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which was designed for such measurements. I note that Feehan
used nothing more esoteric in the measuring instrument line
than a low=-power binocular anc a hand magnifier. I wondexr
how he determined the deptu of a typewritton t'rpross‘on with
such primitive equipment? We would ecertainly have used a
very slaborate plece of onticel micrometer equipment for
gsuch: & purposed

L+ Solder on Keys

"1‘0-1n-‘:bav3, Affe Cy pe 1. loks AfLe Dy Po 1,
and sSehmitt, Alfidavit =, pe. 1, all lelitly

"the nxcess soldar was “Iod"ld ar he bnrs tmu
type"s I maintalr \, and ¢ ™o up, that
a2 substantlal number of type on #99 show 0o
evidence of evor having b 7 Pllade

Although Youngber; fiskanoon axamined my plew
tures of the type [sces, the; do not sspear to have examined
the pletures of the solder, or loest they do t mention
theme Seimitt has 100“.». at ¢ G e¢lalms they were normal
for Toodstoeks 2 Mone of the other Woodstocks we
have exemined show "uc "abnormal” soldering, but we must
admit that (due tc Woodstoek's untusinesslike methoda) we
cannot be sure that any of them represent the work produced
in 1929,

The one th says with whilch I céan
agree completely ils at p. 2), thlrd line from ond--"W%e have
no sseurencs that nis standards are reliable", It does not
appear to me from Lhe record that any Woodstock we could lay
hands on could be conaldered 2 rell e standard,

ver,

stlic only of that

M¥r, Sclmititls atatement,
thet such work was charscteri

1y

Bt
year 192%.

The statements made about the nlckel ; ~ technique
are very interestings Certainly 2 rough solde aweh
as those in #99, are normal considered very poorly prepared
for plating, anc would not t nickel plate well. We cen

readily chsok on whether or ns
nislkel pleted snd y Ao

get #99 out of tus
photographe I have
appsaranse of having

Se ZIypeface Defects.

these solder Joints were

L1 do 8o next Monday sa soon as T can
aulte S0 far as I can tell from the
ith me the solder does not presont the
n plated,

Hre Holmmon, I t Dy pe 1, paragraph 4 “believes
that the bypefaces sould T*:;L.Ln«,t mare ntmomal use", What
the devil ie "mere abnormal use"? Has ¥r. Schmitt ever seen
dolibera.,a ¥ nlto"ou type?, ¥rs Toungberg, ln Exhibit C,

4 nnravrﬂgh Yy does not "recall eny change 1n dies for
iatter s, iy Haes he eny records? #hen and now often were
dles changed? Whon, if ever, did they make a change in dies?
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May 22, 1952
REPORT of Dariel Ps Worman to Chester T, Lane

RE: Govermment's Answering Affldavlits on Fotlonfor New Trlal
in Us Se Ve EHiss

(Dictated by ire Horman to Margaret L. Durton over telephone
fron Toronto, Canada, May 22, 1952)

l. Age of Paper

I agree that the degrees of bleachlng, ligain
content, iron conmtent and the like (¥yles Lene, p. 23, and
Cedigan Affidavit Bel, ppe 5 and &) are very important in
determining the rate of yellowing and staining of papers
Put these papers, as far as we have carried the analyses,
are all very closely couperasble in thelr rosin content,
slzing and the like, Our argument 1s that papers which
are as tlosely related as the Daltimore papers appear to be
and which were confined as closely together as the Daltimore
papers were alleged to bo for muek of thelr existence, would
aigh@r (a) all show much the same markings (possibliy varying
uniformly and systematlcally 1ln degress as a function of
thelr position in the envelope) or (b) would vary erraiically,
with ndiacent sheets belng aslternately badly stained and
not stalned. We would not expect all the shests of the
Type A documents to hehave one way end all the sheets of
the Type B documents to behave in quite a different way,
unless the two groups were not stored togethere. If it the
Government's contentlion the® all the documents of each type
are of ldentical sizing, degree of bleaching, etc.? This
.1s hardly a tenable conclusion in view of the fact that we
have found more ithan one cless of manifold paper in each
group of documentss It would Le interosting possibly, and
we can check, all the ets of Baltimore Yo. 8.

2. Fo. of the nts

. We have always nsswsed, perhaps Inecorrectly, that
the Baltimore Documents were all placed flat (opened out)
in the envelope (1f they were sll in 1t)., Cadigen Aff, Bel,
pe 6, apparently believes that the documonts were stored
folded in the envelope. If you remember, the documents were
a tight £it in the envelope, opened out, and I do not believe
that they could have been Jarmed into the envelope along
/-with the microfllms if they wore folded. I agree with
Cadigen's description of the stalns and folds on Daltimore No.
8 and suggest the folliowing possible explanation: This
document was stored for some time in a folded condition in
someone's pocket or some other container in which they were
sub ject to heat, persplratién, fumes or the like, and were
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either stalned then, or the cellulose was degraded to &
degree where it was later stalned on nermal storagee

1 do not have with me the list Miss Durton made
of the differing folds in the various documents, but I
certainly remember that a very substantial number of the
papers were folded im 6, O or 10 different places. If we
follow Cadlgan's logic, we would be justlfled in arguing
that these documents/ mist have been stored in the envolo]
in suech a folded condition. It would be infernally éirficult
to stuff all thosé ficcordian pleated papers into e single
onvelope even without the nlerofilnm containers, and the
croases in the shegts would all h been pressed flab
instead of only peytially flst. gy vesambor that in
a large number of pases we found that the fibers in the
creases had nob been Lrokens

3« Dypowritor Ribbons

I foel that Cadligenl!s statoment on page I of hils
affidavit is deliberately misleadings The latest Federal
specilicatlon of which we have a record is UDD=R=311C (the
January, 1952, index of Pedersl specificatlons does not
list any labter edition of this spocifrication)s The specifi-
cation C and its prior specifications B and A, which were
the governing ones in tne 193533 perlod, read: "Seetion
D=2, Thread Count: There shall be not less than 133 warp
and 133 filling throads per incihj but tae- sua of the warp
and f£1lling threads shall be not less than 270." No other
specification is glven anywhora. I fadl to saes how this
specification can be reinterpreted in the way that Cadigan
doess Assuming for the momont that thore is a brand new
D specification which has not yet pemetrated to the provinces
(ineidentally, we are still testing makaxkakz for the General
.Services Administration ribbons according to the C speclifica- »
tion in accordance with the Soston G.S.de's 0fflce rulings)
and that Cadigan is quoted correctly (which I doubt), you
will note that the speciilcatlon whileh I quoted: verbatim
(and is a spscification which was applicable frou lovember 3,
1935 on) seys "not less than" 133 threads in elther directlion,
and that in at least one direction there mmst be more to
ussure a.total greater thun 270 Yothing in this specification
can be comstrued to imply that the thread count of & single
ribbon would vary over 1ts length or width (execept of course
the small degres that variable machine tenslon produces)s
Hormal textile operations do not yleld fabrles of varying
thread counta.

/ I do not lmow what equipment Myles Lane or his
assigtant expert used for thread counts. The testile indus-
try's practice is to use a magnifying glass with a scale
incorporated in its base, in contact with tie saaple to be
de the docugents were not always distinet,
we improved the situatlon tf taking highecontrast pictures
at carefully controlled magnifications, and then measured
the negative witi & high-powersd magnifier with built in scale,
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When did they chenge from a stmsped to a rolled type?

I have an old
meny years been strikin
face of another. Ions
markings we find on {09,

I note that Hokanson, Affidevit D, paragraph 5, says ti
tho type in stock varied from one .‘onvh to & {ew days
supply of "the more comronly uzed typs urely, &
Aaﬂcor‘. aklog chlnes would 430 al @ uqunlly. o
not, wouldntt the "t" and the ": the cormonly
ugad Uypes?

Woodstock's busingss operatlions and ecoz‘uu
appear to have been ao 1 odibly nlack that t
credence can he put on any statement m
arisl perso-mel, Can you 1 oC A te 1“
hiine wirleh can be
wectured, or at 1e
epecifically in 1929 or

ription,
th thet of 1}
¢ Steel's ad,
1nld bo assanble
t);e tipe fi4s.0u and “then the
pluted and replaced in the ze (
plated in place on tho sgaent as Lhe Lype
cemonted In plncn. Cruciblets ad
hardened, then plated then soldered.)

states

Dlc Woodstock harden Its typefaces after it was
soldersd to the bar?




