
1 insert on NAAe- shells 	
JUL 2 1 1975 . 

honest 
People who arefin their normal itzmexmet personal anu professional lives 

are ill-suited to be crooks. People who are normally trushful do not make good 

liars. 

The FBI was thus better at lying, dissembling, even perjury that MA. ERDi 

also had no psecial interest in taking a fall foe the "1'.1. 

And the Assint,nt United States Attorney's for interest was is getting home 

on time :mil getting this aisagreeehle case past hie. 

So, with the FBI not filtering what the ERDA finally disgorged w had it the 

FBI would have realized the ERDA papers proved still more perjury . there was a 

little carelessness. 

Between two pages of handwritten 1.11DA notes - the first headed "hater ials 

eontrols" and the second "Samples from 14.LO." some of the test results an some of 

the earliest JFK awlasnination evidence was included tinder the tooting related to 

the Tippit Ids .ing. 

The "Aaterials Controls* reheat provides en exa,-L2lo or the care an thoroaaness 

with which tests are oteedected ellen extenintul result,  ari intended, It carries the 

?r. 	dlierame of barinat  for taampla, t  the faart detimal.  

There are sir different tabulated remsurements of the paraffin. Even the 

Dallas tap water k0.25 milli milliliters) is recorded as having 0.3316 kW-Urals 

of barium. 

'Samples from L.8.o.,1  on this one handwritten sheet tabulates utasuregiente 

made from even different samples of one specimen. Q53 

The sandwiched sheet is headed "Cartridges, with three 001"grh  of figures. 
pectel 

The first two specimens are of Western and Remington Peters shells :twee at the 
It 

scene of the Tippit killing. Clearly not from the Depository and thus what night be 

passed over in haste. 
edge,  

But then there for owe the two shoals the al took from the Dallee police immediately, 
4 

Q6 and Ca. (They later sent Agent Vine Drain to Chief Curry's home in the middle of 

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



At the AEC OakRidge lab these two were identified renewing the FBI lab's 
identifications as 46 and Q7 as "Rifle" under the heading of "Cartridges." They 
are not cartridges. They are two of the empty shells found near that sixthefloor 
window under conditions suggesting iemediately that they had been planted there 
rather than fired from there. All had been in a rifle on an earlier occasion, one 
at least in a different rifle, as Hoover 	infornee the Coemieeice (WW, p. 	) 

La each of the four tests that which was tested is identified as "powder from 
inside." The three columns recording the measurements ate headed Bain, larium 
Aerograms and Sb. micrograms. 

&UM...* Be is the chemieal synhol for barium, Sb for antimery. 
While these are hardly all the cemponente of gunpowder and real testing required 

the meesuremeet and ooeparison of 	components, the differences are significant 
enouele. 

Under the first column„ Baia the figatee for q6 ace Q7 are 4.8 and 5.9. The 
eame barium measurements ere 31.79 and 44.75, 	antieony they are 6.62 and 7.4. 

In percentages these differences are in the same order.21%,39.35 and 12.1%. 
The eieeificence of theee eabotential differences can be bettor endereto0E 

by referent? to a document that was secret uatil after I filed C.A.226-75 and a 
etaueard text,an old one selected for quotation to illantrete hem meseeeet the 
peooeusee axe an how on 	din the potential of the tests. 

Under date of December 11,1963 Paul C. Aebersold, Director of Division of 
Isotope Beveleemert of the ABC, write Herbert J. Miller, then AseJstaat Attorney 
eneral of the United Vtetee in Charge of the Criudeal Livisoon of the letpartment of 

Juetice, later one of John Mitohell'a defense counsel in the Watergate triels. 
4o first paragraph records his and AEC persistence despite an obvious orueheff: 
"Within g less than 24 hours of the assassination, we had offered verbally our assistance and that of our Laboratories experienced in obtaining eriminalieties evidence, by means of nuclear analytical ter hniquee." 
Sis segeestione included "for gunpowder eesidues" and f "antimony and .vi " the as well as the components of the belleteand its shell holding the gunpowder. 
White the AEC did not want to appear to be "intruding" As he also expressed 
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Aces 'tasgarneae to be of way possibia hsap.f Our stork leads one to expect 

that the tretanduaua sensitivity of the activation analysi
s method is capable of 

providing ua_fui information that may not be otherwise att
ainable." 

Sna posaihilitr is "t it may be possible to determine by t
race-element neasure-

ment whather the fatal bullets were of composition idssttc
4X (emphasis added) to that 

of t.e purportedly unfired shell found with the Italian ri
fle." 

Mere sf course, is the real reason hoover held off on t
he K work and tried 

(In C.A. 226-75 

to discourage the Cotaisalioa'a interest. he 
government denied the accuracy of 

Raktin's statements to the Comyission that NAAa were under
 way (Whiteaash IV, PP 

action.) 

pp. 	t obtained thoed formerly TOs Si:alit transcripts by othe
r FOIS Vie.} 

It was the greater, "tremenduous nensitivity" of the neutr
on prma activation 

testing he knew he could not face. Note the "identical" st
andard AEC said was pos-

sible and the "trace-element me aeuremonts0 required. 

The 
Te suttrtssed tests that I got by accident when the govern

ment was deliberately 

withholdins ttem how ouite substantial variation in the "t
race-sac ant aeasurameat" 

of saantes required to be "iaentical" for the atexa 
t hold tart- Thar. 

Standard texts more than 20 years old cite asse
s of the acquittals of accused 

murderers aetause the less sophisticated specroscapy shote
d bullata net to 	ave 

same. They also, that far eack and with, the loss sophiatic
atcd test, specify the 

need for trace-element testing. Alan we cited these old te
xts, which stipulated muoh 

less than became jossible with years of practise, used an
d perfection, th aotirnment 

merely ignored tho it C.A. 226-75. 

Clarence Kellay told us in his April 10 letter 
that this most basic of the 

comparson's Aabersold offer to make and said
 hay: to be sada was near made. 

Naturally. The Fail knew it did not dare make the comparis
on because it knew from 

the outset that the bullets were net fired from the so-cal
led Oswald rifle. One 

of the tests and comparisons completely asiaanated in the 
testa Keiley said were 

NAA 
made was staz comparison with the unfired bullet, Ei

bibit 147. 



If this suppressed test notation is not totally exculpatory, totcally destructive 

of the false solution to the ae.qtssination of the ;resident by by the FBI aad its 

captive Warran (;civaissian, it is close. In court it would have more than met the 

reasonable doubt" standard.. 'The kidWumiumwo - codiac teats, rather than showing the 

"identical" origl.n of tested evidence, shows to the eontrary, that there was sub. 

stnatial difforence and hence oonalza origin - Lad this with the testing of but two 

of the many components of ammunition.* 

The- test represented on this sheet are anything but complete. 

Two of the found shells attributed without proof to the Tip ;it ill  are not 

included. 

And what about of 	components? 

The hundreds of sheets of paper finally produced in this suit did not intlu4e a 

range tabulaton of all the eleworts to be tested and compared, Nowhere is there a 

listing of thkl. aolLponents identified in the buiiete with whichnosparison had to be 

made, Exh:Lbita !47 	39. 

Rebe.!A Frazier, who the: for rotired Aile still relatively young and front 

th6 dates alone under th- Loruswarc 	this .311, eGtually toil eim Lesar naL. ms at 

a conference on ireh i4 yhat the yida had not none this, When I akiteel why he aaid 

because it was not necessary. 

th an orAnary murdcr trial this alone `;or.? .d have had the cane ftelivd out of nourt. 

The reason it was not doeossary, an.n1rding to this e4art, 	tit the 

agents could remember the i'itimiwee and did not aced the tabulation. Ware th# true it 

would be no answer havauee the ka supposedly was to make ao judgement. That. was 

thl function of prosecutors, if th, tests showed Oswald was innoccat or not alone, 

and of the C07:1E..-doal  which alone was responsible for the federal invcvitigation,' 

The riBI .ared not do complete and proper teeting because they world olr to the 

iLI's kaowledge, prove the whola. case to be false. The Couaission die not dare demand 

than ,goaring the same guilty knowledge* 

But could the 	keep all those fivres in mina, to parts per billiqa  aadto 

decimals to the sixth plce? 



.,V.* 	t-ct results? 

Wo can never know. The Ne wales re3ults I received run up to 77 and there 

were two other eeries. Most of there were duplicated. But it is certain that the 

most fantastically retentive memory in history could not recall this number of figures. 

And it bars yo be multipliea by the number of componenes of the rifle bullets 

elleaedly luseele  pezhaps small= dozem, to take as a comparison the results of an 

analyeis Cisoussed ie the 'ournal of the Az eeican Academy of forensic geicneee. 

(Vol. 	 / / /) (set back.  fen- Jra. 

Tot the these FBI agents with whom we net insisted that there ',fere ro cempi/ed 

teats each es these for which I fcrst askee an_ then when the FBI stonewall d. rued. 

They were unemberreeeed by the fact that the purpose of making the tests was 

ro cosiple resulte for others. I asked for the r,,sults only. They clef. led there 

were no results and:;reseed the raw matPrial, these name rf her written rot's, 

on me inttTad. 

Lem ie es informative to review the history of this litigation and the earlier 

fedeeal repececutatiens. 

In cac'e suit I asked for "results" only. In th, fie et the FBI filed en effIdevit 

by Special ,gent rarion Williams in which he swore - entirely falsely thet the 

tests"were coadueted for law enforcements purposes." Re also swam that "The 

release of rah data from such investigative files to any and all persons whe 

request them would 6 riously int,rfere with the effecient operation of the FPI," 

ke extendsd this of mean "it would open the door to unwmrrantad invasions of -II:vac:el  

anti -fens this not norecndeoue enough a prospect "could lead, for example, to lam 

exposure of aonfiaeetial informants.° 

naghly daawroa,4" he swore, total ruin to the FBI. 

Yet here the FLI was, toiling us but avoiding swearing to it and avoiding telling 

th, judge who reused to ask them to make the statement under oath, that it 'lad not 

met the purposes of the teats, had no final results. And instead here they were, 

insisting on this "highly dangerous' procedure of endangering the rights of the 

innocent, exposin their informants and risking the ruin of the sgency by forcir.- 
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it then succeeded in continukng suppression of the tests which would have proven 

the deliberate falsity oi the official "solution" to the assassination of a kresiaent. 

Congress, however, was diattUrbed by all this corruption and its resilts. In 1974 

it amended the law (Whitewash IV pp. 123, 167 ff.), ovenutItaingly overriling the 

veto of Eresident and former Warz 	
n
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rissionar 'Ewald Ford. The i'ir3t o1 four 
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C.A.:001-70. (Congressional accord 5/30/14, esp. p. $ 9336) The languaue of Senator 
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that/the longest oi the attached explanations (pp.120,) 

3spocial4 when in advance the governmk,nt would not know the judg. e to whor. the 
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the xeroxing. After this stonewalling it d.e:Livered what it falsely rresented as 

11 of this material. Acturily re proved.' in court t.tat eli tleze repivstations were 

fa1an6 in context, i-A,pnau,...0 they were material, were felonious — poi'jt.try. There 

was not even Tr,.-) f' caL. In.atz-za, for 	th.: -world as AItatv,h it were Elaterialp 

it aiiIrlitted that I :101)13. traakt.? and prove charges of withholding "ad infird.tim" bee:Ause 

I kvtm mor 	 subject of the alK ast4nsJ:lia. that azyono iz tho 

The necyf for 	tiz ra:az:to:Afar  ::.1.1ef.s.ecilys  is that the-..-..e were no 

such rrsuJ.7,,r, 	 t oz's 

Werl• 	 Lft 	 covenzient 	T7tv-.: 	:;)2-1-ccrit 

4.:o thr. 	 oath that v.'.1iA-J1: 	1,ue4.1 for d.d. aict exist. ThP rzte  =cr., then woLld 

hav,.-! been th•ret otu LrLrt 

But t) c,tr3l.t to this *11' .0}..?_-. 	to 	 that the FBI Imo not norromeo. the xost 

baie are!. neeesw:xy investiotickn. 	it darc:e; nol.- do. 

alsE 	 MTA-teatm t.her 

Frpmie77 	 to 	 Covc::.3ion. 

Fr,z1.0.1. 	t7:. get. of 	1711I 	befol,e he ,lotild be used aa an involuntary 

FBI it1ii,.lonuaea 11,e haA 	371(n.11 that "a1b11; Iwaght did ad.at, 	raaaon 

zr-)1.-<tc,;thx.4. ki ',;c;aid. thoCu& an 	o 	14113 for what 	not et:t.st? 

air itad !wars', to trio a,17-an 	 C 	'1" " ub- 

tjt: 	I tiliaz 	tho 'roma report of the.,  entirfa  e7Qnatione" 

(517.67, 

LLi :a TQ;;" 	 l'Cq.3.pant3e the FBI. flame not sw,..9x,  to a cour. that 

the htt..,,,,Visi3c ".L1*urt'' 	eoht did hot taitit. This would have roquind an intiel 

perjutry 	 arif ,  thIm oott:If 	 :-.Nnic:co. by 

tlia,  most 

Thc, 	 :.-xstc.,nd that 	w. 	nt ai"  

betwetm 	'Colt 	 ,!ouver 

thc 	 • 	 t 	 v.., on th..sputicu 

the:3 weit 	 suit '4-1 
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we never able to get the FBI to specify which of Hoover's letters it regarded as 

iecorportayieg the final results of all the tests ins auformal report" or to get 

all of theee ceteunications froe the Archives. 

Npbody could produce the authentically noneexiuteat and there VW* no °formal 

report" hiven to the Commission, by letter or any other oonveyance. 
',11d0:1 John H. iratt 

The entire story is much more eorditr. Perjury was commonplace,time-4mila illored 

it until he couldn t and then chided Jim Loser in court on July 15, -975, saying 

gentlemen do not call others liars and one gets more flies with honeysidaztaistudige 

ignaucadxtbaxpxonairra4atittentnxmlnro To this, erataltoaaly$  he added that we could 

be sued for making such stattmuints oat of court. Jim's response way_,  that we were 

ready to walk outside the =alit courtroom then and there and repeat the charges 

wit out irz=lt7. 

Pratt drop :id it praa,ptly• 

(Actually,-  I had Charged perjury earlier and roeatedly and with regard to this 

ease zinc!. the agsnt emearin7 falsely, John Kitty. I did this ineprees conferences 

and interviews and iL was pabliiihea in the Washiagton paper with the lergoet circelm-

tion, the Post, under the Headline "Handling of tin: Data Hite"(6/4/75) 

?raft did havt' the ilternative I gave his*: charging me with perjury. I had sworn_ 

that all the /BI affidevii:s were pee:Ju:1=s. If my awcarin was false it was actiOnable 

and Pratt had the obligation of wink to it that I was punished. But he dared not. 

0 has a pro FBI 7ecord.1  he knew I told the truth, and he was determined from the 

outset to rewrite the law into a nullity. 

One interpretation of what Pratt said in court, that we had been overruled before, 

is that he expected it. Prior to that day the previous not the poly-- overturning of 

his pro-governmant decioionz wac in a vire-tapping ease in which he held thiF,  govern 

meat could wiretap without court approval. (Pbet 6/24/74). 

Ibis was only 20 days after my previous proof of Lilty's and the FBI's perjury 

and 16 days before the next proof of the sees felony by the ame rare. 
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But if Pratt charged me eith perjury  the whole story would have come apart in 

my trial. 

Be was familiar with txm my earlier suits, even referred to them in count. Be 

knew that I had regulsrly dared the Department of Justice to charge and try me by 

making the charges expleiit and material. But he is not the only junee to decline 

this challenge, as the 4/epartment also did. Jim calls these unusual and risky lee= 

of asekin en ejudiaation on fact her the Depertmen'_ !Lei judge's can't slirt tho 

law if i:hey accept the enaIleneee the 'battle of the affidavits." (Whitewash IV, p 180) 

This is the state of the law and respect for the law and the attitude of federal 

judge when a litigant 	to put hee own heed oe th= block in a futile effort to 

obtain enfordement of the law by judges and the Dpartment of Justice. Remem.ber, it 

is the same Department of Justice that defended the FBI that indicts and prosecutes. 

TIde ie also why the available proofs have to be ferreted out of incompleete, 

uneollated, illegible and irrelevant pages of handwritten notes accompneiee by 

also illegible chests some of which are no more than blank graph taper. 

'is single ehect cf handwritten eotes on the shells requires more attention 

because federal corruption persists and the results 	the tests as reported are 
Ley lees uftpleasante 

still supireased/. Xe the alternative, that the FBI deceived the Warren Commission 

with Frn.ff_er'e tentir,ony that then would have been 1:erjuriour, 

Is there any comofrt in the FBI deliberately not doing the work required of it 

in the investigation of the assassination of a gresident? Or in the other possibility, 

that it did this work and than both auperesed and 	&beet it, lee: lyine ineleding 

the felony of perjury aloe the suppressiun ox evidence that proved its and all official 

"solutions" to this terrible crime were knowling false, deliberately manufactured? 

This ill siag13 sheet 1.5 not the only such proof that deetite the FBI best 

efforts and etouteat perjury I did manage to extract from the material it tiered not 

let ma have. 

(Pick up with other eases or insert before curbstone and fol1nw it with other. 

olow that with Kelley' a specification of what was not done —hard on) 


