
Dear Jim, 

The reason I had to take y own curbstone Alicture ie that Shaneyfolt's 
was shallI say creative? It was intendef to obscure what he had to have seen 
immediately, the change in both texture ::_nd color where that impact was. The 
print you sent me inclu;es neither so j-  believe it was made from a differebi 
part of the area in his picture. 

The FBI had no need to do anything to that curbstone once it was patched. 
The patching accomplished what the FBI would have wanted to do if it did not in 
fact do the patching. aring there had been that patch it then wont ahead and 
tested the patch, knowing it was perpetrating a 44-11.44,14A. 

So, I see no purpose in doing anything other than what the FDI said it did* 
scrape a sample for testing. It in fact scraped the entsre surfZce, it stated, 
and I believe that served its purpose, which included not leaving any of the sur- 
face for any possibOlater testing. 

In short, I believe that what you plan is at the least a waste of time and 
moneyd,ii) the end may be more than that. It is important not to give it anything acv 
it can nein onto. 	then often does that and has that accepted a iipical when 

al 

I 
it is not. 

In yout tOiking, please try, before you sie7hd any money on any lab work 
or get yourself involved in any futhlity, to come up with 44 FBI Lab purpose 
in doing what you believe loft what yoXe there. Without any such purpose it 
it not really reasonable to believe that the DBI did it and more, to say that 
it did. They just do not do what can make troubke for themselves without a 
reason that for them is a good reason. 

Their interest was in not having any re;ant of tat impact to test-and the 
patching accomplisficd teal' or them. So thd:re really was nothing more th my ,.... 	 — had to do with that curbstone, 	

4/ They had to got rid of the spectre plate and that they des did and that 
they got away smith. 

anything also meant trouble and when they did all of this to avoid trouble 
they wore not about to make it for themselves. Or give anyone a basis for that. 

AlT.j.:o please try to understand that it was not Oeover telling the Commission 1 
anything. Thoaelletters were writtin for his signature but I've sure .;ere i 
drafted in the Lab and by Shaneyfeit. The basis for stating that it was a muti- 
lated bullet is merely-that the spectre shoued no copper, which a bullet jacket 
would have shown. But it liheuise is not possible that the jacket was shed 
with enough energy to get the core down there and chip that much out ofd 
the concrete. There is no proof. It is an interpretation that the FBI knew was 



s deception because it know that what it tested was not the impact, They 
knew it was pac thed. 

Remember also that they are talking in terms of that &nnlichertarcanno 

Tram) only whether or not they say it. I do not know tha basis for their saying 
the full bullet would have made more of a 1401e.lt might bo true. But then 
again a wallet caliber bullet could have been used and that would not have 

made as large a hole. Also, Shaneyfclt wna careful not to have anything that 
gave the original bullet hole any dimension from the Dillard of Underwood pix. 

fry and think this through beforu you get involved in what you have yet fp 

to show any FBI .need to do. And try to show why they would do what they have 
no need to do so you can batter UhderstaVd what I'm trying to say. 

There is little doubt that the FBI ftneir that rifle had not been used in the 
Shooting and could not have been. This 	the actual official evidence, not the 
false official representation of the official evidence. It also is what the FBI 
had to obscure or hide. What it did in handling that curbstone was only what 
it had to do and no more. It was lucky to get away with what it did. It would 
not have croated any other problems for itself. 

Without some real need. his is why asked you their purpose, that you 
think about this. 

Bedt, 





5/8/97 

DEAR HAROLD, 

THANKS FOR THE GEMBERLING REPORT. HOWEVER, I HAD IT AND WAS 
AWARE OF THE STATEMENT YOU MARKED. 

I AM NOT WRITING ANYTHING I CANNOT PROVE. I TOOK SHANEYFELT 
EXH #30 TO A PHOTO LAB AND HAD THE MARK BLOWN UP. AS YOU 
KNOW THIS IS A PICTURE TAKEN JUST BEFORE THE CURB WAS CUT 
FROM THE STREET. THE BLOW-UP SHOWS A SMALL FURROW IN THE 
LOWER LEFT OF THE ENCIRCLED MARK WHICH IS MISSING FROM THE 
CURB IN THE ARCHIVES. THE GRAIN IN THE MARK IS ONLY SLIGHTLY 
DIFFERENT FROM THE. SURROUNDING CONCRETE, BUT, OBVIOUSLY 
ROUGHER THAN IT NOW APPEARS IN THE ARCHIVES. THIS IS A 
PRELIMINARY OBSERVATION. I AM ENCLOSING A COPY OF THIS BLOW-
UP. I PLAN TO GET MORE EXPERT BLOW-UPS OF; 

1. DILLARDS PICTURES, GARY MACK HAS THE NEGATIVES. 
2. SHANEYFELT EXH # 30' 
3. THE CURB IN THE ARCHIVES. 

I BELIEVE IT WILL MAKE AN INTERESTING COMPARISON. 

DO YOU KNOW ON WHAT BASIS HOOVER STATED THAT A MUTILATED 
BULLET HIT THE CURB? WHAT PROOF? 

DO YOU KNOW ON WHAT BASIS HOOVER STATED A FULL IMPACT WOULD 
HAVE CAUSED MORE DAMAGE? WHAT PROOF. 

I AGREE WITH YOU THAT THE CURB WAS PATCHED BEFORE IT WAS CUT 
FROM THE STREET. I NEED TO PROVE THIS. I ALSO BELIEVE IT 
WAS PATCHED AGAIN IN THE LAB AND AND I BELIEVE I WILL BE ABLE 
TO PROVE IT. 

I PLAN TO USE A LOCAL GROUP TO TRY AND DUPICATE THE BULLET 
HITTING A CURB. THIS WILL ANSWER SOME QUESTIONS I JUST ASKED 
YOU. 

YOUR ALERTNESS IS APPRECIATED. 


