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Ji- Guinn's HSCA testimony Hé 9/8/78

Before there can bo more interruptions a few hasty comuents because of possible
225 1 portances.

I regard Guinn's as thc most significant and influential committes tostivony to
fate, unoguivocal in izportant areas snc in tids sunse mo, gurerig,

B.pause of this I begin with explicitness- his testimony in aome respects was of
deliberate dishonesty., in tids L am, saylng less than that he lied but in e sense
worse, that he used special formulations to cirouwvent lying and thus accomplished
the same wrongful purpose. Irtmthisboarshuulyonthematoruhatmmd.

Bven tlough the dishonosty wee not ralated to his quotation of hiu rosults or
their meaning,

He kmows it ia not true that Nichols got the Hia raw material from the FEI
under ¥OI4, and so does the commdttee. Ho knows that I got 1t and thet Nichols later
2ot it on my back, haknwlahathat theFﬂJdidR&auorkaKMdmepmto
the.May 1964 date o which he teatified.

He knows these things from me end from a consultancy for wiich he was paid by
the Hationsl Enquirer. ¥ kuows of the lewsult, for exemple, toc. Bo sxmdned the
results of the Hile on ths paraffin casts for the Enquirer,

Yet he repeated thése untruths several times, without once indicating the truth
of which ho knew.

%wmlewthantruﬁ:!‘ullahwthiaknwlqdpotﬂlintmmmm.m
discovery ve got a copy of Gullagher's memo on “inn's 1/64 call to dm from I 4hink
and on thia.

There may be more but I'm hurrying. I made some notes as he testified,

e testdfi. d to what I told Jou long ago, that copsor is a superior subutaace to
tn‘tunbullm.Iwmayouaeowoftharxﬂiclehedidonthiamhisuorkm
it funder by DJ, along with a copy of ‘simiiar work done fo: vtihe Yanadian counter-
partufm'.Iathmﬁem&pmemﬁmaror-tbmtmmmdmm
hi.mﬁolimtmmsalrtothacom.knmtommmuqtﬂvcoalandtohavamatar
mpoaitinnalmﬂm.lamuparthatﬂlodhdnuhatbiemmrknquimdtbat
hodoz‘ordnﬁ.nitimu.&-mmdthet@mmeopper,andthnshnoomm
use it in his lead work!

He said that the somparison sawe for G8 came from Connally's wrist. Maybe it did
but he hed no wey of kmoving thia, If wo aply noveal lsgal sbedsvds, end he s
qualified as an expert, there not only is no proof and no basia for his so
withous sny qualifisatlon, but extreme s 1t eay up ear thers im anothor alternative -
that there was a substitution,

Now I'm not saying there was. But is 1s possible and from the 399 base, remeuber,
Fragier never told the Commisaion that he had taken a msmple from the base.lenenber,
the Archives would not welgh%x399 for me so I could know its present weight and the
welght of what Pperier removed, Whaot happensd to the sample he removed, n large sanple
in either spoctro or HAA, terns? Wnere is it? What is its sresent weight? (Remember,

I asked you to question Jrazler on deposition sbout welght.) Given the FBI's problems
and what we have learned about it since, a substitution is not impossible, especially
when we recall the hbstory of the lmow of the tie. Sk Neve

I am svare that this may seem extreme, Sims was when I thought the Fil's
destruction of the Jmot of ths tie evidence would have been iupossible. But il happened,
So did much else,

Can you believe that the FEI's phy=icists are so stupid or unlearned that they
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cpuld not make the same evaluation of variations that Uuign 4447 Can you beliceve they
did not mske any caroful analysis of the results Gallagher brought vack? 01 that
heving done sc they would not heve been aware of the irportance in glving them the kind
of procf they totally lacked? If the FBI was awere of the singificance of these results
then there is another erplanation of keeping them pearet, The most likely 1a en
unwillingness to have the work evaluated independemtly or duplicated indepsndently.

__On the other sido of this thero is the typical FEI psranola sboent secrcey and
controls Even though Gallagher had never done it bofore he did the calaulatinge
he alone= when there wers experts, which he was not, exactly where he was, et Ozk Ridge.
But I an not assuming thet Uallagher, if he ia a phyalcist, is the only one the FBL
has in the uait that ussd o have physiecs in ite titles I believe his work was gone
over by others. I believe the depositoon evidence 1s that there were three men an
each thing. Cun you beliov. that all three would have misied this, not msads any Iind
of analynis? Of this we received not a sin.le sorap of paper, not oven Gallsgher®s.

The curbstone is fescinating, again illustrating what I wrote you last night
sbout the dishonssty of prosccutom-typo export witneszes. Guinn did not tastify to
any examination of the curbstone or any comparison of 1t 4n existing plctures. He
scld merely thet there wes only a smosr and that the FAI hsd seraped wost 1f 4t off
80 that he had an inadwquate ssmple. When he also sald that 10 mg is a good sample
we have a 3/4 by 1™ sample of which nothing remains, toos. But the «dgnificant of the
curbastone is that it 1z not as it was at the time of the crdme, whichalds importance
to the “emberling record I got from IFO fles mnd geve you, that 1is as. SuTence
had chenged. If as aprears to have happrened, the curbstone wasz patchod, G
not only did not test the point of imract= ho could uote

ihether or not you realizd this I am enflorsing the importance of the American
system of justice, as you may have Torgotten i also (alons) did in W, No iawyer
incluiied this in any writingof which * know, If in subsequent experdences I've
besn disnaged ovar the abuses o 1t, I lmow of 20 hetter systenm oven nowe ~o 1%
is merely Losause in ell official procesdings the mroper and normal concepts and
practises have not been followed that we have guestions remaining and still need
what is withheld,

Remonmber, the only spectro plate that is missing is of the curbatone,

There are the same kinds of probtlems with today’s other experts, oz ballisties,
the neme essontlal qusstions not asked, the pame evesiveness and incomplete if not
unsatlsfactory expianations, as with their not using the clip in their owm tests.
(Avoided having to testify to the comnopvlace, misfiring; ss the CBS tests uyroved,)

08 course Suim was also sitting in judgement on his old friend, Callaghor.
Policof{'s basoluss errer, that “udnn had worled for tho Commisaion, gzave fio commitiee
ita way of putting all downm and bypassing the actuslity. He did not check this
with me, by the waye. I think he checiked notldong. Thers ocwe other errars.

Pns of my reascns fer going into these things now A9 tha poasibility of the
influence of the TV brosdeczet oo the judges in the appeal and their clerks. You had
better be ;repared with reaponses, esp. I IV uses this, Or does this account for their
request for more time of which you told ms this morning?

If I did not say it above, “uinm siid his first kaowiodge of the fact that thora
had been NAAs waams 19735-4, throush Hichols and! the letter I had uged earlier and FH
perhaps earlier still. But he had soce inkling when he spoke o Gallager in 1/64.

And as you pointed out vhen we spoke, there is no (1% 4o KAliy arcund any more.
But the committee had no guestion about its total disappearance,



