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1. Centsal problems distinguished from sncillawy ones., No one
would worry about a miskake concerning mxpmaw the exact dates ef
Oswald's travels in Europe were it not Por the lsrger lssues
eagting doubt on Oswald's role,

2. Specific questions generate proposals for tesits which can be
parformed, Exauple: Question concerns the siatus and signifie-
cance of exhibit Ce399. Proposalss

a, HRefire a bullet throungh mtmdximt maltter which
similates the bodles through which this tullet is
xur supposed to have passed, Check damage to
bullet

b, Reverse simalation. I.E. Determine what kind
of firing conditions eould yield a bullét which
was damaged as 1ittle as the bullet Ce399.

¢. Additional work with bullet fragnents in the front
geat,

d. &£km Rescheck the sequence through which the btullet
was alleged to have passed in becoming evidence:
?galinaon to Wright to Johnson (Secret Service) to

I lab,

@¢ Comparative check of preeise movements mExkmidwk and
locations of bullet and gun during period following
asssssingtion, Were they ever in proximityX and at
what tines and undexr what o¢lrcumstanees?

f. Rew~examine evidence of shells and caritridge casesy

#. Evidence of shells and cartridge cases in 6th floor room.
Three shells were found, two lined up near wall, other on floor
five or six feet away. Denta on two cartridge cases near the
wall were different from tkmwexmm the one several feet away.
Questions What accounts for this difference? Might it suggest
thatm only two, and not three btullets were fired? Could the
characteristics of the rifle have produced, under different
civeumstancesa, the two different kinds of mayka? Proposal: Check
issue with ballistics pempk experts.

4. Issue of the scope and aim of the gun. Scope of the rifle

was defective under normal cireumstances, so that the aim would
be distoried upwards and to the left, This could only be corw
rected by inserting shims (sp?) and re-mounting the scope on the



gun, There were no ghims on the rifle when it was delivered {e
the FBI crime lab. The Warven Commission makes the claim that
the inaccuracy of the rifle aim actually hel Oswald, because
it corrceted for the movement of the car. (Is this probable ox
possivle? TWhat about leftward distortion? Was not the rising
of the target in the field due to car movement marginall)
Question: In order to get shinms inserted would not the ¥BI hawe
had to unscrew the whole fitting?

5. Issue of palm print on the ¥ifle  (Survey of palum-print
evidence in Accesvories After the WEEX Fact, ppe 120127} If
Opwald's print was on the rifle, that would not be toc damaging
to him, tut if it was not, it would damage Warrven Commission
credibility, Any print would not necessarily have been mmde
that day. Questions: What evidence exisis that palm print
was taken frox rifle? Whal evidence exists that paln print
may not have been taken from rifle? If a 1ift is taken can
this be determined by the subsequent condition of the rifle?
Bow different is the print left on a curved surface such as

a rifle stock from one left on a flat surface? Role of mercator
test in determining where the palm print alleged te have been
txmmmy taken from Oswald's rifle was actually teken from?

Twro pﬁteﬂti&l lires of xRt tRRrRinrEr examiﬁa‘bimg
a.,.g evidence on the rifle 28 to whether a 1if$ was performed,
b.) Mercator mwidwaeiwry evidence as to whether print wes from
Oswald hand on rifle. These are questions to pursue privately
with Joling or others. If evidence can be shown to have been
fabricated that is very important, obvicusly. (4dditiomal
issue raided by eonsideration of prints on the gun: If Cawald
wiped off pwim some prints from the gun, this would bave added
to the difficulty of getiing, in one minube and seventeen sece
onds from the sixth %o second flocor. OGun was also wedged carew
fully between boxes, How long would all of %-is have taken?)

6., lssue of Replication Tests of circumstamees of the shooting:
REESSE  (Meagher has material on (BS replication tests, Refw
grenoea to this issue on pages 294=295 of X% Sixz Seconds in Dallas.)
CBS used 11 master riflemen, Thelr conditions were closer o
the actual case than those of the Warren Commission, Only xoswd
around one in three shots hity accuracy disaprointing, Inforw
mation on this test was suppressed. Names of 11 riflemenk avall
agble. CBS is doing another special on assassinations - should
they not be pressed to reveal true resulls of this important”
test? Chandler - CBS, Robert Richter « a producer in N.Y..
Groden kmows him, not a crank, Two questionss a.) What was CBS
handling of this affair? b.) Why not offer to let people
try to hit target under similar conditions? A publie demonstzaw
tion of fallacy of Warren xspmxx theoXry.



7« Zapruder camera speed issue, As single bullet theory becomes
move didficuld to sustain shodwg given the time span during which
it is thought that shots would have had to have been fired, one
recourse for the offiecial tieory is to al?age that the aaprud&r
czners was aiem T’aua, the itime availlable to make the shots is
Pwikmitz® temporal "window" 1s expanded, Tests
odExsickegnef the same model camera were performed,
and five cameras averaged out to almost precisely the alleged
speed of the actusl Zapruder camera, These vesults, however
were digtorted te suggest a Zapruder camera slowness on the basis
of an infinitessimal difference between the Zspruder camera
speed and the average of the other five of the sane model. (Actual
range of the five others: something between 15 and 20 frames per
second, as opposed to ¥%x 18.3) Work was done on camera speed
issue by both the manufacturer and e FBI,

8. 1If open day for rifleman fails to produce any who can wimm
duplicate Oswald's alleged fme feat under simulated conditions,
this would be a dramatic refutation of current official theory,
Understandable and powerful denonsiration for the public, Result
is predicdable because of fallure of CBS and FBI to duplicate
Oswald, (Wesley Liebman says he 4id it? Tmcky bresk? Unclear
reference.) At this point, the officizls are forced to fallback
positions, in the atiempt to salvage their theory. Ome is the
"slow Zepruder camera®™ position, Another is an ¥EFIF(EREX “early
shot theory," '

%« Eorly Shot Theoxy., Important buttresses for an early shot
theory would include a.) the idea of a dewky delayed reaction,
and be) the assertion that Kennedy was hit while the Zapruder
camers view of him was blocked. {(Neurological evidence would
be important on issue of a delmyed reactmm) The earlier ’kha
mshotwkﬁchhitxemedy,the o Pomiiiie

aeaepiad entry hele in the ’oaok If he were hit earliex through
this hole, 2.) what organs would have been hif, and what chance
is there that there was a delayed reaction?, b.) where wouid the
bullet have exited or lodged in the body? On this m issue the
X=pays become important., The sharp downward angle necessitated
by an aarlier shot, mwibxkke and/or the neurological diffiemlties
about a delayed veaction in this case may account for the fact
that the officials were fowveed into the single tmllet theory,
Otherwise, it migh‘b have been asserted that Commally could have
been hit by axemssmmixaksixy another shot,

' 895345 5.0.0008 EX  Issue of repori and other evidence
of gun being fimd fmm mxth floor, (Unclear reference made to
whether Oswald was Bsing & allencer,) Three people, blacks, om
the third floor. One claims to have heard cartridge case dropping
on fleor from above? One says debris or plaster from ceiling
above fell and hit them on the head, disiodged by soumd of gun
blast above? (See referencer page 11, Accessories After the Faet,)



Behavior of people ou the £kk 5th flcor was sirange, if they had
mmmtyax evidence of a rifle firing iumediately above. Went down
to fourth floor, didn*t say anything to police until 15 rinutes
later, {(Questions Did they say that they hoard shots? Hew
York Post meportage of the Rockefeller Comnission section on the
d¥K case was sald te have alleged that the people on the fifth
floox d shote. Something to cheek. Is Rockefeller report
inaccurate?

11. Zapruder evidence on possible early shot. It does not seenm
possible thot Kennedy could have been hit from behind by a bullet
k¥t shot from the sixth floor of the depository before Zapruder
frame 100, (Seec Six Seconds in Dallas, fememxdx page 253.)

In what frames from 100 to 189 is there any visible smkweiiew?
obstruction (from Oswald viewl)? First obstruction comes at

166, {Refarence %o hole in a tree at 210, unclear.) Reference
made on page 57 of Six Seconds ic Dellas. Views of scene from
sixth floor window apparently exist in the Warren report, Could
the claim be plausibly made that Xemnedy was hit by a bullet
between frames 100 and 1667 How long a reacition time is possible?
Is this a defensible fallback position from the single bullet
theory? e Additionally: ¥WE A hit during early frames
would have had to have z wight to left trzjectory through Kemnedy's
body. Would this increase the likelihood of it*s having hit the
spinal coxd? These early shot pessibllities suggest the need
for either a.) an exit xmmid wound consistent with Yearly shot®
trzjectories or b.Y 2 bullet remaining in Kennedy's body which
would be shown on an X-ray,

12, Possibility that the Adam's Avvle wound was an enirance
wounds This possibillity should be exanined in view of the fact
that fthe front woudd is so small. (Original examiners or obw
sexrvers thought thal this was an entrance woundy thewefore it
could not have been. Reasoning cited as being similar o Gerold
Frank reascning that because Ray always said there was a conspir-
acy there could not have been,) Some evidence exists, howevery
against this hypothesis. Can tests be performed to demcastrate
how large exit hole through the neck would have been under & bagke
to~front hypothes#s? To what extent has the tracheotomy obliterated
the definitlve evidence on this gquestion?

13, Question: What ether evidence exists agalnst the ainsle hul-
let theory which will seem cogent and irvefutable to the publie at
large? Need to ¥ consider what lines of reasoning will have
meximum public Impzect, Necessity for single bullet to swerve
between hitting Kennedy avd Counaly is good for college audiences,
but others may think evidence is muddled, that bodies might have
been nudged in the car, etc. XEHFOUIPEIREHBEETIGUETL Arguments
which may be very cempelling leglcally and scientifically may nonew
theless vary in their rersuasiveness and &= clarity to the mass
public,




14. Possivilities of trajectory study based on timing of Connally
bit and bullet path through him, Originetion point of such a shot
would apparently not have been located in School Book Depositorys
ﬁerﬂapa from Hecord Building. Best indication of timing of Connally
hit: at frames 237-238 he drops his wrist, though still holding
hls bhat, Thig happened when wxidx wrist nerve was out, is the
most definitive indication of #iming of Connally hit, Other
indications from same peried: shoulder drops, cheeks puft,
hair mussed, This line of inguiry requires: a.) expert on Iwiwwaw
internal medieine (pxeaumably for bullet path through Comnally)
b.) exmpert on dkmxei®iwy rifle trajectories {for tracing to noint
of origin of shot in physieal surroundings). If this line can
demonstrate that an Oswald bullet could not have hit Connally, that
iz a potent public awgument. Best photos ito mmxmew pursue this
with are EFSaBESY CGroden's.

15. Inventory of parts of the case covered in this smeiimx
neeting: only part of the evidence of the immediaste circusme
stances of ithe shooting, Areas not considered include Oswald
and Buby and their sssociations and attempts to plant evidenece
about Opweld, -

16. Igsue of a possible shot from the frﬂrt accounting for x

5 ke the marked backward jerk of Kennedy's hesd, This issue
shau3& be checked with peopxle like Joling or Wecht, should not
be used so long as there is any ahblvaﬂenbe about it. {Two possible
1ssues eX1st: a¢) head velocities forward and backward seem cohi~

cxBxrrirteopmeney otanat with 1ititle zeccleration., Is this

conslétent wmth the pogeibility of a neuro-musculdr resction %o
a shot from behind® b, IﬂtulElV@ly, the photos suggest a movement
which is gnided by the top of the head, rather than by a reaction
{presumably neurc-museulsr) beginming with upper back muscles.
iIs there any way to guantify ike any photograﬁﬂlc differentas in
movenent which might obbein between the two diffevent waymodiy
hypotheses?)

17, Issue &s raised with respect to bullet that hit the curd,
Lead with bifs of antimony, ¥ore work advissble on this? Algos
smear of lead on inside of winshiald £lzer reference to
"alleged Becret Service men" and a witness named Roger (raig.
Additional questions for fulture study:s itravel date guestion
dBY in Purope, Buby's underworld connectionz. Oswaldds ine
telligence cennections,

18. Tiprit gquestions, Belin presunably wante to tie JFK murder
to Tipppt murder because if people belisve Oswald killed ERKKEAY Tippid
they will find it inconceivable that hedid not kill KEEnedy. ey

ridencer laund glip found t at scene n v nge idens
%}flgd.ezgawalﬁgyi ug waaosaggatcahavge ogg i%'home.

Sugzested procedure: Atiempt to determine wﬂat might have hap—
nened when Tippit was killed, what alternativenight exist to

Oswald sheoting him, (If laundry slip were traced, it wégdd re-
sult in a new leads) Tippit case is potentially the strongest



argument for the opposition in terms of public appeal. In
additiony plaunsible explanstions night exist forike this ine
cident which might be sufficiently fertuitous or ceincidental
that the public might not find them persuasive. We kmow very
1ittle about Tipplt. "Who was Tippit®" FRumors: involved in
the narcotics trade, shot two suspeects in back,

19. 4Questiont When 4id Oswald get his job at depository?
I‘B{fglaiﬂeﬁa

20, J.03ger Hoover guote about appreaching motoreade occurs
at volume five of the Warren report, page Gk 105,

2l. Earlier points: What stretcher was bullet taken from
whiich was later matched to Oswald rifle? If bulist subghie
Yutlon cccurred, the substituted bullet (C-399) may not have
heen K R T R m%gl&& t@ a plmwible axtent beeause

A T I 8 Y suffiaiently maagled bullet might have
preeseted the identification of Oswald's gun as the source, Questionk
To what extent should alternative sxplanations (to cuzrent Gee
fective official theories) be explowedd Importance of probing
yexEikd® potential oppesitien elaims and fallback vasitions,
Distinetion: The demonstration that the Warren Comnission xmw
ek was inept or dishonest or both does not in itself invali-
date its conclusions. It is necessary, beyond discrediting the
Yarren Commission, also to disoredit its conclusions. Bvidence:
Two photes of Qswald, one with apparent substitution of face
section beginning with ‘the chin. Alsso = pessible difference

on neck, and suspicious dissimilarity of chins in two piotures,
Silvia ¥eagher has slides.




