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Rt. By Bt. 12 after 8/16
Frederick, Md. 21701

8/12/75

¥r, Russell Stetler
‘24 x@m st‘l
Oskland, Cal. 94609

Dear Mpr. Sietlor,

This will nof doubt confirm all the fine things yon have heard about me and
sore than satlsfy you that my repgtation for diplomacy and tact are more than deserved,

Jin Lesar has sent me a copy :1{ your 8/4/T5 letter and two unnumbered pages, one
headed intro, the other apparently the conclusion.

You may recall that uy agreement to the selection of my work that you sought
was leas than enthusiastin. If I 44d not then express misgivings I had them, prie
marily based,.on the title snd the sslection of my work you found appropriate to
tha¥ title. “his %0ld me that the “phlitios™ were proconceptions to which all
would be tallored. While this is by no means uniqus, it is not scholarly, it is
less than intellectmal honeaty, and 48 is the last thing the hope of any real
accomplishmonk on this subjeot now requikwes. That 1t has withatood all the ravings
of all the experts to this point shames the sarlier wonders of ths world.

From thia brevity I could, without repetition or frrelevance, spend an entire
day and not fully respond to ypur question, “have we mmt oxditted anything fmportant
or Af we have mmk sald anyihing which is not accurate. *

The indhkgence of the venitiss and prejudioes of your collesguss required an
initial omission of what detachod people would f£ind important, There is no point in
gddressing that or other omisaion; part of which come from the sublimity of sguorence,
factual and geientifis, They eaupt be mccidental.

I don'$ veally care what you say and do not say about this matter. I lmow
enough about the field and have had expsriences enough with most of the peoppe
to be without expectation of substantiel werkt and to anticipate the probability bf
poteboiling, with or without recognitifon of it, from the changed climate. 5o I'm
not going to take the time to go into detall. However, if you want it, phone ms,
propared to tape record it in advatos. 1'4 prefer i1f you do this tha you meke it
not sarlier than 4130 p.r. your time to let me prepare with a decent meal, Not
that this, if a faiy sample, might nof cause its loss.

I am aware of spymce problems in sny anthology and of the sddod problems of one
whose main funotion way be essentially literary in a of enormpus sovpe, incredible g
detail, oonflioting opinions and other controversies. You may foesl the need to serve 3
wany interests and not be able to. !

Howewver, none of these factors justify error or the indulgence oy prejudios. You
assume dual responsidilitiest to those you guote and to those who your books. Yeu
ows both the best posailde effort to meet these responsibilties, repardless of what
may be special prejudices or selfeconcepts.

Beginning wit: the farat sentence ignorance and factual error permeate this orap.
The sesond gentonce beginas, "Critlca...vere struck by...." without date or any other
1dontifioation, By eritios I presume you mean here that embodiement of the ultimate
in dspendabi}ity, A.J.Weberman? FPerhaps the gainent Gerrison? All these eritics did .
this at the same time? Which is to say their work was ocompleted 2/15/65¢ §

In the last graf on this page you again use the same construction, “heightensd
oritics® cuﬁ.oaﬁ.ty..."




¥hat you refer $o was written a year and & half befere any other book appeared.
Prior to the publication of any other book the author of that one had, to the kmowledge
of at least one of your associates, started to battle for this material with Hoover.

wanatmditu,then.hmmmsmoe&mmmwﬂnpmmdncupmm

In what follows in the first graf about lead I'd expect more of a Berkeley
education in physios. Evem, given wartime conditions and scarcitiss, perbaps “com-
ponents, ¥ depending on the size of the samples.

The NAAs d4d not “supplement" the spectros from what we deo imow.

I think you can get an eygument in this specific case en “Two fragments cannot
originate from one source unless their spoctra are identiocaless®

To say n?thing zbout "the certainty that all the fragments came from one paix
Avp.” I didn t know the gun fragmented.

There werc “a number of attempts to obtein the test resuits,” Most were by
expenditure of a postage stamp, no mere. Another was inmane,

The refercnoe to my filing “a suit® inder WOIA is false. I filed two.

ifhe FBI did not "release® and it waz not "73 peges oy rew data from the
spectrographic tests.”

Nichols is not the first to claim that this stuff was “inoomplete®™ or sxrroneous
or inoomplete. We did that, in court, before Nicholshed axy coples, certainly long
befors his statepent, $o which you mansge not to do justice. He maid much more and
if you ave going to quote him you should do it faithfully.

If you wre going to quote what people said publicly, Wecht on May 5 was not
the first and what he said is about what I'a 3 horsesiit, It was then not
*tgcearly to dvaw oconclusions as to the [data's] significanesiand I had done it
repeatedly and publicly prior to than, But why n2é be really falthful to Cyril and
guote him on all this being his original work, on all the others Jumping on his
bandwagon, on his desire to sell tickets to 1t?

Tho note you added to the conclusions says that 4t vas in response to the first
cane filed under ihe amended act that the act xww was amendsed.

Well, I guess magic doesn't ebd with the uegio bullete

From earlier correspondence with others of fixed mind and opinions and aelfe
concepts I'd expected the reflection of hangups. But so viebuose & display of
common ignoresdce snd irresponsible error does surprise me.

Sincerely,
Harold ¥eisberg

P.8. The omission;are serious. I'1l not waste time on them. I'll addrese them in xy
oWn way, my own time and my own work.
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RUSSELL STETLER & TRACY THOMPSON
424 NORTH STREET, OAKLAND, CALIFORNIA 94609

Ausust 4, 1975
lir. James Lesar
1231 Fourth Strest, SW
Washington, DC 2002L

Dear ¥r. Ziesar,

I enclose a xerox of the introducbory and concluding notes
wiaich Faul Hoch and I wrote to situate your piece on the spectrogravhric
evidence in the assassinations anthology which Peter Dale Scott, Hoch,
and I have edited. We'd be grateful if you would let us know if vie
have omitted anything important or if we have s=zig anything which is
not accurate. Ctherwise, this is sinmply for your information and
requires no reply -- we appreciafe that you are very busy!

With best wishes,

Yours sincerel
3

T

Russ2ll Stetlar




SUE—

intro to Jin Lesar on the speotro evidance
The FBI performax€g6;§;¥i;oné on gertaln bullet fragments found
in the wounds of President Kennedy and Governor Connally and on larger
fragments found in the limousine floor and on a hospital amtretcher,
Critica of the Warren Commission were struclkt Ly the limited claims
expresaed in the languasge of the Hearings and of supporting FBI
statements. An FBI report to the Dallas police, for example, notea
- that the tests show the lead in the fragments in questién ia "eimiiar”
~=~ not that all components of the core are or are not present in
identical amounts. In a letter to the Commission's General Counsel, o
Je Lee Rankin, FBI Direotor J. Edgar Hoover referred to the nore
sensitive Neutron Activation Analyses which aupplemented the speciro
tonts. He indicated that it was not possible to tell whioh of the -
larger fragments any particular minute fragment came from, since : N
_there was no significant difference betwsen the larger fragmenta,.
But Hoover falled to comment on the more important question of
whether any of the minute fragments did not come from the larger ones.
The technique of spectrographic analysis i1s to induce the j;a
chenmical elements of & sample to emit a spectrum, which ia then &
photographed. Analysia of the spectrum reveals whloh eloments are 3
present and in what percentages. Two fragments cannof originate
from one source unleas thelr mpeoctra are ldentical in the elements -
revealed and in the percentages of each eloment. Identity under -
such analysis im necessary, but ndt sufficient, to estadbligh the
common origln of two fragmentu. Thus, one met of findings in the
FBI tests would be conslistent wlth the VWarren Report's finding of -
a lone gunman, without establiching the certainty that all the
fragments came from one gun. But any other findings would conclu- ‘
-.pive1y disprove the Report's conolusion,
In the case of the ampsctro tests, the Commission d1d not follow
its usual procedure of introducing each report into evidence as a
Commisaion Bxhlbit. Instead, an FBI ballistics export was asked to
describe the resulta of tho tests and to confirm that the report L
—“would remain in the permanent files of the FBI. The absonce of the
data from the Commission's filag and the reculiar wording of all
referencea to the tests holghtened critice' curiosity and prompted
a number of attenmpts to obtnin the tedt results. Author Harold

Welsberg ultimately filéﬁwg suit uidder the Freedom of Information Act.
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His lawyer, Jemes Lesar} desoribes the resulting laral battle.

Boncluding note to Lesar on spectro evidence

In April 1975, the FBI released 73 pages of raw data from the
spectrographic tests to Harold Weisberg. Another researcher who has
been seoking mccess to the physical evidence, Dr. John Nichols, ¢lains
that the evidence which has been released "is incomplete, contains

: err&rs. and has essential fastors missing." On May 54 Dr. Cyril

Weoht deolared that "it is too early to draw conclusions as to
/the data's/ signifisance." At this writing, Weisberg is persisting
in his court case to achieve (and oertify) full disclosure.

This concluding note was revised by the addition of the
following sentence at the beginning:

"In response to Bxecutive Branch obstructionism in ihis and
other cases, in Hovember 1974 Congress amended the rreedon
of Information Act to limit the use of the exempiions.”

. "
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Dear Jim, 8/12/75

If you have any objection to this letter to Stotler, just dan‘t mail 1t, There
is no mall I can make priof to mecting kith you tomorrow anyvway. ™

No, I d4d not write 1% in anger. I do have objectives othar than angering Paul,
I'11 explain them,including the omotional ones.

I told you to begin with thit this would be sn anglod anthologye “t was i.medistely
apparent also that the other objéctives, while the antahologlsts maye have told
themaeives othermvise, wos ¢rass ooumercdalisut to take advaniege of the current
situstion without msking any kind os significant contribution to worhtwliole objectives.

The personalisation of Peul's disddiices, which stea from exactly this kind of
oriticisx of his earlier atuptdities, is barely hidden., X decided not to ignore that
and to let Stetler, whother or not Scott, De aware of it. Whether or not he helieves it,

The writing is much worse than you indicated. The error is what would have shemed
Howard when he was oanly 15. Not all of it is carcless errgr. Paul's refusal to go
tothnnbraqforuttcrlyapnxiouummumclu.Eem.u;ydoem:‘tknwthu
atuff or thia aspect of the evidence, :

This 1s what really shocks me. The rest I'd more or lees expected.

, 1 have no intention of tellin; thes what they'wve omitted in this avea., The book
wengt 4o enough good anyway. I have learned the extreme to which Panl will go and I
don t want to tempt lim. (Mo, I don't mesn in tids book.) lids ego is much offended
frofl the more than justified clobbering he's gotten in the past when he has attempted
ks wen writing, (How bad was another shock, beginning with conoepte.) It is my purposs
to offend it more. I don t care what he thinke but maybe, just maybe, 1t will do him
some good because he has tuo others two face on this and there is no mafl separation,

I'1L go ioto s little of thie with you, bui for your information only.

The essential comparisons are ignoved entirsly. They have o do with the othaxr
evidence entirely omitted and with the jacket, With lead, partdculerly when it was
starce, and with the kind of stuff Kusso used it is not as all impossible that there
was chepp and poor mixing, within eny batchs I tale it that vhatever Guinn concluded
comes from somothing like this.

Sood lesd wag mo mcareos thea we used to save empty toothpaste tubes for salvaae.

Bowever, this wes not trus of the jackets or the shellm. “owgnz:r mentions the
shells. (I did, in W¥.) Or the gunpowder, The mixing with these com s 1s mugh ffner,

But he doem;t even mention the clothing, Or the curbstone. %r Windshield.

Don't even specify the incompletemess. I'd rather leave them slone with €heir
possille-sxbarrassment, Besides, it ia botter for the fow serious workers to get an
aocurate reading on these guys and their actual mowledgs. There is no emcupe for &
Seott in this, either,

1 ve taken sowe awfully chickenshitty criticism fros Fanl, eluost withont oxception
over iliaginary errors. “t has other inapirstion, whatever it may be, I also regard his
behavior on W¥ IViis entirely unethical., He also wasted much time by it and we do not
and then éid not have that tize. ‘% may have cost us some chances for the ancillary
rights, and 1'd include Rollding Stone on t¥dis. I know of no standerd by which what he
then did can be considered honorsbles I may suy aothing sbout this but I was stunned
that he would even think of it. More after I offered to make him co-author....de is one
thing when it comes to poring over records and trying to find some. He 13, from what I've
seen, cntirely different when he outs his own stuff on paper or has political thoughts.
ssoBy any measure this stuff is atrocious.lLet thesm alome with it wnleas they toy with
your own words. Host,
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