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Comt inued suppression of evidence ln the name of its revelation
1s the officlal action by which the United States Govermment commemo-
rated the third anniversary of the assassination of President John F.
Kennedye.

Tn an unprecedented actlon not understood by the press, then -
Acting Attorney General Ramsey Clark on November 1 almed a one-two
punch that denied important evidence while loudly proclaiming the
government was "preserving" what he called "the entire body of evidence
cons ldered by the Presldent's Commission on the Assagsination of Presli-
dent Kennedy".

"T have determired that the national interest requires" this
action, Clark sald.

In truth, it is obvious to one intimately famillar with the
government 's conduct and method in its imestigation of this "crime of
the century" and its official Report, that thls action was motivated by
growing dlsenchantment with that Report, persistent and nagging doubts
about the integrity of the inquiry and a desire to put the best possible
makeup on 1ts reddening face.

Thuey”

My own personal investigation, more than four years of the most
intensive research into both the assassination and its lnvestigatlon, is
embodied in the first book on the subjPct, WHITEWASH: THE REPORT ON THE
WARREN REPORT, which-comes entirely from the Commission's published
material, and three that followed, the only books to come entirely or. .
largely from its once-secret flles - WHITEWASH II: THE FBI-SECRET SERVICE
COVERUP, PHOTOGRAPHIC WHITEWASH: SUPPRESSED KENNEDYASSASSINATION
PICTURES, and OSWALD IN NEW CRLEANS: CASE FOR CONSRIRACY. My investliga-
tionﬂ into who did the whitewashing corv inceg me tmt, while pretending
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to preserve evlidence of the assassination and make it'ffa\rallable, the
gpvernment, in fact, Intends exactly the opposlte, the perpetuation of
its suppressions.

For this 1t used a temporary, limited-purpose law that expired
the very next day.

Regardless of intent, the effect was to bury deeper 1n secret
government caches fundamental evlidence that cannot reasonably be denled
researchers. Especially important here 1s the spectrographic analysis
of the bullet sald to have figured in the crimes and the mlscellaneous
fragments of bullets found In the bodies of the President and Texas
Governor John B. Connally and in the vehicle ininich they were riding.
This essential FBI analysis has never seen the light of day. It was
not seen by the Commission, which went to sbnormal lengths to avold 1it.
J. Edgar Hoover now personally sits on 1it.

Winding up its second punch while the first was emblazoned on
the front pages, the government announced the return of the autopsy
photographs and X-rays by the Kennedy family, whose possesslon of them
had been widely and accurately rumored. Thls dramatic release was
carefully timeA/to magnify the impact of the first announcement, which
it immediately overshadowed. Thus diverted, no major publication, if,
indeed, any at all, has analyzed the content and meaning of the govern-
ment's so-called "preserving" of "the entire body of evidence". Its
announcement was autdmatically accredited in the excitement over ths
plctures and X-rays, interest in which had been swelling for weeks.
Thelr return, presented as an act of Kennedy-family generoslity, Involved
that name in seeming endorsement of these actlons and the officlal
inquiry and its Report.

% In the drama of the Kennedy picture and X-ray return, the mish-
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mash of junk, trash and trivia - what the Ecting Attorney General was
really talking about - got lost in the 525 column inches of small type
in the "Federal Reglster" in which such amnnouncements are published. I
here print it on pP_ct“f-’-*tr'ﬁ-

Meanwhile, by returning the government property, the Kennedy
family escaped the pressure on it to make this evlidence available. The
terms under which the plctures and X-rays were restored to the govern-
ment can effectively suppress them for more than the lifetime of now-
living adults. For the flirst five years access is restricted to those
who falled to use them when it was Incumbent upon them to do so,
government investigators. Thereafter, only pathologists who are specially
approved by the family's sgurrogate may see them. Before then, any
question of error will be entirely academic. Certainly competent path-
ologiets will never take the great time required to master the enormous
mass of the evidence collected, published in twenty-six large volumes
and buried in several hundred cubic feet of unpublishke d documents, and
the tremendous amount of avoided evidence. Much of what was gathered
is irrelevant. An appreciable quantity 1s pertinent only were Oswald
the solitary assassin, which the government allegq# but never proved.
Understandingwggézz/only after close amd long study. The medical evidence
cannot stand alone, cannot be considered alone, all that pathologists
armed only with their sclence could do. This would be meanlngless, a
mere device, a trick. (We consider the returning of the plctures and
X=rays in the following chapter.)

There remalns outside government files amd outside the Commission's
record an immegsurable burden of the most significant evidence that was
known to exist, whose existence 1s acknowledged in the gathered document a-
tion, and which the government resolutely refused to collect, even for

history. PHOTOGRAPHIC WHITEWASH: SUPPRESSED KENNEDY ASSASSINATION
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PICTURES reveals and describes thousands of frames of plictures of this
description.

Tt now should come as no surprise that this umwanted and disowned
information is all of a character that could and does disprove the
government's predetermined conclusions. That book and WHITEWASH
establish that the Commission refused to accept in evidence any photo-

graphs taken the moment of the assassinatlon that showed the front of the

Texas School Book Deposltory Bullding and the sarrounding grounds. This
happened even when witnesses were testifying to and describing literally
thousands of such pictures. They and WHITEWASH II describe additional
pictures of this content, both professional and amateur. The abundance
of these photographs is truly astounding. There are none 1ln evidence,

none in the Commission's exhibits - not a single onel

More, when some unavoldably came into the possession of the govern-
ment, they were returned without coples being preserved in either the
evidence or the files. My persornal investigation of the archlve of the
Commlssion's files in the National Archives and my own persconal ingulry -

of those in charge of 1t reveals not a single such picture, motion or

st111l

Yot descriptions abound in the evidence of the contents of these
plctures: the front of the bikilding from which the shots, in the officlal
account, all came, and people entering, leaving and standing around 1t.
It is exactly such pictures that are essentlal in any impartial imwestli-
gatlion showing who went into or came out of the bullding immediately
after the shots were flred, who was standing around 1t, and above all
essential to the Commlssion's case, whether Oswald shows in any of these.
The appearance of Oswald in any of these pictures at a time when from
the Commligsion's presumptions he could not have been there quite obviously

would destroy 1ts case amd beyond resurrection.
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A single TV photographer, Tom Alyea of WFAA, took 500 feet of
1émm £1lm inside the bullding, on the sixth floor, including the alleged

sniper's nest, beginning immediately. The BBI allowed most of it to

rd

e s
disappear amd’ be destroyed in normal comrercial TV usage without getting

any of it, yet its existence was known while 1t was being shot! Durin
5|
the six months before it was belatedly farced on the FBI, at least 80%
1

of 1t disappeared and none of the remairﬂjg film is in evidence or in

the fllesl

The best that can now be hoped is that duplicates, never as clear,
may‘have been made of some of the film ard that they may yet be located.
My colleague, Richard Sprague, 1s engaged in promising investigatidns in
this field, as the appendi¥ Indicates.

All of this is set forth in detall in PHOTOGRAPHIC WHITEWASH,
completely from the govermment's own suppressed evidence. It is but a
part of that truly shocking account of how the government deliberately
whitewashéd its investigatlion of the assassination of the late President,

So transparent are the government's obfuscations to those who study
the case. that when, without prior notice, I was quesationed by Richard
Wigg of the London Times about the Attorney General's announcement , my
instantaneous reactlon, from the few brief words of description in the
wire-servlce dispatch he read me, was that the national heritage would
be neither enriched nor ennobled by these additlons to the National
Archives and that, save for perhaps a very few items (llke the rifle ),
none would have any evidentiary value or add to what was known.

The accuracy of this forecaét comes not from occult power or re-
markable intelligence. It 1is, ratha;,an 1llustration of how predictable
almost anything the government does is to those few of us who have made

a serlous effort to study the evidence.



29

Unpleasant as 1s the realization and unwilling #s is the mress to
face the reality of the unassalilable evidence 1t will not consider, or
grossly and persistently misrepresents, the simple truth 1s that this is
a can of nasty wriggling worms, not the touted pot of gold.

Of what does this then-newest of the government's false assurances
consist?

There are seven pages, each of three columns of fine print, listing

the items specified by the Department of Justice. They are the most

amazing collection of official junk and trivia in government his tory, very

few with any evidentlary value. The list is overwhelming proof that the

government never at any time sought any asgsagsin other than Oswald and

constitutes an additional proof of the charge I first made in WHITEWASH
in Februmry 1965, that the government sought only tojzﬁsaﬁELnake it seem

possible that Oawalggalon%/ might have been the assassin. There is no
"evidence" of any other nature in this official trash-heap.
Among the listings in 1t are:
Twenty-six different items of empty envelopes alone, probably the
mogt numerous category;
0dds and ends of unused notepaper; unused blanls, for subscribing to
Life magazine and post-office address change;
A "no admittance" sign;
An employment service calling card;
Empty boxes;
Hand sketches;
Undestroyed trash, like magazine wrappers;
Miscellaneous employment and household records, as for insurance,
utilities, salary, soclal security, vaccination, aml witholdirg tax
statements (those for 1955-6, Nos. 168 and 175, exlst in duplicate
and In duplicate items);
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The birth certificates of both Oswald babies;

Wallets, watches, tie c¢lips (one from the Soviet Union described in

elaborate detall while possibly significant items are merely

designated "photos" or "negatives") and belt buckles;

New amd used Christmas, greetlng and post cards;

Playing cards;

The $13.87 on Oswald's person when he was arrested;

Marine Corps memorabilia, including a mess pass;

Library cards;

Merina's embroidery aml sewing patterns aml instructions, recipes,

fashion literature, sewing kit (with religlous medal and nailJ

apparently some toilet items, her TV trading-stamp book, child-care
%30 lterature, and her cookbook.

There are numerons books and articles swelling the Impressively

long listing: two paperback Ian Flemings, two volumes of H. G. Wells'
(the anti-Communist classic

"Outline of History", George Orwell's "1984", various di ctionaries and

and favorite of the anti-Communist Oswald)

educatlon aids, a copy of "The Nation", some of Jean-Paul Sartre's writ-

ing, a Sears catalogue, and item after i1tem of political tracts, a

number of whlch are anti-Russian and anti-Communist.

Oswald's own political writings are included, but in a-manner that
denles this knowledge to those not intimetely familiar with the case. Thelr
anti-Russian character iIs carefully hidden.

Ruth Paine's Minox camera, which has no connectlion with the assassin
ation, the Oswalds or the investigation, is among the numerous items of
her property illegally and knowingly illegally seized (WHITEWASH 80 ff).
The cost of suing the government to%ecoup the value of such property ex-

ceeds 1ts value, with the possiblalexception of the C-2766 Mamnlichsr-

Carcano rifle, whose purchaser, from the public press, paid Marina Oswald
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a large sum for it and has gone to court. It is the temporary law
Congress passed to block this sale that was invoked, on its last day
on the statute books, to effectuate the seizures, Strangely, there was.
no complaint from those whose politlcal stock—-in-trade is the sanctity
of private property.

Predictably, the really vital evidence, like the Zapruder film,
owned by Life magazinq)and other films owned by other wealthy and in-
fluential corporatlons, inecluding the Associasted Press and United Press
Internationsl, were not selzed., The government does not want the real
evidence of the crime, for that ls exculpatory of Oswald and disastrous
to 1ts prefabricated case.

A cheap camera Oswald gave his niece in 1958 is 1i§ ted, but the
one with which Marina 1s said to have taken Oswald's pleture posing with
his afsenal and left-wing literature appears not to be.

His autopsy plctures (see p....), not federal government property,
were taken by the FBI (item D192). Those of the President, federal
property, were given away by the @ vernment.

Several boxes of 6.5 mm. ammunition that fit the rifle are listed
(items C309-10), together with two empty ammunition boxes (D79). The
list indlcates the empty boxes were Oswald's property, which is not the
case. It does not indicate that the live ammunition was bought by the

Eove?nment and Includes generally-avallable ammnition entirely differ-
entdéhhn the hard-jacketad military type that the government alleges
was used that day. It des not say that s:me/gggt—nosa ammunit ion 100%
conslstent with the traces left by some of the assassinatlon shooting,
including the "missed" or "curb" shot. (WHITEWASH 27-8, 158-61, 16l).

It includes some items as just‘trénsferrad to the achive when

this is false. Months ago I examlned some of this evidence in the
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archive and certify that it had, by then, been carafully altered to suit
the government's preconceptions. This i1s documented in detail in WHITE=-
WASH IT: THE FBI-SECRET SERVICE COVERUP. Amorg these items are evidence
not considered in the Commisslon's testimony and revealing vital inform-
ation suppressed from the Report because it iIs inconsistent with the
Report's conclusions. One of these ltems 1s false, others misleading
and couched in language that can be intended only to 6%§ive.

There are several listings of empty shells, presumably fitting
that -Italian rifle and gathered from varbus places and people. There 1s

no listing of the important 6.5 mm shells recovered from the sixth floor

of the Texas School Book Depository Building.

There 1s no listling of the bullets used in the Tippit killing.

There is no listing of the ghells recovered at the scene of that crime.

The most vital ballistics evidence 1s also not listed. This in-
cludes the winle bullet on which the entire case hangs, th?bne from the
hogplital; the fragments from the Presidential car; and the fragments
take rom the bodies of the President and the Covernor (see gorraspond-
encégpendix).

Also not listed is the suppressed spectrographic analysis of this

bullet and these fragments, which can destroy the entire government case.
Additionally, there is no listing of the bullets fired in tests.

These also destroy the government's contentlion, although otherwise re-

presented in the Rapoft. Quiet addition of the missing balligstics
P

evidence to the assassimtlon archive makes #rem available, of course,

but this llsting by the Attorney General, prinkd in the Federal Register,
T
will be taken as complete by scholars and others who may assume tﬁem to
i ol

6
be unavailable because they -are not there listed.

The spectrographic analysis was carefully kept out of the evi-



33

dence amd the Report. What few questions were asked about it were
directed to the firearms experts, not the spectrographer. The spectro-
grapher was the Commlgsion's last witness. A4As I expose in WHITEWASH

(page 16l1), he was asked not a single question about this analysis.

The manner in which these 1tems of evidence can disprove the case
1s obvious to those who know the suppressed and misrepresented facts
(see WHITEWASH, "The Number of Shots"). Simply put, it isthis:

The Commlssion says three bullets were fired. Despite its
equlvocations, its case rests on three bullets, no more and no less., One
of these could not be associated with th%%otorcada and missed 1t entirely.
Another exploded in the President's head and could not have inflic ted any
ofher wounds on him or the Governor. The third, the truly magical
bullet, with a built-in intelligence and a fineness of control pogsessed
by nothling ever launched at Cape Kennedy, must have inflicted a total of
seven non-Tatal injuries and must also have remained virtually intact,
unmutilated and, the word the government shunned despite the emphasls
upon it by the doctors, undeformed. In its history, this bullet must,
for the conclusions of the Report to be even tenable, have entered ami
exited the President; gone through the Governor's chest, smashing 10 cm.

his thigh
of his fifth rib in the process; fragmented hi ist, entered zxmxixxak
and, unasslstedly -- and at precisely the right ent -
rrEzixpiyxihexnighixmrrentxrxniexitghxandx tedty worked lts way
out after Imbedfling a fragment in the t highbone; and to have also left a
fragment in his chest; a fact suppressed from the Report (the staff
a@oided calling before the Commission the doctor in darge of the case,
George T. Shires, who informed it of this fragmentP; and to have left
more metal In the wrist alone than can be accounted as missing from the

entire bullet. This bullet appears to be perfectly intact, without the

marking of a single bone on it, whereas the testimony of Firearms Expert



3L _

Robert A. Frazler 1s that had it struck coarse cloth or leather it
would have been marked.

All of the doctors, In varying phrasings, described thls as Im-
possible (WHITEWASH, "The Doctors and the Autopsy"), but it nonetheless
is a central argument of the Report. Without it the government has no
case at all. This will be dealt with in additional detall as we ex-
amine the suppressed evidence in sgucceeding chapters.

So, the fragments from the Governor's body - all of them)éffrom
all three parts - must have come from the hospital bullet., This spectro-
graphlc analysis can prove or disprove. The bullet and the fragments do
exist.

Thers are also the scrapings from the wlndshleld of the car. They
must match the fragments belatedly found inside the car. Of these five
fragments, the government was forced to concede 1t cmld not show they
were from a single bullet. The exlsting evidence 1s that they could
come from as many as five bullets. But for the case to hang together
at all, all of these fragments, the scrapings from the windshield and
the metal from the Presldent's head, must have come from a single
bullet. This, too, spectrographic analysis can prove or disprove. Again,
all the fragment%/ do exist (see Correspondence gppendlx).

The fallure to question the spectrographer about his analysis
and the deliberate exclusion of his study from the printed evidence 1s
one of the most suspect of the unfortunately numerous suspicious short-
comings the government's evidence, and procedures and practlces that
no co ‘wculd have tolerated.

There are in excess of 3,200 exhibits by number alone in the
record. Of these, many have numerous parts. Some run several hundred

pages in length. They include blzarre and exotic ltems, like cheese-
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cake plctures of Ruby's strippers. The enormous extent of the exhiblts
alone 1s millions of words, about 10,000 printed pages. In thls vast
outpouring of the government presses, in the millions of words of testi;
mony 1n fifteen large volumes of hearings where, for example, dozens of
pages were consumed
nzrdxxpfxkexkixgry 1in a futile effort to persuade a sick old lady to
testify to things she dld not know amd specified she had neither been
interested In nor observed, there is not a single word of the spectro-
graphle analysls.

With all of the credible evidence proving this fundamental con-
clusion an impossibllity, despite the contrary semanties of the Report,
following my exposure of this strange lack In the evidence In WHITEWASH,
I searched the files In the archives. Here, in hundreds of cublc feet
of space, where evidence not published ia also stored, there was also
no trace of the spectrographic analysis. Inquiry of officials of the
archive conf irmed this. I was told it was in the possession of the FBI.

I thereupon wrote Director J. Edgar Hoover on May 23, 1966, call-
ing to his attentlon certain defects I belleve exlst in the FBI reparts
and testlmony. He has yet to deny my charge that the FBI improperly
withheld evidence which Involved re ither good taste, the protection of
his Informants nor, in customary concepts, the mational security. I
told him that his firearms expert, Robert Frazler, and his spectrographer,
John F. Gallagher, had not entered the spectrographic analysis into
evidence, and that Trazier's testimony "is merely that the bullets were
lead, which would seem to be considerably less information than spectro-
graphic analysis could reveal." I feported the assurance of the
National Archives that it was in the possession of the FBI and said, "I
call upon you to make it immediately available.™

He did not. He has yet

1Eninxizxunkxxnreprizixg to answer this ls tter. (TEis is not

surprising, for Hoover will not even answer my written request for a

r
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copy of a press release he lssued because he wanted 1t printed. Not
only would he not answer my letter or send theﬁress release - forget-
ting he 1s not God and that I, among others, pay him to do just that -
but when I first requested it by phone and cne of his assistants
promised it, 1t never arrived.) The reason was then obviousyg and, in
the light of this misrepresented and misunderstood action by the Depart-
ment of Justlce, 1s now more obvious. He dares not!

On the morning of November 3, I appeared at the National Archives
and requested access to the spectrographic gnalysis of Dr. Robert H.
Bahmer, the Archlvist of the United States. We had a long and 1nforma-
tlve conversation about this archive, its contents and condition. Here
I must record that I found the s taff cooperative. Dr. Bahmer referred
me to Mablon Johnson, who is In Immediate charge of this archive.

Johnson did not have the spectrographic analysis, hence hescould
not make 1t avallable. He phoned the FBI and asked for it. T stood by
and walted while he was on the phone.

Cortlandt Cunningham, FBI firearms expert, insisted the spectro-
graphic analysis is &ncorporated in a boock-length report from Dallas
Special Agent Robert F. Gemberling. Here there are essentially mean-
ingless quotations, within quotation marks, and I showed Johnson, far
hls delicate diplomacy with the FBI, that this 1is not the Gallagher
spectrographic analysis and, if that is what 1s quoted, the quotation
marks alone certify 1ts unoriginal nature.

To the FBI argument that thls was all they had, I cited the
May 13, 196l, testimony of their own expert, Frazler, before the Commis-
‘sion. Frazler assured the Commission when 1t evaded 1ts clear obliga-
tion then aml there to enter the spectrographic analysis into 1ts record,
that this document would remain in thse FBI files. The word "permanently"

was used with unfortunate applicability. In arming Johnson for his
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mission, T invoked the testimony on page 69 of Volume 5 where Frazler,

when asked of Gallagher's repart, "Are his report amd your formal
”

g2

report a part of [thke permanent record of the WBI theﬁ%ﬁ resporded,
"Yes, sir."

The Commisslon appears to have accepted this as an unequivocal,
offleial assurance. There ls no question about the import of the
question or the response. The spectrographic analysis, as though such
assurance should be required when the assassination of a President is
Involved, exists.

What remalns in doubt is whether the FBI 1s acting under higher
orders, ls blindly ignoring its legal obllgations and continuing to
suppress what 1t does not want avallable, or is hiding behind some

special interpretation o the Acting Attorney General's directive (see

pPe—~r-)s That language also appears unequlvocal. Its first sentence

" reads, "I have determined that the mational Interest requires the

entlre body of evidence considered by the President's Commission on the
Assassination of President Kennedy and now in the possession of the
United States be preserved intact."

The publlic assurances are that all of this evidence would be
freely avallable to researchers. Were thls other than the Intent of
the directive, what useful purpose other tian propaganda was served by

the Department of Justice ,on the

moving them across the street, from mmxkExxmsxixziEexEfxIsveExihxSkmmet
west slde of Seventh Street below

beXauxErmnmyivankax ANERRE XN Pennsylvania Avenwe, W, to the

National Archiveg)on the east slde?

With or without the support of the Attorney Genersl, this 1is not
the first time that Hoowver, its natlonal upholder, has acted 1n other
than the meaning of the law.

The continued suppression of the spectrographic analysis is con-

slstent with the long and unsavory official record of suppressing
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evidence that only tends to prove Oswald's innocence and the falsity
of the officlal story.
The so-called "re-enactment™ made at Aberdeen Préving Grounds
was another fake and was so desligned. It did not dupllicate -- did not
try to duplicate - the career imputed to this elngle, wonderful bullet
of the seven not-fatal Injuries, which also eladed self-injury in its
fabled history. Close to exact duplication was possible. No shot was
fired through the replica of both the President and the varlous parts
of Governor Connally's body. Failure to do this, to duplicate what the
Commisslon theorized happened suggests that it was known in advance
that the dupllcating tests would prove the oppeosite of the theory as,
Indeed, those ls ss than replication actually do. The Commlsslon merely
misrepresented the results of the limited and imvalld bsests made for it.
In addltion to what appears in WHITEWASH (especlally "The Number
;f Shots"), a detailed study has been published by Ray Marcus of Los
Angeles. It is entitled "The Bastard Bullet: A Search for Legitimacy".
Marcus goes Into extensive detall on what th;ﬁpretended re-enactment
actually shows. Also, there 1s hitherto secret data on this in coming
chapters. Briefly, what the limited, really a'ntir'ely inadequate and in-
valid Aberdeen mockums really prove is that it was impossible for these
seven non-fatal injurles to hae been 1nf‘11cte21 without extensive deform-
ity. Bullets fired through only part of the duplicated human tlssue
this one is supposed to have hit were dlstorted entirely out of shape.
Had such a bullet inflicted the injuries on the President amd then been
so deformed, or had it inflicted the non-fatal injuries on the Fresident
and some of those on the Governor, where 1t next struck the Governor it

would have malmed him horribly, for 1t would have been an oversigzed

dumdum .
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In the case of the fragments, the failure - then the refusal -
of the government to make them with thelr spectrographic analysis public
leads inevitably to the concluslon that the evidence does not support
the Report, which without it rests entirely on supposition, a strange
concept of evidence when the assassination of a Presldent is the lssue

and when 1t i1s not necessary.

If the five fragments from the Presldentlal car cannot be proved

to have come from the same bullet, to have caused the damage to the

windshield, and to have also been parts of a single £atal bullet, the

government ls without proof &f its case. If the fragments recovered

from the Governor cannot be proved to have come from the maglcal and

seemingly intact, urdeformed and unmutilated bullet, Exhiblt 399, the

government on this point alone has its case destroyed. With the

Governor's Injury, the allegatlons of the Report are contrary to 100
percent of the medical testlmony..

If in elther case, with the fatal bullet or the magical one,
spectrographic analysis, extant but persistently suppressed by the
government in violation of its own regulation, proves as it can that
the suppositions that replace evidence 1ln théReport are false, then we
have the most monstrous frameup in our his tory and a prima facle case
of a government conspiracy.

Originally, it might have been argued, no matter how foolishly,
that only error was éommitted. However, once I demanded the evidence,
and I did, frequently, over a span of sixzteen months, both verbally and
in writing, such a position could not be maintalned. The absolute re-
fusal of the FBI to make this essential evidence availsable, especlally
after being required to by the official dlrective of October 31, 1966,
permits no other interpretatlon.

Baendd-gdocument 4118 ged “to—be this-specirograph -amalys ls. _now
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Should a document alleged to be this spectrographﬂanalysis now

be presented, with this history, after my repeated and unanswered de-
mands, it wil have to be regarded with suspicion, for there is no ex-

tant phblic record of the contents or conclusions of the genulne

spectrographic analysis. With the shameful record of the misrepresent-

ation, destruction and mutilation of evidence by the government theat—F
have already documented abundantly with its own evidence 1n;}éur
earllier books, the precedent is already established.

More, unofficial private efforts to‘buttress the government's
presumptions 1n substlitution for proofuglaoqfailed.mlsarably and again
proved the opposite. For lts serles of, TV speclals aired howsky in
prime time on four successive nights beginning June 25, 1967, CBS ob-
talned the services of Alfred G. Olivier, wounds-ballistics expert at
Aberdeen and desligner of those "tests" (5H7L ff.) Knowing full well
that falthful re-snactment required simultaneous duplication of the
seven non-fatal wounds alle gedly inflicted by the one bullet, Ollvier
had not done thils for the Commission. He didn't for CBS elther. His
CBS design called for masonlte as a substitute for bone, gelatin for
flesh. His creatlon denied Governor Connally even a masonite ribl De-
splte this disabling infidelity, all of his shots proved the opposlte
of the CBS "conclusions" - naturally, those of the Commisslion - for in

not a single case did the bullet have the-power to cause the seven

injuries - even without-the obstacle of a ribl! What it really proved

is that the single rifle bullet was not powerful emough to penetrate
four human-body parts.

Tike the Commission, the TV network found 1t expedient to release
no detalled results, no impartial analysis. Like the Commisslon, CBS

simply misrepresented the results of its "teast".
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And again like the Commission, CBS showed no plctures of 1ts
bullets which, inevitably, could not have been in the unmarred conditlion
of Bullet 399. My request for this "evidence", these "results", is un-
answered.

CBS did show a plcture of Bullet 399. In so dolng, it did not
show where the metal known to have been deposited 1n three parts of
Governor Connally's body could conceivably have come from with this
bullet unscratchedl

The reader is referred to the correspondence appendix for further
information on the making accessible of the whole and other bullets.
What actually caused what happened we perhaps will never know. I belleve
it is in response to my persistence - in correspondence, on the radlo,
and in speeches - that, when the continued suppression of the spectro-
graphlc analysis and other evidence caus ed no journalistic bolts of
lightning to strike the responslible heads in the gcnnan:'mfrle»nt:r I;'erst—zlaTi;d
#wem to quietly make the bullet and related pleces and sample, accessible.
In additlon to CBS, I know that Life took countless plctures that,,with
the passage of months, it did not publish.

When shown to wltnesses by the Commission, thls bullet was care-
fulli jalled in a plastic case and wadded with cotton, on the spurious
claim that additional tests were to be made by the FBI. There were no
tests that precluded the e xamination of all gsurfaces of this bullet by
the experts called uﬁon to render expert opinion.

Without this close exsmination, how valid an opinion could any
expert give? How honestly cmld he swear to the result of an examination
he was prevented from making? And how honest 1s the ody and the intent
of the body makling demands of thls sort of its experts?

The Commission did have qualified, expert testimony onwhat
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hgppens to bullets when they strlke varlous objects. For example , FBI
Fir earms Expert Robert A. Frazier testifled that "even a plece of
coarse cloth, leather" could have marked the surface with scratches
(3H431). The doctors, ln one way or arother, testified they found the
career atFributed to this bullet inconceivable. Examination reveals
it 1s virtually unblemished, allegedly after smashlng the Governor's
fifth rib and nightlwrist and imbedding a fragmnt in his left thigh
bone.

Now, I am not a ballistics expert,mor am I a doctor, a patholo-
gist, a prosecutor or a lawyer. But, aside from examining the official
photograph of this bullet (WHITEWASH 203) and there seeing how close to
perfect it 1s, I also held 1t in my hand and with some care examined
all its surfaces. The marks of the ri fling of the barrel are close to
100% perfect, entirely so to the unalded eye. There is no damage to
them at all, no scratches across them or any visible deformity.

More difficult to understand is how this bullet could have become
slightly flattened at the butt end without in any way leaving a mark on
the perfect rifling! More maglicl! While merrily smashing bores all over
the Governor, this bullet is supposed to have been entirely immune to
what deforms other bullets, to have been Impervious to deformity,
mutilation, or even scratching!

Not only 1s this apparent to the naked eye, but it is conflrmed
by the mlcroscoplc eiamination Frazler made and testlified to (3H430).
Asked by Asslstant Counsel Melvin Elsenberg, "Were the markings on the
bullet at all defaced?" Frazier sald, "Yes; they were, in that the
bullet 1s distorted by having been slightly flattened or twlsted's)

"How material would you call that defacement?" Elsenberg asked.

"Tt 1s hardly vislble unless you look at the base of the bullet

and notice 1t is not round," Frazier told him, and "1t had no effect at
wil-on
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all" on his examinatlon "for purposes of identification" because, even
under microscopic examination, "it dld not mutilate or distort" the
markings to interfere with even microscopic examinationl

How this could have happened normally - how a hardened bullet
could be flattened at one end without serlous marking - is a question
not in this interrogation of the firearms expert, obvlous as 1t would
geem to be. There is no reason to believe this omission i= because the
answer would in any way have comforted the interrogator, in any way
supported the Impossible presumption of the Commlssion.

Nor is there, from this additional evidence, reason to presume
that the forecible suppression of the smctrographic analysis 1s in any
way because it in the sightest degree supports the offliclal fictions. If
it did, certalnly its contents would have been plastered in the record
of esvidence, splashed across the front pages, dinned from the loudspeakers
and flashed from the TV tubes.

This violation of the Attorney Gereral's arder, tolerated on all
official levels, is consistent with the Commission's departure from tle
minimal requirements of evidence and honest procedures ln suppressing
the spectrographic analysis from 1ts record armdmaking it posslible for
Hoover to perpetuate the suppression.

It is snything but what the order of the Attorney General promlsed,
that, because he had "determined that the national interestgjgéquired it .,
"the entire body of evidence considered by the Commission” would be

trangferred to the Natlonal Archives,.

No less disreputable is the government's behavior with other
people's property. This it simply conflscated - selectively - selzlng
from those wlith no influence but not selzlng the essentlal photographic
property of powerful owners who thus made private profit from what should

be natlonal property. There was no need for this and no immedliately-
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apparent honorable constructlon that could be placed upon it. One
once might have expected the press to rage a%this vidlation of the
sanctity of private property of small people. Its silence was and is
monollithle,

Not a bit less dlshonorable is the timing of the entire affalr.
The action of October 31 was taken but a single day before the explra-
tion of the law (Public Law 89-318;79 3tat.1185) that enabled it ,
denying sny possibility of any action, appeal or reconslderation.

With the alleged autopsy photographs amd X-rays, returned In a
blaze of cheap and spectacular publicity the next day, the contlnued
suppression of their contents %s f?d?.FPSSﬂ?%?,bF governmentat-accept-
ance of stipulationéj%ﬁiérwise%;;t;pé§§¥b%s: Hédzfﬁis g vernment
property not passed improperly into private hadds, there could not have
been placed upon them the restrictions the gvernment equally improperly
accepted as a condition of their return. Had the government, as it
should have, maintained this essential evidence of the assassination in _
its possession, it could not have denied access to it. It now has the
pseudo-legal excuse of the restrlictions 1t "accepted" to continue to
deny access to these plectures and X-rays to those who alone can make
sensecof them.

I tested this, through the channels outlined to me by the
Archivist in our conference of November 3, 1966, as the correspordence
appendix shows. I was twlce refused access to what cannot legally be
denled, once In wrilting, once in sllence. TI have exhausted my legal
remedies and, when the legal assistance 1s avallable, will challenge
thig in court. At this writing, those organizations to which I have ap-
pealed Tor help will not involve themselves and I do not have the

finaneclial resources required for costly litigation.



L5

The whole story of these plctures and X-rays, much of which
smrdder was included in Part 2 of WHITEWASH II, 1s pelrhaps an even
greater scandal., Unless the government tells the whole truth about
them, corrects the misrepresentations, distortions, misquotationé and
downright deceptions for which 1% has been responsible, produces an un-
breakable chain of possession and evidence, eliminating any possibility
of trickery and accldental or deliberate substitutions, I shall go
farther than this book, which proves that the government cannot even
establish, as the law and courts require:

That these are the same plctures and X-rays improperly given to
the Kennedy family - no more of them and no fewer - and none not then
given;

That thos given away are those taken during the body examination
at Bethesda Naval Hospital, no more and no fewer - and no others;

And that every minute of possession of each and every one of the
pictures and X-rays taken at Bethesda can be accounted for by credible
sworn testimony and written recelpts.

Without this, there 1s no way to know thgt - and with the shame-
ful record of the government in ﬂniéﬂmattef1fo b;iiéve that - these are,
indeed, the actual plctures and X-rays of the autopsy, no more, no fewer,
and no other.

This hippodroming Bf the autopsy records of a murdered President
cannot be diverced from the Barnum treatment accorded the other tangible
evidence, for In lts shameful flackery, treating the murder of a
President and the evidence of that murder with the delicacy and subtlety
of a sex scandal on a tabloid front page, the federal government
studiously arranged for both to coinclde.

Thus, we have the investlgation of the assassination regarded ae
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an@reatad as though it were a deodorant or mouthwash, to be sold wlth
loud, repugnant and lnappropriate sales-pltches, an undignified degrada-
tion of the men, the office, the government and the country. On¥y the
connivance of the press, which to a paper and a network accepted the
palpably illegal as proper and the blatantly dishoneat;;ﬁre, prevented
an outery of anguished national irdlgnation.

Every dlshonest act wreaks an additional and unnecessary tragedy,
as though the murder in ltself were not enough, or the phony imwestiga=-
tion not already too much. With the secalled "gift" of the so-called
pictures and X-rays of the autopsy carefiully staged as a propaganda
festival deslgned to credit the incredible, what for the first time
here became public - and was fully exploited by the federal propagandists =-
1s the assoclation of the influential family name of the mw dered Presi-
dent with the official "solution" to the crime and in a manner that was
made to seem and in fact did seem as though the family did endorse the
official explanatlion.

Until that point, the memberss of the Kenredy family ard thelr
spbkesmen maintained a disereet silence, passing no judgment or oplnion -g¥
on fact, saylng merely that they had read nothing and intended to read
nothing about it, and had no reason not to trust the official accounting.
Tt is understandsble that the members of the family would avold addi-
tional pain, as they would trust their govermment. Indeed, how could the
then-Attorney Genarai dream that those under him were worthy of less than
his undeviating, total trust? Or that they would so abuse his trustl

This fir st public Kennedy-family endorsement of the Report, played
by the government for all its propaganda worth, ls an unfortunate extra

tragedy of those that seem to have no end.
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What a scandalous offichal commemmoration of the third annivers-
ary of the assassination of the President! What a shocking and dis-
graceful way to treat his assasslnatlon and his memory!

It was an odlous event.



