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Board of Inquiry cn Uolf2.7 Natter 

SIMAARY OF 	FINDINGS er THE 30:TD OF INQUIRY INTO THE ALLEGATIONS :LADE 	;,T:07:;EY 31":3,,RA UAR:jER BLEHR BEHALF OF UIELIAn G. HARPER, A Cr■IINALIST, AGAINST THE PROFESSIONAL QUALIFI=IONS OF Df:::WX::NE A. UOEFER, FOREMSICCiENIST, 	
..— -,:;UUFREY ISAAC AND THEODORE CHARAC3 WITH AN AFFIDAVIT BY WILLIAM 	HARPER ALLEGING ERL.:).RS By.DeWAyNc woLFzit IN THE SIRHAN B. SIRHAN, LEWIS TERRY, JR., AND JACK KIRSCIIKE CASES. 

The Board of Inquiry has considered those matters ordered by your directive of June 1, 1971, regarding Mrs. Blehr's letter to tha General Manager of the Personnel Department of May 28, 1971, and has necessarily included the :omplaint, fC-6027, filed June 25, 1971, by Theodore Charach and Godfrey Isaac. 
An examination of the background and tcchnicue!3 Enployed by DeWayne A. Wolfer encompassed en academic review of crimilalistic procedures, a study of the transcripts of the concerned cases. reevaluation of the evidence  and statements and opinions of outstd7=horit:.es regar-ing the procedures challenged in the accusations. 

. The investigation was reviewed by the Los Angeles County,  District,  • Attorney, his investigative staff, and Deputy Attornef General -.- Ronald George from the Office of'the Attorney General, State of California. 

This resulted in an investigation into the procedures of the Los Angeles City Clerk's Office in the handling and storage of court exhibits.by.the Los Angeles County Grand Jury. 
A reaopraiSal of the Office of the Clerk of the State Supreme Court was aisotinstituted pertaining to storage and handling of exhibits steering from this inquiry. 

The conclusion reached by the Board is :hat Mrs. Blehr's alle-gations are wholly without substance or founaution in 'hat Mr. DaWayne Uolfer: 

(1) did not violate the "pz-zceptsn as stated Ly Czs. 
(2) is .a recognized epert of extensive e:Terin,:2 in tn.,. field o! fixeaz-ms Identification and tallLscics; and 
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Harper pertaining to his theories regarding the Sirhan B. Sirhan case. 	 6ections of the affidaviz document nr. Harper's background and experience. Tha 
1:• 	

A through 	and contain mr. Harpar's findings and con- • 

sixth section is divided into alphabetical sub-sections • • 
clusions, which have posed, in his mind, unanswerad . 	questions' in the Sirhan investigation. 

The first question raised by Mr. Harper is labeled 6-A on page 2 of Exhibit "A". He refers to two firing positions 
. 
- and draws inferences from physical evidence to support his :-. -. theories. Mr. Harper's basic premise that "the position . • of Sirhan was located directly in front of the Senator, with Sirhan face-to-face with the Senator. . .is well .established by more than a dozen witnesses," is in error. The testimony at the Grand Jury and trial place the Senator looking slightly to his left which accounts for the first bullet striking the Senator behind the right ear and the bullet traveling from right to left. The upward angle of the bullet is logAcal when the height of the Senator is 4. 	i contrasted with. the height and position of Sirhan. 
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, • The strong conflict teat exists in the mind of Mr. Harper between the "eyewitness accounts and the autopsy findings" appears to stem from his lack of information regarding the - .position of the Senator and Sirhan, or a refusal to acknow,.. ledge it. His estimate of the "brief period of the shooting" (approximately 15 seconds) ignores the frenzied state of Sirhan and the ability to fire eight, shots from 	• • a, revolver in less than half this,approximate.  time. 
r ,t: . .M4. Harper concludes- that the autopsy report,-coupled with"* - 	his opinions, "firmly establish that two. guns were being . .T'f:fired in the kftain- pantry concurrently." The same autopsy report used duiing the trial did not conflict with %thp witnesses' statements or the facts presented. 

4L.teview of the Coroner's Protocol revealed no conflicts .1 With the facts develoE,ed during the investigation. 
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. *4r: The slug that penetrated the ceiling tile was fired 

• of the bullets.fi;ed by Sirhan refute "the contention 

. where Sirhan.was_cbserved 	 Ile_stel_p upward_ 
..i164.14.11;,prob4bility be a rezUlt:rof the struggle during 
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4, roji7.1":iositionthat traced to the top of the.s.teent4ble-,_ 

Sirhan's apprehenzion. (Addondum.B., "Bullet Study") 	• 

advanced by Mr. Ha:T6f in Section1:fS:thibit: "A6  on page, 

and a_stA11776ERerharie ag7a-727:E17377ncr -tl-e:trajectory' 

i.alspction of the ce7ilin tiles removed from the pantry 

.of the shot that ponetratearthe . ceiling tile 
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