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1S RESULTS: Christmas 1969 NO, $7/'¥'2
caser s2 67¢

1. (U) Summary of request: (Date received: 7 /2,6 70)

Ve a. Please compare the attached 9 pre-capture
\)\5_/ photographs of Tp,g#gﬁso;u:?(mc’% with the
Christmas 1969 film obtain®e y Hepresentative
Zion, especially prints numbered DIA USN Y77
USAF . T T

[——

b. See attached overlay for exact location of image
to be compared.

2. (U) Summary of comparison performed:

a. The following {frames were chosen for comparison
with the photographs submitted: £ {4537, 6£ 9%, ¢<

€566, (5¢ -

b. 2 technicians working indeper?den’tly (Sza’f each

other analyzed the identifiable features listed
below.

Results of analysis:

a. uality of pre-capture photographs submitted:
Adequate/inadequate for analysis of recognizable
€atlures.

b. (U} Qua2lity of frames in Christmas film;: @}EL@
inadequate for analysis of recognizable features.

The following, features were considered simila)

;:1) ﬁ\)\ /?cf‘ /IMQ Aﬁ‘?‘u\p'(l@t‘ku ,L'E-)r-_{'ﬂ
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'ng 1. (U) Summary of request: (Date received: 7. /2,70)

-ﬁ: PA/ a. Please compare the attached 9 pre-capture

E \%;‘___ photographs of fUepsers, Tnues with the

-~ Christmas 1969 Tilm obfaine y Hepresentative

L Zion, especially prints numbered DIA USN 977"
. USAF . T

. b. See attached overlay for exact location of image
e to be compared.

L 2. (U) Summary of comparison performed:

F: a, The following frames were chosen for comparison
with the photographs submitted: £ £57C, €599, ¢<.
e £5(06 (5%

f; J b. 52 technicians working indepegdeﬁily g} each

'% . other analyzed the idertifiable features listed

A ﬁf’ below.

: 3. Results of analysis:
‘?t; h a. vality of pre-capture photographs submitted:
> Adequate/inadequate for analysis of recognizable

e €atures.

e , b. {U) Qu=2lity of frames in Christmas film:(Adequaig
1T inadequate for analysis of recognizable features.

. The following, features were considered simila;
- W jciL 1rMLJ£Uup cune, Ails, {5
L @ Jd
(3)
(4)
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The following features were considered dis-
similar;

‘éﬁmuﬁ, ) x=== 9

(5)

(6)

(1)

(8)

(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
®

)

(2)

(3)

Conclusion:

In view of the similarity in general
appearance and significant number of

similar features,
could be the subject of the guestiored

. photographs.

In view of the significant number of
differences in distinguvishable feztures,

/9é45}15ﬁ4/ probably is not |
ihe subject of the guestioned photographs,

In view of the guality of photography
and the small number of distinguishzble
features which could be compared, no
conclusion can be reached.

The sazme image has been compzred with pre-
capture photographs of Air Force.
Navy, Marine, Army, 2nd

civilian personnel,.
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The following features were considered dis-
similar:

(2)
(3)
(4)
®

(1)

(2)

(3)

(D) g}h_ingﬂgﬁéﬂl@ -
E&ﬁzszzgzg ,5L£TZQE£CfLAT*_;,

,Zﬁﬁ,-ﬂ\ 0 At

Conclusion:

In view of the sirmilarity in general
appearance and significant number of

similar features,
could be the subject of the guestlioned

. photographs.

In view of the significant number of

differences in distinguishable feztures,
A £SO probably is not

The subject of the questioned photographs.

In view of the quality of photography
and the small number of distinguishable
features which c¢ould be compared, no
conclusion can be reached.

The same image has been compared with pre-
capture photographs of Air Force.

Navy, Marine, Army, 2znd
civilian personnel,
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Attachments:
(a) Overlay or guestioned photo
(b)Y Precapture photo ;?

WARNING: This photo comparison analysis was
performed utilizing the best available tech-
niques, however, the guality of the photo-
graphs in question precluded positive identi-
fication. There may be other overriding fac-
tors concerning the individual's case which
could confirm or invalidate the photo compari-
son analysis,




