“mz«trased uﬁf" mmged ‘to arrive. It
_.#he murder scene through a coincidental
selrcumistance, and never knew Oswald.
This is substantially the same theory
:proponnded by the Federal Bureau of
Investigation soon after the murders.

b mamncntotheotﬂcl&lverslnnot
_&hemnrdmiaaformldablenumbero!
M Sugselﬂnx M Oswald was

cwmmemher of & dnmesﬁc rrsht-wmzcm—
ﬂ'anirm or left-wing foreign plot. In the

middlemmewunﬂmmmwho"dn i

“not know"—people who would prefer to

Oswald alone was guilty, but, who
.;ﬁ?“ Y myriad

it impossible to accept the
evidence.

diaznoaed as a frontal wound was ac-
sually an exit wound. The Parkland doc-
tors, it was sald, did not turn the Presi-
dent over or the}xmuld have seen an
£ 4]

b% the FEBI, wbﬂe thagwmtm
Has constantly disclased throughout the
investigation - any evidence that tendéd
te prove Oswald gullty? What did War=

“mean by his statement that some:

in the case may never be revealed?
Matthmvmnnrthwhm




cover agent
wﬁat accounts for the fact that a former
- defector to the Soyiet Union applied for
passport to return to Russla as a tour-
and that the passport was granted -
* within 24 hours? This s perhaps one of

‘the most staggeringly contradictory ele-

.* “ments in the entire story. Oswu.ldu.tthnﬁ“‘
. time (June, 1963; a year after his return

Hothe US) was engaged in building
5 ¢ reputation as a “Marxist,” though
3simu1taneously collecting material for a
book deploring his residence in the So-

viet Union. If has been speculated that

,ghe passport was granted with such un-

al haste, not to mention the mere

E tut that he was granted a passport, be-

- eause he !;m byt.now—u not before—a.
5 ﬁvmen I agent. The Soviet Union has
 made it known that it always considered

was a U.S. agent. (Even if Oswald were

take = few sips before the officer spotted
= him, calm and casual, as though he had
bem in the lunchroom the entire time.
"6) A photograph has been widely pub-.

~ Yished (GUARDIAN, May 30) of a man

* standing outside the Depository- building

mny personis have concluded that it

“.was, in fact, Oswald, The FBI, however,
~ sald that this petson was another em-
ploye in the Depository, Billy Lovelady.
-No picture of Lovelady hn.s been made
wblto to clarify this. =

-tbe lone nssassin. ‘his double role as m

uecond-ﬂoor 2

utthemoment Kennedy was shot—a
“man so closely resembling Oswald that

-quﬂdwﬁhmupic!onandthmmm"'

still ummwered.

left the nnjldins‘ Why did they suspect -
him at that time, since it was impossible

- ina]]t,heemmdontuknow he had left
the building? (This has led one ‘com=- =

mmﬁturThnmuBuchnnminhisbook
- Who Killed Kennedy?, to the conclusion

that Oswald was “set up” to take TeSgonC
erime,)

7) The only erime Oswald was m:nnsed
- of while living was that of shooting a
policemran named Tippit less than an
‘hour after Kennedy was murdered, The

-only eyewitness to the sheoting of Tip-

_pit, however, gave a description of the
‘gunman at distinet variance with Os-
‘wald’s appearance. What evidence is
~ there that Oswald killed Tippit? Also,
the witness said the crime was commit-
ted at 1:06 p.m., at which time it is prob-
able that Oswald was about one mile
away. _
8). Oswald wasg reported to have been
naptured ln E:3 mcvll theater. Why is it

-jawt_:!e;'man 7.65 mm. Mauser and then.

_have leamed‘at th'de during a brief en- .

ot ol eou Aol
-hgimthattheseotanpeame—tha

esses to the capture of the “assassin™
‘of a President—would ecome forward to
‘tell their story? None ever has. At the

“theater, according to District Attorney
~Henry Wade, Oswald fired his pistol at

_;m arresting officer but the bullet failed

to explode; wmmmmm
Enahuﬂetwi&hthepmmaxkon_ltmhh,
poasea!m.!‘heotﬂceruldlahrmntn;
had prevented Oswald from pulling t.ln =t
trigger. Did Wade lie? (This ison!=
of many contradictions from Wade, &
former FBI agent who first Ide -
the rifle found in the Depositary as

0 'r:ém: POLICE questluned OsvaliTor
almuattwumbatmhemmwm
~has a transcript of his testimony never

been made public? Whywushenotm-

formed that he was also suspected of
shooting tne President (Oswald seems to |

rightﬁtdeutl)swstd’afacesoon after

‘his apprehension. The' cast, according

to an affidavit by an analyst at the Dal-
‘las County Crimlngl Iaboratory obtained

“ by Mark Lane, Indicated that nitrate.

traces were not evident. If Oswald had

fired a rifle, it Is assumed nitrate would

have been found.

These are but ten of innumerabie ques-
tions that the Warren commission must
answer concerning evidence. In addition,
theé commission report must go beyond

_the four Ws of journalsnmi—who, what
Mm




