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REAGAN RULES TO FREE BRADLEY 
BY STEPHEN JAFFE 

Governor Ronald Reagan became the first _ublic 
official to free a man legally accused with the crime 0 
unlawful conspiracy to assassinate President. John F. Ken. 
nedy, The man is free without having had a trial to de 
termine his guilt or innocence. rea : 

“On November 8, the Governor ruled to deny the State 
tof Louisiana's request to extradite Edgar Eugene Bradley, 

| of 12208 Emelita St., North Hollywood. The ruling came 
eleven months after the indictment was filed by District 
Attorney Jim Garrison of New Orleans. 

Following the issuance of the “at large warrant” on 
December 20, 1967, an extradition request containing wit- 
nesses’ affidavits was approved by the Louisiana Attorney 
General, Jack P. Gremillion and signed by Lt. Governor 
Cc. C. Aycock acting on behalf of John J. McKeithen, Gov- 
ernor of Louisiana. 

Today Bradley is free. Governor Reagan’s legal affairs 
secretary, Edwin Meese III (who handles all legal advisory 
for Reagan since the Governor’s background is theatrical 
and not legal) ruled Bradley would not be sent to New 
Orleans to stand trial “based upon insufficient showing by 
Louisiana that Bradley had been in the state between Au- 
gust 1963 and November 22, 1963,” when the alleged con- 
spiracy took place. 

However, in this apparent last round of Bradley’s 
fight to keep out of a New Orleans courtroom, confusion 
and conflicting reports abound. 

When Bradley presented affidavits at his extradition 
hearing on June 26th of this years he “¢laimed ‘that_at_the 
time of the assassination that he was in El Paso, Texas. 
This statement was widely reported. However, the Los 
Angeles Times report by Jerry Cohen, staff writer, last 
Saturday_said, “Ever since Garrison’s charge December 
20, Bradley has steadfastly maintained that he had no 
knowledge of the assassination, knew none of thé others 
implicated by Garrison and was in_his--North- Hollywood 
home on November 22, 1963 when Kennedy was assas- 
sinated in Dallas.” — 

In a filmed_interview_broadcast on KABC-TV_(Nov. 
8, 1968) on the Baxter Ward News, Bradley further con- 
fused the stability of his alibi when he said, “Well, I have 
numerous witnesses to verify that I was_in Dallas, Texas, 
arriving at_12:55, just shortly after the assassination had 
taken place . . .” At another point in the interview he 
places_himself_in El Paso. 

District Attorney Garrison had charged that Bradley 
- was in Dallas at the time of the shooting. 

Tn all fairness to Mr. Bradley these two reports were 
probably a combination of poor reporting by Mr. Cohen! 
and a slip of the tongue by Bradley himself but they serve 
to cast doubt on the validity of Governor Reagan’s ruling 
that he should not be extradited for trial. Without such 
a trial such statements cannot be thoroughly examined. 

. ‘Adversary proceeding, the basic facet of jurisprudence
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that his office had “other evidence’ that Bradley dis- 
cussed “in detail’ with others, “measures to accomplish 
the assassination.” : 

Former Deputy Sheriff Roger Craig’s sworn state- 
ment said that he positively identified Bradley as the man 
whom he had spoken to in front of the Texas School Book 
Depository just minutes after the shooting. Craig said 
that Bradley, “represented himself as a Secret Service 
man” as he mingled with Dallas police at the murder site. 
Craig submitted a statement to the Warren Commission 
of other occurrences which he encountered. But the Com- 
mission dismissed his observations because they were not 
consistent with the Commission’s view of Oswald's move- 
ments just after the shooting, Craig had served as a dep- 
uty sheriff for eight years and had received the Man of 
the Year award in 1960 for the capture of a most wanted 
criminal. The Sheriff of Dallas County, Bill Decker, later 
fired Craig. | 

The affidavit of Max Gonzales submitted by the Dis- 
trict Attorney said that he had identified Bradley as hav- 
ing conferred at a lake front airport in New Orleans, on 
different occasions between June 1 and August 31, 1963. 
On these occasions Gonzales said that he observed Bradley 
talking with David W. Ferrie, one of those named by Gar- 
rison as having participated in the conspiracy. 

Bradley’s attorney submitted a file of approximately 



‘was not the only one involved,” Bradley wrote. 

| he added that Mark Lane had “twisted” the truth about 

62 exhibits to show that Bradley was in California between 

June 1 and August 31, 1968, and also to support Bradley’s 

contention that he was in El Paso, Texas, having just com- 

pleted a bus trip from Tulsa, Oklahoma, during and after 
the time of the assassination. 

The chronology appeared to prove Bradley’s story but 
without proper cross-examination it is impossible to say 
how the exhibits would have held their credibilty. 

For example, in attempting to support Bradley’s story 
of his whereabouts between November 21 and November 

23, 1963, he offered a sworn deposition by himself that he 

had boarded a bus at 7:16 PM bound for Oklahoma City. 

He had, according to his deposition, visited a friend in 

Tulsa. He submitted a bus schedule as evidence of his trip. 

But the schedule would in no way link him to the bus trip 
and the deposition, since it is his own, is not corroborative 

evidence but merely an explanation of that which he 
alleges he did as against the charges. 

On May 3, 1963, Mark Lane wrote in the Los Angeles 

Free Press newspaper about a letter which he had inter- 

cepted from the particular friend in Tulsa, Oklahoma 
whom Bradley visited. Lane said that Bradley had ad- 

dressed communication to a young woman in the form 

of an affidavit he had prepared for her to sign. “She was 
to swear” wrote Lane, “that Bradley had been with her, 

in Tulsa, Oklahoma, on November 21 and November 22, 

1968. He thus sought to have her offer an alibi for him 
for the day of the assassination. She refused to sign the 
‘affidavit, however, stating that it was false, as she had 
not seen him on November 22. Her daily diary, 4 copy of 
which I (Lane) have been able to secure, reveals that she 
saw Bradley on November 20, 1963 and not on the 22nd.” 

Lane also told of another letter which he had secured 
from the lady which Bradley had written to her some 
time after the assassination but long before he had been 
indicted for conspiracy. 

In the letter Bradley admitted, according to Lane’s 
article, that he knew “facts about the case that the public 
will never know about.” “You can be sure that Oswald 

In a telephone interview with Charles Edwards, a free 
lance reporter from U.C.L.A,, Bradley admitted to having 
written the letter and saying “some of those things, which 
probably everyone has said at some time or another” but 

some of his allegations. 
Bradley’s evidence at his hearing continued with a 

deposition by his aunt and another bus schedule. The aunt’s 
deposition said that Bradley had telephoned her on Nov. 
21st, and told her that he was just passing through and 
wouldn't have time to visit her. Again the schedule is not 
evidence of having been on the bus and the telephone call 
might have been made from anywhere in the country. 

After that Bradley said that he traveled all night on 
the bus to El Paso, Texas where he arrived at 12:55 PM. 
There has been a controversy about this point because 
Bradley said that he noticed the flags in El Paso to be 
at half-staff and was told at the station that the President 
was dead. 

The controversy is about the time because at 12:55 
PM, Dallas time, or Central Time, the President had not 
even been pronounced dead. This took place at 1:00 PM, 
Dallas time, (see VOLUME XVII, page 3, Commission Ex- 
hibit 392 of the Hearings Before the President's Commis-| 
sion on the Assassination of President Kennedy) and the) 
announcement to the press wasn’t made until 1:36 PM, 
Dallas time. Several almanacs list El Paso as being in 
the same time zone as Dallas which would have made 






