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"NEw" JPE ASSASSTHATION LVIDEKIE

WHITIWASH: The Heport om the Warren Report, completed February 15,
1965, was the first book analyring the “arren Report and the first of five
I have printed on ths subjest., I Delieve the amount and mature of the
work these books required qualify me s sn axpert on the Warren cam!ui.on.
its Report and the evidence it used, misused and ignored, -

Based on Prior professionsl experience as an investigator and R

slligense enalyst, cne of the items of quintessential evidencs on which
fixed early is the apeotrographic snalyses of what can be called the

istics svidence, The Commission went to some troudle te hide the faot
t 1t also had had Neutron Activation snalysss dons. The Report and the
,000,000 words of published evidence sre silent on the NAA.

¥ithout ascess to sny spestrographic analysis, whisch for reasons

eonsistent with complots and thorough investigation the Werren Commis-
did not have, at thia early date, Pebruary 1965, it wss apparent that
the spesstrogrephic analysis of any of the slleged three shots, sll allegedly
m ons rifle in one set of hande and with one typs of ammunition - copper-
Y, full-jacketed militsry bullsts - ecould destroy the conclusions of
ths Warren Commission.
Here are the warren Commission's comolusions on this ahooting
(Repors, Pe19)12

"(1) President Kennedy wss first strusk by a bullet which sntersd
the back of his neck snd exited through the lower front portion of
his meck, causing a wound which would not necesssrily have deen
lethal. The President was struck a second time by a dullet which
sntered the right-rear portion of his hesad, causing s messive and
fatal wound.

"(2) Governor Comnally was struck by s second bullst whioch entersd
on the right side of his back and travsled downward through the right
side of his chest, axiting below his right nipple. This bullet
paassd through his wrist snd entered his left thigh where it caused
a superficial mound.”

To this was added as gross a lie ss officials can tells

"(3) Although it i3 not necessary to any essentisl findings of
the Commission to determine just which shot hit Oovernor Coomally ..."

¥ell, we shall see that 1t sould not have been sithar of the cther
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two adnitted shqts and nothing could be mors essential to any official
findings,

In my first writing of that early date, the first mention of the
apsctrographic analyses it turns out is completsly accurats, confirmed
by the limited material dslivered to me by the FBI under CeA,226-75. Om
pags 160 I wrote of the so-called "missed™ shot, which missed by sbout
260 feot, that "the ourbstone reflects the wark of one of the other types
of bullets the Commission declined to sonsider even though it huu but -
did not report - thay wore readily availadle in Dellas.™

The Varren Commission's expert bBallistics tastimony was taken from

I Agent Robert Prasiomgpoven though he testified he was not the right
ons to give first-person tustimony on soms ssposts, KHis testimony ia
mgue to the point of msaninglessness., OF the so-celled nonfatal shot,
he testifisd of this bullet and rrtguata sllegedly resovered from it no

re than that their lesd uas "silwilar] (page 164). Of the fatal shot
® which five fragments allegedly were recovered in the car, the same
ot that is supposed to have dsmmged the car's windshield, he told
Commission of two fragments from this bullet found in the freat sest
that they oould not be identiffed as from the same bullst aa three frag~
nts found in the baok sest, of all Plases undor the seat on the opposite
ide of the car on which Mrs. John Commelly sat. {p.164) Of the serapings
frow the windshisld, his testimony was only of “similarity. But unless
211 this represents a aingls bullet, there had to hmve been ancther shot,
ther assmasin, and ths erime is unsolved,

S0 also was it with all other comparisons, where he ocould sven
suggest & relstionahip.

He even teostified of some of the svidence, ons of the fragments,
"it lacks any physisal charecteristis which would peralt stating whether
or not it aotuslly originated from a bullet” (page 165. quoting Lrom
5H67-T4).

In short, none of Prasier's tostimony ia preelse. He in no way
mede positive determinations that the solentific analyses were proofl of
the Commission's conslusions that are theories rather than faets.

Ho qualified some of his testimony oven more. with the noafatal
shot - Sullet 399 - having had to inflict seven wounds on both vietins
and from this oaresr to have emerged virtually unsoathed, virtuslly
pristine, two excerptas frowm his testimony sre relevant., On the President’s
clothing and on diresction - the bdullet baving had to go from dack toc front
on both men - his qualification was, "Assuming that when I first examined
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ees 1t waz in the mame condition ss it was the time the hole wes made.’
Askad separately sbout the Preaidsnt's shirt, he spplied the identiocsl
limitstion, “sgain sssuming that when I fipst examined the shirt 1t wes -
it had not been altsred from the eondition it wes in at the time the hole
was made ,..” Of both holes he testified based on the direstion in which
ths fibres of the edges pointed and that reversal of this direstion was
possible by pushing them from the opposite direction (page 161, quoting
from 5B50-1). .
¥ot oaly had Frazier nc way of knowing whether the direction of the

8 bad been reversed at soms point in the many handlings betwesn

s and thes FBI lab in VWashington, he further indliocsted the impossi-
bﬂlty of the history sttributed to this ons bullet that sllegedly caused

se holes and the more significant danc-.
In the Commisaion’s sscount this bullet transited the Prui.dm'

» in some mysterious wey avelding any bone; thereafter smashing four
s of Governor Comnally's fifth rib; whence it procesded to demolish
relatively heavy bones in his right wrist; after which it attached
self to hls »right thigh bons so firuly thet when it later in some
magical fashiom dislodged itself a fragment refused to lsave with it.
s fragment was not removed during surgery.

This bullet is wnmtilated and virtually undeforwsd - so undeforwed ‘
that in some views its slight flattening ls not detsotsdle. ;

On the laek of mutilation it was Frezler's testimcny that "even a |
Piece of cosras oloth, leather [lesve| 1AfinitestBel szorstehes whioh, :

n snlarged sufficiently, sctually look liks merks on the dullet" from
rifling of the bdarrel (page 163),

The oxpert testimony is that coarse cloth or leather could have
marked this bullet. The evidense is that bones in three parts of Governor
Connally's Body did not -~ were mot as hard as eloth,

Even the norwel testing of this Mullet for thé residuss of human
tiasus was not mede. XNor was there intsrest in the fect that prior to
examinstion this dullst allegedly hed besu wiped clean. By indirection
Frazier testified there remeined deposits that could have been examined -
if the bullet hed the history attributed to it. Nonethsless, examinstion

for tissne was not mads.
.Asked, "There was no blood or similsr material on the bullst whon

you examined 1t?” PFraszsier responded, "Not that would Interfere with the
famch'omyhin} examination, no, sir” (page 163, quoting from 3H428-9),




- 4 BW

This does mot sven mean that momn tissues did remain, sssentisl
to the imputed history of thet bullat,

In seying he wss giving hesrsay testimony, Frazier identified the
spestrogrspher as FBI Agent John P, Jellagher, The last Commission wit-
ness, oslled only a wesk before the Report went to press, was this same
John P. Gallagher. XNis September 15, 196L, testimony {1SHT46-53) econ-
tains ne single qusstion about these scientific tests (page 164).

Instoad of the FBI voluntesring its sclentific work to the Commis-
sion and Instead of the Commisaion asking for it for inelusion in its

peord - in 26 messive volumes and soms 300 -cubic feet of flles - the
Commisaion contented itself with the sssurande that these tests sre "s
of the permsnent record of the FBI" (page 1bi;, gquoting from 5H69).

When Attornsy Oeneral Ramsey Clark issued an sxssutive order on

tobor 31, 1966, under whioh all the evidencs was to Dave been transferred

the Hational Archives, I went to the Archives and asked for these
lyses. Hone were transferred. dhen Mr. Harion Johnson that very

irst morning phoned FBI Agent Courtland Cumningham for me and asked about

thesse test results, Cunninghsm referred us to s single FBRI lab rapors
ch dosa not and could not include thsse results. It is the unsigned
ad rapert of Novombor 23, 1963, addrsssed to then Dsllas Chiief of Pollice
Jesse Curry. '

Ny interest in the absence of these most basic proofs from thw

ommission's snormous record (which does include elaborate anslysas of

¢ Harvey Oswald's puble heirs) was fncreased by the fust that each gnd
overy one of ths Dellas doctilew who testified on the Governor's wounds
(WEITSWASH pp.167-87) sald that the history sttributed to the nonfated
‘Pullst was impossidble. The Commission substituted for this complets
denial of its most basic conclusion the responsze of these same doctors
to a hypotheais. : .

In the quasticning of one of these doctors, Dy. Charles Grasgoery,
this came out as Jassume, if you will, another set of hypothwticel oir-
cuwstsnces...” (page 173, gqueting from L4LE127).

‘ Dr. Robert Shaw also indicated the impossibility of this megical
performnce by this single bullet, Cowmission xRibit 399. He was ques-
tioned by Commissionsr Allen Dulles:

"Dr. Shaw. ... and we still do not lnow wbioh bullot sctuslly

inflictad the wound on Jovernor Connally.

Mr, Dulles. r whather 1t wes one or two wounds.

“br. Shaw. Yes,

e
[P ——
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"Mr, Dulles. Or two bullets?

"Dr. Shaw. Yea; or three.” (Psge 176, quoted from LH109)

All three sutopsy dootors also testifled opposite to the Zeport's
sonolusions about the posaibility of this bulled doing what was sttributed
to it, inflioting seven wounds on two victims and emering unmutilated and
virtually pristine. Commander James J., Humes used such words ss "most
mlikely” and "do not mnderstand how it sould have” and "I think 1t ex-
tremely walikely™ and "I csn't conoeive” whem he testifisd with that bullst
in hias heand, Asked sbout this testimony, Commender J, Thornten Boswell

Colonel Pisrre J. Pinek agrsed. Uhen Colonel Pinek, s wounds bslliatics
expert, was asked if he would "modify"” Humes' testiowony on this "in any
way,” Pinok responded dluntly, “No." (page 165, quoting from 2H381)

That the expert wmedicsl evidence sstuslly was opposite the Commis-~

ion's conelusion makes these missing escientific tests wore important.
5 testimony makes 1% virtuslly certsin that the tests, if fully and
2tly wade and interpreted, have to prove the Report and its conoclusiocns
e. Otherwisse, all the eredibles expert evidence is wrong. i

Vhy else ahould the tests not be {n the Commission's evidence and

aords?

J. Zdgar Hoover wes well aware of this, ‘

Before thers wss s Werren Commission, ss Hoover testified, Presidesnt
Lyndon B, Johnson put Hoover in direst charge of a "specisl investigstion”
for tha President because otherwise, there deing no law-snforcemsnt purpose

r the Fedorsl Buresu in what wss then a state erime only, "thers i3 no
1 jurisdiotion.” Attorney Uenersl Robert Eemnedy was bypasssd "within
ha iret 25 hours,” Becauss "1t was the desire of the President to have
report completsd by the Buresu just as quiokly as possible, and as
thoroughly as possible,” Hoover hiid about 150 wen at that tims working on
the report.”

Hoover teatified of the work of this enormous task foree of FBI
sgents, "I have resd and slgned all the replies that have come [sic] to
the Commission. 1In sddition, I have resd many of the reports that our
agenta have made.” Murthar, "I myself zo over thess to see that we haven't
mizaed sanything or haven't any gep in tha investigation sc 1t cen be tlad
down ..,” (WHITZWASH II, quoting from SH98-9),

This definitive FEI report totslsd five Bound volumss, It beaame
the Commission's first file, 1dentified ss CD for "Commission Document™ 1.

This report iz & mmesive propagsnde job on Lee Earvey Oswsld. Hewe

is what the Commission members admitted to themselves in their oxwuthT/
auz

|
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sesslion of Jenusry 22 of this FBI report and the Hoover and FBI sttitude
tevward the Commiasalon:

While it iz the undevisting FBI practice to say it doees not
“evaluate,” in this case "the FBI 1s very explicit that Cewsld fs the
sssasain ... that there was no somspiracy, and they are alsoc saying in
the same place that there wes no conspirscy.” But “thay have not run
out all kinds of leads ,.. They would 1like to have us fold up snd quit
ves This closes the ocsse ... They have found thelr man., There is nothing

re to do, The Commiasion supports thelr consclusions, and we een go
me snd that is the end of 1t.”

It is portinent and instructive to note that this transoript was

thheld from me from 1967 until March of this ysar, on the spuricus ground
that it wes propsrly clas#iffed "TOP S3ZCRAT,"” which mesns that 4t could
use a war. It is mot the only such inatance. In U.A. 2052-73 the
vornmont actually swore falsely te this, following which it releazed to
the sxscutlve azession transcript of five dayi later then this ona,
pither qualified for clasaifiostion.

Hot irrelevant is the wey Commissioner ulles slosed thia Janusry

Bv sxscutive session: "I think this record ought to be destreyed.” The
isting Commission regords indlcate it was., Fortunately, the steno-
typist's tape escaped ths memory hole.

The Commission's fmmediste problem was not only that Hoover had
ched consclusions before it had begun 1ts werk, #Hor wes it only that
had it boxed in, foreclosed frowm sny real) investigation when it de-

ad on the FBI for wost of lts investigators and all 1its ladoratory
T,

Hoover's conclusions dissgreecd with and refuted those resched by
the Commission. |

Perhaps the most atypical part of those filve bdound volumes of
Hoover's report, CD1, is that it wekes virtually no referenas to the
sctual assasdination. I wmde careful examinstion of this report and
sdded this charges to WHITEWASH, the firat book (pp.192-5). It has never
beer refuted or even questioned., I sent a copy to asch member of the
Commission and to Hoover.

Thame are Hoover's only referencss tc the astual ssssssination
and to what sakes the complets scientific test results sought in ©.A.226-75
more isportant. Both are in Hoover's firat volume.
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In the first and extremely limited mention, under the heading,

"I. THY ASSASZINATION," the FBI report says "two bullets struck President
Kennedy, and one wounded Jovernor Connally.”

The Zseret lervics reached the asme conelusion in e report ignored
by the Commiasion and published in WHIETENASE II {page 168): “President
Kemnedy v.. was shot. Immediately theresfter Governor Jonnally ... was L
shot once., The President was thon shot a second time.,®

Hoover's second refersnca, on page 18, reada:

"Hedical exsmination of the President's body revsaled that one of
ths dDullets had entered just delow his shouldsr to the right of the
spinal columm at an engle of L5 to 60 degrees downward, that there
was no peint of exit, ..."

This directly disputes the Comisaian's spnelusion that one bullat,
which entered the nvck rather than "just below his shoulder,” inflicted
the nonfatal wounda on the President and on the governor. Hoover had in
his poszession the spectrogrsphic analyses I seok in C.A. 226-15 uhanéha:
ss1d this, He 41d not say that these sclentific tests proved one bulloﬁf
hit both men, He did have s fragwent from Governor:Connally teated, with
the dbullet allegedly having done all of thia, '

With these results in his possesalon, Hoover said ths gmoalte,
that separate Dullets caused ths nonfatsl wounds on both vietims, The .
feeret Sorvice sald exaotly ths same - two bullets, not one, caused the -
nonfatal injuries,

The Bovewher 28, 1963, drte of this rormrly auppressed aecmt
Serviee report 1s five days after the FBI gave the head of the Secret 3«:--»
vice the resulte of the initial scientific testing. The Directors of the
FBI and ths Seoret Service sre oxperts. DBoth are In fundamentael dissgres-
ment with the Werren Commission in a mannsr that refutes the commission's
sntiro Report after both had this 'still-aupprsued saientlific evidence.

Both sgenoles, howsver, entirely ignored the so-called 'missed’
bullst.

The best sxports the Cormission oould get could mot begin to
duplicate in time or sccuracy the shooting attributed to the duffer Oswald,
evalusted by the Marimes ws a “rathsr poor” shot. 3o nodbody could admit
that more than thres shots were fired, iven thres shota mede an impos-
aiblesetory.

The blood of James T, Tagus made this problem acute. Togus wes
thaen and there wounded. Heo blsd. It is amply recorded in the immedistely
availabls esvidenco.

O Wy
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Within minutes Dallas Patrolmsn L., L, Eill radioed, "I have one
.guy that was possibly hit by a riccohet from the bdullet off the sonorete.”
Taguo had immadistely reportdd his injwry to Deputy “heriff Buddy
Walthors. Pbotozmphs of ths peint of impacst were taken By s nsuspaper
and 7 a TV cameraman.
At the same tims, Patrolmen J. W, Foster, stationed highcr up, om
the Triple Underpess as the three sdjoining raillrcad bridgss are called,
reported seeing still another bullet hit betwsen uhers Tegue had been
tanding and the Texas School Book Uepository Bullding, the alleged sowrce
all the shots. Pictures exist of Walthers examining that point. Other
impsets of other bullets were reported. I have personally exanmined one
>tally ignored by all efficial lmrutiptionl although it, too, was
fmmedistely reported.

Tague was Do leaa explicit than Walthera in deseribinz the point
tmpact of the bullet that caused hisz injury. uWslthers usid "it ap-
red thet a bullet had hit the sement” snd Tsgue that "There wes a mark.

K-*inte obviocusly, it was a bdullet, and it was very fresh.” (WHITZWASH,
.158, quoted from the Roport, p.116, and THS5L7,553)

¥ons of tha offislal explanations imolude any saccount or the c¢ther

npomd and confirmed impacts of dullets.

Put the Commission folt it could not get away with ths Hoover sclu-

 tion, whish wss to ignore the wounding of Tegue, as the 3scrst Service

lao d4id.

V Hoovar, who knew what the exiating evidence sould and sould not
bear, had to ignore mors then ths shot that wounded Tague. Hoover also
| ignored the lnown and reported wound in the front of the President’'s neck.
His supposedly definitive sscount - the result of e intensive work of
150 agents - sftsr he had read every word passed on to the Commlssion,
whish includes tw sbove-quoted svidence, wskes no rsference st ell to
this snterlor neock wound.

It cennot de becauss in five volumes s0 large binding wss required
he lscked space. Hor can it be begsuse he did not kmow. It was widely
raported - publicly.

It was Because, had he not tried to stonsuall {t this wsy, he
imow that he would be admitting what the facts make beyond question, that
there bhad beon a oconspirsasy, whethsr or not Oswald wae pert of 1t and
uhather or not Oawald had done any sheoting.

A1l officials were horrified at the thought that thsre had been a
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conspiracy, Forwer Solicitpr Genersl J, lLese Rankin who as generasl counsel
ran the iarren Commission told the members in that formerly TOP SECR:T
exocutive asassion of Januery 22, 1%L, adbout reports that Cawsld had
sarved the IBI and/or the CIA., If "it ever came out and ocould de astab-
lished, than you would havs poople think that there wuss a conapirascy to
sccomplish this assassination thst nothing this Commission did or ahybody
did could dissipate,” Rankin lsmented.
Commissioner Dulles' resction was, "Oh, terrible.” Commissioner
ggs addad, "The implications of this sre fantastic.” Dulles then uttered
' gingle word: Terrific.”
This is whet immediatelynpreceded the proviously guoted admission
t the 7BI had decided what would and osould be ssid without its inves-
tigation completed and regardless of what the Commission wanted to do
find, -
The reason Dullss declared, "I think this record ought to be
stroysd” and the reasen the transoript was illegally clessified TOP
YICRET end suppressed for more than 1l years are not becsuse it oould
astart s war. '
D The men who was to become our first unslected President waz there
- did perticipste in these deliberations. A
Pive days later the same subject with its "terrible”™ and "terrifico®
implications ceme up again. Renkin did not charge the Tommission with
reaponaibility to get to the bottom, to develop and diasclose the truth,
hatever it might be. Rather did he tell them that they had this "dirty
rumor” and their obligation, infinvestigsting thes assassinetion of the
{[President, was to "wips it out.”

Thet iz what is deing tried with these seientific tests I have
sought for a decade. In my first sult ths government manipulnted the
courts and sccomplished a rewriting of tha law by deceptions and miarep-
resentations, Then Congress amended the law last year., In the dsbates
that suit, Civil Action 2301-70, was oited as the first of four requiring
amenddng tc give the law the wmeaning the Congrsas intended before the
executive branch corrupted the law by dishonestly procured court decisions,

To now, with the axception of theass suppressed executive session
transcriptz, I have desalt with the so-sallsd "old evidenca” only. Thus I
have cited the very firat book on the subject to date tha "age” and say
how "old.” It was so long enough ago many of you then bellieved the biggest
thing in 1ifs was z ssndpile and s toy shovel.
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I am, of course, happy that the phrazes I used thet long asgo to
reply to the ofrisiel reaction to this "old evidenoce” as I hed put 1t
togethar iz now achisving a new popularity. I wolecome it.

Thare was nothing wrong with this old evidence exoopt that 1t wes
abused end igmored and mizinterpreted.

I remesber my spontanscus resction the first time I was confronted
with the demand for "now" evidence back in 1966: "What 1is wrong with the
o0ld evidenss exsept that it destroys a feslse 'solution' to the asssssina-

on of a President?”

I then sowpared this with the errsnt husband who complained about
the alleged deficioncies of the wife he was never home long anough to

cinte, -

The only trouble with this “old evidence” &s that 1t destroyed the

rren Report. With zo many files still suppressed, who oould present
W evidence?” -
Thanks to tho Congross, which enacted the fine Freedom of Informa-
ion low to try to give the poople access to public informtédon, it has
n possidle to ond some suppressions of what the bureaunsrsts could not
ve with. By this lau I have ended some suppresalons in court and out.
oun will heer more about this fine law tomorrow.

Once the Congress amended ths law and made 1t specific thet these

. test results could not be denied me, the governmont had a choice betusen
kinds of stonewelling or sdmitting a fake offiolal “"selution” to ths
ssussination of s President.

It could olaim that beomuse I asked for results” and it had no
 "paaulis,” thare was nothing it could give me in response to this suit.
Or 1t ocould opt the sourse it took, offer me as an alternative the so-
called “raw materisls.” On March 1f, 1975, it told wy lawyer, Jim Lesar,
and me exactly thiss that thers never were sny compiled results, And
-while in the first sult it had sworn that the FBI would bs a zhambles
and there would be no pessibility of fighting orime if it gave ms the
rav materisal I never saked for, now it offered this ssme raw mmterial
without fear of the demolition of the FBI attested to in the affidavit
of FBI Agent Marion Williama,

You and I go to jall for that kind of sufring. But who prosecutes
the proasscutor?

In enother false affidavit the government swears it has given me
all. This wes sworn to. It ia false. I have proven the falss swesring
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in sourt.

It 1s the prosecutor who presented this false swesring to the
moterial - which mesns psrjury - to ths court. |

But, who does prosscute the prosecutor?

However, what I have received is encugh to destroy the integrity
of all those who knew of it and were and romain silent. It also destroys
the Warren Report, It is inpowplete. We have apescified to ths court
some of what 1s withheld after the swearing that none wes, ¥hat I have
received leoaves no doubt adout intent, particulnrlr swong the cowmtless

ent of the FBI,
Busberless people, from olerk to agent and higher, have to know
truth and that lies wers told. 30 alsc did many eminent lawyers on
the Yarren Commission, one of whom achleved recent fame as Zxecutive
otor of the Reckefeller Commission.

David Belin had the best credentials with this kind of past!

Thowse who dlssgres with hias uhetiu nisrepressndation of fsct

to Belin "sensstionalists.”

Having done wmore than one men's share to turn history around, ve

grant Belin ths right to believe the world is flat.

True believers like him are, hovwever, z minority,

There mes this awful crime of silenss.

5ilense about the "old” evidencs and about the ™new.”

There are two kinds of this "new” svidence: what ths Commission

uppressed sand for vearying periods of time, including the moment, the

, naent kesps suppressed; snd what the Commiassion never had. I have,
ver the long and difficult years, acowmulated s large store of both kinds.
| Bothing eould have been withheld from the Commission if it hed
wanted any of the evidence it did not have., It had the pover of compulsion,
the power of subpoena. ' ' :

It did not want these scisntific tosts or i1t would have hed them,

I the FBI is nov tolling the truth, then ths Commiseion, on demmnd-
ing the teats, would bhave lsarnsd that they wers never mally made. Sure,
semplos were examined, some sewples and in somo ways. But the resl job -
unless the FBI is now committing another perjury in a federal court - was
never dene,

There ase no tabulations of, for example, sll thae somponants of the
smmnition allegedly used in the crime. Not one itemizatimn, snywhere!

Theres is no tabulation of all the measurements of sll thase compononts
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in the various specimens supposedly tasted., Not one!

wWithout these how could thoe Commission begin to understand or have
sny independent cheok on the interpretation given these non-sxistent -
we ares today told - resulis?

They sre important, 3pectrography 1s not a new sclencsa. In an old
text, Criwe Investipgstion, published in 1953, we find, under "Spectrographic
gnalysis” (pp.2Th<5) that "The mothod iz based on registsring photographically
the apeotrum of each of the samples sompared as well as blank and calibration
spactra on the sams plate undsr conditions as nearly identical ss is practi-

+ Yhen the plate inv developed 21l spectra have identical davelopment amd
111 be strietly comparadls regardless of other conditions., If tvo camples
14 fdentiecsl spestra in sll observable particulars they have ldentiesl

somponition regsrdlsss of what the somposition wey be. ... 1t does allow

s operstor to astate that one sample has closely the sames, more or less of
metal than another sampls. ... L{f the semples have actuslly differeat
fzins there will slmoet invariably be differences in some of the con~
pituenta of suoh magnitude es to be resdily discovered.”

The use of spscirogrsphy, this text states, 1z outstanding ... in

&l snalysis.” Bullets are of mstal.

B0, with "the constituenta™ of the metal an easentisl iIn thisx testing,
ths foresighted FBI saw to it that there i1s nowhere a tsbulation of all the
"sonatituents” of its atandards, febled Bullet 399 and the less well-known

s the wnfired, complete dullet found in the rifle sllegedly used,
hibit 1h1,

An even older standard text, Forensic Chemistry and Selentific
riningl Investigation, wss published in 1935 - 50 yssrs sgo. Under
?’Projutnn" {pp. 265-7) 1t 1lluminates ths importance of ssismtific
analyses with a szeries of "Illustrstive Cases.,” The firast two alone make
our point., In the first "A nightustohman suspected of the crime [shooting
snother] esoapad sonviction because the projeatile did not agree with the
composition of ths sluga in the cartridges with which he was supplied.’”

In the sscond s man suspected of wounding anothsr was found Imooent
"pecause the shot from s cartridge seiwed in his house was found of shemiscsl
analysis to 4iffer in composition from the shwot extracted from ths woundsd
man, "

Neutron sctivation anslysis is an even finer test. That those tests
wares made wes 2 me jor Warren Commission secrot,
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I bave here n sample of some of this "new’ avidence. SZome, referred
to in what I ghall now red, the Archives did not supply when, after all
the stonewalling 1t dared, it gave us some of the records the FBI sctuslly
refused ua whils awesaring that it had held nothing back.

Under date of Decsewber 11, 1963, Psnl £, Fberscld, Directer,
Division of Isotope Development of the AEC, wrote then Asalstant Attorney
General Harbert J. Miller, Criminal Division, Departmsnt of Justice, that
"Hithin lesa than 24 hours of the mzsasiination” the AZC Imd " offered
our asaistance and that of our laboratories experienced in obtaining

iminallaties evidence by mesns of muclear snalytical seshniques.”

Zbersold apslled eut the potential:

It "... may be possibles to detsrmine by trase-olement measurements

ther the fatel Dullets were of composition ldentical to that of the
rtedly unfired shell found with the Itallisn carbine.”

FBI Dirsctor Clarence Eslley assured us under date of April 10,

5s that this comperison was not mmde,

Noto these guintessentisl wordst “trece-element messurements”
and “ldenticsl.” '

¥lthout a complete listing of all the components of the unfired

let and of sach of the other samples, how was this possible?

Yot under ocath snd in court we are assured that the vsumted FBI
414 not do these things, like tabulate sll thes cowmponents of the various
samplos tested. Or the "results.”

Can one imagine this omission if it proved the cese?

Hoover demmurred, even trisd to talk the Comwiswrion out of neutroh

ctivation analyses, sccording to several letters that have over ths years
emoargsd from that evidentiary swawpland in the National Archives. (have
samplen with ms)

Zbersold, the AEC's expert, wes in his own word “eagoer.” Hs drew
this sonclusion:

"Our work leads ons to oxpect thet the tremendous asensitivity of
the sativation analysis method is sspadle of providing useful information
that mey not ds otherwise odbtainadle.”

dbat Better reason for keeping ths whole thing seoret and ontirely
out of ths ¥Warren deport? Or for Hoover not to be in favor of 1t?

want more "new evidense” on thiz alone?

After he could no longer stonewsll us because we had filed ault,
FBI Director Kelley itemized what wa3s subjectsd to neutron sctivation
tasting in his April 10 letter,

e,
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I will not mince words with you. At the outset I tell you what
he said 1s false snd we have astablished the falsity in sourt, in an affi-
davit Jim Lesar filed for me on June 3, only 10 days ago.

The dullet that the ASC said held all this potentisl, Exhibit 1L1,
wes not tested, amccording to Kelley. Of two fragments of bullet found on
ths front seat of the President's limousine, ons, the ons sntirely of
copper alloy, was not teated.

when poor overvorked Bullst 399 is supposed to have had the first

its wearying impacts on the President'as jJscket and ahlrt, beck then
ont, neither the jJacket mor the shirt was tested, ihen 1% is alleged
to have nicked JFK's tie, the tis, too, was not teated.

3o asys Kelley. ’

I am reminded of the ebscenity I used tc hear when I first started
ising questions like these in diseussing this first book on the ¥arren
sion: "What differsnse does it make. Ths President 1a dead, isn't
kA '

ZxdmuX The last person I recall pulling this indegency was the

te louls lomax. That is the only time I've sver besn beeped and when
[1]stalkeda from the TV studioc, the sudience followed.

T don't know what Mr. Kslley knows and does not know, But I do
now that in the standerd FBI method for deceiving courts by baving s man
witbout first-person Imowledge sxecuts &« false affidavit - in the hops of

ping a charge of perjury for false swearing - in this case they made
ssrious mistake, As my June 3 affidavit inforwed the cgurt, either
pecial Agsut Jobm W. Kilty lisd under cath or Directer XKslley did.

The Kilty affidavit was long delayed. Jim Lesar filed this auit
on Febrvary 19. The Kilty affidavit wes exeouted May 13. In what is elso
2 standard FBI devics in my suits, this affidavit was then withheld Iroms
us 30 we oould not prepere to tear it to shreds in epen sowrt. Instsad,
it was handed to us in the courtroom on May 21, just aa court began.

Eelley says the clothing was not teated. Kilty swears, in his
saventh nusbered paragraph, “that the FBI Laboratory employsd methods of
elomental snslysis, namely nsutron activation snalysis and emission
spectrography.® Both, he awears, “were used to detsrmine the elemsntal
somposition of the borders and edges of holes in clothing snd wetallis
smesra present on a windshiocld snd a curdstone.”

How "mew” 1s this ovidence? iell, Director Xelley did not have
1t a wonth serlier. Or he lied. His letter states that all the testing
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dons, which is what I filed suit for, did pot inslude either the clothing
or the windshield or the curbstone, the one from which the apray of
conerote wmede Tague hleed.

Lo you for one minute think that if ths copper-alloy Jaoket of the
bullet that allegedly hit the Preaident in the back of the neck was, as
spersold put it, “identical” with the traces on nis Jjacket this would
ever have been kept sooret? That thare woculd bave bean silence in »xm
response to the disclomures of WBEMEUASH and wmy handling of this evidense

the following booka? That Sho government would have forced me to go
the way %o the Suprems Court to deny we the solentific analyses?

Would thoy not havs proclaimed it as the glven word? Had it on

front page of every newspsper? On TV .and redlo?

The processes are not secret. Only the rasults of the tesats were.
wWhy keop the results secrst 1if they prove the Warren Comsission
s right? -

Wby would Kelley write ua that tho copper-slloy Jjscket of the

gmented bullet was pot tosted? That the whols bullst was not tastod?
That the clothing was not tested? Or ths surbatone?
D These are not just questions. This is sll "new’ evidense.

It ia this new: o

I got it only by sulng for the fifth time, ths second time for
this evidence. I huve not written an article on it. I have not made &
‘single spesch on it. And I did aonounce that when I had ell T would glve

t all avay, I do not yet have all of it, despite the osths of the FBI,

Some of it can be shown in pietures. I have a combination of
theso plotures forjjou here and now for the first time svar. In this the
"0ld" evidenss Decowes the "new” bacause of this suit, It has to do with
that surbstons.

It is "eld” that the ¥BI, fabled in 1its self-promotions, pretendsd
for nine months that it could not find this curbstone when the whole atory
wes known immedistdy. Two photographers, Deputy wWalthers and Viotim Tague
are among the meny who observed it snd knew where it was. It elso 1s
r014” that when this failed the vamted FBI trisd to talk tho Cowerssion
out of its interest, sonsistent with Hoovar's complete omission of sny
mentien of this "missed” shot in his so-called "definitive” report. It
i1s "0ld” thet when this failed the FBI went furtber. A1)l of this I had
written by Februsry 15, 1965, It 13 In WHIPSWASH on pege 158. 7014
but maybe not Lo you.
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The FBI had these pistures of the merk on the swrd. (Display)
And thay are, as you will see, slearly merks of some kind of very viaible
dsmage. Yot the FBI reported, "It should be noted that, since the mark
was observed on Novewber 23, 1973, there have been numercus reins, which
could have possibly washed sway such a mark and also the sres is alsanad
by a street sleaning wachine sbout once a week, whioh would also waah
away sush s wmark,”

The yains bDlew and the mschines flew snd the Comsission had its
way. The FBI sent FPhotographic Ixpert Agent Lyndel Shansyfelt down to

s to save that curbstons for posterity. He had no trouble finding
1t. He used their exiating ploturss takem by Tom Dillard snd James
rwo0d and the two professional photographers. With them he uent
they said and where their pictures showed and then he hed this
tone dug up and with it bs flew back to Washingtom and to the FBI
Bs1fisve it or not, this is your FBI. The reins and the machimes
not wash tho evidence away. Yet uith the pictures and the live wit-
nesass the Dellas Field Uffise could not find ths apot where poor Tagus
ad seomingly in vain.

Thare is sn FBI report on this adventure into the disester that
uas not wrowght upon the curbstons svidence by the weather and the
brushes of ths msohires, It esmpbsaised and coticludes "that no nlck or
Preak in the conorete mas observed in the area chacked, nor wuas thers

mark similar to the ones in the photogrsphs Salen by Underwood and
lard.” {(Shaneyfelt ixRibis 26, 21HLThH)
| Does one not wender why, when Tegue 414 bleed and the police did
Teport the impect of the "wissed” shot, ths derring-de FBI did mot then
and there go and preserve this evidencs? Before the rains blew and the
mchines flew?

Sspeeially when 1t Bad FBI agents there, st the soene?

Does ons not alsc wonder what could have wade poor Tagus blesd?

The late St. Zdgar, who should have written s text on semantics,
wrots the Commission about sll of this undar date of Awgust 12, 196h.
You'd never know the dste frowm the sopy the FBI gave me under this suit.
(bold 1t up) ISt was necessary for the FBI to mesk this rather poor
sarbon eopy. They say it is bDessuss they have & right toc keep interdal
distridution secrot under the law. I suggest 1t is to hide the identities
of those with gullty knowledge.
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But even the date iz “internal” and wasked when it is not seoret
end also was in WHITEWASHY

Being osreful not te say that this bullet came from the so~-called
sniper nest, Hoover told the Commission that " & ssuming that a bullet
shot from the sixth floor window of the Texas ‘“chool Book Deposlitory
Building struck the curd on the south alde of Haln Street at the location
of the mark described sbovs and sssuming it passed direstly over the
President, the bullet would have passed over the President ... 5.3 seconds™
aftor the Presidant’'s head was blown apart. '

This is within a fraction of s second of the entire time permitted
for the entire assezsination in the officlsl account of it.

This "missed” shot "would hsve paased over the senter of Klm
Street at an elevation of about 13 feet from the atrest leveR” snd struck
the ourbing 260 feet farther awsy then the President wes when he was

ad, ' , : ‘

This is the Nerine Corps Oawsld, s "rather poor” shot, not the

pert who placed those two perfect hits of thd officlisl acoount,

Of course, if this wes not the last shot the whole officlsl tale
is ended on this basis slone.

And thwe shooting was even more bterrible. ,

Hoover was expert on covering Noover. He made s record to whiah,
in extwemity, he could refer. With translation into plain inglish, of
course.

The FBI found no traces of copper on the curbstons. This, Hoover
wrote, "precludes the possibility that the merk on the curblng wes made
by an unmatilated military-type full wetal-jacketed bullet...”

Bow olse then was this damsge oyfised? There was the spray of
conorete that mede Tagus bleed. And nothing but air betwaen ths window
and the ourbd,

Hoover added detall: "It was 2lso determined from a miorescoplo
study that the lead object that struek the curbing causing the mark vas
moving in a gensral direction awey from the Texas Sehool Book Depositery
Building. “

3wen for Hoovar, this wes a mmsterpisee, Could sny shot have been
fired from anywhere in that building without moving "in a general direation
away ' from it? Could any szhot have been fired from that aside of the tripike
underpess, which is = completo north-scuth barrier, regardless of ulbare
it originated, snd this not have been true of it? X¥o. Any shot fired
would have besn ‘in » genernl direction away’ from thet duilding.
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Translating the rest into non-Hoover Znglish, he sould not end
did not sssouiate whatever strusk thet curbstons with a shot that atruck
the car or its ccaupants.

Thare is no svidence that the fatal bullet sent a fragment that
far and common sense and tiw laws of physics, not ths FBI lab, eliminate
the posaibility.

This iz vhat forced the Commiszazion inte the so-acalled "single
bullet” theory. It never was any wore than a theory snd it never had
any factual or evidentisry basis. Otheruise there hsd to bBe acknowledg-
/,tfnt of anothar sssasain, whish means sonspiracy, or "Ch, terribls,"

Pantastic.™
Attached to this aarbon of this BHoover letter the FBI gave me two
\ﬁ&mr pleces of paper. One is s partly-wasked FBI 1sb work shest. Con-
tent, not Just distribution, is wesked in this case. (3how)

Under "Specimens submitted for sexamintion” is written "Ple¢e of

inky," followed by this swamary, "Swall metal swears (ses attashed for
ocstion) were run spectrographieslly (Jerrsll-ish) & found te be essen-
1811y lead with & trace of sntimony - Could be bullet mstal, No copper
erved,”

Well, it eould also have besn typs-metal or a wide wariety of other
1ead slloys, as Noover himself wrote the Cowmission Mareh 18, 1964. The
| sombinstion is very common, he said, and ticked off s list of them, in-

sluwiing "lead alloys,” and sommon peint.

There haz heen wore magis and don't miss 1t. idsere the oconcorete

ted with sufficient viclence to draw Tague's dlooll there is no niok,
ls or merk of any kind other than & smear.

To what, then, does the FBI attriduts Tague's wound? To the whirlrl
of that "swear?” More magilo? _

In octher wmys but not this we are helped by the attached sketoh.

(Bolé 1t up) It sheus the top and ths bottom of thd ourbing, the top by
s squiggly line becauss the top had s curved sdge; and the bottom by the
1ine of the paving of the strest. Thile the painstekingly scareful PBI
fails to orient the "smesar” from top to bottom, it shows it to be in sbout
the middle. If snything, s little closer to tho street then the top of
the curbinji. By sctusl measuremsnt the smesr is looated within an eighth
of sm ineh of sxset laterla centar.

Under it is another sketoh., (Hold it up)

Thla shows the alleged sngls, 33°. WNow if you carry this Dack sowme
50C feet, you are way hdove the top of the sniper's slleged pereh. At 33°
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that shot came from the men in the moon., And what kind of riccohet sould
have gone downuard at 33° and had the force to blask and spray conorete?

1If this is not enough, there is yst the direction.

Hoover ssid "generally swsy” from the slleged sniper's perch,
whioh would have been to the left in this sketch. But the sketch has sn
srrow and 1t shows the direction of whatever magical objeot caused the
so-oalled "smear” as coming frem the right.

Well, that one could not have coms from the man in the mson becsuse
at » 1ittle over 20 feset from the Trije Underpass it would have had to

iginate in the top of the underpart of the bridge.

is 1s Toew” evidence indeed! Does "new” dasoribs it adequately?

It is all completely impossidle.

Among the falsely sworn FBI statements is that I was given all the

sults of sll ths teats. Yet this combination of papers establizhas
t there wers both miorosecpis and spestrographis sxaminstions of this
sce of fabulous surbing and nelther was given me,

By now the reason should be fairly obvious.

This “smear’ csnnot have been caused by ons of the so-callsd ( swald

ts. If, indeed, by any bullet. '

Look at ome. (Meld up.) This ons was pulled from ths shell. It
1s sbout s quarter of sn inch in diameter, with a lead sore only sbout
half of that, an eighth of sn inach.

Yot thias FBI aketch shows that the "smear’ wss an inch and three-

rters high - sonsidersbly longer than ths bullet with ita copper Jacket
teact - and sn inch wide, And it held no copper.

Iz htogndtbnl:tonynemtmmtw, too, s an
“utter and complots imposzaidility.

Ve are left with two cholces, the sonfete clearly and te the FBI's
mowledge having been dammged: the PBI dug up the wrong curbing or it
was patched. I have examined Lt seversl times, first in 1966 snd then
last month, when I had ploturea taken of which I'll show you ons,

Ceineiding with where the contemporansous pictures show the hols
csugzed by the bullet there is whet 1s visibly a different shade in ths
ploturs ond I tell you setually is s different textyue - mush smoother.

Wiiehaver is the case, 1t i3 ons wey to investigate the assassina-
tion of a President. I leave the characterization to you.

#% is not the way to determine fect and truth.

Tague 41d indeed Dleed. There was visible phycicel damage - at the
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top -~ not where the brushes sweep ths siweeta,
Take a good look at the eontemporansous pictures. (Hold and Sale
& litthe time) The enlargswsnt of Underwood's TV film is not as clear
but 1t is unmistakeble that there is a hols, a resl hole, and that ths
shades are diffarent. Its sizes is indicated by the fingers. Freah
concrsie ia exposed,
‘!b Plllerd plotuwre provides comparison with z bsll pen or pencll.
Is hcaythmgm.nmohmdtm-mrun by an ineh,
There definitely wes s hwola caused by a bullet when Joln Kmdy
s killed, What is wrong with this "old” svidence of which the FBI
knew immediately? shat is right, when Ecover was put in charges fmmediately
read sverything, with his letting the FBI ignore this sasential svidence
snd contimue to ignore it for nine months wntil - "new” evidencs - it

An cbvious comelusion is that this curbstone oﬂdma would fn and’
itselfl be a separate and definitive destrustion of the offlcial mythology
Bout the asnsasdination of our President, Why else would Hoover's
“"definite” report ignore it? whether by digging up the wrong curbatons er

scoepting and palming off & patohed ons or by "testing” the wreng pert
whishever curbstome or by suppressing these asnd other tast results,
the integrity of the FBI ia very much in question and in Jeopardy.
Clarence Xelley was to slammass the Bureau of the sinas Sypified by thed
T\ shert earesr of L. Patrick The ustergate Incinerstor Grsy. But Kelley's
tter to uws ineineretes svidence Quintsassntial to an asseptable explana-
ion of how our President wes killed, if not by whonm,

A 1t insinseretes his indegrity or sonderma his agent as e
par juror, s falon.

But if Kslley did not lis, ubat more sensational new" svidencs
san there be than that the PFBI 4id not meke the most important of the
neutron astivation snalyses of ths evidence vital te the asoeptance of
the official explamation of how the entire system of sosiely was turned
sround - subverted - by this asssasination?

Can there be wore sigaifiesnt "new] svidencs than that we have an
PBI Director who is emmtent with thls, his own new evidence that there
nOver was reascnable people can csll an inveastigation, never an
intent for a resal investigation of this assssdination?

John EKennedy wes oonsigned to the memory hole by this kind of
noninvestigation.
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. Decent, conosrned people must cry cut in anguish againat 1%,

",‘, Thero 1s muoh mors "new” evidence. I have not been sdle to print
1t, -¥Bo can know when this is the character of the investigation" how
much wore there i3 or can ba than what in more than a decade I have Deen
able %o rosaus from shameful oblivion?

Can we agoapt this in silsnce and sill hold our heads up and
call ourselves decoent oitizena? I ask you!

I didn't hesr you. uhat say you?

It 1s pertioularly gratifying to me thet after mors then a desede

u sre gathored to axeraise yowr Constitutional rights - may we call
odligations? - to petitéon the Congress for the redresa of grievances.
first book conoluded that the need was for a new and s resl investiga-

» by the Congress snd sntirely in publis,

Soms Members of the Congress have slresdy signified they belleve

investigation - meaning a real ons, the first official reel ome - is
eded.,

We san help bring this to pass if we are responsibls and stiok to

aotual svidencs, without embellishment, exaggoration or what has too
ten boen the tragic actuslity, inventing it.

When we have and will have st{ll more of this “new” evidence of
which tonight you have had only en sxemple, our problem in this offort
which can restore some of the integrity we lost with the fake intuent
is not evidense, "mew” or "old."

Cur probleas inslude feer and ignorsnce, fesr of the truth that

11 heal, not harm; and Wc that comes from s refusal to sco and
ratand, '

Both we ean overcoms.

Our country mseds 1t.

You and those you represent ssn be cleansing and healing if you
help remove this uglr and dangerous aancsr,




