizelose another such point I've now forgotten. 
his refusal to testify on the cutting of than tie after testifying that it was cut 

off.is very helpful. You nay want to combine this with the subeequent hietory, whom 
W,:.srdig got 70-2569 diemissed by assuring +Vessel they would take pictures for me but not 
give them to me. Howard has obtained reeorda I think I also have in .hich it le:. clear that 
the intent was to substitute pictures for the tie, not deny pictures. Howird would be a 
better source, although I might find them. I have a new request oa thie, denied. We nay 
want to [LA this for Sheneyfelt, who I think took the pictures. We may want to subpoena 
the pictures taken for me and all the relevant records, especially those reletine to the 
unknotting of the tie. Archives ate:Aired Gesell they would give m pictures of the know, 
My request eeeeified teetel free the eat slew, ene then they fiey it is uekaotted. slow 
eoUle they have given this assurance if they knew it ins anknot.ed? The knot ie the evidence. 



The meaning of erazieen testimony is that at the outset he had jtombaugh make these exanieationa relatine to which we have uo reports et al., no recorde of nee pine. be also, t-,eifeed that he knew of no work after the Co ..isles reporeed. In combine, tion they fairly clearly eatablith the exieteeco of the knot at the time of the Com iseion. Johneee toe: me that ha tranzported this material from the Fhi to his building aee that as of then he did not snow of it ever being looked at. t ae sure tee ercuives could have presumed it was in the conditlen in which it was when it wee entered into evideene. you any Asnt to seplore this in depoeitiono. We are deuleze the re its on the work eh, existence of which ie nowe sworn to and I have been denied tee picture of the eves woe tho court was aauured would be taken for me. The evieunce Wes destroyed. I can now prove mote than 1 dia. in Post fortes that the treat neck wound was above the shirt, which provides motive for the destruction or this essential evidonce. It right le; a nice thing to havo the Fb: ape the archives fight over wbo destroyed the evidence in the assasseaation of a PreAdent. (After Aerch 31 ut the earliest, though.) 
If they claim this is Laing farthur than the anodato my dispoeitiou is to seek an ieceeiste ruling sun that. Ws have been told by appeals to establish the existence or non-existence. I doubt Ady court would are cut this off now, even Pratt. I'd not be too surprised if Pratt changes a ML after he reads 2razier on gimme momey in particular. 
If they decline to reopend to the 'subpoena on the tie I'd be inclined to give the leaue directly to Teddy Kennedy, although there is someone to whom I'd like to speak first. I an certain Teddy would not referee eould not. kLight even see how this can gut Um out of a very difficult position. It is tea kind of thing that can brisk it open is they decline. I'd be willing, to hold a erase conference on it en0 I think it would not be igeored with a competitive situation. 

It in zood to aav, bad people as adversaries. 'd -amier made a very aig mistake hare. 
It would be ,good to see if 3tertbau,sh's testimony includes that emerination entered by Frazier. I'a sure it does not or in misrepresented. Frazier gave ;sone toati.-iax,y. Bis combination of how much t ey shuttled to and from the ‘4,maissioa bracketed with his aavinz uallagher time, there wee no other reason for hie teltifyiLd to aaliaiiher's work, help this no end. Who can believe it, eepecially when Gellagher did t:etify and did not testify to t-is7 

I'm -,111x nobody tuetified that the holes coincide and i'm urn be nobody will. believe i rcaier's testimony that he ,,oule not tell scout the knot without knowing the position of Jiees clothes on hie body. 

Based on m razier's testieoey I think we can no usk for what the archives has 
refused ee, a  weighing of 399. If it confirms hie teetimone ae lose nothing because he stuck to that testimony. If it does not we are home ele., ar. 

Cunningham testified to the tek ing of better pictures than eerb's of the maritime, on euleete free tee rifling of the aerrel. I recall no such pictures of the J7& evidence. Pictures, yes, but not such cloeeups. 

I think you have rained the question of deposing silty, Wo now may !rant to, with a duoes teown egbpouna. Frazier has testified to the exostenoe of records silty did not attest to searching. Frazier also toatifieA to all the r:perta being in % drawer in his office, but that he did not heve all the reports, contrary to his WC testimony. I have forgotten ehich t,..etimony it ie in but I've elrea eou thee•Leeier quote and I'm ?rutty sure you have uoed it veruatita in court, pet-have on Apt:eel in 2301. ey mind's eye tells me it is toward the top ibst of a right-bend page. eeparately, his offsrine of the wheolweieht, a nice alternativ to ay piece of pluebieg or typeeetel relating to the curbstone, in a nice thing to mek Gallagher about over his own work. I'd rather have him arfille :with Frasier than with me. 



Itt come weye the timing of this is very gOod, in some ways not with the deposit .on 
date 3/2e and the committee's life eataudiug now to 3/31. I do not want to help ext:4nd 
the life ef this comeittee. I'd prefer any other one among the etanaire Rowse committees. 
Oho reeleoed Absug?) 

The cemmittee is comment sting on uing, almost i gnorine M. They have a live 
spectacle in hay and the black caueue to apply pressure for them this way. 

I did offer to Sprague to join the comeittee in my suits. I am sure Ken remembers 
this and would so testify were there the need. and of course 1124. comeittee can have tide 
afterward. jnly not now. I think Achilles has shown sea a heel.. 

You any want to consider aekine Reward for en affidavit as an expert from all his 
years of studying the W C and its files on the meaning of the unpublished and partly-
eupereeeed records relatine to the conditions imposed on clothine exeoination and the 
aubetitution of pictures, from his records, with attachments he ooneidere relevant. 

You soy want tee some sort of thing from hogyr isinmen. I turned my request oi" the 
White i!mum9 for some records over to his when the JAL library said they did not have them. 
Roger obtained than from the LBJ library. Anterior neck wound abeve collar. Roger has 
not been able to Deli a story on it, incredibly enough. 

I got no trenseript in 704569 but I .110 have letters, one to tie,  judge when they 
did not comply and one from Rhoads to me, the obeso-sorry one about the unknotted tied. 
Then not written mail after my complaint. I think it all fits together.  as a nice 
eupplem,atary peekage. 

Whatever the outcome I favor a strong effort aloud these lines. 

Howard- aside from any opinion or suggestions on what directly relates to you have you 
any clear recollection of the relevant testimony? 

Dave- can you read or have someone read Stombaugh and Frazier both for all citations 
to references to spectro, NA.4which I'm certain are not referred to) and about the 
clothing in particular'? 


