Part Five Addendum

Includes documents showing falsification of evidence, destruction of
“important papers” in hospital incinerator, a major contradiction of how the
wrong gun ID number was written on People’s Exhibit 55 and additional
relevant documents along with some clearer copies of earlier material.

A - The sales receipt from Lock Stock ‘n Barrel #2372 was created from the
Sportarm sales receipt # 2372, Both receipts bear the same FFL # (Federal
Firearms Licensee # -FFL # 95-5890). I wrote to ATF requesting FFL # for
Lock Stock ‘n Barrel and learned receipt # 2372 FFL # differs from Lock
Stock ‘n Barrel FFL #. Why? Also, I wish to thank California State
Archives RFK collection in Sacramento, Ca. for a clearer copy of Peo. Ex
22 . See these disturbing records.

B - Documents showing a serious contradiction of how the wrong gun ID
number (H18602) was written on Peo. Ex 55.

C - Here is a copy of the letter referencing Sirhan’s use of blanks at the gun
range on 6-4-68. As I noted earlier I questioned Sirhan about his memory of
the gun range on 6-4-68 and he told me about meeting a young man (abt 18)
who had received a gun for his birthday. The man was firing blanks and he
and Sirhan exchanged guns using blanks. This document is slightly cropped
at the left, but still contains this critically important information.
Additionally, I want to point out that at least 10 people who fired weapons
at the San Gabriel Gun Range on 6-4-68 did not sign the gun roster sheet
(see attached document),

D - Igbal Khalid had two cameras (and possibly three cameras) at the
Ambassador Hotel on 6-4-68.

E - Burning “important papers” in General Hospital incinerator on 7-18-68,
Professor Phil Melanson wrote of the burning of “Important papers”.

F - Khan references Savak.

G - Kassab connections.



H - Van Antwerp goes missing.

I - A clearer and complete copy of letter referencing LAPD officer Beryl
Mick.

J - Additional Braden documents.

K - Clearer copy connecting the dots.

L - Review of violations of Judge Arthur Alarcon Court Order.

M o Sy 52 g fomrad

N - The only photo (portion of a photo) of the secret torn gun label. (oo SU S)

O - Pantry grid and adjacent area identifications.
P - Ramistella/Donnarauma.

Q - Tom Rathke. There were two topics that were taboo whenever | put
questions to Sirhan. One was the possibility that hypnotism could be
involved when he was in the Ambassador Hotel pantry. He ALWAYS
refused to even consider that possibility. He would NEVER discuss
hypnotism in the pantry. The other taboo was the name Tom Rathke. For
years I tip-toed around Rathke and always he brushed the Rathke question
aside. Then, after Dan Moldea’s visits with Sirhan I again asked about
Rathke and to my surprise Sirhan told me he did not know who that was.
Well, I knew that was untrue and I dismissed his response as merely wanting
to drop that line of questioning. I mention it here because Sirhan’s constant
refusal to discuss hypnotism in the pantry or Tom Rathke always puzzled
me.

Had Sirhan’s untruthful answer about not knowing Rathke taken place
before Moldea’s meeting with him I most certainly would have included it
in my letter to Norton publishers. Indeed, about a year ago, when my son
Brad reminded me of that Rathke conversation , I brought this matter to
Moldea’s attention. I did so because it clearly demonstrates Sirhan’s
responding untruthfully when he finds it necessary . I spoke to Dr. Herbert
Spiegal about this incident and he told me a hypnotized subject will resort to
telling lies to rationalize away unwelcome questions. Maybe that was the

1% ‘,4’")'



case and maybe not, I do not know. And I am inclined to believe Sirhan
doesn’t know,



9.0

o7 H 2379 forrmini. og Aot

Customer's 8972 EAST HUNTINGTON BRIVE
Or der No. SAN. GABRIEL, CALIFORNIA 91?5%,3 (? - /

77

JoN AccT.TOSE. ReTD!

z«s-e??w

E8-521 Y6

(Q e é" ‘:'“l/'zg ‘/,,-{!cﬁ-'&f C/lé‘“lltlﬂd



3d0JS JHL NIHLIM LON

- ‘ . P

s

eN T JoqUUNy aSuadr}

awep apell
000008116 YO ALIO FTdN3FL 1S ANYILNId 9E+6
apo] di7 BE 315 JEEYITS
950£-982(818) 13HHvd ® MO0LS Y007 VYNOQ MOIHYIH  8ESEENML0OLEOSE6
JaquinpN auoyd aweN speld| awey Jaquiny asuadf]
08216 vo ALID FTdW3L ‘an7d ALIO FTdWFL N 8265
apo) diz ajels 10 19048
£500-282(929) 13HHYE ? MOOLS MOOT YNOQ MOIMHIH  8ESEEAHL0LE0SEE
Jequiny suoyd auieN aped| awenN Jaquiny asuadf]
000051216 Vo T3IHGVONYS HJ NOLONILNNH 3 2.68
apo) diZ ajels Ao jeaqs
=i ) TIHYYE ® MOOLS HMO07 MIHLLYW 'MOY 2 'YNOG MOINHTH GS¥RLT16906L08G
Jsquiny auoyd aweN apeij ETEY Joquiny asus3
000052216 Vo 13I4GYONYS A NOLONILNNH 3 2268
spo) diz BT Ao FEEYTS
L500-282(818) TIHHVYE ? MOOLS HOOT VYNOQ MOI¥HIH LESEETISO0610566
Jsquiny auoyd awep apel] BT Joquiny esuadr]
000052416 VO 13148V NVS Hd NOLONILNNH 3 2268
apo) di7 9}E1S P ¢T5) jeans
1500-282(€LE) 73545Vd ? MOOLS MO07 MIHLLYW ‘MOY ® YNOJ MOINYTH  #5+8LT6L06L0S66
Jaquuny auoyd awieN spel] aweyN Jaquiny asuadry
G116 Yo 13149VY9 NYS INIHA NOLONILNNH 2268
apo) diz 9}e)S 1o FEEYT

TIHYYE N HOO0LS HOO01

sweyN mtm\p

YNOJ HO I NINYINIg MOIMYIH

L10€110610566

A

N __& WENZZ Jaquinp asuadiry



6EL Junos piooay

e e e 309G THE NHEM TON s

08.L6 Vo ALID T1dNTL QATE ALID TIdNSL N 8265
spo) diZ BT Ao 19245
1600-282(929) TIHHYE N, HOOLS HD0T YNOG MO IH LFPOOMBETLEOYOE
JaquinN suoyd aiiepN opeif SlieN JeqUInN 9suadry
08fL6 Vo ALID TTNTL 133418 ONVINT 9E¥6
8p0] diZ BT Ao s
£60£-992(929) TIHAYE N HOOLS MOOT YNOJ MORIYSH LPPOOMEBTLEOVIE
, JaqLuny auoyd EEYEAT aweN JaquinN osuaol]
00005446 48] TFHEVO NVS , A NOLONIINAH T 2268
apod diz BT A1 FEENTS
L500-£82(818) TIHHYE N MOCLS MO0T ‘S MIHLLYW ‘MOH '? YNOT HOIHEIH SOS00HL626L0VO6
JaglunN suold SlieN opesl sieN Jaqiluny asuasr]

awep apedl

R SGUInN SUCTd 3d0JS FHL NIHLIM 10N

AUQ @sn [BINE0 104

T 32 e o SN S e AP e LAt s S 5






S

.<_ GUNSMITH SERVICE FFL *95-5890 ]
1232 SO MYRTLE AVE 23 7 2

MONROVIA CALIFORNIA 910%e
PHONE 213 158.5138







® . monALD S ¥ C

o -
v #F # e
v

7607GHA7




il

ot

—ma
{67751

e b el e
FLares oo eyt il

o FrIVe 44-“’?9

B R T




O, ST T 4

Naome

ey

Addrass e

o T A s att ren e D
e _ DESCRIPTION . o oeace AMOUNT
e H—- : ff‘ - i,‘ -t % R -
: ' ! : .
- Q- /.. L - - 1 [F R 14! e - -,
E :

- - .
»
o i

t

' o
+-

T RETLRee CRARGE WK BE a0 O RETUR S
CEOLeRUTIATIONS DEFECTIVE T MERCHARMDIs:
VRUER FAIRANTT Will BE REPLACED OR REPIIRED -
WitnOu T CHARGE, TOWL | |

Sat x NV LR o4
ELL WS g E RN

e rrmeerns cansde P oty aas

oot MUST Ba guiime ot ik conn thon teer,
gwods MUST be Ouirorigd o Lo
e -

.o



LAMD Fac 182

Lore e '8aa-osrmmmru CORRESPOND.

August 7, 1968

TO: Lt. Manufl Pena, OIC Background Conspiracy Saction S.U.S

FROM: Lt, E. Hernandez, Xnvestigator Background Conspiracy Tean b

SUBJECT:  Polygraph Examination of Ax. Larxy Arnot

On August 5, 1968 a polygraph examination was administerad to Mr.
Larxy Arnot, 517 Melcanyon Rd., Duarte, California, Ph#358-8787.

i

) XTI

The oxamination was administered by Lt. Hexnandez in tho polygraph
facilities of Scientifio Investigation Division Room 432A, Parker
Centar. .

The purpose of this examination was to determins the truthifulness P
in Mr. Arnot's statements given to the P.B.I. on June 16, 1968,
when he infoxmed thom that he had sold (4) four boxes of ammunition
to suspect Sirassn Sicrhan and two other dark foreign-looking Males
who ware presont with Sirhan at the tize of the ammunition purchase
on Junc 1, 1568.

[

On that day, June 16, 1968, P.8.1. Agants pgruce krxadford and doruert
Linker showed Axnot (5) fiva photographa of Sirnan and his (4) four .
byrothera. Arnot identified Sirhon as being the porson ghat purciased s
the aupunition, and also selected a photograph of Shariff Siraan, )
as "hearing a strong roserblance to the inkiividual that was presant .
with hin.” Arnot said that he would be unabla to idontify tuc tauird | A
person that was praegsent In the store on that day. teE

R ¥
Priox to instrumental testing on the polygraph, Arnot was Juastionod £
rggarding the statement jyiven by him to the P.#.X. on June 16, 1968. b
Hoe wnalintainod that nis original story as givon to the F.85.1. was
trus to the best of his rocollection.

Arnot was shown a total of 17 look-alike photographs by Lt. sornandaz..
Theso included four of the Sirhan brothers. Arnot looked over eaca

of these photographs carafully and selected tho following three photo-
graphs:

»s

: : ¥4
{1} Photograph of Munir Sixhan Cn
(2) Pnotojraph of look-alike -~ Bk HHo. 63481~19¢5 bg o
(3} Photograph of anothar look~-alike - Bk No. 102661-1i06 3

After solecting Muniy Sirhan's photograph, Axnot commnanted that he
felt ha had Lecen brain-viashed Lacaule ho had observed Munir's paoto~
graph on & anutbar of previous occasions and tnerefore he folt taat
this was {nfluencing his opinion. As to the other two look-alike
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photographs that ha selacted, Arnot stated that he believed he
remamberad the two people depicted on the photographs as being
present with Sirhan on June 1, but was not positive.

Tae instrumont and its functions were discussed with Mr. Arnot,
a3 were the theory and procedures of the polvgraph examination.
Ha was given an opportunity to ask queations concerning any phase
of the examination. The guestions which were to be asked instru-
mantally were raviewed with Mr. Axnot before any instrunontal
tasting bagan,

A polygraph was obtained prior to the examination, which estab~ © ot
lizhed that patterns capable of interpretation could be obtained. -
Rasponses were provoxed. This indicsted that Mr. Arnot would be
& proper subject for polygraph testing,

buring thu course of the examination, physiological tracings at ot
points where crucial questions wero asked suggest vexy strongly by
that Mr. Arnot was being untruthful. He was spacifically asked ‘
if he honestly resembered seeing any person with Sirhan inside

the Lock, Stock H' Barrel Gun Shop on Juno 1, 1968, and his
responses at this salient point indicate that he does not remember ;
seoing anyone with Sirhan on that day. ruxther, after carsfully ol
evaluating the examination charts, it is the opinion of this exaninex ! .
that Larry Arnot does not in fact romember Sirhan or the business .
transaction that took place on June' 1, 1568 whan the assunition was | !
ptirchasaed by Sirhan, 2

" _‘G-.W‘ R

Larry Arnot was inforred of the results of the examination and the
conclusions that wera arrivad,

Aftar a short period of interrogation, Arnot ultimately admitted
that the only logical explanation for his failing the teat was
bocauso he had 1lied. )

Ho explained that the truth was that he was confusing the sale of LA
armunition to three other dark complextion men, and in his mind C oy
he was trying to convince himself that this was the Sirhan incident.

However, he said that he couldvtruthfully remember Siraan boiny in Y
the store on June 1. He knows that he sold Sirhan the ammunition "
because of a sales receipt which he made out, but he just cannot i

reronber Sirhan or the sale. -

%

A3 to the two men that he had described as baing with Sirhan, he
stated that he had probadly been mislead by Mrs. Donna Marrick.

She had told him that Sixhan and two other men had besn in the stors '
on a day pravicus to Junos 1, Thercfors, he had assumed that those .
two mon could have been with Sirhas on June 1. ]

Again Arnot was reninded that he had no sound basis to form this
assumption, and he admitted that he did not.

Arnot. requested that the previous reports as given to the r.3.1.
be corractad. (Statements of Larry Arnot in file 5.U.5 Tape $29325)

Lt. E, Wernandes 8. wg@\ e ]
. | { 'i' b ‘ '




INVESTIGATION OF PREMEDITATION

The Assassination Weanon

The gun used by Sirhan to kill Robert Kennedy was an Iver

Johnson, ,22 caliber, Cadet Model, two-and-one-half inch barrel,

. blue steel finish, with dark brown plastic grips, serial

$H53725. The gun was manufactured in Pitchburg, Massachusetts,

and was originally socld by the Pasadena Gun Shop on August 10,

3 1965, o '
i s

The tracing of the ownership of /the gun established that Sirhan

Sirhan'wgs present during the/sale of the gun to his brother,

4 Munir Sithanw a co-employee of Munix Sirhan.

A second witness confirmed that Sirhan loaned his brother $6

gwmard the purchase of the gun. The weapon was purchased in

Pebruary 1968, four months prior to the aseassination.

Purchase of Amminition

The search of Sirhan's vehicle yielded a receipt for the ‘

purchase of .22 caliber ammunition from a gun shop in San

Gabriel, california, The sale took place on June 1, 1968, in

the late afternoon just after Sirhan practiced shooting at the

Corona Police Range. The salesman initially alleged that

Sirhan was accompanied by two other men when the sale was

mads; however, this allegation was proven to have teen false

and the galeswman retracted his statement, indicating that all

. he actually knew was that he made out the sales receipt.,

g
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Letters. All incoming letters are screened for
possible investigative attention, indexed and
filed. Those requiring an immediate reply are
answered, others will be answered at a later and
more appropriate time.

Medical Reports. All medical reports, ambulance

slips, Central Receiving Hospital MT slips, doctor's
reports, final autopsy, etc. which refer to events
occurring on or after June 5, 1968. (Sirhan's medical
history would show elsewhere in the files as background
information.)

News Media., Items forwarded by our student worker-
operated news clipping service are screened as to
the need for investigative attention. Pertinent
clippings are routed to the concerned investigator
through his supervisor for re-interview or whatever
action is indicated. Some of the more obvious
reasons for farming a news story out for assignment
would be information pointing to alleged witnesses
or leads apparently not included in our investigation.
News releases revealing major discrepancies between
the facts determined by our investigation and the
newspaper version might also be the basis for add-
itional investigation.

Unassigned.

Phone Calls (Rampart). Originally used at Rampart
as a category for activities resulting from phone
calls made to Rampart. These items have been re-
evaluated and documented with I-numbers where
applicable.

Photographs. 2 complete file of all photographs

(all LAPD photos bear a special coding) grouped
according to location and/or subject matter into the
fgllow;ng sections: = ¢ 2 — e

1. Sirhan Sirhan and Family.

2. 1Identification photos and mugs.

{ L1
{ //‘ 5"",,-.4/(_./' T T

3. Evidence, Al ag2feE,
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5. Medical - Other Victims. U # A 7/

4. Medical -~ Kennedyl/
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WOlfer Examinatlon- Septemberh1975

At the actual cross examlnatlon of orlminalist'ﬁeWayne Wolfer,

During the- examlnatiﬁﬁ‘of Wolfer,; Judge Wenke narrowed the
scope of ‘examination by ruling that the purpose of the questioning
of Wolfer was 'mainly to aid the panel of- experts in their
forthcoming - tests. "The purpose here is not to impeach or
vindicate the witness" said Judge Wenke in answer to several
repeated attempts. - by  petitioners' attorneys to "impeach the

credibility of Wolfer. Wenke replied that he had no intention of
"retrying the Sirhan case" during the re-examination of evidence by
the ballistics experts.

On examination by all counsel concerning photographs and tests
conducted by Wolfer in 1968, Wolfer repeatedly stated that he could
not recall if he had made phase marks on the bullets during his
examination of the three evidence bullets (People's U7, 52 and 5U4)
that he had identified as having come from Sirhan's gun. Wolfer
stated that he usually placed such a designation of phase marks on
bullets, and recalled that he had been able to make a quick identi-
fication in the Sirhan case. When Attorney Levine asked if he could
re-create his examination in court, Wolfer replied that,. after
seven years, he could not say either yes or no.

Wolfer was most careful in his statements on the witness
stand, stating on many occasions that since the bullet evidence had
been handled by several persons in the interval between his 1968
tests and his current 1975 testimony, there could be oxidation of
the bullets. However, Judge Wenke ruled that although "it does
appear that the County Clerk's procedures left something to be de-
sired, and while there's always the possibility of damage, there is
no actual avidence of damage to these bullets and exhibits." A
major surprise produced by Wolfer was a photographic photo-
miorograph of two bullets that he had apparently taken in 1968,
photos of bullets U7 and 52, This admission by Wolfer, and pro-
duction of the photographs at the Wolfer cxamination hearing in
September surprised even Deputy District Attorney Bozanich who re.
plied the District Attorney's Office had never known that these
photographs were in existence.

Wolfer did testify that the bullets' shell casing that he was
examining with a magnifying glass during the three-day 1975 cross
examination hearing were "tremendously dark." Additionally, Wolfer
felt the striations (striations are marks made on bullets as they
pass through a gun barrel) on two bullels (Pcople's U7 and 5U) were
nol in the same condition as when he first examined them in 1968,
Wolfer fell Lhat his orfginal inftiails irparted on the bullets in
1968 nhad become by 1975 "tremendously dur'*ied I

Wolfer prefaced many of his answer Zhroughout the hoaring
with reminders that he was trying to revat'rihal he had done soveral
years ago. Wolfer even suggested that Ly ihandwriting on People's
Exhibit 5% at the Sirhan trial dpppdtnd’fo be his, but he did not

recalil »QF)luxd given him the wvony seriy numbor, thus oausinp Lthe
so-culle oimiczﬁ'mror s — —
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. Board of Inquiry . ' 4 : b o ' . ' (410- .

A ' Mr, Harper. ;

'Q' Harper. "Well.‘the most significant thing, actually,
is the views of Exhibit 55, and thet presents two @ossibilities.
Since it appears from éombining the testimony along with Exhibit
55, and that Mr. Wolfer has identified Sirhan's gun as being. the
single murder weapon because of running tests on a different gun,
this is quite clearly a violation of Precept No. 1. You can't
run tests on some other gun to identify a particular gun in this
case. Now, this is one possibility. The other possibility is
that if the bullets in Exhibit 55 were in fact used in comparison
microscope, and if they were positively tied in--identified as
having come from the same gun--that the three errant bullets,
if these matched, then that places this gun, H18602, in the pantry
and fired at that time. Now, I don't know which it is. 1Is the
other alternative or possibility that that Exhibit 55, at least
on the outside of the envelope, has been mishandled." Would you
respond to that statement, Mr. Wolfer?

A Yes., I P¥eviously covered it. At_no time did I make
any comparison of any of the evidence bullets with.anything other
than the Sirhan weapoh Qﬁiehrﬁas fhe weapon #H53725. All of these
tests were conducted before the time I ever received the other
weapon, which was the weapon #H18602 consequently, the only thlng

———

that I can see is that there has been a mlsmarklng of the enve10pe.

Q Did you have any recollectlon Oor any explanation of how




L

Board of Inquiry : 20" ey ey 8

this mismarking could have,occﬁrfed?
A Yes. I think the mismarking of the. envelope could
' certainly have occurred when I brought the bullets back to the

laboratory from the orxglnally marked envelope in my pocket. \\h

g,

They were placed in a desk drawer. I had to make out a new

&
Y 4

envelope——I had to look up records to make out this envelope and

I just inadvertently looked at the wrong number of the wrong gun,

R . et

that's about the only way that I can account for it. I honestly
don't know, but this is the most logical way that I canrﬁécount

for it, /
BY COMMANDER BECK:

Q When you brought the three test bullets back to the
laboratory with you, did you bring them loose in your pocket?

A No, Commander, I brought them back to the laboratory in
& paper bindle to protect them from becoming damaged by carrying
them in my pocket. They were brought back in a paper bindle that
I made there at the scene.

Q And, do you recall placing that bindle in the top drawer
of your desk and locking up your desk?

A Very definitely, this I remember very clearly because
these were bullets that had a high security and these were the
only ones I had.

Q This would be on what date?

A The day I testified at the Grand Jury, June 7, 1968,

when I left the Grand Jury room.

(40
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‘Wolfer also stated that he could not recall whether he made
any other tests on the Sirhan gun other than test firing it. Wolfer
could ‘not ‘remember examining the gun's cylinder. Wolfer did state
that he used one of - the seven test fired bullets from- the .22
caliber revolver to compare with an evidence bullet but . he did not
know if he had marked the one -used for comparison, and could not
remember : in 1975 which test fired bullet had been compared to an
evidence bullet. ;

The apparent lack of- reports, both written -and photographic,
either made by Wolfer and destroyed, or never in existence, raised
serious doubts as to the substance and credibility of the
ballistics evidence presented in the original Sirhan trial.

. Special Counsel Kranz commented during the Wolfer examination
that the forthcoming ballistics examination by the experts would be
crucial because it might be the first thorough examination of
bullet evidence in the case. Kranz emphasized that the only area in
the .entire Kennedy assassination where the reports were not
complete was in the ballistics area. Several of the attorneys
involved were critical of the lack of documents and working papers
to supplement Wolfer's testimony. .

Subpoena Ducus Tecum -~ Items Produced
Wolfler's Dally Log

In answer to the subpoena ducus tecum asking Wolfer and
L.A.P.D. officials to produce analyzed evidenae reports prepared by
Wolfer and other L.A.P.D. Scientific Investigation Division
officers concerning tests or examinations relative to bullets and
firearms exhibits, Wolfer, and L.A.P.D. offiocers Sartuche and
McDevitt stated that they were only able to f'ind one progress
report dated July 8, 1968, This progress report was essentially a
summary of laboratory work done in the S.I.D. Division under
DeWayne Wolfer's supervision, and a trajeotory analysis by Wolfer
of bullet pathways.

Additionally, DeWayne Wolfer produced his own daily 1log
covering his activities from June 5, 1968, through June 19, 1968,
This log highlighted his work in the criminalistic soeotion of
S.I1.D., and was a record of the following:

Reconstruction of the crime scene;

Search for physical evidence;

Examination of the Ivor-Johnson .22 caliber to determine the
number of shots fired;

Analysis of the bullets;

His examination of the destroyed ceiling panels and x-rays
thercor;

His microscopic examination of the Goldstein and Stroll
bullets (June 6, 1968, at 8:30 a.m.);

il{y receiving of the Kennedy bullet, Exhibit 47, at 3:15 p.m,,
June 6, from Rampart detectives;

His comparison of the Kennedy bullet (Exhibit W) and the
Goldstein bullet (52) at 9:00 p.m., on June 6, 19684

- 52 -




Wolfer also.testified before the Grand Jury that the gold
plating on the copper alloy bullets fired by Sirhan and also used by
Wolfer for his own test fired bullets in 1968, was significant
_ because this particular gold plating prevented the leading of the

barrel by a bullet, which would tear the bullet if it did not have
the particular gold plating. This plating kept the bullet from
being unstable in flight. - This was the nature of the mini-mag

ammunition used by Sirhan and Wolfer. . &
_ Wolfer testified at the September 1975 hearing (as he had: pre-
viously given statements to the press and to crities), that he was
unable to use the Sirhan weapon for sound tests and muzzle tests.
Wolfer stated that when he applied to use the Sirhan weapon for
additional tests, he was told by representatives of the District
Attorney's Office that—the -weapon was under the custody of the
Grand Jury. And until the District Attorney's Office had a court
order approved by Sirhan's new counsel, they would be unable to
obtain the Sirhan weapon for additional tests.

In answer to the question why the eighth test fired bullet was
never found, Wolfer replied that the particular bullet could not be
found in the water tank where he had fired ths Sirhan weapon (to
obtain the bullets eventually identified as Grand Jury 5B and Trial
Exhibit 55).

In discussing ceiling panels, Wolfer stated that he had found
holes that had been made by fragments of “fired bullets from
Sirhan's weapon. These fragments had exploded, being hollow point
mini-mag ammunition, and had split as they penetrated the ceiling
tiles. Wolfer could not recall who else had looked at the holes in
the ceiling tiles, or who else had participated in the X-ray
analysis of the now destroyed ceiling tiles. Wolfer had removed
the ceiling panels to the crime lab, but did not recall what other
tests werc made on the ceiling tiles. Wolfer did state that the
ceiling panels in their entirety were three separate panels that
reflected three bullet holes, the result of two bullets fired, one
bullet entering and then ricocheting out, a second bullet entering
and lost "somewhere in the inner space."

Additlonally, Wolfer stated in addition to booking the ceilin
panclg, the L.A.P.D, had booked into the Property Division o‘["Eﬁ‘é
Criminalistics Laboratory two boards from a door frame. These
boarda containing cirecled holes were examined, and according to
Wolfer, no bullets or fragments were found in the wood. These
boards were the center divider pantry door frames, the object of
much notoriety in several photographs of circled holes that
appeared in porfodicals for several years. These photos again
surfaced in  November and December 1975 as part of peticioner
Schrade's motion for additional ballisties and trajectory tests,

Apain, in Junc 1976, pursuant to the Freedom of Information
Acet, Lhe FBI released 803 pages of its file on the Robert Kennedy
assassinalion.  On page 48 of the FBI report dated Junc 9, 1968, FBI
photographer, Grinner, stated in his signed report (page U8) that
Lhere were "four reported bullet holes" in the area of the two
swinging doors.  Photographs of the swinging doors Laken by Grinner
Lo substantiatle his one page report were included in Lhe file.
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A Well, I am havxng——have confused that the--this parti-

cular statement because ‘he has two photographs, Exhibits 101 and

102, They have "I" on both of the Exhibits on my left and "X"

on both of the Exhibits on my right. It is a common practice'in

g

our laborato;X: and has been since I have been in there for the

last 20-some odd years, that the test bullets be mounted on the

e Ty

left side of the scope and the evidence bullets be mounted on the

right side of the scope, which they are in these Exhibits, and the

only situation that varies between these two photographs is that

I have the nose of the bullets in one photograph, the nose of the
bullet in Exhibit 101 are going to my left, and the nose in
Exhibit 102 are going to my right. Both of the skid areas between
the test and the evidence bullets are both going in the same
direction as they should normally go under comparison microscope.

Q With respect to Mr. Harper's statement that this is
sort of an unusual statement--your response is that it is not an
unusual situation and is not a violation of any precepts?

A That is correct. It is not a violation of any precepts
and is absolutely not unusual,

Q In Exhibit 101 there was a very conspicuous defect in
the right land shoulder, this is the test bullet part of the
picture, this is the errant bullet below. I wanted to see if you
could find in the actual bullets where this defect appears, on

which bullet, and also locate this on the drankam fatal bullet? /
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3 TRANSLATLON (’7 o

I can see no reason that the brother of the killer of Mr. K is

cut of fhis {(not inveolved). I suppose he bought the pistol.

How can he assure that he did not buy it with this intention

since Sirhan B used it shooting blanks (target practice). I

hope to read something in the newspaper about this matter. Thanks

and may God bless you.
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The rcster that is referred to 2bove 1s kept at the control tower
office (Addendum), anc is to be si.red by all persops firing on
either the rifle range or the pistol range., One of the rosters is
for non-members; the other, f¢r ,u club members. The ll%ging of
this roster 1s not strictly adh-res to oy the memvers of e club,
ror does the Tange master requir¢< =veryone to sign. At leas
persons fired on the range 6-i-t., and falled to sign the ruster.

Y

Or. F=5-68, at approximately 12:10 A.M., Charles Kendall was watchin,
the rennedy scceptance speech. Later that morning, he hesrd of tl.e
shooting and saw a picture of the suspect, Sirhan Sirhan, on the TV
screen, He recognized Sirhan as the person he saw firing s smell
caliber weapon at the San Gabriel Valley Gun Ciub on 6-4-68, On
u-b=60, Kendall returned to the gun club and asked the club menager,
Lloyd Hager, if he was awere of the fact that Sirhan Sirhsn had firec
on the range on 6-4-68, Hsger dismissed this ides as @8 Joke on Kenusll's
part. Kendall entered the business office where the rosters are «ept,
and found the name "Sirhan Sirhan, 696 Rest Howerd Street, Pasadens,
the li4th signature for the date of 6-4-68, Kendell showed the roster
10 Joseph Tescher, and the executive officer, Maynard Goodell. Botn
“echer and Goodell advised Hager to notify the LAPD., Hager contacteo
LaPD on 6-7-68, between 3 and 4 P M,

irvestigation has revealed Sirhan Sirhan arrived at the San Gabriel
Valley Gun Club on b-4-68, between 11 snd 11:30 A .M, After signing
the non-member roster and obtaining a target, he took s position at
tne west end of the pistol range (Addendum). None of the witnesses
can place Sirhan on a specific targﬁt; however, most of them agrec

on one of four {Target 5, &, 7 or

411 of the witnesses agree that Sirhan was firing a .22~-caliber
revolver, blue steel in color, with 2 short barrel, Carreon andg
Mcntellano both had conversations with Sirhan regarding his weaporn.
Durinz this conversation, they noticed the gun, snd when they asxeo
Sirhan what the make of the gun was, he did not reply as t0 the make,
but merely pointed to the upper portion of the frame where the name
"{ver-Johnson" was inscribed.

in adcition to Carreon anc Montellano, the range master, Bverett Buckner,
Claudia Williams, Ronald Williams and Seccoman, all had conversations
with Sirhan. Sirhan epproached Saccoman and had a conversation re-
garding Ssccoman's gun. Sirhan was impressed with the gun and asked

if he could fire it. Saccoman agreed and Sirhan fired several rounds
from the weapon. In turn, Saccoman fired Sirharn's gun snd described

it as: “A cheap model .22 calliter revolver, with s short berrel.”

fonald snd Clsudis Williams, husband and wife, both had conversations
with Sirhan after they arrived at the San Gabriel Veliey Gun Club on
6=4-HB, at spproximately 4 P,M, Ronald Williams, sfter obtalulng his
target from the range master, went to the rifle range, and Claudia
Williams went to the pistol range, taking up a position on target 21
or 22. Claudis Williams, after f!ring several shots from her revol-
ver, was unable to hit the tarvet, Claudis requested assistance
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PERSON INTERVIszog IQBAL, Xhalid " DATE/TIME 8-1-68 6:15pm

sex__. | HAIR EYES HT " poB

RESIDENCE ml 819 Irolo #201, L.A.

- BUSINESS ADDRESS

2 ’ ? N HE "WHY & HOW)— i

SYNOPSIS OF TAPE #29225 OF SUBJECT TAPED-AT HIS RESIDENCE ON ABOVE
DATE AND TIME BY SGT. M. GUTIERREZ,

Khalid Igbal was at the Ambassador Hotel on June 4, 1968, at approxi-
mately 9:30 p.m. At this time he was given a press pass by a Kennedy
staff member. During the evening he met two co-workers, Irene Evashko
(I-1891) and Janis Jones (I-1890)., He also met a girl named Linda
Gamberro (I-943). During the Senator's speech Igbal.was standing on

the stage taking pictures of the SEnator. A friend of Igbal's, Harrish,
© (I-1888) also took pictures of the Senator with Igbal's camera.

LR e,

Igbal is in the U, A on a student visa from Pakistan,
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R-AGENCY MULTINGS

vhe system of inter-agency meetings was developed t¢ provide

a method of exchanging information and ideas among the several
concerned agencies. The agencies participating included the
Los Angeles County District Attorney's Office, the Federal
Bureau of Investigation, the United States Attorney General,
the Los Angeles County Sheriff's Office, and the Los Angeles
Police Department. A total of six meetings were held between

the inception of the investigation and the end of 1968.

The first meeting was held on June 9, 1968. Ir attendance were
representatives from the Los Angeles f;iiée Department, the
F.8.I., the United States Attorney Generals Office, the United
States Attorney's Office, the Los Angeles County District
Attorney's Office, the Los Angeles County Sheriff's Office and
the United States Secret Service. Those present were briefed
on the current status of the investigation and Deputy District
Attorney John Minor gave an account of the autopsy. The Los
Angeles Police Department assumed the responsibility for the

investigation. Future meetings would be held as the need arose.

The second meeting was held on June 26, 1968. Deputy Chief

Robert Houghton, Inspector John Powers and Captain Hugh Brown
represented the Los Angeles Police Department. ' l(E?)
represented the P.B.I.; Matt Byrne, the United States attorﬁey;
Captain George Walsh, the Sheriff's Office; and Lynn Compton,

John Howard and George Stoner, the District Atto;noy'a Office.

The main objective of the meeting was to establish policy re-
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Admission by L.4.P.D. of Ceiling Panel Destruction

Prior to the appearance of DeWayne Wolfer in Judge Wenke's
court . for c¢ross examination by the several parties in mid- .
September, 1975, was a shocking. disclosure before the Los Angeles
City Council in 1late August, 1975. At this hearing, Assistant
Chiefv of Los Angeles Police, Darryl Gates admitted that the
L.A.P.D. had destroyed ceiling panels containing three bullet holes
that -had: been taken from the Ambassador Hotel kitchen pantry the
day after the assassination.' Moreover, Gates stated that these
ceiling panels, along with x-rays of the panels, and records of the
Xx-rays, had all been destroyed in 1969 because they 'proved
absolutely nothing."

Gates had been summoned before the Los Angeles City Council as
part of its own independent investigation into police procedures
relative to the Kennedy assassination. Reports had surfaced for
several months that items of evidence in the case were missing.
Gates argued that the destroyed items, including the ceiling panels
with the three bullet holes in them, were technically not evidence
since none of the destroyed items had been introduced at the trial
of Sirhan in 1969. Legally, he was correct, although at the time of
their destruction, immediately following the 1969 trial, the first
appeal of Sirhan was not yet in progress. Gates Justified the
destruction of these panels and x-rays as "having absolutely no
value since all of the testing, the real important testing,
trajectory and the line of fire and the number of bullet holes, had
been done prior to their removal from the ceiling. The L/A.P.D. had
made those tests and they had showed absolutely nothing. They
proved absolutely nothing. They did nothing so far as supporting
the investigation and in supporting the guilt or innocence of
anyone." (ates also made reference to the fact that the records of
the %-rays and the x-rays themselves proved nothing and were no
longer in existence.

Additionally, this disclosure by Chief Gates occured at a time
in which other law suits were being filed by other interested
parties (additional advocates of two gun theories) for a release
and disclosure of the ten volume L,A.P.D. summary of the Special
Unit Senator files. A refusal by the Los Angeles Pollice Department
and the Los Angeles Police Commission to release these volumes
added to the previous charges of "eover-up", "stoncewallirg", and
the 1like. Police Commission President Samuel Willilamy stated,
"ghat a procedure would be crecated whereby all questions in written
form to the Police Commission conterning evidence in the ten volume
_summary would be released by a written answer Lo the questions,"
The Police Commisslion wag @oncerned that if it opened tho-files to--
the publie, much of the information released would be harmful to
innocent partics and would have no relevance whatever to the assas-
sination. This was primarily because the tenvolume summary
contained hearsay cvidence and police reports on the private lives
of some individuala who had later been found to have nhad no part in
Lthe assassinalion.

Finally, the admission of destroyed cetling panels conlributed
to the growing cynicism and doubt concerning Lhe assassination,
Many oritics of the official version of the case clalmnd the
celling pancls were of crucial fmportance. They argued that the
number of bullet holes in the now destroyed panels might detepmins
whether more Lhan vight shots had been fired in the pantry.
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INTER-AGENCY MEETINGS

the system of inter-agency meetings was developed to provide

A method of exchanging information and ideas among the several
concerned agencies. The agencies participating included the
Los Angeles County District Attorney's OQffice, the Federal
Bureau of Investigation, the United States Attorney Ceneral,

the Los Angeles County Sheriff's Office, and the Los Angeles

Police Department. A total of six meetings were held between

the jinception of the investigation and the end of 1968.

The first meeting was held on June 9, 1968. In attendance wers

reprasentatives from the Los Angeles Police Department, the
F.B.I., the United Stites Attorney Generals Office, the United
States Attorney's Office, the Los Angeles County District
Attorney's Office, the Los Angeles County Sheriff's Office and
the United States Secret Service. Those present were briefed
on the current status of the investigation and Deputy District
Attorney John Minor gave an account of the autopsy. The Los
Angeles Police Department assumed the responsibility for the

investigation. Future meetings would be held as the need arose.

The second meeting was held on June 26, 1968. Deputy Chief

Robert Houghton, Inspactor John Powors and Captain Hugh Brown

represented the Los Angeles Police Department. m@

represented the F.B8.1,; Matt Byrne, the United States Attorney;
Captain Georye Walsh, the Shariff's 0ffices and Lynn Compton,
John Howard and George Stoner, the District Attorney's Offica,

The main objective of the meating was to establish policy rae-
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garding the anticipated demands of the defense in a wotion

for discovery.
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were representatives from the United States Attorney General.
the Federal gureau of Investigation, the Los Angeles District
Attorney and the-Los Angeles Police Department. The bistrict
Attorney's prosecution plan and Sirhan's medical-mental evaiua-

tion were discussed. The remalinder of Uie meeling involved

discussions of gpecific investigative probleins.

The fourth meeting was held on Septomberxr 5, 1968. The cost of
furnishing the defense with coﬁig;’;;—;gsg;zgﬁ;;sulted in the
decision to refer them to the court if the requests bhecame
unreasonable, It was also decided to allow the deafense to
interview the arresting officers, but only in the presence of
a Deputy Distyict Attorney. The advisablility of intexviewing

the out of state hotel guests was discussed. The decision was

made to have the F.B.X, pursue this phase of the investigation,

The groundwork was laid to compare the ¥.B.I. reports and the

"8.U.5. reports prior to beginning the final reports.

The last scheduled inter-agency meeting was held on December 3,
1968. Deputy Chief Houghton reviewed the purpose and accowup=-
i;:gﬁents of the inter-agency meetings. He pointed out that
the Loz Angcles Police Department, as the primarily raesponsible
investigative agency, had coordinated the meetings. With the
bsginning of the trial, the primary responsibility shifted to

the District Attorney's Office and they would coordinate future
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