Secret Service Pr

Service’s forensic services division, “is that they thought there
might be an ink-dating problem” with information in Thereza

analysis played a minor role in bringing it to light. More
important was a study of paper and ballpomt pen imprints.
Dingell’s staff suspects that entries in a 1984 notebook were

quality of data in them. Imanishi-Kari’s lawyer wrote to the

paper were assembled contemporaneously with the scientific
experiment and placed in the notebooks in a timely fashion.” The
committee asked the Secret Service to see if forcnmc evidence
agreed with this statement.

Hargett and another agent, Larry Stewart, found evidence
leading them to conclude that dates in the notebooks were
changed and that at least one page purportedly written in 1984

ty,” they say, were written in 1986 and put into the 1984 book.
conclusive evidence of misdating.
Stewart. “Through the international ink library we gct many

requests from other agencies and from outside the country.” The
library’s international role dates back to the 1920’s, when its files

Altered dates. Dates on some of the pages of Imanishi-Kari’s
notebooks were altered by overwriting in different inks.

“The reason {Reprcscnmtwc Dmgcll s staff | came to us initially,”
says John Hargett, chief document examiner of the Secret |
Imanishi-Karr’s lab notebooks. The Secret Service has a unique | i '

tion on their chemistry, smear quahtlcs, and dates of formulatxon .
As it turns out, there was a problem with dates, but the ink

altered much later—in 1986, after questions surfaced about the |

committee on 27 March that “all of the data presented in the Cell - ;
 superimposed stlcky plate. The o

| is right—"in register,” Hargc :

was actually written in 1986. Four other pages “in all probabili-
Twenty additional pages fall under suspicion but do not reveal

“We didn’t consider [Dingell’s request] all that unusu ,” says

‘ page 30 in the 1984 notebook. Curxously, the

- with another ink.” Hargett asks: “If you got the da

.  changed to “1/10/1985,” again with a different ink, :
similar color. Initially the date was overwritte
changed to 1985.

~ changed to “12/12.” Hargett: “They made the 10 into a 12, and

~ concludes that the numbers were changed to conceal the real

- Hargett thinks the best cv1 2
Bnnsh~madc machmc callcd an
The toner chngs to the charg

image is matched with other st j,
documents written on paper fro:

m A 1986 notebook of Imamshx»l(an s contam(
numbercd scqucncc from pads t th' - Secret S rvic

from pad B, whlch suggests that thcy were \

m One of the four B-pad pages in the. 198
written while directly atop another page on that
thing is that the top page is numbered 41 and th
underneath is numbered 113. .

® Page 25 in the 1986 notebook comes from

is found in alignment on page 30, indicating
torn from the pad, and put in the 1986 noteboo
was written and put in the 1984 notebook. .

m On page 96 of the 1984 notebook the date ]
changed to “1/10/1985.” “We can show with ink an;
“10/12” was produced with one ink and that the
front of the “10/12” and the “9” and the “85” :

go to all this extra effort with two different pens, w
just scratch it out and put in the right date?”
m On page 97 of the 1984 notebook the date

m On page 89 in the 1984 notcbook, the date “10/2” was
is kind of a strange-looking 2, it catches your eye.” He
dates. Imanishi-Kari denies this (see facmg page). She adnm:s,,;k

however, that she did indeed record data in the
much as 2 years after the experiments were done
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