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" 3 Assassinations

Looking Back
- ToGloomy Days

By LYNDA HAYES
Evening Outlook Staff Writer
Psychologists say people 'gend to sup-
pressybad fnemories and relive or_xly the
good ones. But nearly 100 people relive ter-
rifying memories every Wednesday at San-
ta Monica College. :

Bleak thoughts of Nov. 22, 1963; April 4,

1968; and June 5, 1968, are vivid tl.lere, as
the Experimental College conducts its class
on Political Assassination. -
Working with films, fapes and spegkers,
the class is designed to sif.t through incon-
gruities of the three assassinations. .
The first two sessions defqlt with the
death of John Kennedy, inclgdmg a screen-
" ing of the famed Zapruder films—detailing
the movement of JFK at the moment of

impact. ‘ , "
%‘he Zapruder films were the basis of

much of the skepticism aimed at the War- -

ren Commission Report. Other doubt was
voiced by Mark Lane, Penn Jones, Mort
Sahl, Harold Weisberg and New Orleans
District Attorney James Garrison who an-

pounced, - “I " have solved the murder_of

ohn Kennedy.”
Y SR, S

o ) ——-

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176

) . 1 .
Conspiracy Theory Told

- Garrison never named thé actual muyr-
derer, but all of the theories that-began to

emerge cenfered around a conspiracy, with .

Lee Harvey Oswald either absent from the
picture entirely or acting as a puppet for
the conspirators. '
Some theories have even linked all three
assassinations to the same unnamed con-
spirators. '
The theories sprang from what appeared
to be inconsistencies and contradictions
within the Commission Report. To some,
this indicated a commission that wanted a
quick answer. To others, it indicated a de-
liberate whitewash. o
These inconsistencies included pictureg

of Oswald holding the murder weapon in a

position critics call “anatomically impossj-
ble;” the discrepancy between the report’s

conclusions on the direction of the death

bullets and what the Zapruder films appear -
to show; and many others. o
Seven years later, the Warren Commis-

sion Report maintains the sole murderer to

be Lee Harvey Oswald. Critics still “dis-
agree, but, for the most part, the public no
longer cares.

And it is this indifference that helped

class.

spur the birth of the Political Assassina,tioq ,  ‘

"Shift In Conscienc e-"":l o

There has been a great shift in national -
political conscience from jthe early 1960s to
now,” explains Rusty R%d: e8,.SMC. student
and class instructor ™% hose early years
were concerned to a great extent with this
nation’s miltary and criminal investigation
organizations like the FBI and CIA. It even
showed in our taste for movies .. ‘Seven’
Days In May’ and ‘Dr. Strangelove.’ ;

~‘But we've moved away from that now, -

and I hope this clagg will familiarize the

Public again with what we are actually. -
doing in America, Students will hbpeﬁully, 0i
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Continued From Page 13
gain a political maturity and be .able to see
that the Warren Report is a whitewash b_y
the CIA, the FBI and, of course, the offi-
cials involved.”

Rhodes, who believes both the CIA and .

FBI were deeply implicated in Pregsider}t
Kennedy’s assassination, says At_nepca is
the only nation that accepts the fmdmgs‘ of
the report. “This is wrong,” R_hodes said:
“People should not go on believing that Os-
wald is the lone assassin.”

Who, then, is implicated in the conspira-
¢y theory?

“T will not make any direct accusations,
because no single organization was respon-
sible for the assassination on the whole,”
Rhodes said. “But the Secret Service and
other agencies of the government—.the CIA
in part, the FBI—fell flat on their faces
that day in protecting the president. They

<did not do their job.

|
"
|

ot

~ Oswald And The GIA

_ "‘I_bé]ieve that Lee Hérveyf’eswa
‘ an agent of the CIA successfully establi
ing a left-wing cover for himself, : Ie
not a direct part of the assassination
he did not pull the trigger. But in 4
orders, he placed himself in the position. of
a patsy. He placed himself in the position-
of ths obvious suspect.” RS
According to Rhodes, still another factor
emerges from the conspiracy.theory, this
one involving a feud betwee JFK and major
Texas oil interests. )

“Texas oil interests despised Kennedy— 2

the feud centering, of course, around the oil
depletion tax—and they would have wanted
the man out of the presidency, too,”
Rhodes claims.

It is these forces—military and criminal

Investigation units as well as big business
—that Rhodes claims were at work when
bullets gunned down Sen. Robert Kennedy
in the Ambassador Hotel.

' “RFK knew the truth about his brother's
death,” Rhodes said, “and he also knew
that it would take the full powers of the
presidency or an act of Congress to bring it
out in the open. That’s one of the things he
was working for.” : ’

One of the more startling—if seemingly
unlikely—theories to be brought out in a
future session of the class takes the death
bullet- out of Sirhan Sirhan’s weapon and

places it in the hand of a mysterious man

named Caesar.

- According to Rhodes, “Caesar” was ap-
pointed bodyguard to RFK by the Ambassa-
dor—yet the man was allegedly a member
of the Klu Kiux Klan, the John Birch Soci-
ety, and a solid opponent of RFK.

Going on information he claims was
gathered from the reports of county coro-
ner Thomas Noguchi, Rhodes maintains
that the fatal bullet came from a gun Cae-
sar drew as Sirhan began his first wild -
shots. o

The only assassination Rhodes hesitates
to talk about is that of Dr. Martin Luther
King, although that will also meet with dis-
cussion as the class progresses.

And so the class continues, exploring
assassination. Some will go away when ‘the
semester ends, convinced that the Kennedy
assassinations have not been solved. Some
will believe the findings of the Warren
Commission. Other will not really care, °

But none will forget the films, the tapes,
and the speeches of late November 1963—
and the others that followed. :
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,rhlm on. Deuth Penalfy

" WASHINGTON (UPI) — TheStanford Utiversity Law Re-
lawyer for Sirhan B. Sirhan,|view., The study showed aniong
sentenced to death for the 1088|other things that Californila
assassifiatiori of Sen. Robert F.[juties are motre geneérous with
Kennedy, today asked the|white-collar defendants than
Supremé Couit to hear hisjthose i lower ecotomic brack: . (Indicate page, name of
views on capital punishment. |ets, | newspaper, city and state.)

Like MecKissack of Ho]lyq of 157 defendants holding
wood, Calif., asked permissionblue collar jobs, 57.9 per centi

to file & bilef ifi the test case|were sentenced to life imprison- . : | L
from that state to be argued|ment inistead of death- while of £-9 P{eral d Examiner
orally hefore the cotitt Monday.|21 defendants in swhite collar Los Angeles, Calif,

The justices are belng urged to|jobs, 95.2 per cent escaped the

got standards to help judges|death penalty.
and juries who must decide Sitfian has been in death Fow
whether 16 -imipose the death|in San Quentin Prison- since
penalty. : ‘May, 1969. His case is now .
MCKJSS ck relied heavﬂy on a|befoie the Califorma Siipreme ) —_—
study by members of the|Court. =~ )
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Sirhan’s Attorneys —
Appeml Death Decree

l Attorneys for Sirhan Bishara
Sirhan hayve appealed his death
sentence for the assassination of
Sen. Robert F. Kennedy.

| Attorneys raised 18 issues
which they claimed were
tgrounds for a reversal of the
:first degree murder conviction

It was estimated tHe direct)
,appeal to the State Supreme
ICoult which is>automatic in
California for persons con-
demned to death, would cost
ahout §50,000 which one of the
altorneys said he was financing
personally.

Among the major points is the
contention that' the presiding
judge, Superior Court Judge
Herbert V. Walker; refused to
allow Sirhan to plead guilty in
exchange for a life sentence, as
agreed by the defense and pro-
secution.

Walker refused to permit the
“plea bargaining” hecause he
said he wanted to prevent the

tion over the case as occurred
after the assassination of Pres-
ident John F. Kennedy.

Sirhan’s attorneys: claim his
rights also were abridged when
police officers entered the bed-
room of his family’s’ Pasadena

home without his. permission |
and seized notebooks-in which |

he.wrote, “RFK must dle "

The lawyers" contend there
was “illegal search" and sei-
zure” because the officers did
not havé\ the authorization of
the - defengiam to ~make the
search. T . .

1t also was argued Sirhan’s
rights were denied when he was
net given A preliminary hear-
ing, but was indicted by a grand
jury. '

The brief of 704 pages filed
yesterday with the California
Supreme Court lists Sirhan’s
lawyers as Luke McKissack and
George Shibley, with Russell
Parsons, Grant Cooper, Martha

Goldin and Abdeen Jabara serv-

pos f lingering specula-

ing “of counsel.”
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[ _Three top Los Angeles police officials wﬂl\
meet Tuesday to begin a probe of charges that|
ipolice ballistics expert Wayne A. Wolfer erred |
.in testimony concerning the weapon used in |
the assassination of Sen. Robert F. Kennedy. '

The panel, chaired by Asst. Chief Jack Col- !
lins and consisting of Dep. Chief Juhn Mc—|
Allister and Cmdr. George Beck, will meet at|
Parker Center at 9 a.m., at the direction of '|
!Police Chief Edward M. Davis.

i Barbara Warner Blehr, Los Angeles civil
jand criminal attorney, Friday subm:tted affi-
idavits and a letter challenging testimony giv-
len by Wayne A. Wolfer in the Sirhan Bishara
[Sirhan and Jack Kirschke murder trials.

Mrs. Blehr, admitting her efforts are
laimed at blocking the appointment of Wolfer
|as head of the Police Scientific Investigation
iCrime Laboratory, filed the documents with
the Los Angeles Civil Service Commission. |

AT, T

|
!
1
|
1
I
i
I
1
|

“They raise the possibility that the

bheen the one used in Kennedy’s slaying.

Pending the outcome of the inquiry by the
blue-ribhon panel, Davis said he has instruct-

ed Wolfer to make no comment concerning the
matter.

Wolfer testified for the prosecution in the
trials in which Sirhan was copvicted of the
1968 assassination of Kennedy, a presidential
candidate, and Kirschke, a former deputy dis-
trict attorney.

Kirschke was found guilty
wife and her lover, and was given a life sen-
tence. Sirhan is on San Quentin’s ““Death
Row.” Both are appealing their cases,

As the cases are awaiting appeal, Davis
said he urged the hoard of inquiry to have
Attorney General, Distriet Attorney and City’

|
|

of killing his | :

Attorney representatives at

w. - "

‘

i

weapon ﬂ T

evidence at the Sirhan trial might rot have!'

1
|

~—Mrg. Blehr told The Herald-Examiner she
is questioning Wolfer’s testimony only because ,
she is interested in seeing that the Police De- .
partment has “the best there is” in scientific !
personnel.

She added she does not believe Wolfer is |
qualified for the top post, on the basis of dec- |
larations made by other criminal investigation |
authorifies.

The documents she submitted were signed
by Raymond H. Pinker, retired chief forensic
chemist and pioneer of the LAPD Crime Lab-
oratory, Walter Jack Cadman, Orange County
Sheriff’s chief eriminologist, and Dr. LeMoyne
Snyder, author and authority in legal medicine ;
and homicide investigation.

The experts listed six precepts considered
inviolable in firearms identification. Mrs.
Blehr, in her letter to the commission, said

Wolfer violated those precepts in his expert
e 8 —_——e

— e

testimony, and thereby erred in his identifica-
tion of murder weapons.

In the Sirhan case—referred {o in the letter
only by its court number—Mrs. Blehr said
Wolfer violated four precepts when he testi-
fied the defendant’s gun and no other was in-
volved in the shooting of Kennedy and two
other victims.

“The physical evidence, however, upon '
which his testimony was based, established

that the three above mentioned evidence bul-
lets removed from victims were fired, not
from the defendant’s gun but in fact from a
second similar gun with a serial number
H18602,” she wrote.

“The only possible conclusion that must be
reached is that two similar guns were being
fired at the scene of the crime,” she added.
“Such a conclusion then leads unavoidably to

o s et e |
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newspaper, city and state.)
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| ,wyer"Says Ballngtlcs
Erred in Sirhan lnvestlgation

BY DA.VE SMITH
Times Staff Writer

Crlmmahst DeWayne A. Wolfer fer test-fired a different gun entire- \ .
was accused Friday of making er- ly, and that that gun, in fact, did | b (Indicate page, name of
rors and violating procedure in the match at least three bullets removed - . .7 | newspaper, city and state.)
ballistics investigations of the Sen, from victims of the affray. ' ' :

Robert F. Kennedy assassination, - Wolfer, asked by The Times for | ..
the Jack Kirschke murder case’and his reaction, said, "I honestly can't 5 e
the Doyle A. Terry murder case. understand this. I'll swear on a stack | ‘ — Los Angeles Times

| The charge was made by attorney  of Bibles I've done nothing wrong | Los Angel Rk
, ~ Barbara Warner Blehr in an effort and I'l stand behind my work in a : reles, Calif,

to block Wolfer's appointment as court of law. I can't say any more l} ; .
. permanent head of the Los Angeles until I've read the chﬁ}rges -against | . SR . /’\()‘ﬁ ‘
Police. Department erime laboratory.” me, but I'm going to. ge\ an attorney i .
Vo e, |
v
|

Mrg. Blehr's charges raise the right away." . . . )
question of: . whether a second gun- Chief Dep. Dist. Aitv John How- | .. Cl - Q '_!‘ ﬂ
Sivhan tial {ranscript and the bal- | ‘ |

.man: might' have fired shots in , ard said his office would review the
, th Ambassador pantry on June 5,

#1968, and then escaped unnoticed as |
Slrhan Bishara Sirhan was tackled
by friends of the mortally wounded
senator.

In a four-page letter to the Civil
Service Commission, Mrs. Blehr ac-
cused Wolfer of v1olat1ng four sepa-

i rate precepts of investigative proce-
dure in the Kennedy investigation
-and :alleges that ‘Wolfer never ac-
tually fired the’ gun wrested from .

Sirhan's grip. She asserts that Wol-
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” Continued from First Page

listics investigation before
making any comment.
Police Chief Edward M.
Davis defended Wolfer in
a prepared statement: "He
never takes sides on any
issue, even when the ac-
cused are police officers.
He is cautious, conserva-
tive, straightforward and
-a:very thorough scientist."
Davis said that he has

" appointed a board of in-

quiry to investigate the

* Beehr charges. The board,

-consisting of Asst. Chief
Jack Collins, Dep. Chief
John McAllister and
Cmdr. George Beck, will
convene next week.

With her letter to the

- Civil Service Commission,
. Mrs. Blehr sent six photo-
- graphs and three affida-

vits, signed by erimina-
lists LeMoyne Snyder,
Raymond H. Pinker and
Walter Jack Cadman, sup-
porting her contentions.

‘Two of the photographs
are of exhibit 55 from the
Sirhan trial. That is an en-
velope containing three
bullets purportedly fired
from Sirhan's gun, but
also bearing, in Wolfer's
handwriting, the notation
that Sirhan's gun bore the
serial No. H18602.

Trial records show that

. the gun taken from Sirhan

;. athird photograph is of a -

‘bore the serial No. H53725.
»/The test shots were
made on June 6, 1968, and

message from the Bireau
of Criminal Identification

-and “Investigation in. Sacs

~ramento, noting-that gun

"+ No. H18602—the one iden--

tified in-testimony as the
gun used in the ballistics

~ tests—was destroyed by

July, 1968, only a jmonth
after the murder ¢ Ken-
nedy. B ’
- "The only possible con-

the LAPD somet;é'\‘e in

~delusion that  myst be
«. reaghed is that two sintilar

guns were ‘heing fired at

" voidably to the gquestion:

the scene of the crime," |
Mrs. ‘Blehr said. "Such a.
conclusion then leads una-

‘Which -of the two. guns
fired the single fatal bul-
let?" :

The investigation upon
which Mrs. Blehr's char-
ges were founded was
done by criminalist Wil-
liam W. Harper of Pasade-
na.

Harper, 69, has testified
in numerous trials in Los
Angeles over the last three
decades, including the
Kirschke trial, in which
his testimony contradicted
that of Wolfer. Harper
contended that Kirsehke
could not have murdered
his wife and her lover. .

Sirhan. and Doyle Terry
are now -under a sentence
of death. Kirschke was,
but the sentence later was
“changed to life in prison.
Terry was convicted of the
slaying of Long Beach po-
lice officer Vernon J, Ow-
ings in 1960.

Mrs. Blehr's letter accu-
ses’ Wolfer in one case—
not the Kennedy investi-
gation — of "scurrilous
tampering . .. in a vain
attempt to make the phy-
sical evidence support the
prosecution's theory ofythe
murder ..." charfing
that he "made physicdl al-
terations of certain. in-
scriptions on three rifle
cartridge cases ., . "

Regarding the alleged
errors in the Kenhedy in- |
vestigation, . Mrs, Blehs |
stdtes: "I find it very hard |
to believe that a man of
‘the professed expertise of |
Mr. Wolfer could violate |
four of the basic precepts |
of his profession in_a-sin--
gle case by sheer accident.
I am more inclined to be-
lieve that these violations
were made in response to
an ' overzealous desire to
help the cause of the pro-
secution. The choice
- seems to be rank ineompe-
tence on the one hand. or
.‘morbid " metivation on the
othep™. « - .
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Alfidavifs and a leffer chal-
lenging expert gun identification
testimony in the Sirhan Bishara
Sirhan and Jack Kirschke mur-
der trials have peen filed with
the Los Angeles Civil Servie

Commission. -

" The documents raised a possi-
bility that the weapon in evi-
dence at the Sirhan trial might
,not have been the :one used in

Becliesto have  Attorney Gener
al, District Attorney and City
'‘Attorney representatives at the
hearing. '

Mrs. Blehr told The Herald-
Examiner she is questioning
Wolfer’s testimony only because
she is interested in seeing that
the Police Department has ‘“the
best there is” in scientific per-
sonnel. ' : '

the, slaFing of Sen. Robert F.
‘Kenn e-y. Yo

Barbara “Warner ' Blehr, ILog
ANGETSSTTil and crintHaT #T00r-
ney, submitted the material yes-
terday in an admitted effort to
block the appointment of De-
‘Wayne A. Wolfer as head of the
Police Scientific Investigation
Crime Laboratory.

Police Chief Edward M. Davis

of inquiry fo investigate charges
made by Mrs. Blehr, as early as|
possible n"‘e"xtﬁyvggk. N

immediately appointed a'board| -

‘She added she does.nof le-
Iie%%_wa‘rﬁ,ig qualified for the|
(top. fost, on the basis of declar-
:‘a%nr!ﬁﬁe-by oth3P=nrtimilal
investigation authorities.

{were signed by Raymond H.
Pinker, retired chief forensic
chemist and pioneer of the
LAPD Crime Laboratory; Wal-
ter Jack Cadman, Orange_Coun-
ty Sheriff’s chief criminologist,
and Dr. LeMoyne Snyder, au-

|fired, the single fatal bullet?”

The documents she submitted

bullets - removed fr

un_victins
we , ot from the defend-
ant’s gun but in fact from a.sec-

number H18602,” she wrote.

| “The on] po‘ssibleéoncgusign
[that wm@ﬁ):. e reached is thaf two

‘si@ilar guns ‘were bejng fired at
e she

'the sCené€” of the crime,

adlded. “Such a conclusion then
leads unavoidably to the ques-
tion: which of the two guns

" But the second similar gun)
was reportedly destroyed by the
Los Angeles Police Department!
in July, 1968, a ‘month .after the
assassination, she said.

‘In the Kirschke case, Mrs.
Blehr said, Wolfer violated a|
precept by matching a single
land impression on the test bul-

let with two different land img-
| preSSIons on_a fatal HATET, fﬁ_ﬂusﬁ

thor and autherity in legal med-
icine and homicide investiga-
ﬁﬂrﬁ P @#}

Davig, also said, jie_has in]
structed Wolfer to make no
| comment pehding the outcome|
| of the inquiry.
| Wolfer testified for the prose-

han was convicted of the 1968
| assassination of Kennedy, a
presidential candidate, and
Kirschke, a former deputy dis-
trict * attorney, found guilty
of ﬁilling hig wife dnd her lgver.
Sirhan 15~ on Sani&Q—ﬁﬁ%ﬁs
“'lgeathv Row.’” Both are appeal:
ing Their cases, = oo
Ags the cases are awaiting ap-
peal, Davis said he urged the
board of inquiry—Asst. Chief
Jack Collins, Dep. &hief Japn

|cittion in the trials in which Sir-|

., and no other was involved in

G and Cmdr. George]

The experts listed, Six pre-
cefsvomidered ‘inVI‘SEBfeB'%l
firearms identification. Mrs.
Blehr, in her leétter to the com-
mission, said Wolfer violated
those precepts in his expert tes-
timony, and thereby erred in his
|identification of murder weap-
ons. ‘

In the Sirhan case—referred
to in the letter only by its court
wmfmers=itrs. BlehrSsant=wol-

invalidating identification of the
‘, defenﬂa‘nf’?‘, gun.

| charges relating to a murder
\trial referred to only as “‘SC
number A234557, Terry.”.

Wolfer was described by Chief]
i.Davis as “a cautious, conserva-
tive, straightforward and thor-
‘ough scientist,” and as .a ‘dis-
tinguished expert.”

Davis said Wolfer has been
acting head of the crime lab,

fer_yiolated four pregepts when
pe estitied the- defendant’s gu

=

he shooting of Kennedy and
two other victims.

“The physical evidence, how-
ever, upon which hi§ testimony,
(was based. established that the

thPBE=rove mentioned evidence

and had been recommended by

ond similar gun with a seriall

She also made similar| |pggipon:
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By Ken W. Clawson
Washington Post Staff erter

- Tach weekday afternoon, Sen. Edward |
M. Kennedy makes an unportant tele-
phone call to his home in suburban Mc—
Lean: Virginia

He talks to his son, Teddy J1 about
school and other thmgs of 1nte1est to a
nine-year-old_boy.

Kennedy, is unusually close to his elder
son, but the daily telephone calls have
another purpose:

Toung Teddy Kennedy does not behevo

leaves the residence each day

The daily telephone call is to reassure
Teddy; Kara Anne, 10; Patrick Joseph 3,
and the senator's wxfe Joan. It is not an
easy task for a man who also beliéves that
he is stalked by death.

Seven years after President John T
Kennedy was assassinated in Dallas and
nearly three years after. Sen. Robert T.
Kennedy was murdered in Los Angeles,
Sen. Edward M. Kennedy is warned fre-
quently and in a variety of ways that the!
may be next to die. '
The.constant fear that “somebody outl

is a major factor among those close 10
Kennedy in any dlscuss;on of his politieal
future, although Kennedy is determined
that he will not be paralyzed by the possi-
bilitSeot-assassination. .,

that his father, the last of the Xennedy
brothers, will make it back home once he"

" Ne L t.g,,the Presxdent a) d.

Vlce Presulent Kennedy re-
ceives more " threats .than
‘anyone in government,

"It is also fair to say that
he: receives more attention
from the Secret Service,
Federal Bureau of Investlga-
‘tion, Capital police, Metro-
%ohtan police and Fairfax

ounty police than: any
other public official outsxde
the White House. g

Sen. -Kennedy - does . not
.have ‘Secret Service protec-
tion. By law, he cannot. But
the Secret Service does in-
vestigate, threats to public
ficials for intelligence pur-
poses on-the basis that such.
persons are potential threats.
to the President and V1ce
Pres1dent

A reyiew of ecret Sei‘v~
«lce intelligence contacts-
with U.S. senators since
1964 reveals that Kennedy
has received more than:

there” may be gunning.for the senatorjthree times as many threats

as any. other senator ,
355 Contacts

Kennedy was: elected a
}senator from Massachusetts
in 1962; From 1964 to'the
present, Secret Service was
involved in 355 matters aris-
ing out of Kennedy threats.

Threats aren’t the exclu-
sive property of any single
ideology. Tormer Senate
dove Eugene McCarthy had
99 Secret Service contacts—
next highest to Xennedy—
while hawk Barry Goldwa-
ter (R-Ariz.) had 94. :

Secret Service had 40 con-
tacts with Sen. J. W. Ful-
bright (D-Ark.)), chairman
of the Senale Foreign Re-
lations Committce and lead-
ing critic of U.S. involve-
ment in Indochina.

Sen. Birch Bayh (D-Ind.)
received 12 {hreats consid-
cred serious enough for Se-

cret  Service involvement.
Most came during Senale
debate over the nominations
ol Clement P Haynsworth
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| QOther ;senators and the
number of’ Secré‘t"“'é'"vxce‘
contacts during the period,
included Sen. George Me-i

owley ‘added, however,"
that Secret Service exam-’
ines about 500 packages,:

- AT least 100 times-a year,
‘the mail mcludes g__thmat,pf
1 nap or injury to,
Kennedy or members of hlS

Govern (D-S.D.), 17; Sen. Ed-' gifts and letters to the family. - . 3

mund S. Muskie (D-Maine),
25; Sen. Philip Hart (D-
Mlch ), 15; Senate Minority
Leader Hugh Scott (R-Pa.),
14; Senate Majority Leader|

Mlke Mansfield (D-Mont.), 9,/ Nixon in 1968, Sen. Hubert threes.

and Sen. Strom Thu1mond|
(R-S.C)), 8.

‘White House each week.
It.was learned that fromi

1964 untx,l he lost the pre51

dential ’election ‘to Mr.

Humphrey (D-Minn.) had a
total of 1,355 Secret Serv-

Often, the letters con-
clude with what federal law
enforcement officials call
the “symmetry’ proposmon '
—that -bad luck _comes in

“Your brothers got what
they deserved. You're next ”

The FBI, which has prl- ice contacts arising"out of some letters say.

mary - Jurlsdlct‘on in these
cases under the federal ex-,
tortion statute, 'does not dis-
close its investigation statis-
tics. However, it is believed
their experience is similar
to the Secret Service’s.,
Much information is shared
between the two federal
agencies and local police.

Also on Upswing

Chairman Tom Steed (D-
Okla.), chairman of the
House Appropriations sub-’
committee that handles the
Secret Service budget, said
that threats against the
President and Vice Presi-
dent are also on the up-
swing, a condition that he
characterized as a “sickness
that won’t go away.”

Steed said "he favors fur-
ther expansion .of Secret
Service authority to include
—at the discretion of the
President—temporary pro-
tection of senators and con-
gressmen when they are
confronted with what, ap-
pears to be a bonafide
threat. No such legislation
has been offered, however.

Current presidential
threats are secret, but in {es-
timony before Steed’s sub-
committee in 1970, Sccret
Service Chief James Rowley
said {hat threats or obsccne
mail To TH& Presient and

Vlce President total about
15% T[N

Thtiven o, £y

. election.

threats. During most of this

period, Humphrey was Vice
Presxdent .

Rowley also disclosed at
his appropriations hearing
last, year . that President
Nixon ordered Secret Serv-
ice protectmn for Humphrey
for six months after the 1968

In’-Kennedy’s case, the
senator does not sece the
hate mail, which goes into a
file cabinet in his outer of-
fice. His staff says the ‘ebb
and flow largely depends on
events thdat propel Kennedy
into the headlines. .

Peaks came in 1964 when
he almost died in a plane
crash; in 1965 when he tried
—and failed—to make Fran-
eis X. Morrissey’ a federal .
judge; in 1968 following the
June murder of his brother
Robert in California, and.
twice during 1969.

Early in that year, hate
mail followed his defeat of
Sen. Russell Long (D-La.)
for the post of Democratic
whip, which he has since
lost.” .

Hate Mail Enormous

Then in July, 1969, he
drove off the brxdge at
Chappaquiddick TIsland,

Mass., and a secretary, Mary
Jo Kopechne, was drowned.
Thexolume of hate mail
was enormous. 7

It is also estlmated that
Xennedy’s ..office receives

. ;more threatening and ob-

scene felephone gallseaand
even personal crank visitors
{han other senators and con-
gressmen. i
When Kennedy travels in
other states, he takes com-
. plex security precautions.
These are based on briefings
by ‘the Secret Service and
BT and are provided to ail
public officials who have
been seriously threatened.
In Kennedy’s case, an &d-
vance man contacts local po-
lice wherever he travels. He
has received substantial pro-
teetion from local agencies.
Resident FBI agenis are
also alerted when Xennedy
is coming to a city, espe-
cially sinee Jan. 2 when
President Nixon signed into
law a bill ihat 1nclude~ a
pmnsxon making it a fed
eral crime to assassinate.
kidnap or assault an eiected
or appointed federal official.
The measwre jtseli has
several ironie twists. First. it
was sponsored by Sen. Rob-
ert Byrd (O-WNVa), who

Finally, it was opposed by
Sefr—Fteard Kennedy he-,

cause it carries a mandatory
death penalty provision.-

. Kennedy’s actions last
"April when he was invited
to the first anniversary ot-
servance of the murder of
the Rev. Dr. Martin Lutker
King Jr. in Memphis pro-
'vide an example of his secu-
rity procedures.

He did not accept the pub-
lic invitation. Nor did he ac-
cept the recommendation of

‘his staff to pass up the ap-
’pearance, .although he ap-
peared to do so.

JInstead, he went on a holi-
| day to Florida. Then, unan-
‘nounced and unscheduied,
rhe went to Alemphis and
participated.

.1 He was following a Secret

Service axiom that assassi-
nations are not spontaneous
but are planned. That is wh
a recent ice skating after-
noon on the C&C Cana!
wi is family wasrealiy i
minimum risk althouth
seemed dangerous. o

! Kennedy refuses io talk

publicly about the anguizh
that resulis from his uniague

situation, aithough he ac
knowledges that it onurc‘.es
his life.

Helps Ease

)

Strain

-
a

i At his Senate cffice
evelved
SRl

grim humor hag”
-hat would bhe offenst
,an outsider bul helps
jthe strain for those
imust live with the possia.l
ity of a murder atterwpt on
the last Kennedy brother.

dumped Edward Kennedy as Kemnedy engages in 'this
Whip last month. The bill  banter himself, but only
grew out ‘of the assassina- with those very close to
Gomn 'of Webert F. Keaned  him.— David Burke, Dick
ahd the subscquem b > Prayne, Andy Vitale. ~h;§|
trial of Sirhan Sigha.. noa C(‘)’USill Jq'e Gargan, a few
(CRdfornir state court, olRETs,
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v . e
I_cre re oth?p outward

manifestations: The quortm

buzzer sounds.

!
!

It deesn't |

sound at all like a pisto!i
shot, but it is loud and sud-

den.

Xennedy jumps
then he relaxes, smiles.

He is pariicularly sensi-
tive to the effect of his
unigque position upon his
children. C

When President Johnson
assigned him Secret Servica
bodyguards in June, 1588,
because he feared a plot to
wipe out the Kennedys, the
senator sent them away
after two days because he

didn't want his children to

see them.

1

tense;

)
[

Bul the family cannot be!

shiclded from grim reming-.
ers. Twice ecach year all the
Kennedys — including cous-
ins without fathers —
gather for memorial serv-
ices for the slain brothers at
Axlington . Natio empe-
tery. |

GrewkMail —
Is Ramnpant.

!

Few persons have ever
been neutral about any of
the Kennedys. All of them
were subjected to more
than their share of hate
and crank mail, They also
have received much adula-
tion mail, too, and that
remains true with Sen.
Edward M. Kennedy (D-
Mass.). -

Persons familiar with
mail received by Presi-
dent John F..Kennedy. say
that his First - Lady,
Jacqueline, was
barded with sexuallylori-
ented, often pornographiec
mail. ;

It is estimated that Mar-
tha Mitchell, ‘wife of At-
torney General John N.
Mitchell, now receives the

most crank il of any
woma—in V};.ashingfon.

bom-,

|

i
Mych_is fan ail, but
some eqials the Worst-of
the antiKennedys. During
the Christmas holidays,
Mrs. Mitchell received a
cake box containing a

de-
composyd rat sirrounded

by holly, ... = S
Thé  Kiforney General
also receives threats, but

he_has an_FBI agent as a
b(?aygua?&. Tmarrome
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DIMINISHED CAPACIT usns®

Diminished capacity contentions '
~urge the Court, based upon the
psychiatric evidence adduced at
trial, to reduce the grade of
homicide to manslaughter or second |
degree murder due to the fact that
Sirhan had neither the requisite
state of mind to premeditate the
death of Kennedy nor to harbor-
malice aforethought.

Furthermore, he urges the Ap[
ellate Court in any event to reduad
Sirhan’s sentence under Penal Codf'.
181(7). That section has long bee
available to the Court but has never

before been employed by it to reduce
sentence from death to life.
ARCH & SEIZURE:
earch and seizure issues are
radised relating to evidence take
from Sirhan’s bedroom without hi
consent and in the absence of a
search and arrest warrant. Also,
there was a Search of the garbage
area just outside the Sirhan home, a
search questionable under the
Edwards case.
GRAND JURY:

The brief makes a massive attack
upon the Grand Jury system. It is
contended that indictment by Grand
Jury (rather than a Preliminary
Hearing) invidiously discriminates
against the subject whose case is
taken at the discretion of the District
Attorney to the Grand Jury. At the
preliminary hearing the defendant
has the right to be present, have an
attorney, the right to testify in his
own defense if he chooses, the right
to present and cross-examine 'wit-
nesses, theright to have a judge rule
on the admissibility of evidence.
None of these protections are ac-
corded=4ire subject whose case is

McKissack concedes that the U.S.
Gonstitution allows use .of @ Gran
.]i{) ry. He argues that once a Statg
hils set up a superior proceedinb ‘
with advanced Constitutiona¥
safeguards it may not, without
constitutionally permissible stan-
dards for differentiation,
capariciously take some defendants
cases tothe Grand Jury while others
have the benefit of a preliminary
hearing. .

CAPITAL PUNISHMENT:

Arguments XIIT through XVII
cover thoroughly the arguments
against Capital Punishment.

Argument XVI contends that since
the penalty jury had no standards to
guide them in their decision of life or
death the decision was essentially
lawless and thus violative of Dite
Process and Equal Protection. This
tvery contention will soon be decided
in the McGautha case by the United ,
States Supreme Court. McKissack
filed an Amicus Curiae brief in that
case in which he argued that em-
pirical evidence tends to show that
jurors given no guidelines habitually
rely on unconstitutional con-
siderations in reaching death ver-
dicts such as the failure of a
defendant to testify or an un-
successful insanity or diminished
capacity defense. . .

Allin all, the brief tackles many of
the challenging problems of our day.
It constitutes an invaluable aid to
defense counsel, and is proof that to
be a criminal lawyer is to be a
Constitutional lawyer. The shoot-
from-the-hip approach, devoid of
knowledge of Court decisions and
resourceful anticipation of fufure

ecisions, no longer suffices to
Hrepare the ‘competent: def¢nse

unsel to adequately defend his

N

summoned before the Grand Jary~~ crient. [

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



FD-350 (Rev. 7-16-63)

(Mount Clipping in Space Below)

Pohce Chief ‘Edward M. Davis
today “defended police crime lab
sceien tist DeWayne Wolfer|
'agam%t charges_he'gave incor-
rect “testimony in the Slrhan
Bishara Sirhan murder trial. .

. During a press conference at
]5, r,k er Center, Davis said
charges by attorney Barbara|.
Wamer Blehr that Wolfer’s tes-
nmo ny was faulty were
“gxoundlecs" and that he (Dav-
iS)~was- “satisfied the Sirhan
ti’lal was handled correctly.”

iers Blehr has charged a sec-

iharge Refumd

{ “ond:gun- was involved in the fa-
“tal” shootmg of the late Sen.
Robert Kennedy and: that Wol-
fer 's.tgstimony about the . death
gun ‘at. the trial of Sirhan was
not.valid:.

%A second gun, simitar to the
’ murder weapon, was tested. at

the sceneé of the shooting just to
| determine ‘how far the sound of
shots could be heard by witness-
. es,” Davis said. ’

.+ The second test gun was de-
stroyed by the department a
month after the assassmatlon
Davis-said:

Mrs. - Blehr is at:tempnng to
block the appointment of Wolfer
as head: '0¢ the Police Scientific
Investlgatmn Crime Laboratory.
Davis.said a tliree-man board
ofecinguiry, headed by  Asst]

conference. to attend -an eer
tive committee meeting of
International Assn. of Ch1efs

L_Ohl‘ef\J ek, Colling, began Took-

vis Backs%lf‘uh

ing 1nto the charges today ‘
will report their ﬁndmgs wr
10 days.

At today’s press conferexi..:'ﬁ

Davis also announced b
launching of " a' “Nexghborh( )
Watch” campaign to curb
rising burglary rate on a 01t1
participation level. ;

Beginning today, Davis su

over 2000 supermarkets\
Southern California - will -
packaging grocerles in bay
printed with crime preverntu
tips to homeowners.'

«Statewide and across the n‘

tion the crime rate is increasin, S
sharply. If burglames -contin

at the presert rate, ‘theyl dq

ble in another five years,” Da‘ .

is said.

. Davis’ séud the six-month car*

palgn will be a nelghborhof
“sélf help” project with “neif
bors lookmg out for one aunol\
er k2

William Tormey, - executz

vice president of the South{
California Grocers: Assn., &
15 million people in Los Ang{
check .out*through a superm,
ket stand every three days #
the anti-crime messages- (\
blanket the area.

Davis left following the pr,

Police in Washmgton D.C: f
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"RFK gun probe

k .
| On June 6, 1968 Robert F. Kennedy was shot to death by a
party the state subsequently “'proved’’ was Sirhan Sirhan. But

serious questions concerning the gun. which was used to
assassinate Kennedy.
In a letter to Mrs. Muriel Morse (Civil-Service official), the
[:A. Times, Police Chief Ed Davis and 'U.S. Attorney Robert
Mever Blehr questioned the competence of resident L.A.P.D.
l ‘Ballistics expert”” ‘DeWayne A. Wolfer. Wolfer was .recently
appointed head of the L.A.P.D.’s crime lab, and he is the same
an who gave a ballistics report at the Sirhan trial.

The letter says that Wolfer's testimony in the Sirhan case
(number two) indicates that. bullets removed
from Kennedv and two others were fired; not from the defen-
dent's gun. but from another gun with the serial number
H1860’ The police, at this stage, have promised to investigate,
and have indicated that a “clerical”” error may have been made
lbut the letter speaks well for itself.

i Following are Blehr's letter and related correspondence in
Ithe form of affadavits and statements from attorneys represen-
tting Sirhan.

Mrs. Murriel M. Morse

General Manager Personnel Dept.

Civil Service Commission '

Room 400, City Hall South

Los Angeles, California Re: Appomtment of De Wayne A
Wolfer

Dear Mrs. Morse:

before the Civil Service Commission as to the qualifications of
the above named person to act as head of the Los Angeles
Police Department Scientific Investlgatlon Division Crime-
‘Laboramry

It is my understanding that Mr. Wolfer is now actmg head
on a temporary basis for said laboratory, and that his appoint-
ment is due to become final July 1st. My belief that M. Wolfer
15’ completely unqualified for the position is supported by the
following considerations; -

l (1) There are numerous fundamental precepts-upon which
‘the science’ of firearms identification is based. All criminalists
and firearms examiners must abide by thie precepts and
disciplines of their profession. Six of these precepts, whlch Mr.
Wolfer has violated, are listed below;

Precept (1) The positive identification of an evxdence bullet!
as having been fired from a particular gun and no other must;
be based on a comparison of the evidence bullet with a test
bullet recovered from the same evidence gun and no other.

Precept (2) The most accurate and reliable determination of|
the: approxlmat.e distance between muzzle and victim ' (ex-
cludmp,r contact) based on powder pattern distribution must be!
Tiade with the actual evidence gun and no other. It is also im-

last week Los Angeles attorney, Barbara Warner Blehr raised:

A request is hereby made by the undersigned for a hearing '

] ] e
] e
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nt"“to use. the same make and type of ammunition,
same,«batch or: lot .number, .(When :the

avallable, dy sxmllar gun. may be used but
e test is ‘always’ more questmnaﬁiei
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&E@Epﬁlﬂp The land and groove dimensions (part of __tgxg;
_rifling specifications) may be identical or nearly identica bet-
. ween different firearms manufacturers.

Precept (4) Very similar copper coatings are used on manyi

different makes of lead revolver bullets.

Precept (5) CLASS CHARACTERISTICS as shown by the
. rifling impressions on a fired bullet play absolutely no role in

the identification of such a bullet as having been fired from one
_particular gun out of the entire world population of guns
! having the same class characteristics.
| Precept (6) A single land of the rifling of a firearm can
produce only one land impression on a fired bullet.
i These precepts are expressions of basic common sense and
iare universely accepted. They are truisms in the same sense,,
‘for example, that the assertion “a single blade of a plow can
| cut only one furrow as it moves over the ground’’ is a truism..
The violations of the above precepts by Mr. Wolfer will be
pointed out brieflv in two of ghe three cases abstracted
. herewith.

(2) Case No. 1. SCNo. A222633) In this case Mr. Wolfer,

testified he had made a positive identification of the defen-
" dant’s gun as the murder weapon. In making this identification
Mr. Wolfer produced in evidence enlargements of ballistic com-
_parison photomicrographs to support his testimony. A very
| thorough studv of these photographs and the evidence bullets
i disclosed, however, that M. Wolfer had matched a single land
impression on the tect bullet with TWO different land im-
" pressions 120 degrees apart on the fatal bullet. This amounts
to zaving that a single blade of a plow cuts TWO furrows in the
rground over which it moves — an obvious impossibility. His

'pracedure .and testimony are thus a clear-cut violation of
‘Precept (6) and completely invalidates the identification of the
defendant’s gun as the murder weapon.

Mr. Wolfer also violated Precept (5) by indicating certain
|Class Charscteristics as part of the proof of “matching” bet-
‘ween test and fatal bullets.

His testimony combined with his very esoteric photographic
manipulations label his work in this instance nothing but per-
Jury.

Exhibits substantiating these statements are in my
possession.

(3) Case No. 2. (SC No. A233421) In this case Mr. Wolfer
violated Precepts (1), (2), (3) and (4). He testified that the
defendant’'s gun (Serial No. H53725) and no other was the
single murder weapon which had fired three bullets into the
'bodies of three of the victims. The physical evidence, however,
upon which his testimony was based established that the three |
labove mentioned evidence bullets removed from victims were
fired, not from the defendant’s gun but in fact from a second
lsimilar gun with a Serial No. H18602. The only possible con-
lclusion that must be reached is that two similar guns were '
ibeing fired at the scene of the crime. Such a conclusion then
‘Jeads unavoidably to the question: Which of the two guns fired
'the single fatal bullet? The presence of the second gun is firmly |
‘established in Exhibits A and B attached hereto which are
photographs of Court Exhibit 55. This court exhibit is an en-
velope containing the test bullets which Mr. Wolfer matched
with the three evidence bullets mentioned previously. The in-
'scription on the envelope shows that the enclosed test bullets
were fired from gun No. H18602 and not from the defendant’s

gun No. H53725. This is a violation of Precept (1).

Although the inscription on this envelope shows that gun No.

H18602 was physical evidence in this case on June 6, 1968, the:
gun was reportedly destroyed by the Los Angeles Police Depar-
,ament roughly one month later in July, 1968. This is shown in:
Ithe teletype report of Exhibit C attached. |
" Substantiting details of the other violations by Mr. Wolfer.

I find it véry hard to beneve thataman or the proféssed ex-
pgrt‘lsﬁrﬁﬁ' Wolfer could violate four of the basicssreccpts®f |
hl:s profession in a single case by sheer accident. I am more in-'
clined to believe that these violations were made in response to
an (_)verzealous desire to help the cause of the prosecution. The
choice seems to be rank incompetence on the one hand or nior-
bid motivation on the other.

'(4) Case No. 3. (SC No. A234557) While Mr. Wolfer did not
vmla.te any of the above cited Precepts, his handling of the
physical evidence amounted to scurrilous tampering. In a vain
attempt to make the physical evidence support the
prosecution’s theory of the murder, he made physical
altgrations of certain inscriptions on three rifle cartridge~ cases
which were items of prosecution evidence. Please see Exhibits
D, E-and F, attached here with. These photographs, show that
a total of 15 characters have been altered on the three cartridge
cases. Some of these alterations were made during the course of
the tri?l.}llvlr. Wolfer admitted that he had made alterations on
one of the cartri 5 denie i her
one_of_the K artridge cases but denied making fpany  other

The undersigned has in her possession the documentary :
evid&nce-to-sapport the above. In addition, attached®srstea |
three affidavits of criminalists supporting the fundamental
precepts as set forth in the above. :

Very truly yours,
Barbara Warner Blehr
BWB:sl
cc:
Edward Davis, Chief of Police, Los Angeles
Los Angeles Times :
Robert L. Meyer, United States Attorney

: DECLARATION

My name is Raymond H. Pinker and I reside at 4645 San
Andreas Avenue, Los Angeles, California. During the period of
time from 1929 and 1965 I was employed by the Los Angeles
Police Department Crime Laboratory as a Criminalist and
Chief Forensic Chemist. After my retirement from the Los
Angeles Police Department, I was Associate Professor in the
Department of Police Science and Administration at Los
Angeles State College. I was also head of the Master of Science
program in criminalistics at Los Angeles State College until
1969. I am now retired.

Any expert testimony which I might give in a case involving
firearms identification would be based, at least in part, on the
following six Precepts which I consider inviolable. ‘

Precept (1) The positive identification of an evidence bullet
as having been fired from a particular gun and no other must
be based on a comparison of the evidence bullet with a test
bullet recovered from the same evidence gun and no other.

My Opinion: No identification can be made if the test bullet
is recovered from some gun other than the evidence gun, even
though the test gun may be of the same make and model and

| have a serial number very close to the serial number of the
evidence gun. Such a procedure is a violation of Precept {1).
Precept (2) The most accurate and reliable determination of

the approximate distance bétween muzzle and victim (ex-'

cluding contact) based on powder pattern distribution must be
made with the actual evidence gun and no other. It is also im-
portant to use the same make and type of ammunition,
preferably from the same batch or lot number.

My Opinion: The use of a gun other than the evggenc_g_. %n,
"even though it may be the same make and model o he
_evidence gun is a violation of Precept (2).

can be made available. 2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176
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[\W'hé en ,Ege evidence gurn 15 not available, a similar gun may
i be used but the validity of the test is always qfestiomable).
. Precept (3) The land and groove dimensions (part of the
rifling specifications) may be identical or nearly identical bet-
ween different firearms manufacturers.

My Opinion: A bullet or bullet fragment cannot be identified
as having been fired from a particular make of gun on the basis
of land and groove dimensions alone.

Precept (4) Very similar copper coatings are used on many
different makes of lead revolver bullets.

My Oninion; The positive identification of the mal 2
munition from a badly deformed bullet fragment, based o
1 visual, microscopic or photographic examinationsyaf traces, of |
| the copper coating attached to the fragment, cannot be made.
| Precept (5) Class Characteristics as shown by the rifling im-

pressions on a fired bullet play absolutely no role in the iden- |
tification of such a bullet as having been fired from one par-
ticular gun out of the entire world population of guns having
the same class characteristics.

My Opinion: It is a misrepresentation to claim that one or
more Class Characteristics on a fired bullet contribute in any
degree to identifying the bullet as having been fired from any
particular gun and no other. .

Precept (6) A single land of the rifling of a firearm can
produce only one land impression on a fired bullet.

My Opinion: An alleged positive identification of an evidence
bullet in which it is shown that a single rifling land produced
two different land impressions on the same evidence bullet is a
violation of Precept (6). The alleged positive identification is |
therefore not valid. :

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true .
and correct.

Raymond H. Pinker
Witness Martha G. Dawson
Executed on May 24, 1971
at Los Angeles, California

DECLARATION .
My name is LeMoyne Snyder and I reside at 325 Valley
View Drive, Paradise, California. I am a doctor of medicine
and also a member of the Bar and for many years have been
engaged in the field of legal medicine and in particular
homicide investigation. Expertise in this field requires a
thorough knowledge of the fundamentals of firearms iden-
tification and over several decades I have pursued studies in
this field. My book Homicide Investigation is a standard text in
imany police academies and it contains a chapter dealing with
ithese fundamentals. )
| -Any expert testimony which I might give in a case involving
firearms identification would be based, at least in part, on the
following six Precepts which I consider inviolable.
‘ Precept (1): The. positive identification of an evidence bullet
[as having been fired from a particular gun and no other must
be based on a comparison of the evidence bullet with a test
bullet recovered from the same evidence gun and no other.
Opinion: No identification can be made if the test bullet is
recovered from some gun other than the evidence gun, even
A h the test gun may be of the same make and model and
have I number very close to the serial number of the

@vidence gun, Such a procedure is a violation of Precept (1).

Precept (2) The most accurate and Yeliable determmnaugiron
the approximate distance between muzzle and NiCTHE-(ex-
cluding contact) based on powder pattern distribution must be

made with the actual evidence gun and no other. It is also im-!
‘portant to use the same make and type of ammunition,
preferably from the same batch or lot number.

Opinion: The use of a gun other than the evidence gun, even
though it may be the same make and model with a serial num-
ber very close to the serial number of the evidence gun is a
violation of Precept (2).

(When the evidence gun is not available, a similar gun may
be used but the validity of the test is always questionabie.)

Precept (3) The land and groove dimensions {(part of the

'rifling specifications) may be identical or nearly identical bet-
ween different firearms manufacturers.

Opinion: A bullet or bullet fragment cannot be identified as
having been fired from a particular make of gun on the basis of|
land and groove dimensions alone.

Precept (4) Very similar copper coatings are used on many!
different makes of lead revolver bullets. '

. Opinion: The positive identification of the make of am-|
. munition from a badly deformed bullet fragment, based on
y visual, microscopic or photographic examination of traces of|
' the copper coating attached to the fragment, cannot be made.
. Precept (5)'Cla_ss Characteristics as shown by the rifling im-
. pressions on a fired bullet play absolutely no role in the iden-
' tification of such g !)ullet as having been fired from one par-
ticular gun out of the entire world population of guns having
the same class characteristics.
1% is a Iisrepresentation to claim that 5%&oF Mbre
'_Class Characteristics on a fired bullet contribute in any degreg
; to identifying the bullet as having been fired from any pai-
! Y

, ticuTar=gar=and no other.

t  Precept (6) A single land of the rifling of a firearm can

produce only one land impression on a fired bullet.
Opinion: An alleged positive identification’ of an evidence
bullet in which it is shown that a single rifling land produced
two different land impressions on the same evidence bullet is a
violation of Precept (6). The alleged positive identification is
therefore not valid.
I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true
and correct.
‘ LeMoyne Snyder
Executed on May 19th, 1971
at Paradise, California
Witness: Virginia G. Rundle

i DECLARATION
i My name is Walter Jack Cadman and I reside at 1209 W.

Jacaranda Place, Fullerton, California. I am a graduate of the |

California special Teaching Credential to teach Police Science
courses. From September, 1948 to date I have been employed
by the Orange County Sheriffs Department Criminalistics

the Tirearms identification work and am trained an
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Laboratory and as Chief Criminalist I have occasion to verify !
[

ced in the procedures and methods of firearms identification. I

University of California at Berkeley holding a Bachelor of Arts |
degree with a major in Technical Criminology. I have a’



shave-, presénted " approximately 24 scientific papers to|
¢ m)ﬁ—ﬁmocletles, law enforcement groups ard—chermdal
,*socletxes extending over a twelve year period. These papers deal
jiwith - various technical problems in the general field of
' ¢riminalistics. I am a member of the following professional af-|
flhatlons

Fellow and past Chairman of the Criminalistics Section of
. the American Academy of Forensic Sciences.

Southern California Section of the Society for Applied Spec-
troscopy.
American Chemical Society.
California Association of Criminalists. i
American Association for the Advancement of Science.

National Association of Police Laboratories.

Any expert testimony which I might give in a case involving:
firearms identification would be based, at least in part, on the
following six Precepts which I consider inviolable.

Precept (1) The positive identification of an evidence bulletl

as having been fired from a particular gun and no other must
be based on a comparison of the evidence bullet with a test|
bullet recovered from the same evidence gun and no other..'

My Opinion: No identification can be made if the test bullet;
is recovered from some gun other than the evidence gun, even|
though the test gun may be of the same make and model and’
have a serial number very close to the serial number of the|
evidence gun. Such a procedure is a violation of Precept (1).'

Precept (2) The most accurate and reliable determination of
the approximate distance between muzzle and victim (ex-
cluding contact) based on powder pattern distribution must bev
made with the actual evidence gun and no other. It is also i im-'
portant to use the same make and type of ammunition,
preferably from the same batch or lot number. '

My Opinion: The use of a gun other than the evidence gun,
even though it may be the same make and model with a serial
number very close to the serial number of the evidence gun is a
violation of Precept (2).

(When the evidence gun is not available, a sumlar gun may
be used but the validity of the test is always questionable.)

Precept (3) The land and groove dimensions (part of the
rifling specifications) may be identical or nearly identical bet-
ween different firearms manufacturers.

My Opinion: A bullet or bullet fragment cannot be identified
as having been fired from a particular make of gun on the basis

.of land and groove dimensions alone.

Precept (4) Very similar copper coatings are used on many'
. different makes of lead revolver bullets. i
' My Opinion: The positive identification of the make of am. !
| munition from a badly deformed bullet fragment, based on|
|visual, microscopic or photographic examinations of traces of |
the ¢ r coating attached to the fragment, cannot be made.

Pn%)%ﬁlass Characteristics as shown by tHgTiTing im- |
pressions on a fired bullet play absolutely no role in the iden-|

tifigation of such a bullet as having beén fired' figm /@g@ e
'tlcufar gun out of the entire world population’ of g'uns haang
the same class characteristics.

My Opinion: It is a misrepresentation to claim that oné or-
more Class Characteristics on a fired bullet contribute in any
degree to identifying the bullet as having been fired from: any
particular gun and no other. '

Precept (6) A single land of the rifling of a firearm can
produce only one land impression on a fired bullet. )

My Opinion: An alleged positive identification of an evidence:
bullet in which it is shown that a single rifling land produced |
two different land impressions on the same evidence bullet is a
violation of Precept (6). The alleged positive identification is
therefore not valid. « '

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true
and correct.

“WJ. Cadman

Executed on May 25,1971

) at Fullerton, California
Witness: (signature illegible) ' '

June 3, 1971
Chief of Police Edward Davis -
Los Angeles Police Department
150 North Los Angeles Street
Los Angeles, California 90012
Dear Sir:

I have been mformed that you have appointed certain pohce
personnel to undertake an examination of the Sirhan case, with-
a view to explaining manifest contradictions in the’ test!mony
and laboratory tests of Los Angeles Police Department forensic.
ballistics expert, DeWayne A. Wolfer.

The evidence is clear, both from the letter to you by M’l-s

{Blehr and the trial record, that Wolfer testified that the three
test bullets fired by him and contained in People’s Exhibit 55
matched the bullets recovered from the sixth cervical vertebra
of Senator Kennedy, and the bodies of Mr. Goldstein and Mr
Weisel, and that none of those bullets were fired from Slrhan s
gun. In view of the extensive fragmentation of the bullet 'in
Senator Kennedy’s head, the obvious question which lingersis
who killed Senator Kennedy? As his counsel we are quite con-’

cerned that any probe be conducted in a spirit of complete im-.
partiality. The suggestxon that the second gun was utilized by
Wolfer to test the noise level is belied. by not only Exhibit 55
but the testimony of Wolfer itself. Moreover, although-it ap-
pears that the gun which fired the three aforementioned bullets
,into Senator Kennedy, Mr. Weisel and Mr. Goldstein was,

'destroved in July, 1968, a month after the shootmg, Wolfer
'cl'Smaed-insthe spring of 1969, during his trial 1 :
ithe gun was “still available.”” (Reporter’s T'ranscnpt; 4 "4‘)4 5
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Inasmuch as a man’s life is at stake and we are attorneys of |
_recGreTor=ifiat man now condemned to death row; MT_‘seeX_%ﬂs%
mysterious that neither of us has been contacted so that any .
further “investigation™ can truly be bipartisan. Any probe of a |
police officer’s ballistics examination and courtroom testimony
‘conducted only by a group of his superiors in the police depart- |
‘ment, headed off by Your express disclaimer, can only be regar-!
ded by -unfettered minds as a “whitewash.” o
. There is much about the cause of death of Senator Kennedy]
iwhich  has yet to be unravelled. Simultaneous with ‘the!
'prosecution of the appeal, we have arranged for Mr. William,
Harper, a competent and experienced criminalist, to delve into
some of the enigmas either unsolved or pointing to the con-'
clusion that Sirhan Sirhan did not fire the'fatal bullet. If truth
be our quest, then let us join hands in an endeavor to ascertain
it. .
We are ready and willing to participate in an evenhanded,
impartial inquiry with justice as the only objective. If there is
nothing to hide, then a simple letter or phone call will summon
our participation and our support.
Sincerely yours,
GEORGE E. SHIBLEY,
. LUKE MCcKISSACK,
Attorneys for Sirhan Sirhan

112570 1810

OCS 1410. -

N C II 503 OCS

SO SAN ANA ’

ATTN SGT ADELSPERGER/ID SGT
11-15-70 1808 PST !
REUR 68 OCS DATE '

;BUR FILES REFEAL A .22 CALIVER JOHNSON SERIAL
;‘H18602 REPORTED DESTROYED 7-00-68 BY PD LOS|
,ANGELES CR 67 021065 .

ICII PROPERTY IDENT UNIT MC GILLIVARY AM/RM’
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Erred m Sirhan

Investlgaho

BY DAVE SMITH .

et 4 ‘ - Times Statt Writer .

Cmmmahst DeWayne ‘A, Wolfer
Was accused Friday of makmg er- -
.roks and violating proceduré in' the .
Jballistics investigationg of the Sen.
‘Robert F. Kennedy ‘assassination,
the Jack Kirschke murder case and
.the Doyle A..Terry murder case.

:The charge was made by attorney
‘Barbara Warner Blehr in an. effort
. to block Wolfer's - appointment as
permanent head of. the Los Angeles
Police Department crime laboratory

Mrs,  Blehr's charges .raise ‘the

‘questlon of, Whethqr a second gun- .,
“man mlght have flred .shots 1n. -:

the Ambassador ‘pantry ‘on -June- 5,
1968, and then'escaped unnoticed as
Sirhan Bishara Sirhan was tackled
by friends of the mortally wounded‘
genatar,

In a four-page letter to thé Civil
"Bervice. Commission, Mrs. Blehr ac-
‘cused Wolfer of v1olat1ng four sepa-
rate precepts of invegtigative proce- |
dure in the Kennedy investigation
and alleges that Wolfer. never ac-
tually fired the gun -wrested from
Sirhan's. grlp She asserts that Wol-

ILRY

>,jh‘. ’ . ~ T fi

fer test-fired a dlfferent gun etitire-
ly, and that that gun, in fact, did
match at least three bullets removed
from.victims of the affray, .

Wolfer, dsked by The- Times for
his reaction, said, "I honestly ' can't
understand thls 111 swearon- a stack,
of Bibles I'Ve done:nothing’ wrohg
and I'1 stand. behmd my;work in a .
court of law." .

Chief Dep. Dist.. Atty John How
azd said his-office ivvoulol .review the)
Slrhan trial uanscmpt and” the bal |

Please Turn to. Back Page, Col 1
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‘ges were founded Was

‘ Coi:tinued from First Page

*listies investigation before
making any comment.

With her letter to the

Civil Service Commission,
Mrs. Blehr sent six photo-
graphs and three affida-
vits, signed by ecrimina-
lists LeMoyne Snyder,
Raymond H. Pinker and
Walter Jack Cadman, sup-
porting her contentions.
Two of the photographs
are of exhibit 55 from the
Sirhan trial. That is an en-
velope containing three
bullets purportedly fired
from Sirhan's gun, hbut
 also bearing, in Wolfer's
handwriting, the notation
-that Sirhan's gun bore the
serial No. H18602.
" Trial records show that
the gun taken from Sirhan
- bore the serial No. H53723.

Gun Destroyed

The test shots were
made on June 6, 1968, and
"a third photograph is of a
message from the Bureau
of Criminal Identification
and Investigation in Sac-
ramento, noting that gun
No. H18602—the one iden-
tified in testimony as the

gun used in the ballistics

'tests—was destroyed by
"the LAPD sometime in
| July, 1968, only a month
- after the murder of Ken-

nedy.
e only possible con-

‘clusion that ‘'must be .

reached is that two similar
guns were being fired at

, the scene of the crime,"
' Mrs. Blehr said. "Such a -

conclusion then leads una-
. | voidably to the question:
- Which of the two guns
fired the single fatal bul-
let?ﬂ . . -
" The investigation upon

a===3%h1ich Mrs. Blehr's char-

done by eriminalist - Wil-
liam W, Harper of Pasade-
na. S

Harper, 69, has testified
in numerous trials in Los
Angeles over the last three
decades, including “the
Kirschke trial, in' which
his testimony contradicted
that of Wolfer. Harper

-contended . that - Kirschke

could riot have murdered

his wife and her lover.,

" Sentenced to Die-
Sirhan and Doyle Terry

are now under a sentence

of death. Kirschke was,

but the sentence later was-

changed to life in prison.
Terry was convicted of the
slaying of Long Beach po-
Yice officer Vernon .J. Ow-
ings in 1960. .. -
Mrs. Blehr's letter accu-
ses Wolfer in-ene.case—
not the Kénnedy investi-
gation —+of "scurrilous
tampering .., in a vain
attempt to make thé phy-
sical evidence support the
prosecution's theory of the
murder ..." charging
that he "made physical al-
terations of certain
scriptions on three rifle
cartridge cases .., "
Regarding the -alleged

~errors in the Kennedy -in-

vestigation, Mrs.-Blehr

states: "I find it very hard.-
- to believe that a.-man of

the professed expertise of
Mr. Wolfer could violate

. four of the basic precepts

of his profession in 3 sin-
gle case by sheer accident,
I am more inclined to be-

. lieve that these violations

were made in response to
an overzealous desire to
help the cause of the pro-
secution. The choice

seems to be rank incompe- .

tence -on the one. hand or

morbid motivatisarv:.iﬁhe

other.”
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“Busch Jr. gaid Friday: he’
and -his chief aide would -
personally - investigate

geles Police “Depattment
criminalist violated proper

tics investigation of Ro-
bert F.. Kennedy 8 assas—
sination.

At the same time Busch
warned those persons
‘making the charges

1 aLe theri,

5amsted by .Chief Dep.
Dist. Atty.'John E. How-

hetemalthe prosecution

charges that a Los  An-

| procedures, in' the ballis-

| against DeWayne Wolfer,
pohceﬁ ballistics expert, to .
be prepared to substanu-»_

' He said he would be™

#rd. Howard ‘was a mems>-

tpam indhe trial ¢f Sirhap’

Busch Plans K
Ballistics Test Inquiry

“Digt.” Atty. Joseph P. B. Sirhan, convicted slay-‘

ennedy-| -

er of Kennedy
_The allegations or1g1na1-
ly were contained. in a let-

+ter written by attorney

-~

Barbara Warner Blehr in

+.an: effort to block Wolfer's
-appointriient, as perma-

nent head of the police

‘-‘c"rlme laboratory.

Busch ‘explained that he
believes an investigation
1ndependent of the police
iz necegdary  because the
charges involve a member

of the departm&rtr—=="-
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.Sithan Gun Test Results Held-Up

" Results of a special inquiry into
llleged ballistics test irregularities
at the Sirhan B. Sirhan trial will not
be released until July 6 in order to)
enable investigators to take a state-
ment from a key principal in the
case, Dist. Atty.. Joseph P. Busch Jr.
announced. Fmdmgs originally had
.been scheduled for release Monday.
The charges. recently were con-
tamed in a letter written by attor-
ney Barbara Warner Blehr in an ef-
fort to block the appointment of cri-
minalist DeWayne. Wolfer as perma-
nent head of the Los Angeles Police
Department crime laboratory. Wol-
fer was a prosecution witness at Sir-
hanletrial for the slaying of Sen. Ro-
bert F. Kennedy..... =

*x
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Jr. has delayed results of an in-
vestigation into mhe “second
gun” controversy in the assassi-
nation.of Sern. Robert F. Kenne-
dy so a key witness can be in-
terviewed.

The findings, which were to

not be announced., until July 6
Busch said yesterday. .

The investigation was, hbegun
after -attorney Barbara Warner
Blehr -charged irregularities in
the balllstlcs results used in the
trial of cornvucted assassin | Smr
han B. Sirhan..

iShe- said- serial - rnumIbers in
court files indicated that one
pistol rwas taken from Sirhan
when Kennedy was Kkilled, but
the .bullets. test- fired from an-
other_weapop were identified. in
court as matching slugs taken

be released next Monday, will}

Quiz Key Witness—
In RFK Gun Row

. Dist. "Atty. Joseph P. Busch

from the slain sendtor and wit-
riesses who were wounded

The accusa;tmon began a con
troversy over whether someone
other than Sirhan was involved
in the assassmatmn at the Am-
bassador Hotel.

It has been charged that Mrs.
Blehr:launched the investigation
to block the appointmerit of De-
wayne Wolfer, who carried ouf
the ballistics tests and testified
at Sirhan’s trial, to the post of
permanent head of the Los An-
geles. Police Departmemrc’
clime lalbomtory

Police Chief. Edwaard ‘Davis|’

has defended Wolfer, saying the
second gun was used -only to de-
termine whether the sound of
the shots fired from the type of
pistol used by Sirhan was toud

enough to reach witpesses. who
said they heard shooting. . °
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Findings in the probe of the
|“second gun’’ controversy 'stt-
rounding the assassination of
ISen. Robert F. Kennedy will not
he released until July 6.

| Dist. Afty. Joseph P. Busch
Isaid yesterday that the restlts
lotf the investigation, which were
ito be announced Monday, would
Ibe delayed so thata key witness
could be interviewed.

Meanwhile, a suit filed in Su-
perfior Court yesterday charges
that convicted assassin Sirhan
Bishara Sirhan is ‘finnocent” of
Kennedy’s murder.

Accused in the suit, filed by
attorney Godfrey Isaac on be-
half of freelapce wwiter Theo-
dore Charach and all other Cali-
fornia residents, are Mayor
Sam Yorty, Police Chief Ed-
N avis and other law
enforcememt officials ‘who, -ac-

han Innocence Claimed™
In ‘Second Gun' Dispute

cording to the. suit, suppressed
evidence ‘which shows Sirhan
not to ‘be the killer of Kennedy
in the Ambassador Hotdl pamttry
Feb. 5, 1968.

Busch’s investigation was be-
gun -after attorney Barbara
Warner Blehr charged  irregu-
larities in' the ballistics results
used in the Sirhan trial-

She. said serial mumbers in
court files indicated that one

at Sirhan’s trial, to the post of
permanent head of the Los An-
geles Police Denpamtmemt’«s
crime laboratory.

‘Chief Davis has defended Wol-
fer, however, saying the second
gun'was used only to determine
whether ‘the sound of the shots
fired from the type of pistol
used by Sirhan was loud enough
to reach witnesses ) fid
they heard shooting.*”

pistol was taken from Sirhan
when Kennedy was killed, “but
the bullets test-fired from anoth-
er weapon were identified -in
court as matching slugs taken
firom: the slain senator and wit-
nesses who were wounded.

Mrs. Blehr has been charged
with starting the investigation
to block the appointment lOtf De-
wayne Wolfer, who . -out
nhe balhstms «tests and tesdmed
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ISirhan’s—
| Records
Sealed

County Clerk William Gi
Sharp today sealed all county
‘vecords dealing with Sirhan B
Sirhan’s assassination trial and
sdid he will open documents and
exhibits only by order of the
Chief Justice of the - State Su
preme Court.

Iweekend criticism surrounding
possible mishandling of exhibits
used in the trial of Sirhan, who
'was convicted of the 1968 slay
ing of U.S. Sen. Robert F, Ken
nedy in Los Angeles. & °

An investigation-into - the
charges ‘is under way by Dist.
1Atty. Joseph P, Busch Jr.

S_harp said he has found no;
evidénce of “improper han-
dling’’ and stressed he is coop-
erating with the district, attor-
ney’s office in the probe. He
noted, however, several mem-
|bers of his office staff have
been given lie detector tests..
' The. county elerk’s office is re-
sponsible for preserving the “in-
tegrity” of all exhibits used in
crvil and eriminal cases in the
county. N
Stored. in the Hall of Records
‘are some exhibits dating fo. the
1920s, said Sharp, which ‘are
kept_as long as there is any ac-
t1v11:y possﬂale in a case. '
“The tightest securlty is al-
ways given to cases involving,
‘men on death row, such as Sir;
han,” said Sharp. | 1
, In another development Su-
pervisor Kenneth Hahn, chair-
man of the County Clerk Depart-
went, ordered a full report from
Sharp on the controversy as
well as . reevaluation of eXhlblt
controls.

Hahn -also ordered County
[iChief Administrative Officer Ar/
thur G. Will to study ‘the possi-
hility of providing extra precau-
tionary erjuipment.to the depart-
ment_to g ep accurate-records

of franscripts and EXIW

Sharp acted' in the wake ofl-
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L 7 e ' in the Sirhan tmalm
Clerks Office ™™

]Hl on Sirhan
Case Fvidence

BY DOUG SHUIT

Times Statf Writer. -

{
|
i
|

The weekend disclosure
that evidence in the Ro-
bert F. Kennedy slaying
may have been altered led
Monday to developments
which focused attention

Clerk's Office. \
The developments were:

Clerk William Sharp to in-
spect his office for- pos51ble
security breaches, to re-
.evaluate its control system

and transcripts from the

al. .
—A statement by
Sharp that a personal in-

disclose: any mishandling”
of key exhibits, although
there are "still some
stones unturned.”

Polygraph Tests

—The revelation by an
aide to Dist. Atty. Joseph

sination, had been ‘tam-
pered with.

He also said he and his
staff are investigating
' "evidence that exhibits
‘have been directly han-
rdled by numerous per-
| sons," a violation of a
| court order sealing them.,
" The clerk's .office was

charged ‘with ma;;@ggg

L] rit

on the Liog Angeles County

—An order to County ,

and to mventory exhibits -

Sirhar Bishara Sirhan tri--

vestigation has "failed to

- ident's. brother was mor-

P. Busch Jr. that "some

The order to Sharp came
from Supervisor Kenneth
Hahn, who oversees the
operation of .'the County
- Clerks, Office,

Hahn also directed the
county's. chief administra-

. tive officer, -Arthur G.

Will, to determine if the
clerk's office’ needs addi-
tional precautionary

- equipment,

“Bisch's aide, in reveal-
ing that some employes of

- Sharp were being asked to

take' polygraph examina-
tions, declined to identify
the. employes or. spemfy
the number. - -~ s

In his d1sclosure last
week; the district attorney
did " not - say. whether he

‘considered the possible

tampering” 1ntent10na1 or
unintentional.

However, he stressed it
complicates an earlier in-
vestigation into claims
that. ballistics work in the
Kennedy case was impro-
per and that a second gunl
may have been fired in the
rear pantry of the Ambas-
sador where the late Pres

tally wounded June 5
1968.
E xtensive, tampermg

of evidence |
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S%ﬁﬁiy of Sirhan-
Evidence Defended

County Clerk Says He Haﬁs’i
Discovered No Tampering

BY DAVE SMITH -

Tiines Statf Writer -

No evidence of tampering hag been
found' nor have unauthorized per-
sons been permitted to handle \_k,ey ‘
exhibits from the Sirhan Bishara .
Sirhan drder trial, Los Angeles.
County Clerk William G. Sharp as-
serted Tuesday. R

Sharp made his conclusions aften
reviewing strict security measures
' he sald were employed to protect tri-
al material in custody of his office.
* In a letter to the Board of Super-
visors, Sharp otfered his "complete
cooperation” with the district attor-
ey's office in a probe of possibilities:
that evidence in the assassination’of.
Sen, Robert F. Kennedy—including
the fatal bullets, murder weapow and
' the senator's’ coat—may have ‘been
tampered  with since Sirhan's con-
vietion.: ;

Sharp conceded that the ‘exhibits

no evidence that anyone but attor-
neys connected with the case, of
their agents, have had the opporiu-
nity to handle the key exhihits
themselves. e

"Tt's absolutely true the exhibits
have been available," Sharp said,
tand everybody had a right to'sece
them-—the press and everybody-else.

have been viewed, but said he has |.

Jt's a question whether théy had ac-
e‘esﬁ?, Teftain 'hard’ exhibl®E v

RN
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. After ‘the - Sirhan trial
concluded Supemor .Tude‘e
“Herbert, - Vi. Walker” or-
“dered certam key exhibits
"sealed" by a cotrt: order..
But Sharp sald the court
' order perm1tted "ecounsel
+ of record". dnd ‘attorneys’
* for both’the’ plosecutmn‘
i and defense, as well as
+ agents for those attorneys;
. access -to the cruc1a1 x|
hibits;

"Sharp said a list of per—

,sons  asking to examine
the exhlblts has been kept '
'by his office. He estimated
" that sevéral dozen names
‘were i ‘the” records
Ameng. - -them, ~ he' ‘'said,
were thoge of Luke McKis-
‘sack, Qirhan's defense
counsel in his automatic
..appeal before the Supreme

Court, and William Har-' &

per, cr1m1nallst and ballis-
tics, expert who ‘has con-
tended that ballistics work
. in the original.investiga-
» tion was done improperly.-
‘Sharp said Harper was

‘granted access as an agent\

of McKlssack £
'Strmtest Securlty

Sharp told the supervi-

i SOI‘S’ Ve
. "At-the outset of the case
I instructed the criminal
" division of my office to
prov1de the strictest secur-
ity ‘to Sirhan exhibits, and
. T personally 1nspected the

- gécurity measures which,

. were instituted.
,  "Prior to the trial, the

I-exhibits were, held in a |

" walk-in vault to which |
only exhibit clerks had ac-
cess=—and within a safe
within that vault to wh1ch
only, the chief, the assis-
- tant chief and the supervi»
‘sor-6f exhibits had access.

‘the trial the exhibits were
transﬁerred to the: court-
where they .were

sgecml security - b
Lt e courtroom clerk. At

*During the coutrse of-

+the cohelysion of the frjal
“the exhibits were trans-
ferred back«to the vault
gnd: placed ‘uhder special
i security." - 4

| Breach Possible, ’

 Sharp. adm1tted that
;special security could
".,have been ‘breached i the
Sirhan evidence, but. said
he has no knowledge of it.
In normallcases, he said,
is entitled to
view ev1dence in any ‘case
where no’ court order” Tor—
_bids it. But-even then the |
ré¥idence is’ restmcted to an
area kept under close sur-
+yeillancer - .
 Dist. Att, :
Buschwgdr.: revealed over
; the weekend that his of-
fice ; “was; “terrlbly con—'

2 Kengedg ca§e

VVe eén delibera-

‘tely madvertent v tam-
pered with. E

Thrs poss1b1 _
«gbscure an earliér investi-!
|gation, :into charges tlat
balhsucs work-in the, Sir-
‘han. trial® vielated ' scienti-
fic proeedure R

Those charges, based on
‘Harper's private investi-
,gation, were lodged. by at-
torney Barbara Warner
.Blehr in an effort to block
.the appointment of police.
'crlmmahst DeWayne Wol-
"fer as head of the Los An-
geles Police " Department
icrime lab.

i ‘Harper and Mrs. Blehr
lhave questioned whether
vthere might have been a
isecond .gunman_firing at

Kennedy in addition to
Sirhan—a question which
only ballistics ' investiga-
tion conceivably could
‘support.

7" 'Sharp told the siipervi-
sors “that his office has
more than 160,000 ¢rimin-
al exhibity on hand at any
given time and takes in

about,. 50,000 efTH—year.

|
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Sirhan Probe

Dist. Atty. Joseph . P.|".
Busch.Jr. announced Fri-|
day that fmdmgs of his of- . . ' , ' . R {Indicate page, ndme of
fice in an 1nvest1gat10n of’ .. ‘ - o newspaper, city and state.)

alleged balhstlcs test 1rreg—75r. : N o . :" o A Part 11
ularltles in. the Slrhan-“ S : D loros Angeles T:Lme

Bighara Sirhan- case wotld} - o ' ‘ ‘ o | ' ! Tos Angeles, Calif,

be made public June 28 '

The'probe was. prompted . _ . : . , -
by a letter from- attorney| o : L —
{Barbara ‘Warner Blehr to] = ' ' ' '
ithe City €Civil Servme : ‘ . : : .
Commission in an effozt tof . C o —

block. the schedu}ed per .
manent. appointment; of}
DeWayne Wolfer as head] = . _—
of the Police” Department o o (
Crime Laboratory. - |
Busch said statements|. -
had been taken’ "from 11
persons, including Mrs
Blehr. He also’said hel .
Would announce Whether
a new ballistics test would ‘
be conducted W1th ‘Sir- N
han's weapon. ..., ’ Date: 6/19/71
N o edttion:  Saturday Final
Author: . :
Editor:
i Title:
N .
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'SIRHAN EVIDENCE |
'MISHANDLED: D.A. |

Exinbits irom the trial of con-|the 1968 Californta Democratic ],
victed assassin Sithan Bishara presidential preference prlmany 1
[Sirhan “have not been properly election. : ‘

1

protected . . . (and) have been ‘Busch said his’ 1m'r1a’1 |post- )
direct] h;in dled by MUMErous trial investigation stemmed|;

recty nandied y O\ from “certain charges against|
persons,” Dist. Atty. Joseph P. Los-Angeles Police Dept, crimi-
Busch Jr. said today. . nalist DeWayne Wolfer, includ-|

Busch said his findings have|ing the allegation he was guilty
$idetracked his initial investiga: f’nf “@ﬁatﬁlﬁﬁgﬁmﬂ T’“’S@d‘}c@s
tion into charges that ballistics| = ies Inyestigation
evidence * that helped convict “Because the original exhibits

Sirhan of the June 5, 1968, aS-|were- protected by a court order
sassination of Sen. Robert F.|which would prevent their being
Kennedy resulted from 1mpro directly handled,” Busch said,
per procedures. “we felt at the outset of the in-
“We currently are in the|vestigation that we could pro- aE
midst of an investigation to de-|ceed simply by determining the
termine whether there has been|validity of (the) charges against f
any intentional or unintentional|Mr. Wolfer.
tampermg with the key exhibits| ~«gowever, we have had to de-
anOIVed m the mlal—]ncludlng lay our flndllngs after leai-mng
the murder weapon and the bul-|tnat this court order protecting
lets taken from the body of Se.\the exhibits - has been ignored
Kennedy.” . The exhibits Have not been!

. Sirhan currently is a prisoner pmpeﬂy protected by the Cmm-
ion San Quentin’s death row for|ty Clerk’s Office.

ithe Ambassador Hotel murder Pfﬂw
.ﬁhba occudred moments affenls—m—- there is evidence { \t‘he}
Kenfigty s claimed vietory ir eax%ﬂ%_ﬁ_l;awe bee‘ﬂﬁaﬂi han-
¥ NUMerous persons '

Although- B u s ¢4 “éXpressed
“terrible concern about the pos-
sibility that they (exhibits) havey
been tampered with,” he said, }
“we still are confident at this|
point that the.original investiga-
tion was thorough and that the
subsequent trail cutcome was
valid. Our ocomcern now is
whether there hias been any vio-
lation of the fintegrity of the ex-
hibits.” -

‘The district atborney - prom-
ised  ‘“appropriate action and

*. a full report to the public”
I' at the conclusion of the investi-
b gation. ‘ R §
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Sirhan Trial Evidence
‘Tampering Suspected

Dist. Atty. Joseph P. Busch Jr.'s office Sat-
urday expressed ‘‘grave concern” Over possi-
ble “tampering” with evidence used to convict
Sirhan Bishara Sirhan of the June 5, 1968.
murder of Sen. Robert F. Kennedy.

Busch named no names in a statement out-
lining his investigation “to defermine whether
there has heen any intentional or unintentional
tampering with the key exhibits . . . includ-
ing the murder weapon and bullets taken from
the body” of the New York senator.

But Busch said his office learned a court
order “protecting the exhibits has been ig-
nored and that the exhibits have not been prop-
lerly protected by the County Clerk’s Office.”

- There was no comment immediately avail-
able from County Clerk William G. Sharp.

A spokesman from Busch’s office said the
county clerk had custody of the exhibits from
the conclusion of the trial that semt Sirhan to
San Quentin’s death row, where he awaits ex-
euction, until about four months ago when the
levidence was turned over to the clerk of the
| state Supreme Court,

“It is during this period,” the spokesman
said, “that we have grave concern that unau-
thorized persons may have had access to the
exhibits, particularly the weapon identified as
the gun with which Kennedy was killed.”

Busch’s announcement explained for the
first time why he indefinitely delayed a sched-
uled July 6 statement concerning charges that
proper procedures were ‘‘violated” in the bal-
listics dnvestigation of the Ambassador Hotel

asggtg;matl
Busc reﬁemred_fco charges made May 28 by

attorney Barbara Warner Blehr against Los
Angeles Police Dept. criminalist DeWayne
Wolfer, a ballistics expert.

Burch announced a week later his office
“would conduct an independent investigation
of the charges . . . so there would be no loss
of confidence on the part of the public as to
whether the facts presented in the courtroom,
were correct.

“Because the original exhibits were pro-
tected by a court order which would prevent
their being directly handled,” he said, ‘‘we
felt at the outset of the investigation thai we
could proceed simply by determining the va-
lidity of the . . . charges against Mr. Wolfer.

“However, we have had to delay our find-
ings after learning that this court order . . .
has been ignored and that the exhibits have
not been properly protected . . . Indeed, there
is evidence the exhibits have been directly
handled by numerous persons.’” *

Busch promised to “make a full report to
the public” and to “‘take appropriate action”
at the end of the investigation.

“We are still confident . . . that the origi-
nal investigation was thorough and that the
subsequent trial outcome was valid,” the dis-
trict attorney said.

“Our concern now is whether there has
been any violation of the integrity of the ex-
hibits. We are terribly concerned about the
possibility they have been tampered with.”

Kennedy was cut down by an assassin’s
bullets in a hotel corridor moments after he
jubilantly acknowledged his victory in the
1968 California Democratic Presidential pref-
erence primary. i
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n Gun Claim Nets %w

Los Angeles attorney Barbara to block Wolfer’s appomtment gation by District Attorney Jo-
Warner Blehr has been sued for|as crime lab chief, was a “mali-{seph P. Busch: Jro.
$2 million in a defamation suit|cious unjustified publication of The D.A’s myestLgatmn so
o y . {far has resulted in charges that
fited by a Los Angeles police ex- dgfaxmatory and untruthful ac-

o o : the Sirhan B. Sirhan mutder
pért she accused  of violating| cusations.” ! trial evidence has been tamp-

proper procedures in the ballis-| The suit said Mrs. Bléhr had|ered with since the jockey-si
L AR : y-sized
tlcs-mvesmgatlog of_ the Robert}«fy]] knowledge” the accusa-|Ppalestinian refugee \JNas convict- g:ii::c:seg??:ei;ynz:: sotfcxte.)
Kennedy assassination. - |tions were false, but still: con-|ed and sentenced to death for
Police ballistics specialist|spired with 15 unknown persons|slaying the senator July 4, 1968,
DeWayne Wolfer filed the -suit|{to defame Wolfer’s character. |in the pantry of the Smbassador
fn Superior Court yesterday| . Mrs. Blehr’s letter, and a law-| Hotel. \ A-3 Herald-~Examiner
through attorney John .T. La|suit charging the Police Depart-| “The suit which alleges cover Los Angeles, Calif.
Follette. ment and District Attorney’sjup of assassination .facts was ’
The suit charged that Mrs.|office with withholding the full| filed by attorney Godfrey Isacc
Blehr’s Ma%r 98 lettter to the city|facts of Senator Kennedy’s as-|in behalf of a freelance writer —
personnel Commission, intended) sassination, sparked an im_/esti- who claims Sirhan i§Tmocent.
Date: 7/ 21], /71
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Sirhian Did Not Shoot Kenriedy
Convicted Man's Lawyer Says

Attorney Godfrey Isaac said Tues-

" day he did not agree that Sirhan Bi-

shara Sirhan fired the shot that
killed Sen. Robert F. Kennedy on

" June b, 1968,

lsaac, ‘named Mohday as new de-

' J' nse counsel for the condemned

alestinian, said he did not contest:.

that than was armed and fired
shots in the AmBagsador pantly that
night.

But Isdac said,’ new ev1dence has
arisen that points to the existence of

a second gunman, "unrelated to’ Sif=
han, who used ‘Sirhan's gunshots as.

a cover for his own and actually
tired the fatal bullet, while Sirhan's
straying gunfire Wounded five other
persons.

The Tiines guoted Isaac Monday
.as saving he did "not contest the fact
hat %11'iaan killed Ketinedy." Isaaec

sald thls was contrary fo the view he
has espoused for more than a year.
Isaac is the attorney who filed a

. complamt for disclogure of informa-

tion June 25, on behalf of investiga-|
tive jo‘urnal«ist Théodore Charach,

who has ¢harged that evidence per-
taining to the second gunman

themy either Nas been withheld or|

1nsufflclently 1nvest1gated
Charach's theory, supported by

-Pasadena criminalist William "Har-

per, also has sewed as the basﬂs of
an - affidavit by attorney Barbara,
Warner. Blehr,”who in May charged
Los Angeles Police. Department. cri-
minalist DeWayne Wolfer with vio-
lations of procedure in his balllbtw»
probe of the Kennedy-slaying

Those c¢harges still are unaef‘ iﬂ-,

vestigation by the district. attm neg 's

office. - ¢

AN
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Sirfian Case”
Probe Opens

' The Los Angeles County
‘Grand Jury began taking
| i testimony Monday on
| evidence from. the district
attorney's office that exhi-
bits in the Robert F', Ken~
nedy assassination have
been tampered with while-
in custody of the County!
"Clerk.

Appéaring first as wit-
'messes in a projectéd
three-day probe were Su-
perior Judge Arthur Alar-
‘I evidence in the case
against convicted gunnian
- Sirhan Bishara Sirhan, and
retired Superior - Judge]
. Herbert V. Walker, who
presided over the trial and
issued an order sealing the
exhibits. .

Testimony was also tak~
en from Chief Dep. Dist.
Atty. John Howard and
I Superior Judge David N.
Fitts, who was a deputy
digtrict attorney durlng
the Sirhan trial.

The key witness Monday
' was Peter Talmachoff of
i | the county clerk's office,
who appeared ecarrying a
large box containing the
- controversial exhibits.
Talmachoff was the sole
witnesadhroughout the af-|
ternoon segsion and was
- ordered to relurn today,

¢
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i Lase-=Was There

. On June 24, he post-i

. péiEt Tt to July‘fﬁﬁ

ahle investigators to fur-
ther question witnesses.

On July 2, Busch again

postponed the news con-

ference—this time inde-

anpermg Thquiry
. May Have Bearing on
g ‘.Y"K,tenn‘edy Killing Theory

BY DAVE SMITH

i . Times Staff Writer T
! finitely.

Laat May 28, attorney Barbura
W used criminalist
DeWs “%r of errors and
violations of procedure in the ballis-.
tics investigation of three major,
murder cases in whick three men;
now await execution, including Sir- .
han Bishara Sirhan for the assassin-! afld murder weapon in the
ation of Sen. Robert ¥, Kennedy, | Kennedy case might have

‘ . . been tampered with.

Mrs. - Blehr raised a question . N
whether a second gunman might , Defore investigation of
‘have fired at Mr. Kennedy in 1he Mrs. Blehr's charges
' Ambassador pantry on June 5, 1968, (:o.uld be co_m.pleted,' he
She asserted that Wolfer had violat- said, a sgbs1d1ary probe
ed four standard precepts of proce- WEUI% haxle to dgterm}gg
dure in investigating Kennedy's WP¢! o the crucial exhi-
death and said he committed other bg‘f h:ﬁ dbfg?vh?tngin;léz‘z
errors as an expert witness for the 7o = % - o o angalysis

;p‘zfse C(zcu]ggyf;l Athf[: gpltal }g?;gél on which her accusations
Dep: Dist. Atty. Jack K

were based,
Last Wednesday Busch
Calls Charges a "Vendetta" , .
’ A announced that the ques-
On June 1, Police Chief Bdward M {ion of svidence tampering
Davig dismissed Mrs. Blehr's char-
, ges as a "vendetta" against Wolfer

Pressed for an explana-
tion, he said his office was
"terribly concerned" over
evidence that since Sir-
han's trial the fatal bullets

County Grand Jury today.

There is evidence,  a
spokesman said, that ex-
hibits were so carelessly
handled by the county
clerk's office that they
might be useless in future
court action on Sirhah's
automatic appeal of the
death sentence.

More to the immediate

On June 4, still of that frame of point, they also would
mind, Busch nonetheless announced be useless in ‘detsrmining
his  office would investigate Mrs., the truth or falsity of Mrs.
Bleht's claims—rather. than Jeave /Blehr's specific allegations
the LAPD to probe one of its own— ‘and the major premise
and would give the results in about they -imply: namely, that
tWo weeks. 18, Busch

une usc ammg{;ﬂ

Tune news conference to re ease

his findings.

will he laid before the
acting head of the LAPD crime la-
‘boratory, and said Wolfer "in my es-
‘timation is the top expert in the
country."

Dist. Atty. Joseph P. Bypch Jr,
appointed as new head of yie oihce\
that had prosecuted Sirhan as the
lone gunman in the Kennedy case,
suggested that inconsistencies in
Wolfer's testimony might be verbal .
and/or cl&erlcal errors.

man may have been Ken-
nedy's real murderer, and
that Sirhan may have been
‘condemned, for a killmg he

ittedly atterggted Hi
; pér%aps ’dxd net:/Actu -,‘;,

| commit,,”

NS

an overlooked second gun- .

Ju

Wolfer, whose expeeted'

intmetasper-

manent head of the. crime
lab has not vet matéria-
lized, filed a $2 million de-
famation suit July 23
against Mrs. Blehr and 15

J ohn Does.

County Clerk Wllham G.,
Sharp, whose office ‘was
accused by Busch of ignor-
ing court orders in allow-
ing at least 13 "unauthor-
1zed" persons to view and
handle Keinedy exhlblts,
any violation of!
procedure by his staff.

Meanwhile, The Times
has learned, several per-
sons in Sharp's office have
given lie detector
tests in connection with
their handling of exhibits
criminal cases other
than the Kennedy slaying.

Thus ,—
grand jury's

denies

been

in

—the Blehr case rem
standoff, more

monthdq after it was ex-
pected to be summ ar1I
laid To Tese.

But in a sense, the Blehr--
Wolfer controversy is
merely the salad, while the
entree involves déeper
questions—in themselves
not touched on by Mrs.
Blehr, but voiced by at
least two of the John Dogg’
included with her in Wol* '

fer's suit.

na, who

(12 : mas
for mare than 35 yea,rs
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' Harpers work also
SETVe 'ﬁuppor’“ﬁ’:. 3 ocourt
action that more directly
tackled the "second gun-

man' theory—the June 25
complaint for disclosure of’

information filed oy attor-
ney Godfr on be-
half of freelancé investiga-

tive journalist Theodore
Chagfich.-He chaiged that
ity officials deliberately
had suppressed certain
evidlence 'in the Kennedy
slaying and covered up in-
adequacies in the original
investigation,

The Timesg also has
learned that even since
the question of possible
tampering with the Ken-
nedy exhihits arose,
Busch's office has con~
tinued to question persons
who bhave nothing what-.
ever to do with those
exhibits or the question of
Wolfer's performance -of:
his joh. '

Some are persons
whose names were
brought into the Kennedy
case by Charach, and who
for three years have told,
another version of the
events of the night of June'
35, 1968,

Former TV Newsman
One is former KNXT

television pewsman .Don-
ald L., Schfilman, who wit-
HESSE ennedy's assas-

sination and told of seeing
another person firing a
weapon in the pantry, but
who—oddly—was briefly
questioned only once in
the months leading up to
Sirhan's trial and never
was called as a witness,
His first intengive inter-
view with any investiga-
tive agency was on July 23
of this year. :
Another belated witness
was eitaraeh, who told Lhe
Times:

K3

» "If it's true the district
aterrey=>can't ST Rny
decision on the Blehr
thing until this tampering
question is settled, then
why are they still follow-
ing this. other track? I
think the whole thing
about tampering is a red

- herring."

It is Charach who three
y&ars agg hegan olhe.pet-
sonal crusade that led to
the present investigative
tafige~over whatTomost
people has appeared to be
an open-and-shut political
murder case.

Charach, a native of

Winnipeg whose low, res- ;

onant voice kept him in
jobs as a radio and film
commentator, has devoted
his entire time since Ken-
nedy's death to ithe helief
that an overlooked second
gunman actually fired the

fatal hullet, using Sirhan's
first two pistol shots as
cover for his own fire,

A nation made weary
and skeptical of alternate
theories, in the wake of the
Garrison investigation of

" President John F. Kenne-

dy's 1963 assassination,
greeted Charach's labors
with scant enthusiasm,
Except for exposure in
the underground press,
Charach generally was
dismissed as yet -another
of the new breed of con-
spiratorial demonologist,
sincere but misguided.
Charach admits he gets
emotional and even a bit

' obsessive ahout his probe

and its frustrations.
"Look," he says, "this is
all I've thought about for
more than three years. [
know T sound like Johnny
:One-Note, but I'm proud of

- my work and I just want

thE=TUTA® to  Chemm i,
LWﬁa_tever it is.

~ ZBut the Arherjcan peg-

plearent going to‘g?%;n;i-
thing .more than the offi-
cial - version until a few
more questions are asked
—and . asked by the right
people, people influential
enough . to demand an-
swers."

On June 4, 1968, Charach

was working on a free-

lance documentary on
Robert Kennedy's meteor-
ic rise to presidential con-
tention on the heels of a
smashing California pri-
mary victory.

As Kennedy concluded
his victory speech and was
ushered through a rear
pantry toward. another
crowded ballroom, Char-
ach was swamped in the
crush behind the podium.

Thus he was outside the
pantry when a few little
popping noises—someone
said "like a string of fire-
crackers"—took Kennedy
out of the race. '

Charach clawed his way
inside the pantry to find a
panicked crowd — some
wounded, the rest shocked
—and a knot of people
with their attention
focussed on the subdued
Sirhan,

A security guard slipped
out the swinging doors to
keep the ballroom crowd
from bursting into the
bloody pantry.

In the chaotic hours fol-
Jowing the shooting,
Schulman, now 28, was
quoted as saving he saw a
security guard -fire-"his

We’ggon. §.N I slossaast-
er Jerry éphy broad-
cast T chiulman told

him "Kennedys bpody-
-gufrasTired back, the sus-
pect (Sirhan) was shot in
the leg . . . Kennedy was
shot three times. . ."
Schulman's acicount was
cagrried worldwi b
Un‘fte?%ess Internatior-
:2l. which said, "Schulman,
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‘who witnessed the ghogt-"
inFesArthe guiTTe s
shet by Kennedy's body-
guards."

Schulman repeated his

version in ’ interview
with Jeff ent, general
manager nitinental

News, a division of the
‘Sherman Oaks-based Con-
tinental Recordings.

About a week later,
Schulman told his story to
police, in a brief interview
that -was never followed
up.

And from that day until
last - July 23, Schulman
was not heard from pub-
licly again.

But Charach found him.
Charach -talked to Brent
and traced down Schul-
man, who evidently then
believed that the "body-
guard" was firing at Sir-
han rather than Kennedy,

Charaeh,aiso talked with
Karl Ué_ﬁ_er, the Ambas-
sador's maitre d' who was
leading Kennedy, his left
hand ‘in .the- senator's
right, through the narrow
pantry and who. euickly
threw a headlock on Sir-
han  when  the shooting
began. .

Uecker insists to  this
day that Sirhan fired his
first two shots from Ueck-
er's own right side and
from in front of Kennedy,
that he got Sirhan in a
tight headlock’ after the
second shot and that Sir-
han never-got near.enough
to Kennedy to inflictthe
near-point-blank, upward-
traveling, - back - to-front
head wound that killed
him. S
- In Sirhan's trial, the jury
was told -in -summation
that Ueckér probably mis-
counted, stopping. Sirhan
after the fourth shot.

Uecker says today he.
was not mistaken, that’
SirR&T W -caplive aiter
‘the second’ shot and too




1

"-One officlal noted ™ re-

the 0.
Then Charach went after
,the "hodyguard."
Kennedy, a fatalist about.
,possible danger, traveled
jwith only one professional

| secygity man — William
'B.ﬂ&a close frieRd and|.

| fofmer FBI agent.
To protect itself, the
Ambassador hired extra

guards _op its own that!

election. night. from.- the
Ace Guard Service. There

welfe=Sevéh men—soiie
moonlighting after their
daytime jobs—who pro-
vided their own uniforms, ;
dinsignia and sidearms.

One was assigned to the
‘pantry and was just 1ns1de;
the swinging doors when
Uecker and the Kennedy
party burst in. The guard
fell in with them, just be-
hind Uecker and Kennedy,
slightly to the right, as the
senator walked down the
'pantry, alternately shak-
ing the hands of the kitch-
en help and letting himself
be led by Uecker, drawing
closer to where Sirhan
stood.,

effort to conceal some-
thing rather than fabri-

-cate it. His gun was never °
. ranged from Support of

In the days following,
Kennedy's death, the|
guard was interviewed by |
'the police and the ¥BI.

. He said that as the
shooting began, he was
jostled and knocked down,
lbackward against an ice

machine. He said he nevel, .

[saw the gunma

lon) . with mstnl afel
tached and_ spurtmg red
Rty

HWE

e But his dccounts “con-

lon’ the point of whether he

fwent for his gun or actual- |-

‘ly ever got it out of the
holster. Onoe he said he

' |1nvest1gat1on

drew his gun and moved

ftoward the fallen senator, | luigig_iiﬁ,llltv of any per-\

|Another time: "L reached

U
e

Jate .

cently: T |
. "The guy's stories didn't'
jibe. He told conflicting.
,accounts, and it seemed;
"obvious he hadn't 1eally
seen anything. He really’
had nothing to tell ug." -
Because of the variances,

| in'his story, the guard wasi

dropped from any further'
questioning, his credibili-
ty queqtloned'by officials)
who felt he was lrying to;
injject himself into a sensa—
iclonal case he really knew
itteabsus

There is no record or any

effort made — any

Qor_any
} théeghéentertained — to |

determine -whether those
variances arose from his

examined. The subject

never arose.

Whatever might be said
of this in light of the pre-
sent controversy more
than three years later, it
should be remembered -
that Sirhan had, after all,
been captured on the
scene, in the very act of
flrmg

And in the first days and
weeks after his capture,
there had been no sub-
stantial evidence that he
‘was anything but a loner,
‘bent on motives solely his
'own,

But in his book on the
"Special
{Unit Senator," former
‘Chief of Detectives Robert
"A. Houghton, now with.

|flicted slightly each time {rthe atlorney general's of-

fice, wrote in early 1970::

"On July 16, 1969, I held
a final Special Unit Sena-
‘tor meeting asking 10 laqt;
questions . . . to the abso-
right-%

son wit n-:

[ f(mninas but 1t was LOO nectmns bemp in the.J

. 'War was 1

Kltchen or pantry tae

IBATOTPune 430652, |
W1th1n a week, all of them
'had been answered satis-!
factorily."

Houghton concedes 1o-
‘day, but says he does not
believe, that his 1nf01ma-l
tion may have been mcom-
plete and that his investi-!
gators may ‘have missed"
one-—the security guard
dismissed and forgotten so !

long before. :
Charach found him on,‘
Oct. 7; 1969, living and:

wozkmd in the San Fer
nando Valley

More than a year after .
the event, Charach said,:
the guard talked easﬂy
and affably and "made no
bones of his political be-
liefs."

Those, Charach sa1d

Alabama Gov. George C,
;Vallace for President, to a
alred for the Ixenned
1iy for alleged giving
evexythmg to black peo-
ple, to a belief that 3 race
minent.

The guard said he had
had a 22 caliber pistol just
like Sirhan's that night,
Charach reported. It was'a |
built-up, "modified" gun-’
with a larger barrel and '
could fire nine shots. He
once fooled a friend, ask-
ing how many shots it
might fire. Then later he

sold the gun "o a friend,"
Charach said.

Reenacts Role '

_And Charach said the
guard reiterated the tale '
‘he had told officers more
than a year before, this.
time without the telitale.
‘hesitations, about how he !
had ac’rually drawn his '
gun that night, even act-
ing out his motions, ;

The guard saidsnaugh '
that coupled with what he .
_had heard from Schulman’

{, large
\ f%‘rﬁ_%rgﬁan's sitETTES

| Er. 4

‘and’ others, Charach Wak

Boroiiedd that the=role,

story had not been (old:,

about the night Kennedy

.died.

He began to docummt
‘his findings into an alters’
nate theory of the assas:,
sination, ultimately collas:
borating with French’
journalist Gerard Alcan in
a documentary film re=
creation called "Who Kill-
ed Robert Kennedy?" '

But for nearly a yeal
Charach's theory was dis-
missed as a fabric of coin-
cidence and stretched pos-
sibilities. Ultimately, sev-
eral officials refused to
grant him any morie 1nter-
views.

In July, 1970 Charach

laid his theory before
Gr r, chief de:
fense cotnsel in Sirhan's

trial. Cooper heard him'
out and referred him to
ballistics ~expert Harper,
whom he had known
professionally for years
and who, Cooper had re-
cently learned, had begun
his own informal check of.
the ballistics findings in-
the Kennedy cage. b
Harper had begun hls
work after readmg.
Houghton's book and be-)
ing puzzled at an apparent'
inconsistency over a slug
to have come!

lvef

Jn the first of what wag’
to become many Visits 1o
the criminal exhibits sec—
‘tion of the county clerk's
office, Harper found thatl
the "large" slug was mere-,
'ly a flattened .22 bullet,
,But he found other things.,

After many months “of
testing, weighing, .photo-
,micrographing . and. com-
. paring the actual evidence|
Jbullets. with test slugs
FeTTaEr by me—és'

fire
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well as studying Coroner
THOTTHE=T. Nog%ﬁ’ms-
sive autopsy report on Mr.
Kennedy, Harper devel-
oped these essential criti-
cisms of Wolfer's work,
and hence the foundation
stone of the official inves-
tigation:

—At least two of the
bullets removed from the
pantry—one from Kenne-
dy's body, the other from

wounded ABC newsman |

William Wiesel — don't
match each other and thus
could not have been fired
by the same gun.

—Bullets from the same
gun will have matching
individual characteristics,
while bullets from two
guns of the same make
will match only in class
characteristics. The ab-
sence on the two bullets of
any "phase marks"
usually the investigator's
initials—to serve as guide-
posts in lining up the
points where bullets
match indicated that Wol-
fer matched the bulleis
down to class characteris-
‘tics but not as far as indi-
vidual characteristics.

—There is a difference
of 14% in the rifling an-
gles of the two bullets—
again pointing to the con-
clusion” that they came
from different guns.

Harper's criticism con-
tinued: ‘

—WoHhiile the bullets don't
match each other, neither
does either one match any
of the three bullets con-
tained in an’envelope la-
beled “Exhibit 55. It pur-
ports to contain three test

bullets fired from Sirhan's.

gun - after his arrest. But
the serial number is given
as H18602, while the serial
number of Sirhan's gun
was H53725. ‘
- —Wolfer later explained
that the s'econd gun,
H18602, was  borrowed
from_the ecounty clerk's
criminal eviderce section,
'from a group of guns slat-

ed to be destroyed, as old
evitterceW e a p W,
periodically, each year
Wolfer said he borrowed it
on June 10, 1968, at a time
when Sirhan's gun was be-
fore the County Grand Ju-
ry and not accessible to
him without a ecourt order.
But the evidence slip on
i Exhibit 55, containing the
three hullets fired from it,
states in Wolfer's hand-
writing that HI18602 was
test-fired on June 6, the
very day Kennedy died.
Sirhan's gun did not be-
come a grand jury exhihit
until June 7.

—There actually are no
test bullets in evidence
fired from Sirhan's own
gun, H553725, but only test

— glugs from the now-de-

stroyed, borrowed gun,
H18602.,
Harper also claims:
—At the Sirhan trial, it

was concluded thgt union
leader Paul Sg?ade, he-
hind Kennedy, was hit in

the forehead by a bullet
that” went through the
shoulder pad of Keunedy's
coat. That would have had
to be a westhound shot
from in front of the two
men. But lab analysis of
Kennedy's coat revealed
that the hole through the
shoulder pad was a back-
«tp front, eastbound shot,
as Wolfer himself testi-
fied, with the bullet lodg-
ing in the ceiling and
never being recovered.

~ Scientific Support
—Weighing of the re-
.maining bullet fragments
taken from Kennedy and
‘the five wounded accounts
. satisfactorily for eight sep-
_arate bullets — as many
"'ag Sirhan's gun could fire
s=—but still leaves out a
. possible ninth, that unre-

coyered, %astboun&i\@ﬁt
‘that . went through Mr.

. Kennedy's shoulder pad.

The implications of Har-

*per'¥imvestigation are un-

, gettling to law enforce-

ment officials who sincere-

'ly believed they had an
.airtight prosecution

signed, sealed and deliv-
ered in the Kennedy case,
with none of the nagging
questions that attended
the Garrison probe of
President Kennedy's
dégm—=" Nt
But Harper's work wag

‘gratifying to Charach,

wh&aftér-1wo years was
finding himself generally
regarded as a crank. Now
his theory had some scien-
tific support.

Harper wrote to Char-
ach;

"Multiple-gun ghootings:
are not a rarity in police
work . . . The capture of
Sirban with his gun at, the
scene resulted in a total
mesmerization of the in-
vestigative efforts.

"The fact that all recov-
ered evidence bullets were
the same caliber further
contributed to-the general
euphoria.

"The well established
teachings of criminalistics
and forensic pathology
were cast aside and by-
passed in favor of a more
expedient solution and,
unfortunately, an er-
roneous over - simplifica-
tion."

While Mrs. Blehr used
Harper's findings as the
basis of her effort to block.
Wolfer's forthcoming ap-:
pointment, attorney God-

frey Isaac used it, along

with Charach's thesis, as
the basig of a complaint
for full disclosure of infor-
mation on the Kennedy in-
vestigation.

Isaac recently became

co-coynsel with Luke Mc-
K i.g‘#fck in Sirhamg auo-
matic appeal of g%s gegth
senfemie&, and thug no

longer represents Charach,
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who has engaged other at-
tofiTEy S t0® presutismesm-

plaint. But Isaac, as Sir-

han's attorney, says he is

convinced of the yalidity’
of Charach's and Harper's
work and will use it to the

fullest in the appeal.’

Mrs. Blehr's attack on
Wolfer also remains in
limbo, shadowed by the
forthcoming grand jury
probe of alleged tamper-
ing with the Kennedy ex-
hibits.

Much hinges on. the out-
come of that probe and
whether it ever can assess
the true nature and degree
of tampering. Thereby
hangs the larger question:
whether the validity of
Charach's and Harper's
claims can ever be tested
at all. »

Charach, himgelf ™ siib-
poenaed to appear before’
the jury on Wednesday,
says he is skeptical about
the investigation and its
likely result. -

*1 think," he said in an
interview, "they're just
going. to say the-exhibits
are 50 badly messed up
that any further investiga-
tion is impossible. We may
n the tryth ahout
it, but T promise you, welll
never hear the end.of it."
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| Den Tisg, atty. RIM'

has disclosed that some coples

of documients ysed a

durmg the trial of Smhan Bls- 4
haxa Sighan hre missin ~

. Hecht made the ‘statrment . (Indicate page, name of -
yesterday shortly after }i Los : ) newspaper, city and state.)
Angeles County Grand/ Jury ‘ ‘

ended a five-day secret &earmg
inte possible tampering of evid:

ence connected with the/trial of , : : - h A-7. Herald- xaminer
the man convicted of myrdering : : : Los Angeles Calif,
[the late Sen. Robert F. Kenne- ' o
dy. . )

“Certain - copies o(/ exhibits “ : —_—

used during the trial/are unac-
counted for by the :
‘Cl°rk§s Oﬁlce " Hecht said. He

g}»used o go into further detail.
. rand Jury STEETot

been agked to indict anyone? in .
connecton with the possible ev- o e S
idence tampermg, he said. ‘ ’
“The jury could decide to re-
port on their findings within a .
short time)” Hecht said.” “Or : T
they could decide to wait until ’
their year-end report before
making . recommend&lglons to the

~

Grand jurors: decided "t Tour
the - Oounty Clerk’s Office in. or-

. uaint thems@s,z&_LyJih I pate:  8/2L/71 L

the ofﬂce layout the investiga- . | edition: Tuesday ‘tatest

fot sald. ‘ ' Author:

Earlier this month, Dist. Afty. S
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EDEp Dist Atty. Richard Hecht
has disclosed that some copies

_fﬂ)guments used as-evidenge
during the trial of Sirhan Bis-.,
{hara Sirhan are MISSME————1"
‘Hechf “made the statement
yesterday shortly after a Los|
Angeles County Grand Jury
ended a five-day secret hearing|
into possible tampering of evid-
ence connected with the trial of
the man convicted of murdering
the late Sen. Robert F. Kenne-
dy.

“Certain copies of exhibits
used during-the trial are unac-
counted for by the County
ERTTT Uttice,” Hecgtgg_gl&;{e}
easgaaity go Mt TUrtESs-EBEIaL
.~ The Grand Jury “has not
iheen asked to indict anyone” in
|connecton with the possible ev-
idence tampering, he said.

| «The jury could decide to re-|
port on their findings within a
short. time,” Hecht said. “Or
they could decide to waif until
their year-end report before
iaking recommendations to the
coumty v

Jurors dec1ded-ﬁ=“s==j
the County Clerk’s Office in or-}
Taint themselves With|

the office layout, the investiga- |
tor said.
Tarlier this month, Dist. Atty.
1Joseph P. Busch Jr. asked for
the probe because of what he
feared was evidence of tamper-
ing with the fatal bullets and
the death Wweapon.

The question of tampering
arose: after police ballistics ex-
pert "DeWayne. Wolier was ac-

eused of yiolating p@%&%m
qnvesflgatmg Kennedy’s death,

]

— Sirhan Evidence Said Mi

s\i .

issing
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- Letter Assails County Clerk
for ‘Probable Mlsfeasance’

. BY RON EINSTOSS
Times Staft Writer

The Los Angeles County Grand Jury Tuesday severely cmt}i&ﬂe
county clerk's office for its handling of evidence in the assassination of $én.
Robert ¥, Kennedy, In a scathing, five-page Ietwr sent to the Board of
Supewnms, the jury said in part: -

"The Los Angeles County Grand
Jury finds the existence of probahle
misfeasance . . . with respect to the
‘management and operation of the
‘Los Angeles county clerk's office."

{Misfeasance is Lhe performance of
a lawful action in an illegal or im-
proper manner or wrong or impro-
per conduct in public office—acts of
omission or remission rather than
deliberate wrongdomg) ‘

It was the jury's finding, after a
five-day hearing into allegations of
possible evidence tampering in the <
Kennedy case, "that such manage-
ment, if allowed to continue, can
only weaken the integrity and struc-
ture of county government. . ,"

Clerk's Aide Also Named

The letter was signed by jury
foreman Leo Epstein and foreman -
pro tem Christian W. Planje and
was highly critical of County Clerk
William Sharp and Peter J. Talma-
choff, chief of Sharp's criminal divi-
sion.

The matter was taken to the grand
jury, according to Dep. Dist. Atty.
Richard W. Hecht, because the
question of evidence tampering
arose during an inquiry into alleged .
irregularities in the original ballis-
tics investigation that led to the con-
viction of Sirhan B. Sirhan for the
glaying of Kennedy.

Jurors found that tampering had
occurred, and that, in fact, some of'\
the evidence in the case is missing,

However, Hecht said, indictments !
were nol returned because "there is
insufficient evidence of a prosecuta- |
ble crima | =

=TAMEMUS pages from [wo photo-

static copies of Suhans"thi‘ee g0,
¢alled "RFK Must Die® notebooks—!

' both used as court evidence in the‘
© case—apparently were taken-while'
¢ In the custody of the clerk's office.,
Hecht revealed that two pages are

missing . fmm one GOPYM@EQ.BE UNDER E.O. 14176






