SEMITITED CCPY

. "-DATE: 29 January 1971

MEMORANDUM FOR: Bruce R. Greisen Capt. USMC/G-2 Divisien

SUBJECT : Results of Photo Comparison,
Case No...12, 558 .. ,

REFERENCE : Request from NOK of LCpl J. W. Jackson

1. Transmitted herewith are results of photo compari-
son analysis between the Christmas 1969 film of American :
Ws in North Vietnam and photographs submitted with refer=<«————" —
ence.

2. The evidence cited . in the attached report does not T .
constitute definitive proof of the status or identity of
individuals portrayed in the questioned photographs.

3. Since the Agency's part101pat1on in this progran
is classified, the fact of such participation must not be —
revealed. This report, therefore, may not bé used in an
unclassified arena, and the Agency cannot be responsible.
for any action or decision based in whole. -or in part on th
judgments expressed in the report:

4. A.l materials received from your office in connection_
with subject request are returned herewith.

FOR THE CHIEF: R

Attachnients:
(1) Christmas 1965 comparison No. pJA 44, 52, 56; USN 68, 69, 67
(2) Materials submitted with request: '
(a) Overlay

(b) 3  precapture photos
(c) Other:
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PHOTO COMPARISON ANALYSIS KESULTS: Christmas 1909 o.-
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(U) Summary of request: - (Bate received: 16 Dec. . 79

s. Pleasc compare the attached 3 pre-capture
photographs of LCpl. J. W. ,Jackson,,,,hlth tiwe

Christias 1960 {ilm obtained by .u.,,ru.,ental \’Ei _‘5
Zion, especially prints aunbercd 21A 4 s

US;&F Lt 7 52’@5‘ \.:‘j% _@__( -

b. See attached overlay -for cxact=locaticn of inape
to be compared.

() Sumnary of compariscen perforacd:

a. ‘The following frawmes werc-chosen=for comparison . .

with the photographs subnitted:

ML e 1 RN

b. techuicians working indep I»htl) of eachi ... ...

features liste

l
oLher 33131}" G Ehe lnk‘ﬂ\“xf ]1
Lelow,

—Rosults-of-aualysis+— -

a. () Guality of pre-capturc photographs subnitted:
Ader uuLCIMX1qmqmlku*for*anul) 15*0£_rccogn1:uolc
fcatures.

S

b. (U) Quality of frames- in Curistras fila:  Ade quatclﬂ,,wmwﬁ

inadeyuate for analysis. of vecegmizable features

c. () ‘the following features werce considercd similar:
(1) _Face shape oo . S
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(2) _Nose shape

(3) _Lip_development

——

(4) _Hairline
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(5) _Ear shape

(v} _Mouth musculature = . -
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d. (€) ‘Ihe following featurcs_wexe considered dis-
o Ssimilar: :

(1)
R (2)
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— ¢ (0L0) Cenclusion:

In view of tic 51.11411Ly in weneral:
_appearance_and significant nusber of
similar fea ;urcu, LCpi. Jackson_,

.

probably is xotdxkRxx the subject of tue questioned ;
phiotograpus. :
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(2) In_vicw of the significant nuuber of
differences in distimguishable features,
___probably is not
tae SLOjPLL of Ui qucwtxoncd photo-
ST 2is .

-

(3) In view of the quality of photography

and the snall hhuhCl o: distinguishable :
: fecatures vhich could be coupared, no i
| conclusicn can be reacihed. :
T f. (U} The same inapge lhaes Leen comparcd with pre- :
capture u“0105rnphw of Air Yorce, ' g

Navy,_  Caarine, _ Arwy, and

T civilian personncl.




g. Comments:

4. (0OUO) WARNING: This photo comparison analysis was
performed utilizing the best available tech-
niques;,however;ithe;qugligyfof the photo-

graphs in-question-precluded positiveTiden-- = -o- oo

tification. There may be other overriding

factors-concerning the individuall!s_case

which could confirm or invaligate the photo
comparison analysis.

Attachments:

(a) Post-capture photographs, with overlay or other exact

jidentification-of-image to be compared:

(b) Prejcapture'photographs: 3 -
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