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o Ag you will, I taink, realize, when I
Sullet &29 whet » uiscoverea in Frazier's Li.c. o
5/23/66, when I first went after Snover on the s
press this thing 1'11 be getting into tast fallen-cif fregment. L do not wsnt to
ge into Roffman'e thing, but it iz becomice cleer $hst without %nawing it, as I

© pusk on tais, it wil., in ons wsy or snother, be discloved.
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& number ol problems come uw. I do met wsn® to #se the mowle'ge Lbe got
wltwut his ® raiesinn, I'd wrefer %o have 3%, Tt v~uld seve time in what I seek 4o
sccamplish not to have to work srousd it. Le, of course, ig unavware of the meny
thinks I've dere in ~orking ox thisz over ths vrars snd mey bte unwilling tc telieve
I did them. Howevsr, if you reecsall whot you resi in M, you uregz swsre of when I
hed taken this by tte sumsr of '67. ¥y files will reflact the sbher things. .

' For example, the Morning the news of Clark's executive order QfJTO/Zl/ﬁs
wes reported, I wes st tie Archives demsnding the spectrographiz cnelysis. Jonnson
sald they dc not hsve it. I asked him %0 sek the FRI, snd in my rressmce he spcke
to Cunninghsa, whose response was the Archiveos did so nsve it, &nz he cited what
is not th  spectro, the FBI revort on the evidence theat had be-n exsmined. While T
O was there I u=4 Jonason get it, shewed aim this wes snything but te spsctro,vhgd ﬁ

i him g+t beck t- Sunninghsm on the phone, sn? cince then I've been waiting for the

ansver thst hus not besn given., *y own letters to tie Archivist repastedly demaga\
tLrt under this exec order they s#re reruired t- have *ae srectrn. My orrraspendence
with toe Justice ~eperiment ls in the seme vein. Now, whsn I've been restering
tiem for thne weight of 299 2% 2ny given time in its czreer, thsy remain silent ﬁ\
end they reluse to take s plcture of it in s zesle for me, “nd 1 em abouh to sue
them, 2nd elthough 1 %nes frszier had teken s sampe for this snelysis, but in NO he
8dmits it comes from the resr, end I elresdy hsve th~ size mnd enrroximete wisisht
of the 2onnelly leg fregment, with nothins else I heve slmert 1007, Tii= %ind of
tning, in a court of law, should te one of the mors important develemments, esheca-
i91ly vhen the legal issve is of7icisl supvrassion, in viclaticn of the law, Sa, I'4
lize Reffmen’s permiseion %o use this, Without it, i7 there is testimony, =s I
hawve little doubt tiocre wonl? bs, 15 woild cane nu »nywey. As 8 mattes cof fact,
ong of toe beneficialx side benefits of tue suit is the tessimony it permivs. I had
! told fud, ween ne finaliy sgreed to ta%e the case \hsving hedged then refused more
taen 2 year ego when 1 {irst ssked him), tonet if he didn't 4 wes onrepsred to file
the sult myself a2d be my own lawvyer. Even before then, th2 late Swring of last
year, 1 wes telking to a Sernedy-commected lawyer sbout filing such 8 suit 2nd »
was irterested ‘until Merk sounded off), and this is one of the things he had found
comprehensible and was considering filing an actinn nver.

All of this mey mean ncothing to Koffinen, whe mey regerd iLhis ss an «ffort
to burglarize him. I thirnk you know 1t ien't. However, when vou s=re in %touch with him,
I'd anpreciste it if you'd ask him if it is ckey for me to %now and use this. 17 he
@eclines, I'11 not, end I'11l just work around it. But i1t2s discdosure is inevitsble
in the natrusl pursuit of what = heve engsged upocn. I would much rether do it orenly,
1n 3 way thet gives him full credit for discovering it, =2nd avoid this suspicion in
bis mind snd ssve tuoss steps in pusning tone finks,

1 spoke to Bud yesterdsy, brierly. His comlug kere bas teen deluyed. But
Wwe will bte getting together soon. This bullet evidence is one of tke things I've been
_after him tc go efter the DJ cn. it is not in the letter he arote iitcrell, =uich he
restricted to two things. We are still aweiting the promised letter we were =sked to

deley filing for. It ws tc te sent in two wamkw days but hed not been in two weeks,



I do not think this i1s bteceuee it 1s an eemst letter to write,

One of the thirge I heve scught in my rather extehsive letter—wr

iting
s to force governm-nt lawyere £ learn wog+ h:rpenad, They find suen ¥nowledge
uncongenisl and they seek to svoid it. By now most of thnee invelved must hsve

mers thcrn e suspicion of wiet horrened, “eng cap be L- "y eboul getting smeared

with the seme filth, Preossinc them on thinge 1ike thig forces guhlty knowledge

upon toem, snd I do it., At seme roint, I beliovs, it is Pprszitle they or one of *rem
will pass the treaking point end be foreced tc do or £8y comething tc preserve
himselr,

he importeuce o tnst viece th=t fell eut is incresses Ly your simrle
exreriment, That hols is, 88 you suggest, without doubt the place from whieh
Frazier removed his semple. There is only =z single other flaw In that pars of
the bulle}, in the picture I have, teken sfter the fragment foll sub, snd if thet
viece fits the secend flevi-uow, huh? The sPackinT tisd is vieiltle ir .y wicture,
which I've rresumed is bersuse of tae slisht flotdsnirg, mey be the resl ressen
thet plece coullz €all out. “hat do 7ou-think, thet anqg gny slirht subsequent
disturbance,

I'we got to get tn nther work. If vou cen, in whetever wey yeu fesl
areropriete, I'd like you 4n ssk Fofimsn 1f ne wil: rermit me to use this, in .
the form of the letter, in the neer future for purveses of the litigetien, ir i+
tecomes dasirestle, sn’ st sore point in the fubure, in tnpe frpm ~f crsdit $o him,
in writing. In the #riting 1 cen sdcomplish the same end without mertion cof Paffmen,
dowever, I'd much retier te straizutforwsrd spd repert 1t es scrmeshirs he Yirst .
established,

Nothing else new. The two teorle L exnected lsst wesk dld not come,

dastily,




