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Test firings were conduct4d on June 11, 1968, using a weapop and .
ammunition supplied by the Los Angeles Police Department as bcing
of the most nea:rly identical manufacture possible to that of the
fatal weapon. An area adjacent to the firing range on the Los
Angeles Police Academy was utilized. Personnel consisted of

Drs. Holloway and Noguchi, Mr. DeWtayne Wolfer and Sgt. William
J. Lee. Preliminary studies were 7ith a target composed of a
single layer of muslin over 3/8 inch (9 mm) gypsum board.

The muzzle was perpendicular to the target unless otherwise noted.

A fim contact firing shows a circular defect about 3/8 1nch
(9 mm) in diameter, surrounded by a ccacentric zone of powder

'~ deposition about 7/8 inch (22 ma) in diameter and somatimecs having

a multi-lzminar configuration at the peripkery. These are on the
outer surface of the muslin. Alsco evident on the under surface

is 2 concentric zone of pale soot deposition about 3 inches (7 5 cm)
in diameter.

At a 1/4 inch muzzle distaace, there is & 5/16 by 1/4 inch (7.5 x

6 mm) defect with transverse ripping of the fabric over a zone

1-1/2 inches (3.8 ca} in length and about evenly divided bllaterally.
Also present is a concentric zonz of dense, dark gray discoloration
one inch (2.5 cm) in diameter with irregular "clouding” within a

_2one up to 2-1/2 inches (6.3 cm) in diameter. Several faint

radiai smudges are identified as corresponing roughly with the -

~ known land-and—qroove characteristics of the test weapon.

A firxng at 1/’ inch muzzle distance is similar in configuraticn
except for the absence of rlpplng of the target fabric and absence .

"0of land-and-groove "puffs.” Visually detected powder residue {3

~ present in a .zone having a maximun diameter -of about € inches

(15 ).

" At one inch distance there is the uzual cen,ral defect and densae -

but corparatively homogeneous smudging up to a radlus of 1-5/8
inches (4.2 mra) .

AR firing at 2 inch muzzle diztance shows fairly homogenecus but
comparctively lighter smudgirg up to a radius of 2-1/4 inches
(5.6 cm). Discrete tattoo particles arc now seen in a central
zone up to 7/8 inch 2.2 cm) in raciLs.

The 3 inch distance firing shows pale mo“tllng of fowder residue
within a radius up to 2-1/4 inches (5.6 cm), as well as finely
dlSpersed povwder granules up to 2 radius of about 1-3/4 inches

‘(4 cm).

At 4 inches there-is a pale smudging zone up to 1-3/4. inches
(4.4 o) in radius. In sharp contrast, discrete powder tattoo
particles are identified out to a radius as much as 2 inches (5 cm)
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1 ; Q People's 55 is a black and white photograrh,
2 3 People's Exhibits 56 and 57 are in color.
3 | Could you tell us, 8ir, 1f there was a particulaF
4 reason so far as you were concerned or with respect to the
5 accuracy of your experiment why you required colored
6 chotographs 1in 56 and 572
7 | A In the case cf Exhibits 56 and 57 you were
8 dealing with an unlmown.
9 IMR. CCOPEF: Vith a what?
10 THE VITHNESS: An unknown from the standpolat that we
1 do rot know 17, because of the tlssue there, without seelng
12 } 1t, vierher or not it was actually tnere, so color indicntei
13 3 that znu not a3o..¢ otner materlal. It indicates Loe basic |
14 @ tattco pasterm and not rome foreign materlsl that 1s not
|
1 1 black. 1t nlri:it »¢ 5lood or something else, so the
16 ; colored pinutouripn 13 escential from the standpolnt of -
1’] the body and the vriiliswn tlssue surroundinzg it at that timel
18' In the case of our experiment it 1s somethling
19 ’ a1 fferent ‘
20 f Q BY /3. FITTS: At the times you g~r:srmed the
| ‘
2?; particular firing experiment ¢ whicn 58 is u photograph, |
;7 i
ﬂ_$ as illustrative, ¢id you use the zun, Pecple's ¢ in evidenceﬁ
‘/23' t A \' v 34 ~t ~ 1 . T =
\ | \;?, we did ﬁa,rp?erth-d gun. V¥We used a gun
24 e - . O
which was thz \ngmzake znad ;ogel and within a very close |
~%{J\ serlal nunber of thls weapon. At that particulzr time
28 | h

1 // "/
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the gun was in the Sourt exnibits and was unavallable for us
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Q iww lonoriced you sd.d you uscd enother
— S

tevolver similsr do pactern, size and meke and modol Lo

N

Feople's bxaibiz No, 07 Z'fl¢éof b e LLiéLAﬁ&Ax;V44J

A Thnat w5 corxect,
N e
Q frd have since mece o comparxison between the

revolver cthat you used end Yorople's cxhivit No, ¢ cuat is
in evideace fcr the purpose of determloiny witothor or not

this makes the sace tust paticra?

X
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weuld bo i:goachiukj/No, Lobeve oo,

The revolver vas noc availabl:,
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Q Iou say lt wasa't cossible Lo use tue ravolver |
AM‘_,i__ . 5
' . : T D) T \
that wasg 1ln evidence?
A Ic wazn't cvallable,
|
Q well, it was 1o evicence? )
. R Pﬁvi
A Yes, |
Q Yo could huve gooten & court ordex?
MR, HTo/LL: Arpumentative,
M. CecizRy Your hwnox pleege --
—f§>'fﬁi COULL: whae y0u Founiio 58y was Lhnai you coold
T ——— ~
T ——— - —
have opplicd {cx a court order. Trac is as far as you :
|
|
PR, Cewr R But woulda't tha Court teke judicial nctl o
of too fact 1t iuld be pranced? 1
n perb AR v mAb SE Lralivbbs
Tl CUURT: Cexteoinly,
Q LY 'R, CClurtR: Lic you make an apolicnticon fer

a Court order?
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A I cgked for tiho gun to be released to mo,
Q Yheor digA)ou avk° /q;ﬂ:\ ‘
vl e
. : -y Fiem . [
A I ?ffed thc Cistrict Lttorney's Officu.dft// L//»p/<x9or
Q You mean they cald "No" or that it would Zz'tﬁ*“’

be Loo ouch trouble?
SO0 beed Lrodoler

/Z \

A Vell, it {s hearsay,
—ma o 2P HRARLSAY
Q Vell, 1f he wanzs to object to it, he can. j
- }
A I was £old that the gun would not he rolose-o !
— = ‘

foxr any furthor tects until thiy had a Court order
oX 8&ny It a Ltourt ordex
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epproved by diilferent counsel as such and chzre was now.r ‘
—_— T T T T P T e |
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any tire that thoy could gen it a,proved. That was my
L - o ey PEVAM B =R Gpploved

|
vaderstanding. N\ |
Q o, 1s it your opindon, did you say, rhad

1 you fired a tesc pattern of veople's Lxhibit Ne, €

/|

and is the revolver _.you. used rCLLL avuilablu?(flu "A)f/
’_D———_—c'—‘ LI

A ch, the revolver is still availeble, <. /QFé, J(;)
_— — —— -
Q In your proil LSJiOIW‘ orinion would that [ r‘

the same tost pattern as Pec. le's Eahibit Ee. 69

A Yes, within chie colerances thao I have
allowed, ‘
Q Vhat are the rolcronces vou haove allcowed?

A

I rave allowed in tais inccance a goad doubie
of tie alr accuricles wicain e raages of celeulatlon,
and may I explain chat?

Q Cuertaialy.

A bnen 1 oray approxinately one inch, when ycu ,
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Peo Ex. 47 on the left and Peo Ex 52 on the right when viewing the
— e et

K. Special Exhibit 10 has "69-5214006 Kennedy bullet comparison

writlen on it at the top of the envclope and “Wolfer S.1.D, " at the bottom.

It contains two 4" x 5" black and white photo negatives and four contact

“prints therefrom. In the Special Hearing transcript on page 55 lincs 14

and 26, the witness, Wollcr, identifies the bullcts in this comparison

photomicrograph as Peo Ex. 47 and one of his test bullets. Examination

shows this to bc incorrect, the two bullets have been determined to be
- —

-~

S—
negative with the film identification notches in the upper left position.

L. On the question of whether or not more than one gun was used
to fire any of the evidence bullets, the fact that thare is no identification
of the various victim bullets with the Sirhan gun leaves the question
open . Howecver, there is no substantive evidence through the
examinations to date té suggest that a second gun is involved. The
similarities between Peo Ex, 47 and 54 and between Peo Ex. 52 and 54
together with witness obscrvations'and uniformity of class characteristics
of all bullets involved tend to weigh against the possibility of a second
gun unless it were of identical class characteristics as the Sirhan gun =
and using ammunition of class characteristics idelntical with the
Sirhanbax‘mnunition.
V. Appendices;:

l. Reference Court Order one through five are incorporated by
reference, |

2, Special Hcaring Transcript September 16, 17, 18, 1975 is

incorporated by reference. I

3. Examiners Master Photo File is incorporated by reference

4. Bullet worksheet (Common form)

5. Recapitulation and tabulation of findings with attached comparison

workshects (Common form)
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