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The ﬁ.ung of this sult presemted the FBI with & marvm oppqr_tmty to
prove once -a‘ﬁd for ali, in open ocourt, that its solution %o the assassination of
John Eennedy was factusliond acceptable; that it had done its work and deme it wellj
that with withholding of the evidence for which I'd also sued earlier did not mean
that e idence disproved its solution; and $hat there was no reason $0 doudts its
ingogrity; end perhaps above all that criticism of it and the Wareen Commission
vas not justified, ;

That I filed tho sudt presented 4t with a more drsmatic opportunity for I am
- ths sealor in all ways of thosecoblotal of the afficiel sobublons, frem writing and
pn‘hiinhingthefirstbeokanthe’anbjﬂctwdmmthtmwﬂhuwﬁlingthu
!:I.!atnminﬁatuf mm%mm&mm%wsmmh@tohwwrm
mmmlammunmtnefmmwmmawmym.

All the FEI need do was line i%s evidentiary ducks up in neat rows for all the
world %o ses, If its work rpoved its case then the world would kmow i, While this
would not have ended all questian, for theve are many other than related to ballistics
and the shooting, it surely wotld have glevn some credibility to the official story
at the time officieldom needed it. At that time there was more public discussion
than there had bsen in years. Por the Sirst %ime Congréss was talkdng about investigating
thé assassinations, Investigation of the FBI itwelf had been voted by the Congress.
It was not only the idesl publicereletions ime for the PET b0 prove itself, It
was the nesded political time, with investigadion pending and the mers fear of what
would come out in the investigations compelling the FBI ¢o expose some of its dirtky,
mmmm,umnmmhwmtmmmmﬁmof

It Bwas th@beﬂtofpoasihletimaawhssitmﬂmwmtcfmwe timen
for the FHI,

Thmthikﬂmm&ﬁmammtmwmwnpmlapmlmmeﬁm
case, berore it wes cvertumod, had directed the federel court in ite remand Ascisith
to give me a full opportumity in an open hearing to go into the charges I'd mads
against the FBI. If these were false charges, what more dramated e situstion Feshrnd
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conld there be for the FBL $o pro?a itself and establish its honesty ond integrity?

This is logical and reasonable.

It is also rhetorical becauss the FBI had had this kind of situation for move
than a decade and had made use of not one of the many opportumities, The FBI coumands
attention whenever it wants attention, so it did not need aiutations, It creates them
when it needs them or wants attention.

Howmr.if:aﬂurehhmmdmmulmmmtntmwﬂmum
of the Director, Shere was a new director and this was & direct challsnege to him,
Clarence Kenay,mdminm#ym&mmruwﬂlmm- intentions tor the
mmrkiammy.

This puts the case rhetorically becsuse it is obwious that if the facts were
88 the FBI had alwvays alleged they would never have been kept secrets They cedtainly
would not have been suppressed ence the FBI was critisized. My own oriticism, in
writing and in courtm oould not have been more pointed.

Thatt&?ﬂldidnﬂmtwtohmthoh&wd‘thm&raﬁlmﬁ-
standing critic can be only becauies it had no answer to the criticiem, becmtho
oriﬁdmmmrwtmdtheFBI"amulumawemmdnmhadbem;‘alm
2 because the FEL knew ite |

The resulis of the tests for which I sued are by their matwre definitive, This
is why the FEI and 211 police agencies perform the tests, not for frivelities.

They ars definitive preof - or definitive gigproof.
Wby keep the proof secret? Why not take the "hangeout road?”
As the Wetergating Nixzon could not so alse could not the Watergated FHI,



