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) FTER the tion, two Texas

—one in Dallas, the other in Eo:unou'mvoro
approvingly of the deed and mocked the slain
ident.

?Uv:hummmnl—auhﬁn..ﬂonb_a&wrn«.oani
event or it could never have taken place.”

Al
\ ‘he Houston Telegraph said: “What sacrifices, by
fiame and sword, by insult, confiscation, exile and
th, and by all the wrongs which make oppression
itter, shall be required of us as the expiation, we
ow not. All of them we defy.”

There was no question about who had pulled the
trigger. The questions arose afterward. . .

Was there a small conspiracy or a large one that
. reached into the highest n:wnnmn. of the Administra-
tion in Washington?

Why was the assassin himseif killed when he was
surrounded by police and soldiers? To sllence him
- forever?

#Was the E:. killed by a carbine bullet—as
) laimed—or by a pistol

nw d killer
let—as z.n autopsy revealed ?

Why was the assassin’s “second man” allowed to
. get away across the vo-do-.a And why, when evi-

anur r gimt.h&.uznw
,, Ei&unguanﬁpinnoim%:n
man get out to the general public?

{ . Why did a member of the Cabinet forbid pictures
, of the slain President and order all photographic
! ce—except his own-—destroyed ?

¢<-b a cover-up ordered by a Cabinet member
allowed accomplices before and after the »uno
assassination to get away with 5:3!..

It 50, was the cover-up, made
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9:.! was the seating arrangement of those sup-
posed to be near the President changed?

Why did certain persons invited to be with the
President at the time of the assassination n:%—ou@

find they had to be elsewhere? .

Why was the President’s own choice of a body-
guard at the time of the assassination ignored for
feeble reasons? And why was the neglectful substi-

-- named and others far mofé qealified excluded

.sort with the u?-wnn:...e-d and Federal police ¢

As for the commission of nine men picked to §
the evidence and try the guilty, why were th

very police who had blundered by fatling to prot

tute bodyguard——a heavy drinker who often d
_% in houses of E.omnn::oulun-n_mq examined nor
o ded for

Was it indeed true that Vice President Johnson
and the assassin knew each other? If not, why did
the assassin pen a personal note to the Vice Presi-
dent on the very day of the assassination?

Why was the sin’s diary supp d? And
why, when it was at last 8<~23. were 18 pages
cut out?

Why was the only possible -..99 for the assassin
to take left open? Why were those responsible for
allowing the ;assassin to get away. at first not
questioned and prosecuted ?

Sﬁ was the assassin’s alleged killer—an eccen-
tric with a sex problem—made into a here _-.unown

of being punished without delay?’ 7.,

‘Why were all to be intimates of
the assassin removed from the scene? : '

What conflicts and rivalries existed between the
city and Federal police? Why was one lax, the other
vigorous, and neither willing to complain about
official negligence?

Was it a fact that a Congressional

, una-dcv. started an inquiry ..o determine if the new

Pr Ewgin—.»u—:amnon_—rua%

a need to present a Sn?e_n_:z—n eyes of

cessor? A

Why was the chief justice of the District of Co-
P u.= 28 vow.guon-—ni.ﬁnonuxm

gn nations?
Did the plot to kill B-n g gl with
ish Catholics? With the Jesu iven the Pope
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Because of the assassin's final words, why wasn't
" his mother fully questioned about the deed ?

Why were advertisements allowed that tipped oft
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testimony i y after the st

Had the first shot fired by the assassin at the
President misfired, would he have had enough time
to get off a second shot?

Why, when the assassin was reburled, did ru-
mors start that the man who was shot was not
actuslly the assassin? e Lt uhS

* another order-of*mdiness”?

the Pr and then ded their ineptity
by allowing the assassin 8 be killed before
eyes?

i

Why did this commission have its signals cal ,wn B

by a key member of the slain President’s—and 4
the new President’s—Cabinet ?

Why did the commission conduct all its eviden
procedures along military lines, including the %
to convict by two-thirds vote instead of u
mously? Indeed, why was this commission n&li
Judge and jury? 2 ye

Since the commission had Presidential authodmyy
to Investigate any persons and evidence involveti; Mol
the conspiracy, why were many documents altered i
or overlooked? :

Was the commission’s rush job the result of :
pressure to silence critics, reap a whirlwind  of
revenge for the death of a belgved President, or for

the nefarious aim of entrenching the new leadership
in Washington?
Why were books and rs of the sis

ticn and commission Inquiry manufactured and
printed almost as soon as the President was buried
—was the aim to seek profit or the truth?

Why, when the case was officially closed in ¢<-u_- :
ington, would it not stay closed?

H O put a bullet into the head of,;g President on
United States—is there (in wordsg
often declaimed) “method in 't”
is it (as Pascal wrote in his * B
times in history “men are mad 5o unavoidably |
not to be mad would constitute one a madman, of
v Dﬁh

We know not for certain to this day: though d¥bet
the above questions were raised then, or have beadll
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