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Why anyone connected with the official investigation of the assasaination of
a ‘resident would lie = from the Director of the FBI ¢ any agent under him - is
& questlon that perpiexes only the uninformed or those wrwilling to believe
what is beyong question. $t is and has been the practise. In this suit there was
no singie communication, written or verbal, that was not controlled by lies. There
was no single paper filed in courty no verbal representation made to the judge,
that vas not iainted by falsshood. Sows of it was perjurious.

The FBI has to be really uptight chout the JFK assagsination and thesc
scientific tests in particular to run the risiks perjury enteils. It has tom
expect every judge om every level will be tolerant of a felony that undermines
the courts. I% has to zssume that the ma;'ggr media will continue to ignore or sup-
Dress what would normally be newsworthy and the subject of furthsr, indepsndent
Jowrnalistic inquiry,

If Director Kelley dic not know hie personel integrity and thet of the FET
was at stake in what he wrote uc mik tien those who drafted the letters for his
signature had to be williing to run considerable personal risk. Who would expect the
Director of the FUI to be tolerant of any who made & liar of hiwm, defused the ageney
he heada,

On the other hand, who would expect the heasd of the FBI to kmow so little about
the FEI business that he would be unaware that those he told ue were all the JaA
tests made were not entirely insdequate and did not include those absolutely
essential in any serious investigation, whether of the assassination of a Prozi-
dent or the killing of an unknown and uncléimed wagrant?

Here is what Kelley wrots us of the tests he said were made, whzt ha deseribed
as providing us with all the FBI's information on all the tests:

Facsimile of 4/10/75 list here.

What does this not include that was necessary?

Someof e Te:sts and cmmﬂamgf the bullet unfired and found Xhambered
in the rifle (without any clip, megically enough), Exhibit 147, The AEC knew that



b

everything had to be compared with it, particularly Exhibit 399. (The ALC also
urged comparing the Walker bullet with it but the FBI knew better then dare that!)

Copper alloy comparisons between all the objects bearing any trace of copper.
But with FBI specimen Q3 being the part of the copper jacket of the bullet that
allegedly exploded in JFX's head that, allegedly, was omitted.

When there was no baldistics proof that any one of the five fragemths recovered
frlom the car was part of a bullet of which any one had been part the FBI did not
compared U2, whieh had both copper and lead, with (3. Byf - unless haoth could be
proven to have come from the game bullet, sven assumdng a1l the fragments were
of bullets used in the crime - then the evidence nccessary for any dependable
conclusions was missing and the FBI saw to it that 1t was mkssing.

The ulleged first imp.ct of Bullet 339 was oa ths back of the Presidentds clothing,
The bullet was copper-alloy jacketed. it Bed to have left traces on the clothing, From
the spectrographic analysis we know thet there wes copper on the jacket. But there was
80 HNih testing of any of $he clothang. according to £elley, that is. Can it bc that
Boover axd ihe FBL Gid not knov the essentiality of ¢oupsring these $races with all
cthers of all evidence in which capper apneared?

The alleged mullet or which allogedley G2 and 3 were part allegedly struck the
windshield., Serapings from the windsldeld are specimen Q1%. iceordin: to ¥ lley
there was no A ‘c'ests oni 415,

His tabulation =lso excludes the curbstone. This is even more suspect because

sensible
no copper was found on it and there is no explanation of how a bullst from that
alleged spiper's nest could have ghed its Jecket in thin air and left oniy leed-
alloy traces on that curbstone.

This is not all that is missing but is it not more than enough?

And is it not too much that the FEI contradicted this wnder osth and then
contradicted its confradiction also under cath? Too much also that it did and could
do this with immundity?
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Tnless Q2 and Q3 were from a single bullet then on thie hasis alone there was
another shooter, there was axxmssmsgiwuntis concpiracy and an unsolved erime,

agcording to the newest Director fm of the FBI this testing, this evidence,
was gvoided. One is not easily persuaded thait there was no tmxixefx neutron sctivation
analysis of 43 because the FBI expected it to be identical with (2, It is much easier
to belisve the FBL expected the opposite tc bz true and that it and Hoover knew

the cage already faked could bear no more disproof,

2b
icontical analjylitical roasults fron

Again, mmw_tz;e tested substances iz indispensible to the
oificiul solution gnd to a single assassin-no conspiracy case. The copper from G2,
Q3 and Q.ifi ar. required to have come from a single dullet or the official solution
on this separatc basis is again proven to be a deliberate F5l fraud. Hore, were
42 and 33 from a single bullet, of which there is no N2A evidenee thanks toc the F2I,
if Q15 4s from another bullet, there still has to have been another assassin to
have fired that billet. If all three are of different origia, then the sifuation
is even worse and nobody can begin to know how many assasaing thers ware, Propsr
testing could have eiicinated these gquestions and estsblished the FEI's case, It is
the FBI that saw %o it there wos no sych vroper tssting.

There also remains, given the deliberzteness with which the F3I saw to 1% that
these necessary campari:sons were not made, that it knew thie evidence nad ween
planted. Hemember, it did fail to test gny of the recovered buliet material for
humun residues., The record shows it did not dare {ry and prove as it would have been
required to prove in court that any of the recovered bullets or zerts of Lulletbs

ve struck either victim,

Kelley's
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It hes become the standrad government device to have the wrong person swear %o
an affidavit in which he does not claim first-person knowledge. This is ho:rsay snd
ordinarily is not admissable in evidences The courts are tolerant of the government,
howev:r, and permdt this. learssy evidence, whethor or not falss, is &1l the govermment
geve both courts in both of my sults for this stil.-suppresssd evidesnce.

In the first case Heriorn W Willisus claiucd no more than that he is & Lpecial
Agent, like all other Specisl Agemtse and thet he worked in the leb, He also cleimed

(WWIV,pp187-8)
laboratory examinations referred to.”

-

no more than thaty "I have reviswed thw P

The most obvious of the many svidentiary and factusd doficiencies here ic tuat
without [irsi-person imo-lodge he has no way of knowing whsther he "reviewed" all
the work, Thore iz, in fict, rezson ¢ believe that ths major file wes ouisids the
1ab (SHET).

(Tnere was also a cute diversion here. I dia not ask for the "exauinations.”
A1l I have ever scucht is bthe final reports or the results.)

Whether or not ¥illisms was still around the govemment was not about to vse
him again and have him and it coufront the coupletely imaginary eatslogue of horress
to which he swore. iusbeau it susd coll We Wilty, whe claiweu ne mor: than to be
a Special Agent in a supcrvisory role in the labe He also was present ai the couference
the FBI eontrived with Jim Lesar arnd me %o be able to lle gbout what the suit asked
for., So also was one of the men with first-person knowledge, Robert Fraziers howewer,
there was no affidavit oifered by frazier and we couldn'y get it or awy mnsver fo
any question from him and under oaths, Yot he is the one witness who testified o
these metvors bhe.ore e Warren Commission and in tue Hew Urleans trail of lay Shawe

He did have first=person :nowledgee B. i the ens who had to answer giestions
Ki1ty could not answer at that conference. “e inew what Kilty did not. This is why
the FEI and the Department of Justice did not dare provide a firsteperson affidavit
from Feezier and did provide a hearsay affidavit from Kilty: If Fragier swore %o
what “1ty did it would be perjurye with “ilty theve wes no way of knowing whet he

8
Baw in what unidentifiec filess #frazier, however, hac personl lmowledgeF and nes
—
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ho escape from false swearing based on anyone else's lack of knowledge of whatever

he ray or may noi have seen in these completely unidentified files “i1ty allegedly

Rememberine that @ false swesring has o be material to the issues for it
to be perjury act that whether or ot the FOI was in compliwnce with what the
Complaint calls for and what he swore wes ail the testsi is whet was at issue,
the reader will not have to be e lawyer to decide whether or not Kiity actuslly
did com.it perjurys

Pick up with oiwon. excerpting of his affidavirs in facsimile and paraphrases

of ouwr zllegetionse. Footnote to my affidavits in appendix if they are t0 be theres
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¥When what the FBI did give us was 80 ¢lealrly less than we knew they had to
hav. and when 1% was a poor substitute for what we asked for, the final reports, in
order o discover the truth for ourselves and the court end to eliminate the likelihood
of firther deception we filed "interrogatories" that we asked be responded to under
oath, (If transcript in appendixz, refer to that pg st hearing,)

abchabratciedeenxkiex A% the firat "calendar call,” to determine the status
of the case, the judge held these guestiions could be yesponded to in an af idavit
rather than as direct answers to the questions asked. <roperly the affidavit whould
have been deliversd tc us prior the second calendar call two weeks later, on Wednesday,
Hay 21, |

&-just as 1!5,9 judge entrered ths court room, Assistabt United States Attorney
Hichael Ryan handed both of us & single copy of the first ilty afffdavits “t hed
been swoin to eight days earlier, so there had been no problem doing the proper
thing, sending us a copys

What was accoupliszhed by delaying thismend avoling the proper was to make it
impossible for us to partlcipate in the proceeding them transpibing and readt§¥F end
respondidie to the affidavite No other purpose was or could have been served,

One paragraph sf is enough to illustrate the false swearing and the intent %o
aocm&;:?;zrpoaes: On the one hand the government allege& it had given me everything
called for under the lawe On the other hend this paragrpah describes what I hed
indeed asked for ani what hed po§ been given to mes Ho7 in facsimile.

This statcs, in sn effort to dedeive a judge who did not need deceiving, that
there had been HiAs on "the borders and edges of the holes in clothing and metellic
smears present on a windshield and a curbstone.”

In my affidavit in response * (at bobém of finished finsl page add page ref, to app)
I swore that these had not been provided, we had been told by Kelley they had not
been made and that we hed been given everything made, end asiked the judge for

photection from perjury and an intent to defraud me,



In the Byzantine story of the "fnvestigation" of the JFK assassination and in
a long serles of swits to end suppression and bring evidence to light there is nof
thing more mmmt}:ﬂi:he governnent's rssponse, To my charge of perjury and
deliberate withholding of evidence it falled to even deny the perjury ani rather
than denying it was withholding evidence it swore that 1 know more about the subjeck
than anyboay in the FBIL any could continue to make these truthful charges:t facs as
marikeds

{The "motion to strike” is a legel description of our effort to get the courd
to reject the false affidavit.)

Whether +the ¥5I didn’t give a dasn or was careless or overly exeited and
vhatever motivated the Department of Jusiice lawyers $o pay no heed, the direct
and meterial contradiction bebween this syem statement and Xeliey' could could
not be greaters

The judge, consistent with his record, ignored the sonfliet that was &
felony if Xilty was untruthful,

We filed another afridevit in which 1 noted this and cited relevant proofse

“hat, %00, went undenied, The FEL has no resentment at being valied felons
and no kidney for delending itself under oath. In steszd the government moved
to di=mdss the case on the ground that it had fully complied witi: $he request and
the law. Full com;;iianoe meant token compliance and theﬁmpﬁ.ngcn us of some OO0
pages of what it acknowlcdged is what I didn't ask for and said I didn't want to
spend money one {in support of this thers was another Kilty affidavit, dated
Yune 23, 1975,

noe again there uxms was deley io giving it to us, sgain with an ebviocus
Purposs,

It vas fsdxmumd hand-delivered to Vim Lesar's home after the end of the working
day June 30, a week later, Immediately we sterted working am & response. We aleo hsd
other matters requiring attention and we are separated by a distance that requires

a trip of more than 100 miles, Yim had other cases in court, as moot lawyers do.
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The long holiday wecked also intervensd. They Jim was phoned by the judge's
law elerk with the message that the judge wanted our complete respomse the next day
mthsrthanthetimeofthemtheaﬁng.ﬁmdayslam.'

Thos meant that the legal section of our rejoinder mm and the revision of the
affidavit I'd prepared both had to be done within 24 hours and filed with the
court accross the State line,

It mean that the affidavit had to be incomete. Howeverg with a judge not
anxious to rewrite the law and overXook official orimes, that affidavit, oo,
would have heen more than enough.

Two of the new false swearings are here pertinent. (There were more).

Having sworn that the eurbstons, clothing and windshiield had been subjected
to NaAs, %41ty blandly swore directly the opposite: Pan, & in facs,

Because the curbstolie was not mudjgx dug from the Dallsns streets and taken
o the FEI lab until months later we had noted no papers dated later than Hay 15,
1964, Heve is how Kilty, the FBI and that battery of federal legel eagles tried
to sidirt that and by this judge were permitted tos -*‘ar?inf\m

This is still another deliberate liex and becasuse of ihe :"mterlality perjury,

We received proof from both the FBI and the ERDA (through Ryan's hend delivery
$o Jim after work that evening) that in fact the windshbeld senaping were subsditted
to HAA, The lab identification of the windshield is Qi5.,Here is the stamped worice
sheet beginning of the test, samped irregularly on the lime pages of the nobabook
used, NBXESEELEEE Tris ERDA copy is clearer than the identical mW;métf;leg the
FBI on which all the flaws of the stamp and the stamping are faithfuliy duplicateds
(Pacs. sceross pegs. Allow 6" plus clearances top and bottom, )

e xnecprelzeetxiemnetzx Based on this X% newest of j:he endiess perjuries
the government asked dismissal on the ground of complisnce, whem we produced this
sheet proving prejury again the judge chided us for being naughty encugh to actually
say that thsrs was iying. his .ords Gentlemen don_t <o tnzﬁt, he seids He seic nothige
about the proven lying =nd perjury, accepting that, and a)ﬁded & threat that we might

be sueds facsimiles of 7/46 transcript when we zet here .



