1 inssrt on NAAs- shells JUL 91 1975 _

Peoplah:;h‘:s:re/m their normal diwsmsooemi personal anc professional lives
are 41l-suited o be crooks. People who are normaliy trushful do not make good
liare.

Tha FBI was thus better at lying, diasewbling, even perjury that EHDA, SBDA
gdso had no psenial intersst in taking a fall for the “Bl.

And the Assistont United Stetes Attornmey's mejor intercst was in gotting home
on time ind getting this dissgreesblc case past hine

Soy with the FBI not filtering what the ERDA finally disgorged < had it the
FBI would have realiged the BRDA papers proved still more perjury - there was a
little carelessness.

Between two pages of handwritien ERDA notes -~ the first headed "Materisls
Lontrols" and the second “"Samples from L.H.0." scme of the est resuits on some of
the earliest JFK assassination cvidence was included ypder the testing related %o
the Tipplt kiliing,

The “datericls Controls™ sheet provides an exanple of the care and thoroughness
with which tests arz conducted when meaningful rosult: ars indended, It carries the
neasurenents L1 niligrams of barius, for exampls, %o the fourth degimsl.

‘There are oix diffevent babulated memsurements of the paveffin, Even the
Dallas tap water (0.25 milli millildters) is recorded as having 0.0316 Ki1)igrams

T of bazdume

"Samples from L.Z.0." on this one handwritten sheet tabulates mezgupemonts mm
made from even different samples of one specimen, Q53

The sandwiched sheet is headed "Cartridges, ﬁmm?mwfw..

The first two specimens are of Western and Remington-Peters shells ceynd at the
scene of the Tippit kiliing. Clearly not from the Pepository anc: thus what sEight be
passed over in haste. -
ritle

But then the‘re‘ fol ows the mdshalh the FBI ook from the Dallas police {rmediately,
@6 and Q7. (They lager sent Agent Vince Drain to Chief Curry's home in the middls of

the night to siese the third. What follows is enough to explain this,)



A% the AEC OakRidge lsb these two were identified folldwing the FBI lab's
iddntifications as Q6 and Q7 as "mm“mrmmm;ot"wmm."m
ar® not cartridges, They are two of the enply shells found near that sixth-floor
window under conditions sugzesting {mmediately that they had been planted there
mthertlmnfimdfrmthem.nlmabeminawlemanmnormm, one
at loast in g different rifle, ms Hoover lad inforned the Coumiseion (WW, p. )

In sach of the four tests thet which was tested is ident!fied as "powder from
inside." The three columns recording the measuremsnts ate headed Ba/Sb, Barium
Hiorograns and Sb. micrograns, {Bhe-hawdwmsss. ”

@odiey- Bz is the chemiecal symbol for bvarium, Sb for antinony,.

¥hile these are hamily sli the components of gunpowder and real testing reguired
the measurement and comparison of gll compenents, the differences are significent
enough,

Under the first eolumi, Ba/Sh the figubes for O6 anc Q7 ave 4.8 ond 5.9, The
same barium measuremente sve 31,79 and 44,354 For emtinony they nre 6.62 and Todic,

In percentages these diffarences ave, in tho same order, 21%,39,35% and 12,1%,

The significines o thess subotantial differsnces ean be bottor wndecatood
by refersnce to a document that was secret until after I filed C.4.226=75 and &
standard texf,an old one selected for quotation to illnotrete how unangrct the
Provesses are and how long-standing the potential of the tests,

Under date of December 11,1963 Paul C, Aebersold, Dircotor of Diviasion of
Isotope Revolomont of +he ARC, write Hewbert J, Miller, then Assistant Attorney
Ueneral of the Unfted Stutes in Charge of the Crininal Iiviscon of the Separtment of
Justiecs, later one of John Hitohell's defense counsel in the Watorgats trisle,

dis Pirst paregraph records Ms ang AEC versistence despite ar obvions orughefls

"Withing less than 24 hours of the assassination, we had offeped vorbally our

assistance and that of our laboratories experienced in obtaining criminelistics
evidence{ by means of nuclear analytical #eehniques,”

His sugsestions included “for gupovder residues® gnd of "antimony and barium®
$he
as well as the components of the bulletsand its shell holding the mmpowdar,

White the AEC did not want to appear 0 be "intruding" im he alao expresged
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AES's "eugernese o be of any mssiblwa help.) Our work lends one to expect
ghat the trezenduous sensitivity of the sctivation analysis method is capable of
proviging useful information that mey not be otherwiee gttainable.®

ins poseibility is "% it mey be poseible to dctermine by trace-element nsasure=
sent whother the fatel bullets were of couposition idcptical (emphasis added) to thet
of + o mrporbedly uwifired shell found with the Italian rifie.”

Hare , of course, is the real reason Hoovar held off on the Nk work anc tried

| (In C.h. 226-T5
to discourage the Commigsion’s interest. [fhe government denied the accuracy of
Rekdin's statoments to the Ccmxﬁiasit'm that NAss were under Way (Wnitemash IV, PP
PPe J ohtoined thosd formerly TOr BECKE. trenscripts by other ?oxgm;iﬁ:}

Tt was the greatsr, "tremenduous sonsitivity" of the neutron jrmE sotivetion
testing he imew ho could not face, Note the “identical” standard ABC said was DOSe
sib}e and *he "itrace-sloment meesurenentd®  required,

;‘hge supressed tests that I got by accident when the government was deliberately
withholding them how quite substantial varietion in ths nrege—oronant measurement®
of sarples required to be igentical® for the sbury o hold topether.

Standard texts more than 20 years old cite seses of the acguitials of accused
murderers bevause the lesc sophisticated spocroscepy ghowed bulicts not to ve e
sama. They also, that far vack wnd with the iloss sophistlcaded test, gpecify the
need for trace-element testing. Yhen woe cited these old texts, which gtipuiated much
1ea:z than became jossible with years of practise, used and perfoctiony th government
merely imnored then 1u Cede 226=T54

Glerence Kelley told us in his April 10 ictter that this most basic of the
conparison's Aebersold offer to make and said bad to be made was never nade.
Naturaliy. The FBI knew it did not dare pake the comparison because 1% knew from
the outset that the bullots were not fired from the so-calied Oswald rifle, One
of the tests and comparisons compledely elimin:bec in the tests Rellsy ssid ware

Haa
made was aay couparison with the anfired bullet, Bxhibit 147.



If this suppressed test notation is not totalliy exculpatory, totoally destructive
off the false solution to the asuassination of the gresident by by the FBI and its
captive Warren Commission, it is closs. In court it would have more than wmet the
"reasonable doubt® siandard. The itffwrmscasyxxxihax teste, rather than showing the
midentical™ origin of tested evidence, shows $c the contrary, that there was sub-
stnatial difforence aud hence oomaon cxdigin ~ and this with the lesting of but twe

of the nmany components of armunition.

The test represented on thia‘s‘ sheet are anything but somplete,

Two of the found shells abtribubed without proof te the Tipplt Killing ave not
included.

And what sbout other couponents?

The hundreds of sheets of paper finaliy produced in this suit did not include e
single tabulabion of ell the elennts to be teste andi compared. Nowhere is there a
listing o the conponents identiiied in the Lullets with which comparison haa to be
made, BEhivite 147 cad 3. _ |

Robert Frazier, who thereafder rotiwed while s3ill relatively young and from
the detes alone undsr th. uressurcs o7 ulde suig, actumlly toid a...., lespr and me a%
a onfercnos on harch 14 yhat the Fal had not vone thise When I asked why he said
bocause Lt was not necessary.

i'tze an orcéingry murder trial this slonc Jould have hat the oase :"tosiw.d out of court.

The reason i} was zot necessary, acoording to thiz expert, is thet the THI
agents could remembeyr the {igwres aad did not aeed the tabuletions Ware tm,\ true it
would be a0 answer because the Il supposedly was to wake po judgemenie That was
tha function of orosecutora, if th: $ests showed OCawald was innocent or not alone,
end of ths Comrdisuion, which alone was résponsible {or the federal investigation, '

The FBL lJared nct do cemplete and proper teesting becmuse they wouvld,me to the ;
¥BI's knowledge, prove the whols case t0 be false. The Commission did not dare demand
then . fearing the same gulliy knowledge. |

But could the #35L keep all these figures in mind, to parts per Rpillion anu to

e

decimals to the sixth place?



Of how many %fost results?

We can pever know. The "Q" scries results I received run up %o T7 and. there
were two niher series, Most of these were duplicated. But it is cortain thet the
nost fantastically retentive memory in history could not recall this purber of figures.

and 1t bas to be multlpiied Ly the nmunber of componenis of the rifle buliets
allegedly used, perhaps aractmer dogem, $o take as a comparisan the rusults of an
anslysis ¢dscussed ic the Yournal of the American dcademy of forensic 8cicnces,
(Vole. . . M0a____o/ [/ /) (Get veck fro- Tl.

Yot the three FBI agents with whom we met insisted that there wore ro compiled
tosts such ss these for which I forst asked and then when the FBI stonewsliod sued,

They were mem‘uah*mseﬁ by the fact thut the purpose of making the teats was
ro comlple results for otherss I asked for the results only. They cluimed there
were no results and nressed the raw materisl, these nagee of hendwritien rotes,
on me inctead,

Iere itv is infornative to review the hisbory of this litigution snd the sarlier
federal represontations.

In each éui*t I asked for "results" only. In the firvet the FBI filed en nPfidnvii
by Special igent Farion Williame in which he svore = entirely falsely = that +he
testa"were conducted for law enforcements purposes.” Ee also sware that "The
releage of raw date from such inavestigative files %o any and sll peracns who
roqueat them would scxiously interfere with khe effecient operstion of the FRIL®
He ¢xfendsd thic ot mean "i% would open the door $o0 unw.rranted invasions of rivacy™
and wers this not horrendmous enough a prospect “eould lsad, for example, to khmx
exposure of confidential informants,"

"Highly danzerous,” he swore, total muin to the FBI,

Yot hore the FEI was, telling us but avoiding swearing %o it ani avoiding telling
the judge who refused to ask them to make the statement under osth, that 44 hed not
met the purposes of the tests, had no Pinal resulis. And instead here they wera,
insisting on this "highly dangerous®™ procedure of endangering the rights of the
innocent, exposing their informants and risking the vuin of the agency by foreine



this dame "raw data” on me.
When the fodefal courts are completely indifferent to federal perjuxy theye
was 0o judicial interest in this FHl's proving of the perjurious swearing by ite
agent on its behalf in the earlier suit, C.A.23%01-70, one of the corrupt means by which
1% then succeeded in continukng suppression of the teats which would have proven
the delicerate falsity of the official "solution" to the agsassination of a Lreailent,
Congress, however, was distiurbed by all this corruption and its reshlts. In 1974
1t awended the law (Whitewash 1V pp. 123, 167 £f.), overy cluingly everriding the
voto of Fresident and former Warrem Comnissioner “erald Ford. The fivat of four
suits cited as requiring the amending of the "investigatory files" exemntion io Y
Cahe2501=704 {(Congressional Reeord 5/30/74, esp. pe § 9336) The language of Senator
Baward M. Kennedy is explicit, “to overpids ihe court docisionses st Wolsbery sgaing
United Statesesetlic Lupact and ef ccbsesvould be to override theasperticnlar deeisiong”
The donTersnce wepori of both Houses in whic: difierences betwsen them weve
resolved, Ho. Yi-130, ie @0 explicit on the intent 0 vongreso o end $his oificial
mﬁnwwﬁﬂ avout scientific fests of non-secret nature helog axanpt as "invesiisstory filea®
‘wwmﬁm,mwwawoﬁ%m& of the attached sxplanations nm‘%.ﬁh&
aspoclally vhen in advance the govermuent would not know the judge to whor the

case would be assdgned did it unot dare fiy into the face of this igeisiative histopy

Lot

and iotents Lue amendiog of tue law iu orffect diracted the Jushice dgpaitment and
the ¥FEI to duliver 4o me whot it pa? dended in UoAe 2301,

Nor did cuyone dare repeat the Williams perjury,
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tne xeroxing. After this stonewaliing it deiivered what it falsely revresented as

a1l of this msteriel, Scturlly we proved in court trat all these representetions were
felso ané ir context, becan-u thev were material, were felonious = porjurye lhere
wag not even 1o forme denials dnotead, for all the wordd ss chough it vere materd

it admitted +that I ~ould make and prove charges of witiholding "ad infirdtixm" because
I Jow more acout the subject of the [PX assassinglicr that snyome in the YEid

The need fvry giving e thls raw u

rioly sllegediy, iﬂ thut there were no

guen respiug al o

L1

botl sufde all e povernment had de do was roirecent

*0 the ecrurte woor osth thod wist o cued Tor ¢id not existe The yme cases then would
have been throvit ol ol courd drueiiabolye

But to abifoet fo this wouldd Ve 0 attest that

Sl hae not perioruen the most

basic ane necescery investigations -his It dared 0ol G0

7 bLeocagqs Bmechmwiw there weiw Tresc peomilta,

esion.

~o0ll before hie could be used aas an involuntery
FBL witoness Decauses e st gireasy syworn thabt what I asought did exiat, the rosatn
I soushis thene Wk gu $o &i. wha cust an. troubls of suing fow what does not exdst?

m v . - . - -
Frowlor nad auors B0 fhe darsen Cowd

T e g e L} DETTR T o, SPSRSE | 15
q that Tpectrographer Gallagher “oube

el Feis ronerd $0 me gnd T othen wrepared the formgl report of the cniirg excdnotion.®

Tl 28wy powssioie rospouse the FBL dared not swear 4o 2 cour. that
the Smeadics "reoort’ I oscught dd nov =xdists This would have required an intiel

verjury lu Uil fhere wsuld Be g ether iz-ue ane thus omuld not be avoiced by
bergury e R 2 :

the mosgt wn

The FHite oiternative wan to pretend that {oerc wse & "wewaatical” dilizronce

Tgsn rigts 8

Letweel nus, Lat ched U moand by e oy tho sedcatific avurlledssUok doover

" .4 - 3,4 - 0 ) w ik WIS LS R iy P +:%, P -y o 12y i
wrote the Cosedsiivie ovell thiln 2t oraduose Wogive us on the spurdous growsa that

they weve v:] Lo Ahe Bationsd 4p
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we never able to get the FBI $o epseify which of Hoover's letters it regarded as
fncorporteyinog the final results of all the tests ing a"formal report® or to get
all of these comuunications from the Archives,

Npobody could produce the authentically non-existent and there wam no "formal
report” hiven to the Commimsion, by letter or any other conveyante.

Judge John He EFrald

The entire story is much pore sorddér, Porjury was commonplece, thmvjwigw i-nored
it mtil he couldn t and then chided Yim Lesar in court on July 15, '975, saying
gentlemen do not call others liars and one gets more flies with honey.zdexbsboskiys
kgnursdxtherprovengrrmmbibionarsrineyxy To this, gratuitously, he added that we could
be sued for making such statements out of court., Jim's reaponse wa: that we were
ready to walk outside the mammikek courtroom then and there and repeat the charges
wit out imcunitve

Pratt dropsed il proupbly.

{Actually, I had charged perjury earlier and roeatediy and with regard to this
case o2nd the azent swearing falsely, John Kilty. I d4id thds invpress conferences
and interviews and it was published in the Washingbton paper with the lgrgest eircula-
tion, the Post, under the Headline "Handling of JFK Data Hit."(6/4/75)

Pratt ALd have the Altcrnative I zave himlt charging me with perjurys I had sworn
that all the ¥Bl affidaviis were perjurdous. If ny swearing wes f2lse it was actioneble
and Pratt had the obligation of seeing to it that 1 was punished, But he dared not.
ge bas a pro-FEL recerd, he knew 1 %0ld the truth, and he was determined from the
outset to rewriie the law into a nuliitye.

One interpretation of what Pratt said in court, that we héd been overruled before,
is that he expected it, Prior to that day the previovs - not the mlye overtwrning of
his pro-government decisicns was in g wire-~tepping case in which he h=ld the governie
ment could wiretap without court approvale (Post 6/24/74).

This was only 20 days after my previous proof of Kilty's and the FBI's perjury

and 16 days before the next proof of the same felony by the seme ran,
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But if Pratt cherged me with perjury the whele story would have come apart in
my trisl,

He was familiar with fxE my earlier suits, even referred to them in covrt, He
imew that I had regularly dared the Department of Justice to charge and try me uy
making the charges sxpl#®it and material. But he is not the only judge to decline
this challenge, as the “epartment also did. Jim calls these unusual and risky neans
of seekdng an ajudlcation on fact whers the Yepartment and judge's san't slirt the
lew if chey accept the chellenege the ‘battle of the affidavits,” (Whitewash IV, p 180)

This is the state of the law and respset for the law and the sttitude of federsl
Judge when a litigant fwd to put Wis owm hend on the bDlock in & faiile offert to
obtain enforfement of the law by judges and the Dpartment of Justice. Renem-ber, it
is the same Department of Justice that defended the FEI that indicts and prosecutes,

“his is also why the available proofs heve to be ferreted out of incorplete,
uncollated, iliegible and irrelevant pages of handwritten notes accommaied by
also illgeible charts some of which are no more than hlank graph papers

Thia single sheet of handuritten uotes on the shells recuirves more attention
bacause federal corruption persists and the results of the tests as reported are

eny lese uapleasant:
still suppressed/. Is the alternative/ that the FEI deceived the Warren Commission
with Frozier's festirony that then wouid heve been varjurious.

1s there any comofrt in the FBI dcliberately not doing the work required of it
in the investigation of the assassination of a “resident? Or in the other possibility,
that it did this work and then both suprrecad and lied ebout it, ths lyinz including
the felony of perjury ano $he suppression of evidence that proved its and all official
Tsolutions” {o this terrible orime were knowling false, deliberately manufactured?

This &= singl: ab=et i3 not the only such proof that deapits the FBI bhest
Tforts aud stoutcst perjery I did manage to extract from the materdal it dared not
let me have,

(Pick up with othor ceses or insert before curbstone and follaw 1t with o*hor

¥olow that with Kelley' s specification of what was not done ~hard on)



