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Among the 552 witnesses who gave oral or written testimony
to the President’s Commission ot the Assassination of President
Kennedy was Nelson Delgado who éerve&_in.the U.S. Marine Corps
with lee Harvey Oswéld, alleged assassin of the President, after
ﬁswaid's return to'thg United States in 1955 from service in Japan.
Delgado was s&nrn'énd‘examdnedVhy'Wealey Je. Liebeler, an assistant
counsel on the legal staff of the Commission, on April 16, 1964,
at the U.S. Courthouse in Foley Square, %e%ywbrk City. liebeler,
a graduate cum laude of the University 6£ Chicago Law School in
1957, was, at the time he examined Delgado, a member of the New
York law firm of Carter, Ledyard & Milburn and a member of the
Order of the Coif. Although entitled, under the rules of procedure
adopted by the Commission, to coumsel of his own choesing, Delgado,
in common with almost all witnesses who gave evidence, was un-
attended by an attorney while testifying.

Delgado'’s testimony, which occupies pages 228-265 inclusive
of Volume VIII of the 26 volumes of testimony and exhibits com-
piled by the Commission, is intéfesting on & number of counts.

It has an intrinsic interest as a partial autobiographical revelation
of a youhg American of Puertc Rican descent whose life touched

for a time that of another human being destined to become one of

the principal éctors in a‘ggﬁzﬁgéég.meladrama on the stage of
Am@ricah political life. His teséimony'illuminates facetavof Cs-
wald's pereonality and provides material for an authentic recon-

struction of his life. It also serves as a touchstone for evaluation



ef thg Commission's_&eport.
Delgado was bm-n in Brooklyn, New York, in the same year

as Guwald. 1939, of parents who had cam to the United States

frém Puerto Rico three or four years previcusly. iatéi, after his

father and zother were divorced » Delgado lived at different tires |

with either pavent in California and New York. He attended Manal

leaining'Eigh School in Brooklym, but_"ﬁxap?ed‘eut after the lith

vgzaﬁéﬁ aﬁd gubsequently abtaihe& "ﬁy &iq& schocl graduation through

USAFI" (U.S. Armed Forces Ingtitute; 230-231).

| After leaving school, Délgade worked for about two and a

half months in an alivg factory in Breooklym, then enlisteé{in'thé

Marine Corps. He received basic trainins at Farris Island, Scuth

Carolina, and was then sent to Camp 1a‘2ﬁnne, Xorth Carolina, "for

intensive training.” Suhsequentiy, he "received schooling in

electronics. . . at Jacksonville Naval Air Station" in Flovida

{(231). TFollowing completion of that COUrse, ﬁeig&éc selected

"eircraft coptrol and warning” and attended school at Bilowi Air
Porce Bage in Mississipyi. On finishing the prescribed course of
study in about seven weeks, be was assighed to Marine Air Control
Squadron § in Santa Ana, California. That was "the beginning of
1958" (231).

Delgado worked in a *control room," scanning radav screens,
challenging aircraft in code to establish their identities, and
receiving and giving “avthentication” of aircraft from tables or
coCes. Because he had access, necessarily, to such "classified }

materials," Delgado was given "secret clec.onee™ (232). He worked
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at that assignment until his discharge frg:am the Marine Corps on
November 2, 1959, One year later he “jolned the Army,” became &
cook, and served in Germany until December 8, 1962. At the time
| ha testifie&, Delgado was statmnad at Dalta Battery, Lth Missile
, Battalion, ?Lst &rtlllerg. in Hazlet, New Jevsey (229).
| At Santa Ana, Delgado hecame a corporal and was in charge
of a quonset-hut barracks housing six men. ". . o in the be-? |
- gioning @f 1939" Oswald was transferrved into Del&ada s hut. They
" 1ived in adjoining rooms (232-233). |

' Delgado, who testified that he “was kind of a loner, myaelf"
and "didn't associate with too many people,” and Oswald "ggarted
talking® end ~"g§62 to know each other qui‘-‘i:'é.._ well.” They "had basic
jnterests” (232-233). They '"got along pretty well.” Delgado
' helped Oswald learn Spanish, Oswald "tried to teach" Delgadeo
pussian (24k). They went "to the shows™ when they had no duty,
belgado paying "9 times out of 1O {25}.).. Oswald “always had mocney.
You kmow, he never spent jt, He was pretty tight” (261). On one
weekend they went to Tiajuana, Mexice, together with two othey
Morines. They "hit the local spois, drinking and so on. . o and
as far as I knew Cewald had a girl" (2535. Ctherwise, "it was
odd that he wouldn't go out with girls but never once did he show
any indication ofe. . » homosexual tendencies. . o7 He "very seldom
clowned arcand. . « e diﬁni'ﬁ: ﬁrmm too mmuch. _Occasioﬁal beers.
I mever seen him drup” (265).

Delgado's observation about Gs&?a&a's essential sobriety

was supported by other Marines w’w sert,aa with Cswald in Califormnia.



Paul Edward Murphy testified, "Although Ossald drm he did not

| drink excessively® (320). And Richard Demnis Call, who "lived

in the next ensign but" and served on the same radar crew, said,
"] do not remesber his ever becoming iIntomicated” (322-323). m- :
Corporal James Anthony Be?alho "ghaved 2 room with Oswald for amm-
| imately two months prior to his diﬁchur@e." He obgerved, "Although

: M&émm&mkat times, I never observed him to be intonie -
cated” (316-317). When ex-Sergeant Daniel Patricx Povers was |
. asked, "Do you ever recall him being intoxicated?,” he responded,
"ot distinetly, no" (286). Exelieutenant John E. Donovan te.sti-;'
£ied he thought Gswald "used to go down to the emlisted men's club
to drink beer. . . From my ovn personal knovledge, 1 do not know

- that M&*ﬁak to exi {302). o
| This testimeny did not impress the Commisa
No reference to any of it is made im the Report. But Omuald's
carlier lapse in Japan when he was, by his own admission to a
court martial, "rather drunk,” accidentally, as the court martial

ion favorably.

found, spilled & drink over & sergeant and spoke provocatively

to him, is cited by the Commission as evidence of "Oswald's new

found apparent sé:w eonfidence and pughecicusness” (Report, 386).
oowald "Gidn't show any interest in sports,” Delgado testi-

fimé, e played en the sguadron touch foothall team for a short

time, He was & "medicere. . . 50-80 player" and Yjust bugged

out" (’?Iﬁ, 251.252). Oddly, Delgade made no memtion of Oswald's

devotion to chess. Richard Dennis Call testified that Cewald “spest

a great deal of time playing chess,” and that he "played chess with



o

 him about once a week™ (322). Corvoboration of Gewald's addic-
tion to chess can be found In the testimony of other Marines.
- Oswald, said Delgado, "didn't have too many close fri&s ,

- (238). Corporal Botelho wes "the same as the rest of thes fellowe:
Mot too close.” IPrivate Mrst Class Wald, who was in the same
hist with Delgado and Qewald, was "Just spesking aeqmﬁmaww-.“
i '_ Richard Call believed he was probably one of Oswald's beagt ‘friends.
(322). Delgado thought "Call vas the closest you would come to
fsvald, because he liked classical music and good books. . .* but
was only “semi-friendly" (25¢). Appavently, Delgedo was the closest
friend Oswald hed im the Marine Corps. The Commission, which ex
- post facto propoamecd owald unable “to enter into meaningful ré-
| lationships with people™ (Repert » 23), either couid not or would
not recognize the ralatimahip between Oswald and Delgado as ‘fr"iend-
ehip. 7The letter ia &emzbed in the offiecial list Qf witnesses

’*Aequemtaneej\af Oswald in Marine Corps™ (L87). |
: Oswald "liked to talk politics with. . . particularly, Call,
agd he would ai‘gue with him afsd Oswald would get to a point where
he would get utterly disgusted with the discussion and got out of
the room, Whenever it got to the point where anger was going to. k
. show, he would ctapnand walk out and leave the canversation in the
air" (VIII1, 255). 1In this connection, Liebele: asiked, "He never
got mad at anybody?”, and Delgado angwered, "Not physically mad,
no.” Liebeler went on, "Did you ever kuow him to get into a fight
with anybody at Santa Ana?" Delgade replied, "No" (255). ILater in
the interview, Liebsler asked, "Did you ever think thet he was
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.tmbalanced?" Delgado's answer is interesting. '"He never got real
 mad where he'd show ravings of any sort, you know. He controlled
himself pretty good" (265). | |

| Oswald stali:ing from a rooin. ieaving a discussion hanging in
the air, spells cmtrolieé frustration. But he also had noments |

of triumph. "Oswald used to get in heated discussions with a
ccuple of the }afficers there. . . they'd be talxing about pali-;
| tics, which cang up quite frequently during a break., . . .  Oswald
had tbeé stimped about four or f:z.va% times. They Just ran out of
words, they emlén’t come back, . . . And every time it harpened,
it made him feel twice as goed, . . . He thought himgelf cguz_te
proficient with current events and politics" {283).

And Liebeler led him on, "He used te enjoy doing this' to
the cffieers, 1 could imagine.” Delgade took the baity r "He used
to cut up anybody that was high ranking, he used to cut gp and make
~ himself come cut top dog® (265). This trait, common aman;; poli-
tically .precocim and emotionally laggerd adolescents - Cswald
was nineteen ~ sSuited the Commission's book. ﬁelgaéé‘s words
appear in the Report (p. 325), their import transmogrified into a
calculated plan to bait his officers by leading "them into dis-
cussions of foreign affairs about which they often knew less"™ than
Oswald, "since he had apparently deveted considerable time ‘to"a |
study of such matters." And "When the officers were unable td
discuss foreign affairs satisfactorily wii:h him, Oswald regarded
them as unfit to exercise command cver him." Heretiecal and sub-
versive idea! Wwhat was in Oswald's mingd? Thoughts of Cromwellian
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agitators, Lilburne Levellarc. Russian and Chinese-ﬁed,Armw ccm-‘
‘misaars? Who can say? The Commisgion did rot pursue the matter,
was not interesteé in exploring political ideas. It preferred
psychological enalysig. | |

Qawald engaged in this practice, the comm;sslon speculated,
"probably. . . in an attempt to attract atteﬁtion to himself ang to
support his exaggerated idea of his own ab&lltzes " It evinced
- his lifelang "diffieulty in relating ta other people amxi his ﬁenera1>
dissatisfaction with the world around him" (3a5), but, cubaeusly,
not of "his deep-rooted resentment of all autherlty which wvas |
expressed,™ it seems, ohly "in a hostility toward every society
in which he livea (23). o | |

Liebeler's efforts to pursue the theme of discipline yletaed
only inedlble fruit. '"Did you ever have the feelznf " he asked
Belgado, "that Cewala disliked diseipline as a general propesx-
tion, or Juat individual people that told him what to do?" Judging
by nelgad'a imperfeet command of English, he probably was incog-
nizant of Liebeler's maggem against grammar and his own mother
tongue. Vhether Delgado apprehended Lisbeler’s alternatives of |
abstract emotion and concrete feeling.tﬁe transcript does not make
clear, but it does contain Delgado's informative response, "I would
gay discipline by certain individuals, vou khow. He used to take |
crders from & fow people there without ne trouble at all, Jnst a
few people that didn't like him or he didu't like them, . ., . ir
he had respect, he would follow, ga‘aiong with you. But if he
thought you to be infericr to him or méntally - mental idiot,



, he wouldn't like anything you told him to do" (VIII, 262). ‘
| Dalgado thought Oswald miore intelligent than I am, and I
have a 117, supposedly, IQ, and he could comprehend things faster
 and was interested in things that 1 wasn't interested in: politics,
msic, .« « . 80 much like an intellectual. He didn't resd poetry. . .
but as far as books and concert music. . . he was a great fan" |
(245). "You told the FBI that Oswald enjoyed classical music. PR
asked Liebeler, to which ﬁe}.gada replied affirmatively; “mv that
he would often talk at length about the opera. . " _Liabeler went on,
and elicited the response, "Right’ (251). | |
Oswald, thwght.belgaéo, was nmostly & thini:er,'a'rgader'.

He read éuite a bit” (237). What a man reads, amd for what purpdse,_
are, it is well established, doorways into his wmind, vhi.s heart, his
.1 saul. The inquiry into Cswald's reading is illuminating. Liebeler
asked, "Did you mention to the FBI the fact that bswala had a
copy of Das Kapital?”  pelgado said he had., it is gratlfymg té
note that Das Kapitel ie so well known that neither interrogator

nor witness thought it necessary to mentlfy the author. '"Did -
oOgwald have any other books that you can remember 7,”" Liebeler

wented to knew. Delgado obliged, "He had Mein Xampf." This work,
’Delgado probably thought, had to be iﬁentifie&by author and ep_:x‘.-
thet, wiich he did as "Hitler's bible,” am added immediately in
what must have been an attempt &t reassurance, "but that was circu-
lating throughout the battery, everybody got a hold of that cne time
or another. . .” (2%).4 Specters of comumnism and fascism! Sub-

version from the left and from the right! In the U.S. Marime Corps!



From the right! While Major General Walker was indoctyie-
nating American troops in Germany w::l:h propaganda fommlated by
the John Bireh Saeie‘l:y! And two years before Rozi General Adolf E.

uninger was ap;aointgd chairmn of the Military Comn:tee of the
K/orth smerican Treaty Grganizatmn.

if Liebeler in 1964 was surprised or disturbed by what he
had been told of the apparently greater mterest five years before '
in one Marine carps battery in Hitler's ideas than in Marx's. the
transeript dees not record it. He maid nothing, asked no ques;
tione on that score. The hunt was up, not for fascist ‘,ackals, but
for a lone leftist fox. And se Licbeler explored the questiﬁrz -
hed Delgado actually seen Oswald read Des Xapital; which for some
reason not explained in the .nterragatlen, the FBI seexed to doubt.

Then occurred the following delightful excha%es«—se*ga..a-”
", « « he had this other book. I am still trying to find out what .
it is. 1It's about a arm, and how all the animals take over and make
the farmer work for them. It's really a weird book , the wayhe was
explaining it to me. . . he told me that the farmer represented téhe
imperialistic world, and the animals were the workers, smbslizix;g;
that they are the socialist people, you know, and that eventually
it will come about that the socialists will have the imperialists
working i1or them, and things lma that, like these animals, these
pigs took over and they were running the whol«e farm and the farmer
wag working for them, ¢ o' 1debeler: ™Did you tell the FBI a&bout
this?" Delgedo: *‘i’f#ﬁa.“ Liebelar- “"}’:o you want to inow the hame

of the book?' Delgado: ‘;Yea.” Ls.abeler "It is called &S
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An}mal Fam. It lS by George Oﬁvell." Delgados "...'E’:Eﬁ\nimalﬁam.. e
Did you read it?" Liebeler: "Yes; there is only one thing that Oswald
did not mention ét;)parently and that i;s that ﬁhe pigs took over the famm,
and they got to be just like the capitalists were before, they ot fight-
ing among themselves, and there was one big pig who did just the same
thing that the capltahst had done before. Didn't Oswald tell you about
that?" Delgado: ™No; just that the pigs and animals had revolded and
made the farmer work for them, "B Animal Famp, Is that a socialist -
book?" Liebeler: "No." ieljado: "That is just the way you interpret .
it; rignt?" Liebeler: "Yes ; I think so, It is actually supg.bseé_to
be quite an anti-Communist book," Delgado: ™"Is it really?" Liebéier:
es..." (254-255). | |

So ended Liebeler's inter‘est in Oswald's book mading. From Oswald's.
application for admission to Aiber: Schweitzer Cullege in Switzerland
the Commission learned tiat i listed his favorite authors and books at
that time as "Jack London, Charles Duewin, and Norman Vincent Pende,
Sciencitific books, Philosopiay eitf‘\ (X1, mxhibit 228, 622-623} iis
reading acquired direction; books like 'Das Kaﬂital and Omell' ,,’_L;QB
Farm' and 'gg' are xm.nn/o\lnud in the testimony concerning this per 1'>d "
the Commission wrote in 1565 Biography of Lee Harvey Oswald ( Report,
Appendix X111, 687). The Commission failed, however, to identify the
direction common to the writing of bo‘th Commmist Karl Marx and anti-

‘Commmist George Orwell, Appropriately, Delgado is included among the
"75 key witnesses™ whose testimony was "Selected and edited fmrn the
Warren Comnission's Hearings by the New York Times" for inclusion in
ﬁgmgs (MEGraw Hill, 1964, 1965). But only his exchanges with
‘Liebeler about Orwell's symbolic farmer and his rebellious pigs were
considered "Fit to Print." |

Religion was "the oniy thmg" Delgado kdid not discuss with
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Oswald because the lattnr "knew 1 was relmglons," while Oswald
"ﬂldn't believe in God™ and was & "devout atheist” (Vviii, 261).
Oswald was "a complete believer that our way of government was hot
quite rig!:t. e ¢ o« He didk't think our Government had too meh to |
offer” (233). Delgado end Oswald “talked about the Commmist or
Socialist way of 1dife, ... either in our hut or, you mm., in low
_Whiapermg\daing the wardroom. . . Oswald "would discuss his
_‘ 'z_uieas, but not anything against our Govermment or - nothing Socialist
nind you” (246), He “never said any sulwersive things or tried
to take any classified information that I inow of cut or see anybody
about it” (233), *™ie all called him Comrade, which is German
for friend. We 2idn't put no commmistic influence whatscever"
{(257). '5id vou thiniz»;’* querfed Liebeler, “that Oswald was an
agent of the Soviet mion or was .ée:ting as an agent for the Soviet
Union at that time?" when Delgado said Mo Liebeler dropped the
subject (245).,

The two fr ﬁ.emis “had many discussions regarding Castro"
(240), At first they were in agreamént in sppporting Castro "whole~
heartedly.” It was "one of the min things Oswald and I always hit
off so well, we were éﬂ.ong the samz lines of thought.” They dreamed
of going to Cuba after their honorable discharge from the Marine
Corps t» become officers in the servicz of the revolution, 1In
the U.S. Marine Corps "Did Oswald ever complain about the fact

R T
st }1 [AX2VN

that he hadn't been promoted?,” asked Lieheler. Delgado’s chergetis

0/

answer is inetruetive, "2%’3, hever. Never, 1 don't guess he expected
it” (250). Liebeler was fishing in the vrong stream.
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It mat have becomm apparent te Opuald that the satisfaction
of his "urge to try to find a place in history" (Report, 23) would
have to be achiaved outgide the Marime Corps., On May 2, 1957, Oswald
had been pramoted to private first class, and seven and a half
months later, while on duty in the Philippines, psasad 80 exaninge
tion for promotion to ceryawal wnmch.wa@ entered on his record on
Harch 19, 1955, A% the end of April, a court mertial found hinm
gullty of possessing a privately owned, uhregistered weapon, a

H)

«22 caliber derringer with whick he had wounded himgel accidentally.
A gecond court martlaz on Jutie 29, XGﬂra him ﬂuiity of wrongiully |
using prevamzng words to a "staff uCU" (XIX, Yolson Exhibpit Ea.ri,
660, 692; Report, 6&3&5&%5 JIn consequence of these eventsv8§§ald
was demoted to private é%xili 306), his qualification for corpural
was struc: from his reecord (XIx, 66w), and, according to ex-Marine
Acting Corporal Herry Wendell Th e éﬁ; assigned duties that
were "“primary Janitorial" (XI, &h). Oswald regained the status
of private first class on Jarnuary &, 1859 {.LA, 66C). The Gommis-
sion found that "there is nothing iu Oswald's ailitary records to
1ndlcate that he was mantallg unstable or othervise @sﬁgn@gathslly
unfit for duty in the Marine Corps," and observed that he did uot |
ad just W&l& to ceﬂditio&g wvhich he found in that service. it
explained this by his failure to *rise above the rank of private
firet class even though he had passed a qualifying examinatian for
“the rank of corporal® (feport, 3u5). |

4As officers of Gastro, Delgado and Oswald would "lead an

expedition to some of these other islends and free them too. . *
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They "would do away with Trujillo and things Like that, but never

got no farther than the speaking stage" (Vili, 240-241). "But
han" Deigado changed his pols.tic&l stance. Cagtro's 'Tussian

purge” (240) of Batﬁiam eountertevolutionar ies t'epelleﬁ him,

He was impressed, he said, "t\fh&;n&videma vas being shown that

Gastro was reverting to a Juvmmist wa ay of government, you lnow,

and secret state, sewret police state, . . {(258). -

Lieba¢£1 agked Belgaao "pid you talu to Oswald about téis
change in Castro's attitude and his approach?”’ And Delgado res-
pordad, “Rirht. Ha said ﬁhét was all due to mal - bad nessgapar
reporting, that we were disterting the true facts., . .° {243).
Cevald attributed the distortion o “the ﬁ&ct that we had lost so
much and were about to lose so ouch money in Cuba. . . bow that wx:
man" (Batiista) "was cut” (241).

Cewald's "ideas about Casire mept on persisiﬁing in the same
way &s at the begimning” (255), He started actually making plens."”
He asked Delgedo "questions like 'how can & person in his cate-
oYy, an English person, get with @ Cubsne. .. . be part of %hat
revolution movement?'" {241). Deigaco, who had "started couling
off" (2557, "started getting scared” (243), and was “'shying eway
fyom himy, o+ . o tal& him, o begin with, you have got to be trusted.

so the ses way to be trusted is to know their language. . o

X

wher eupon &swﬂla Pstavted applying hinseif to Spanish. e « Douzht
himself a dictionery, & Spanish-smerican dictionary” (241) and
"was contimicusly trying to learm something' (247). Although

Oswald "didn’t acquire too much"‘ﬁluéncy, he learned fo "speak &
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common Spanish like 'How are you? I am ﬁain‘:, fine,'" and wag
able to talk to Delgado I the latt:er 8 native tongue (241), More
than once the two friends "were :re;wmandeﬁ for speaking Spenish, . .,
in front £ officers™ (246), |

In respma to Oswald's repeated raquests f;ar information

- on "how he eohld go about helping tha Castro government o' Delgado

a&vised hin "o get in touch with a Cuben Embassy." At that time,

- @8 Delgado pointed out to Licbeler, the inited State and Cuba
‘were on friendly t:erms. © = o After & while," Oswald told Delgado
"he wag m contact mth them " Liebeler pinned it down, 'wz.t‘x the
Cuban mmsy?” Eelgagits confirmed it (251), Because Delgado had

"made it a policy. . . to pick up the mail for our hut and. dm- '
tribute it to the guys in there," he inew that “Oswala very seld
received mail from home" (252). ¥e also kmew that Oswvald was in
receipt of o official-locking envelopes from Los ﬁﬁbeles, wkere, |
Cswald told him, there was a Cuban congulate {251y, Oewald "offered
to show it to me, but I wasn't much interested. , . v (248). Aldo
Yevery so often, after he started to get in contact with i:hese
Cuban pecple, he started getting ?11:1: e pamphlets and hewspapers!
(262). nalgaéo “took it for graataé"they came from the Cuban
consulate. _

Although Qswald seamed to ﬁelga&:: to pursue his Preparations
for a revolutionary career in Cuba with frightening persistence
and determination, Oswald apparently also maintained !ns earlier
mterest in the Soviet world, =, » « he alvays got a Russian

Peper. . . . He was ge’tting’thaﬁ" way before he even started cor=
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respotxiin,_,," with the Cuban mbasay or consulate (2142-2&3). Gtha*
Harmes were aware that Gswald received a Russian newspaper. Ii:_

 was belie‘ved that he used the newspaper in comnection with his study

of the Russian language in which he took a qualification test in
Pebruary 1959 and was rated "'poor' in all parts of the test"™ (Ra-

- port, 6&5).

Mystery swrounds this newspaper. o one scems to have Knoen

~ite name. GCorporal Botelho thought it was published in San Francisco

(315)., Acting Corporal Thornley "knew" Cewald was mbséri%:ing

to Pravda or & Russian newspaper of scme kind Erom Aioscw {.n.;,

87). Pirst Lieutenant John E. Donovah "never sav the newspaper"
and could not rec»an whether it was printed in Russian. He ques-
tioned Oswald about it after '*th:a men always told me that ke sube
scribed to a Russian mewspaper,” and concluded that Oswald "did nét
apparently take this stuff as gospel" (ViiI, 2&?‘2).» ‘Delgado ashed

&

Oswald "if it was, you know, a Commie

paper - they let you get away
with this in the Marine Corps in & site like this - and he said,
'No, it's not Commmist; it's a White Russisn'" (242). Delgado,

it seems, was not reassured, for on one occasion “on the way from

the guard sheck™ he told Lieutenant Depadroc that Cswald was receiving

Russian newepepers. If Delgado was worried, Depadro, uniike Donovan,
was not{ hec’just brushed it off, He didn't seem to care™ (260).

mor did Liebeler., He wanted to know, in this connection,
only whether Oswald received his newapaper "prior 3*r:t: the time he
contacted the Cuban consulate™ (242); whether "the Kussisn nevse

papet. « « ceme from the Cuban consulate" (243); and /&/Belgado



had told the 7BI Previously that Oswald wag in receipt of "hussian
languege newspapers" (26G). ﬂo.aiuciﬁatim iz made in the Com-
mission's Keport which mekes only one passing reference to it,
"Donovan believed that Oswald mbmibed to the Russian newspaper -
which Donovan thought was a Gﬁmist newspaper - not only in order

o read Russian but also because he tham;ht it presentes o vary
different and perhaps equally just side of the international
affairs in comperison with the United states newspapers' {&.egort,
656),

Why the mystery? 1If the recollections of the Marines were
insufficient to establish the neme and political identify of the
- baéper, were there not other sources of information availablae to
the Commission? 1s it unreasonzble to assume that Cewald's proe
nounced and disturbing evowed interest in a Russian newspaper, Lnown
to enlisted men and officers, had slso come to the attention of
military intelligence or counter intalligence? Perhaps the answes
reposes in thelr files. Did the Cormmission seek it there? Repores
by the FBI and Secret Service "were reviewed and analyzed by the
Gomaission. Additional investigative requests, where appropri-
ate, were handied by the Internal Revenuc Service, Department of
State, and the military intelligence agencies" (Report, Foreword,
- xii). 1If such o request was addressed to military intelligence,
what result did it produce? and if none, why not?

What is the importance af this newspaper? If its political
identity were Lnown, light might be shed on Oswald's political
crientation at the time he resd it, snd, thersfore, on the further
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nystery attending his plans to enigrate to the Soviet Union while
ostensibly ;ﬁwc?aring to enlise in the service of the Cubai: revo-
lution. Almosgt nothing is knowm about these plans. News that he
had gone to t%ie_Sﬂv'iet Un:t‘.on came ag a surpti.sa to the Marines wiho
had known hin. When Liebeler asieg Belgado, "Did Gsvald say any. |
thing to ryou while you were in the Marines together about going tao
Russia?," the latter replied, "No." Liebeler emphasized, "ie
méz' dIA?M  pAcadipn !Belgaéo answered, "Non -(25?). later in the
interview. Liebeler returnied to the point, "YWere You surprised :-;x'hen}
Jou learned that Cswald hag gone to the Soviet Union?* 'hen Delgado
- affirmed, "'vegt 1 was," Lisbeler persisted, "You had pe reason to
believe - " Delgado ﬁr@%;e in, "o, Liebeley continued, "’Ev‘feg:
your association with hinm that he wag Intending to de any such -
thing? Onee again Delgado responded, "No.” Lisbelor was not
satisfied, "While he wag in the Marine Corps; is that correer7
and "Me never spole to you aé indieatad o you in any way that he
planned_és &0 to Runsiapn Delgado's responses to hoth questions
vere in the hegative €263), Botelho testified, "I was quite sur-
brised vhen I learnes thet Oswald hag gone to Russis" (215); ana
Donovan, “'It caze as a complete surprise to me that he had turneg
u;ﬁ in Hoseow. ., o Evidently that wvas a rather weil kept secret,
that he intended to depart sc suddenly, , v 2843,

The mystery iz compoundea by another plan nurtured by Cawald,
to attend schosl abroad following his discharge from the Marine
Corps. Delgado told Liebeler, ", , . once he got out of the service

he was goinz %o Switzerland, he wag going to school, and this school



in Switzerland was supposed to teach him in 2 years - in 6 months
what it had taken him to igarn in paychology cver‘ here in 2 years,
something like that;" and he added when liebeler asked him, 'Did he
tell you the name of the school", No, but he applied for it vhile
"in the service. . .” (253). Call recalled, "Cn ome occasion,
Oewald remoriked to me that he had been awarded a scholarship to
Alberd Schweitger University and that he planned to attend. . .7
(323). On Merch 19, 1939, while apparently preparing for revoluw
ticnary activity in Cuba and aimost nine oonths before the scheduled
‘expiration of his militery service, Oswald applied to Albert
Schueitzer College, Charwalden, Grémhammi&, Switzerland, for ade-

-

mission to the "third spring course" to begin a year later in

iy

April, 1560. ‘"Schweitzer is a amall school which specializes In

|

courses in religion, ethics, science, and literature”™ (Report,

628). A. Dotelho and R. Calove, ancther Marine, were listed as

Nt
)

ref&encas on Oswald's application (¥VI, Sxhibit 228, 823-628
Hot Delgadol 1In June, Oswald sent off the reglstration fes of
525.@\(5313.‘» The cbli&g& never heard from him again. |

How explain Ocwald’s preparation to serve the Cubsn revolu-
tion, application for a&mi&sion to a college in Switzerland, and
his departure, nine days after recelving 2 dependency discharge
from the Marine Corps, for Burope, his ultimate destination the |
Soviet Union (Repert, 638-68%9)7 What motivated him? Intellectual
curiosity, politieal conviction, cool perscnmal calculation, adoles-
cent vagm?y, neurotic instability, a combination of these factovs,

anothor cause entirely? Unless Cawald's motive for emigrating to




‘the' Soviet Union can be aamblwhed the reconstruction of his
persmlity. his biography, cantiot be completed aceurately. Only
seamhing investigation can pmvide the basis for a solution of
the problem. However, the transcript of the testimony of the
Marines who served with Oswald containg nothing evineing interecst
by the Gmmsmn in the problem. um:- iz anything ¢ that ef:.ect
to be found in the Report. |

Instead, the Comission Found that Cewald's "desire to go”
't.o the Sovietr Union was "guite strong ;ﬁfﬁ&t his "lefection resulted
in part from his "cormitment to barxism,” but "had a mora poirer ful
personal and psychological basis’; implied nevertheless that it
could not decide what his “reasone for o going to the Soviet Imicn
mlght have been'; and canecluded, YAt the age of 1S, Oswald thus
committed an act whmh wasg the wost striking indication he hao yet
given of his willingness to @ct on his beliefs in quite extraordi-
nary ways" (Report, 35@-3%9). Cswald's return to the United States,
incidentaily, is cited, not as evidence of his capacity for acting
on his beliefs, but asg testmeny "to the utter failure of what
had been the wmost important act of his iife" (385).

iost of Delgado's testinony relates to aspects and fectors
of Gswald's personality and character and bears indirectly on the
probler of motivation for the assasgsination. But e Item of his
testimony, iznoved by the Commission, has an impotrtant and more
direct bearing on mlé's guilt or innocence. Deligalo testified
in sume cetail about Oswald's marimanship, a matiter of obvious

importance for the Comzission’s ecase against him. If Qewald hod
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the szcill attribm:ad to him by t:he Commisgion, it would pmve, not
that he was, but that, other evzdenea apeart, he could .mwe been, thev
sole asgesein, and would constitute a link m the chaiﬁ of circume

| atantial evidence iwg«d by the mvaatmgai::we agencies and the

-cmwsian againet him. an the other hanez if Oswald's sa:.n c&m
|  be shown to be unequal to the so‘!n:ary tagi the {am&ﬁ&m con=

- cluded he set himself, the chain would be brok ,.cremm& str%
srounds far mveangatmg the pass&b@ma 8 lone mr smn mme
‘ pzafmien‘k than %wkz shot Xennedys;, Cawald was one of two or wmore
mip&rs who t:auggizt khe President in an enfilade’, v&fmk had’ mg a-
minoy role, or tone at all, in the conapirecy which g)}‘.et"ca,d tik. :
— .
The Comaission racsg,nmed the i importance of this pru.: lemt,

An entive section of the xi&?ﬁrt is tzuu&*i:m to Oswald's RifTle Cnpa- ‘
b:.llty (Chap. 3‘9" 189-196). "Pour mariksmanship experts testis ified
before the Commigaion. %30&: BEugene D. Anderson, assistant head

cf tha Marksmanship Brapnch of the U.4. Marine Corps, teatified ths*:: .
the shots which struck the ?z'eament in the necik and the head were
*not. . . particularly difficelt' . .. , M. Sgt. Jemes A. Zaha,
aoncomnissioned officer in charge of the Marksmenship "‘ram.mw
Unit in the Weapons Training Battalion of the Harine Corns School
at Quantico, Virginia, "Referring to & rifle with & four-paver
telescope. . . Baid: ', . « this is the ideal tyre of weapon Tor
moving tergets' . . . . Characterizing the four-pover scope as

R 'real aid, an extreme aid’ in rapid fire shooting, Sergeant Zahm

expressec the opinion that the shot which struci President ermedy
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in the neck at 176.9 to 150.8 feet was ‘very eaéy'-ami the shot
which struck the President in the head et a distance of 265.3 feet
_‘ wes an ‘eagy shot' . . . » Robert A, Fra:aiaé. FBI expert in fire-
arms and training, said: ‘'From my own experience in ‘shooting ovéz? B
 the years, when you shoot at 175 feet or 260 feet. . . with a |
»teleséc@ie eight.. yeou should not have any difficulty in hitting
 your #wgei:. 1 meant it mquiras no training at all to shoot a
weapon with a telescopic sight omce you kmow that you must put the
craashaixé on the target and that is all that is necessary.’ Ronald
Sicmons, Chief of the U.S. Army Infantry Weapons Tvaluation Branch
of the paliistics Research Laboratory, sa:.éz “ell, in order to
achiave'threahita. it would not be required that & man be an A
exceptional shot. A proficient man with this weapom, yes'" (1&9-
191). | .
n, . . exacting tests" were "conducted for the Commission”
(643) by Fresier and Simmons with the 6.5 Mamnlicher-Careano rifle
. found in the northwest corner of the 6th floor of the Texas Schoél
Book Depository Building on November 22, 1963. ‘I‘heu testimony
| provides the context from which the Commission abstracted the -
fre—— cpinims quoted :m its report. At three points in his testimny,/

Guglen 1

lintka( 4, Frazier affirmed the aim of the tests conducted by him, in which

he also yarticipatad ag 2 mavikeman: "A series of three tests were
mede. . . we fired accuracy and speed tests. . " (VIII, 402);
"And this series of shots we fired to determine .acmzalvly the speed
at which the rifie eould be fired. . . and also to determine the

accuracy of the weapon. . ." (403); "The tests we ran were for the
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purpose of determining whether we could fire this gun accurately

in & limited amount of time, and epecifically to determine whether
it could be fired accurately in 6 seconds.” Frazier "assumed the
6 oecouda empzrically" becaase he had "no independent kncwledge -
of the time interval or the accuracy “of the shootzng in the assés-
sination™ (410).

‘ Accuracy and speed, it would seem, were cozreiativerécnsidér-
ations in the Frazier tests. Put not for the Commission, which - |
reported, "Three FBI firearms experts tested the rifle in order
to determine the speed with which it could be fired. The purpose
of this experiment wac not to test the rifle under conditions w%ich n
prevailed at the time of the assassination but to determxne the

Cozdud Hgavea wetho whucl, dheee scfo rovld be plios,d)
maximum speed at which it could be fxredy (Report, 194). wWhy?
What purpose was to be served by estabilsh¢pg the absoiute‘sgeeé
with which the rifle ceﬁbﬁ be fired aparf from consideration of
the accuracy of such firing? The Commission does not sawv: the
Report is silent. The assassin, to be sure, was vitally concerned.
Perhaps the test was held in oréér to develop data with which to
rebut the contentions made by various experts in the United States
and abroad that to fire a 6.5 Mannlzcher-carcane with the rapidzty
attributed to Oswald is an 1mpossibilxty.

‘Frazier proved that it can be done, but had to overcome a
number of difficulties. 1In the first test, conducted indoors,
“in the FBI range here in Washington" (III, 410), on November 27,
1963 (404), Agents Charles ¥Killior, Cortland Cunningham and Robert

Frazier, who were not ”overly famzliar with this particular fxre-
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arm,” each firéd three shots (403) at a single stationary target,
a black ﬁaper'éilhouette of a'mah, at a distance of 15 yards. |
"¢ o o there was not an opportunity to test” at "long range” (402).
| They "shot with a rest. . . on aach occasion with one arm restlng
 on a bench or & table." They “were sitting, actually szttzng or
kheeling in order to bring the arm down to the rest” (410). |

| | Why three shots per roun&?. Why not two or four or another

| number? Neither the transcript of the.testimony nor the Report
states any reason. Was the nnmbtr fixed at three because three
cartrldge cases or shells were found near the wsrdew in the scuth-
east cormer of the sixth floor of the Texas School Beok Depository
in Dallas from which, the Comission concluded, the fatal shots

bc ¢ 8¢
were fired? And. fhgéé'$hcts fired in 6 seconds would lend suapsrt

e Gl e

to the idea that a/si?gle gunman had xxlled-tﬁi Pre31dent“anu wounded
Gowzrzzz*»z*S\”\~iL-33f—~'1

The speed-accuracy carrelatlon of the first Frazier test was
not very good. Killion came closest to the "iiming peint” but was
the slowest. His‘Score was three "interlocking™ hits in an area
"about the size of a dime,"” but 2-1/2 inches high ané 1 inch to the
right; his time was 9 seconds. Cunningham was not as accurate but
was faster. He scored three interlocking hits "within an eighth
of an inch of each other,” 4 inches high and 1 inch to the right of
the aiming point (4OL); his time was S seconds (&20‘)\; the Report
gives it as 7 seconds;ggﬁh). Frazier's accuracy was worst but his :

time was best. All three of his shots landed within a 3/4-inch

circle,only two interloc&iﬁgilékiﬁchés;high and 1 inch to the
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. right; but his time was 5.9 uconds Lo4).
The second test wu performé by Frazier also on the same

| day in the game range. He fired “two series of three shots at 25
yardo" at a statiomary mdboard ‘target (404), not & silhouette
(XVII, Exhibit 550, 246). In this test, he was concerned "to da=
. termine hw fast the weapon cmld be fired prmarily. with secon-
. _&ry purpese accuracy.” He "did not attempt to mintam in that
test an accurate rate of fire® {m, 404) . Again, as his speed
» increase&, his accuracy suffered. The first series of tha'&a shots

'V“lanéed within & 2 inch cirele. . « &4 te 5 inches hzgh and from
-1 tc 2 inches to the right of t;ze aiming pcim:;" Frazier's time wag
4.8 seconds. Maximum aprea& of the three shots in the second |
séries wes 5 inches, worst of all; ome bullet struck one iach high,
the cther twe about & or 5 inches above the aiming poiat. Frazier's
time for this series was best of all he shot, 4.6 seconds (0.
- Me » » 4.6 is firing this weapon as fast as the bolt can be oper-
ated, I think ." Frazier testified (407). The Commission accepted
Prasier's opinion and stated it as a fact, "Tests of the assassin’s
rifle disclosed that at least 2.3 seconds were required between shots™
 (Report, 97). | | |
- Vas Frazier's time of 4.6 the absolutely ureducible minimum?
wt;ea. asked, "Do you think you could shorten your time with further
practice with the weapon?." he responded, "Oh, yes” (407). Per-
| ‘haps further tests by Frazier or by even better marksmen might
 have improved the time below 4.6 seconds. - But to what purpose?
4.6 seconds for three shots comport well with the probable time
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span of U.5 to 5.6 seconds (Report, 117) for the hits that killed
Kennedy and wounded Gonhally.,dgfived by thevcammisaion'fram'a
study of motion.pictura films of the assasaination taken by three
amateur photographers (&ep¢r§1\97). , | |

 FPrazier tested the rifle at "long range" at the Quantieco,
Virginia, FBI ranges on March 16, I?Gh.(III 405), 110 days after
the "short range” tests and fifteen days before he testifi ed before
the Commigsion, Por this test Frazier pwacticeé.with the rifle,
firing "possibly 20 rounds, 15 to 20 rounds, and in addition”
‘operating "the bolt repeatedly.” He agreed "very definitely”™ that
*oractice with this}weapoa" would "materially shorten the time in
which three shots could be accurately fired™ (407).

Frazier fired four groups of three ghote each 3t_sta§i0naryA‘
targets 100 yards distant (404; XVII, Mihﬁ_:s 551-2-3-&{"%&7‘.24&).
His third essay weas his best, three shots within a 3-inch circie,
2-1/2 inches high énﬁ 2 inches to the right of the aiming‘point,
fired in 5.6 seconde, one second more then his best time but with
better accuracy than at 25 yards. His longest time at 100 yards
was 6.5 seconds for three shots which landed in & 3-1/2-inch cir?lé,
5 inches high and 5 inchea to the right of the aiming point <aaé>.
Asked how he thought his "time would have been affected by use of a B
moving target:yﬁrazier said, "It would have slowed down the sghoote :
inge + « « Approximately 1 second™ (407). Applying this consider-vj
ation to ?razzgr'a best times, which the Commission dia not do in
its Rerort, gives appxaximately 5.6 seconds at 28 yards and 6.6
seconds at 100 yards, with'perha§s~greater_accuraey than at the
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»’f’ast‘er times. And thege figures, in turn, do not accord: with th»a
_tim of 4.8 to 5.6 seconds c&kmhted by the cbmisﬁim ag the time
_am of the effective shots ﬁmﬁ oh November 22, 1963. The rifla
 "™sa very accurate wespon," Frasier said. *"The targets we fiwﬂ ‘

. show that* (&11), but "you would have to be very familiay with the
weapon to fire it rapidly, . . . and hit thisg target at those rangea”.
(413). B R -

The telescopic sight on the rifle gave h.aa trouble.
“"e o s i8 & £ wpover telescopic sight ezaplnying erosehairs in
it as a sighting davice, in the interior of the scope. . . . It
18 . . . very inexpensive, . .¢ (395«-396}. Prazier "found in this
tel@seﬁpm sight, . . that this ving was shifting in the. talescepie
tube so th&t the gun ecould not be sighted-in me:ei.y by changing |
the screws. It Wag necessary to adjust it, and then fire severa}.
- shots to stabﬁize the erosshair ring by causing this spring to
bress tightly against the screws, to the point that we decided
it would not be feasible to completely sight the weapon insofar as
windage goes, and in addition found that the elevatian screw cwm |
not be adjusted mxff:‘.ciently toc bring the point of :zmpact on the’
targ&ts down to the sighting poinh And, therefore, we left the
rifle &3 sooh as it decame stabilized and fired all of our shots R
with the point of impact actually high and to the right.” He
did not know when "this éafect wasg introduced into the scope"” and :
“As far as to be unable to adjust the BCope. . . I den't know
actually what the cause ig" (L06). ' }

When Frazier tested the rifle "'iéﬁ"'l_ﬁg_smrds, slmost three




months .atter‘ the "short range" te‘:ts, ke "attemptéd to gight-in '
this rifle at Quantico” and fEound tbat the elevetion adjustment :ln
~ the telescopic sight was not sufficient to bring the point of
" impact to the aiming point. In attempting to adjust and sight-in
the tiﬂ_a. every time we changed the adjusting screws to mova the
crosahairs in the telescopic sight in one direction it also affeéte&
ﬂ‘e movement of the impact or the point of impact in the cther_r. -
dirvection. + « » And when_we had sighted-in the rifle approxi-
mately, we fired several éhota and found that the shots were not
211 landing inthe same plece, but were gradually moving away from
the point of impact. . ." (40S). | R
m_tnlmwie sight, hméer s had the virtue of its defects.
Nominally, f‘:{f you were ghooting at a moving target fromse . . . B
. relatively high elevation, moving sway from you, it would be m&ces-
~ sary for you to shoot over that objeet m order for the bullet
to strike your intended target, because the obdject during the
flight of the bullet would move a certaim ddistance.™ (41l). ‘Based
on the "aamtim” that "the assassin fired his shots from the. o o
easternmost window on the south face of the sixth fleor of the
School Book Depogitory. . « that the length of the trajectory of
‘the first shot was 175 feet and. . . of the third shot. . . 265
‘fe'a_t. . . that the elapsed time between the. . . first and third
ghots was 5-1/2 seconds,” Frazier was asked, "approximately what.
lead would the asesassin have had to givé his target to compensaté |
for its movement end here. . . disregerd emy possible defect in
the scope® (407-408). He replied, "approaximately twe feet," which,
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" he explained, would make it "necessary to hold the crosshairs an
estimated. . . 6 inches over the intended target” (40S-409). This
“would not be diffieult at all with a {:eleaeesﬁié é:ight, because -
your twge%: is enlarged four times, and you can cstimate very
B quiauy in a telescopic sight, inches or feet or lesd of any dew :
- sired amoumt™ (409).
., Reninded that he had been "able to calculate the precise
»'mmmt of lead, . . because you have been given fig‘ures."' and agked,
"If you had been in the assassin's position and were attempting - |
to give a correct lead, what lead do you think you wonld have cotie
mated., + . ," Frazier responded, Y. . . & very small amount, .in . |
the neighborhoad of a 3 inch lead" (409). He did not explain, mor
vas he aahed, why he would make that *’mmta'e in assumption.”
'.t‘he consequence, had he "aimed at the center of the President's
l‘wad," and Paliminating other errors,” had "hit accurately,” would
ha'ée been 4"8‘3!’1&% Meibly at the base of the skull.” And if he
*had given no lead et all and aimed at that target and aimed accu-
rately,” the bullet would have "hit the base of the neck" (439).
| Remarkable point of impact! ILower than the alming point with a
_ mving; target; higher with a statiomary target! Wothing in the

- Ylow :lmpact point for the ﬂmissian* it iz not quoted in the Report.
| Having established the nmominal need for 6 imhas of elava-
ti:m.and declared that had he attempted to give a correct lead it
wmm have bean, aistakenly, about 3 inches, Frazier finmally decided,
‘m:lrable dicmﬁ "At that range, at that dismuce, 175 to 265 feet,
with this rifla and thet telescopic sight, I would not have allowed
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anﬁr lead - I would not ﬁaﬁ made any corréction for lead merely to hit
"a targei: of that size'" (409-410). The reason? The‘ fact that oﬁ the
L‘/Iannlicher-CarcaﬁA's scope, "the; érosshairs are set high“muld acfually
compensate for any lead which had to be-taken. So that if you aimed
‘With this weapon as it actually was received at the laboratory, it would
be necessary to take no lead whatsoever in order to hit the intended
object, The scope would accomplish the lead for.y(éwlz\\:(ﬂl). |

Frazier was Vinterrogated for the third t:une, on June 4, 1964, three -
weeks -after_ his second appearance before the Commission on May 13th. In -
the course of exploring probleins relating to Governor Connai'ly's position '
~ in the Presidential limousine and the wounds he sustained, Frazier was |

asked in June, "... based on the angles, distances, and speeds of the car

and bullet in this Situation, what lead would a mérksman have to give to
‘strike the moving target, allowing for all of those factors?". He'replied;
"The lead would be approximately thé same for all of these positions repre-
~ sented by ... Commission Exhibit No. 888 ... all the way up'to .e. Exhibit
ees No, 902 .,. a lead of 6 inches above the point of impact would be su:E-.‘
ficient to account for the movement of the car during -the flight of the
bullet ... the lead would be constant between 5.9 inches above the point of
impact fo 6.3 inches above the point of impact'" (170-171). No ijeference_
was made in June to Frazier's téstimony about leads iﬁ March. I\Iﬁat lead
a(ii% daltil? gggwagg&n S.a 911% 6.8 f’}x injé%‘s??’ 'ﬁmé'n Sgrgr?is@&eggcided no lead .had
been necessary; I’Ej authority? Frazier's testimony (Répoxit , 194)!

"I might also say' of the rifle, Frazier added in March, "thai:‘ it
also éhot sl-ightiy to the right, which would tend to cause you to miss
* your target slightly to the right" (III,411). To the right! Ominous
‘deviation! "It should be noted ... that the President’'s Car was curving
slightly to the right when the third shot was fired" (Report, 194). Was
the Commission's lone assassin a clairvoyant genius tho chose jt).ét that

rifle with a defective scope precisely maladjusted to match the forward-
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downnaxd and rwht-c'lrvmg moverent of the T;razsidéziti;al 11:&70&351:1@ a- -
remarkably adept and accurate sniper, an indif ferent. nakksman wiose
hand and eye were directed by ‘kindle_:;;, rerorseless, malignant fate?

pecause of the_ouzissior_l of tests with a moving tarpet, the dis-
cussion of lead was necessarily academic, Mowveover, it contained a fatel
flaw, Frazier's opinion that no lead was necessary 1n shooting at K:enhedy' '
had to be brsed mn the unremarked, eratuitous assumption that tile scope
adjustment wmade by hin at the tises of the tests was identical .a-rith, or
very close to, the scope adjustrent made by the assassin., Was it?

Yhen Frazier recelved the rifle for testing, the teiescopic meunt
"as loose., And a;;v;_aamntly the scose had even been taken ofI of -the
rifle in searchinry for Ffinrerprings on tiwe rifle,” le observed "...
 that actuzlly the way it was i%hw -in then wo ot it does nwt neces-
sarily mean it was sishted-in Thnt way when it was abandoned? (411).
And obvicusly, the adjusitrent made oy Prazier in the November 27, 1963,
tésts and the adjustments made in the March 16,1964, tescs, were not
necessarily, and probably were not identical, witn the adjustment when the
rifle and the scope were used priar to the tests. It is now impossible,
therefore, to kuow or even juess how the rifle was sighted-in on November
22, 1963, and what the sniper had to do, or not to do, in order to fire
the fifle accurately, Nevertheless, the Commission concluded that Frazier
 testified "the defect was one which would have assissed the assassin aim-
ing at a target Q‘hich was moving away' (Report, 134},

Aguain, assuming that the defect in the scope was present at the
time of the assassination, was thc rifleman in the window aware of 1t?
To be so, he would Bave had to fire the rifle probably as often as
Frazier did in his efforts to adjust the scope. The stock was "worn,

scratched" when Frazier received the rifle for testing, The bolt was

—

relatively smooth, as if it had been,,
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vopéra’tad several ’timu?." He t:t:ml:.i= not say 'fhaw much use the weép-:m” |

has had,” but the barrel was "in excellent condition., It was, 1

- would say, in fair condition. 1In other wcrda, it showed the effects

| iy SR
of wear and corrosion™ (394). The "lands and the grooves" in the

‘barrel were worn, the corners were worn, and the interior of the

‘surface was roughened from corrosion or wear.” He did not examine

it for “metal fouling in the barrel® (395). ". . . carrosion in
the barrel,” he explained, results from "the hot gases and possmly

corrogive ptimer mixtures in the cartridges used, and pr:imrily. o .

frem wear, that is an erod:mg of the babx'el through friction due

“to the firing of cartridges, bullets thrngh it (&29).

Who fired the rifle before Frazier received it? The assassin? .
When ané where did he use it before the assassination? The Gcm- '

‘mission devalapm evidence, principally testmony by Gswald'

wﬁag mm' that mm owned a Tlf:i&’ that he told mr ﬁe "?.B‘.'_
tended to use the rifle for hunting and that he practiced with
"'( She saw him leave with it once, and claan it several times,

-~ He also posed for two pictures. . . in Whlch he hel& his rifle. . .»
- And on April 10, 1963, it is said, he fx.re& once at ex-Magor Generai_
| aawin.a. Walker in Dallas (Report, 723-724), |

With virtuslly all the investigative agencies of the U.S5.
Government at its d:hpécal. the Coumission was unable to develop
any "eradihle evidenca” of Oswald's use of his rifle. vas it

‘mocka'y,or irony that in its scrupulous care to exclude the exis-

tenca of a conspiracy, the Commission dismissed s without "sub-

 stantial basis" the belief of "several witnesses” whc "observed a



man resembling Oswald practicing with a rifle in"tiza fields end |
weoded areas surrounding Dallas, and at rifle ranges .in that area”
(8. - L -

| B&lrtgudmg the mb:l@it:ht and contradictions in Frasier's
testimony, cluim the door on its invmmtiw mplicntim, and |
. selacting juﬁicimly portions of his teat:knmy as "em&ible evi- '

denu" of "probative vame.“ the Comnission ascrided to Frazier =~ )

the ujualified view, which it accepted as fact, “one would mot
have to ba'an exmt merksman to have accomplished the aasasaina- -
 tion with the vespon vhich was used (Report) 195). |
My wlﬁ:e Frazier's tests, but equally remarkable in re-
salt, were the tests dirmm by Ronald Simmons at the Aberdeen
rming az-mmés (xVII, Bxhibit 586, 263) on March 27, 1964, eleven '
- days aftw m'azier's third test. What was the need for additional
. tests? What was their purpose? ™. . . to test the vifle under
: eméitim which simulated those which prevailed during the assag~
sination® (Report, 193). Does this imply dissatisfaction on the o
part of the Commission with Frazier's results? The transeript of
»sm teatimony is mute; the Report accords equal acceptance
to ‘11 the tests. .
 The first test consisted of "exactly twenty rounds,” uma
from "a machine rest,” at distances not specified and targets not
described in the testimony, in order to estadlish the accuracy of
the weapon per se (III, 4k2). As in Frazier's tests, the tele-
| scopic sight offered & problem. ". . . they could not sight the
weapon in using the telescope. . ." Simmens' solution was radi-
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 cally dift&ent from Pruia's. Mg did adjunt the telmopic __
~ sight by the addition of two shims, one which tended to adjust the
- agimuth, and one whiech adjusted an elevation. . . a shim was a |
more convenient | Means - not more convenient, but & more permanent

| | mm of correction” (L43-444). Permemence is a relative cenicapt.‘;‘
three days later, vhen the rifle was returned to Frazier, the
shims were in place, but by the following day when Frazier testi-
fied, the shims had been removed (412). Nome of these details were .
deemed worthy of notice by the Gmiagidn; they do not appear in
the Report. Omission of reference to Simmons® adjustment oﬁ thé- |
scope leam the ma&er frea to eamlude that Prazier's 'édjastméﬁt |
of the acape and the assassin’s were identical. As a result of the |
.fi:‘nt test, Simmons pronounced the rifle “quite accurate"” (N&:B), ‘
& judgment duly noted in the Réport (194-195).

In the second test, "run to determine the pcséibi}.ity of x
scoring hits. . . on a given target at a gi.ven distancg under
rapid-fire conditions" (IIT, 44k), two "eivilian gummers in the
Swall Arme Division of our Development and Proof Services” and a
thiré rifleman "presently in the Army," all rated as Master by the
Bational Rifle Association,” esch "fired two series of three rounds, »_
using the telescopic sight” (445), shim-adjusted, it must be pre=
sumed, as in the preliminary test. The riflemen won their ratings o
in *national mtch competitions in the Netional Rifle Association”
(450}, simnons obsar‘Ved. "There is really no comparigon between
the rating of meeter in the XRA and the rating of sharpshooter in
the Army® (450); he did not elucidate, but his mesning is clear -



NEA masters rate{/bovc Arny ahhr’p'urwbtus.‘ . o
"tow mach practice” had the mtura Thad w:lth the weapon. . . .
. before thcy began £iring?," Simmons was asked, and ansvered, "Thay
hed each attempted the exercise without the use of ammmition, '
and worked the bolt as ‘they trisi the exercise. . . . They took )
no more than two or three minutes each® (6h7). n, .. the pressure _
to open the bolt was so great that we tended to move the ra.fle |
- off the target, wherecas with greater proficiency this might twt :
o have vecurred” (449), Frazier had found the bolt "’rela,t'ively
smooth” (3%4). By proficlency, Simmons explained, he meant “famili-
arity basically with two things. One is the action of the bolt
~itself, and the forece required to wpea it; and two, the actic;n af
the trigger. . ." (450). Simmens thought familiarity with the
belt could be "acquired in dry practice. . . probably as well as
 during live practice” (450). |
| The trigger presented greater difficulties. "They had not .
 pulled the trigger during the exercise, however, because we were
a little concerned about breaking the firing pin® (447). Why?

Was it weak? The point was not .’mve&tigated.' ", + « cotment
uae ﬁlao(d@e ebout the trigger pull, wvhich is diff«er'eni: as far
A as these firers are concerred. . . (8473, Bm:' rifm vere all

used to a2 trigger with a congstant pull, When the slack was taken
up, then they expected the round to fire. But actually when the |
slack is taken up, you tend to have a halr trigger here, which
requires a bit of getting used to. . « « This tends .1:0 ?3@ the

hair trigger as soon a8 you move it after the clack is taken up.
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You achieve or you feel greater resistmée to the movement of ¥
tha trigger, and then ordinarily you would expect the. weapon -
to have fired, and in thls case thzn as you move it to over-’
come that, it fires imdiately. And our f1rers were movmg
the shoulder into the ueapon" (451). Prazier ‘had not mentioned
the trigger. ‘ |

Simmons' “firers. . . used pretty much a standard sitting
position, using a stool." They “braced an elbow on the wiﬂdoi;* '
sill. . . (447; XV11, Exhibit 581, 260) of a tower waich is -
about 30 feet high'(444; Exhibit 3/79). The “easternmost win-
dow on the south face of the School Book Depository Bulldmg |
.i .o 1s 60 feet above the ground, and several more feet_aboye
the position at which the car was appafently located when the
siots were fired," said Frazier (407-408). Did thé Commission
think that less than half the elevation from which the assassin
fired constituted a condition simulating t:mt "hiaich prevailed
during the assassination?' The transcript is barren of any
interest i»nA the point; the Report mentions only *a.tower™ (193)

- The targets used in the test were black "standard head-and
-shenlders silhouettes . . . approximaiely two square feet in
area, . . (111, 445}, Photographis of the targets, offered and
received in evidence as Exhibits 582, 583, 584 (XV11, 261-262),
indicate that the target silhousttes were mounted on wooden boards
for placement in 61‘ on the ground, |

In accordance with figures provided by the Commission, the
three targets were Memplaced" at "slant ranges™ extending to the
right, of 175 feet, 240 feet (444), and 270 feet (446, Exhibit 584).



=36~

The reason for targets at 175 and 270 feet seons obvious. "The poai-
tion of President Wy's ear when he was struck in the neck |

, m determined with substantial precision from" amateur motione

picture films "and onsite tests. . . the Prasident 'm probably
shot thraugh the neck®™ when he was 176.9 feet to 190.3 feet from
the rifle in the window in the southeast sorner of the sixth £loor

. of the Texas School aook bepogitory Bua.ldmg, and "265.3 feet frw

the rifle when he was shot in the head" (Report, 97-110).
Placement of the secomd target closer to the third than

'to the £irst target, making the “angle from the first to the second

ghot. . . greater than from the second to the third shot,"
mtivatad by the chaervatim that “the majority of the eyewitnesses
to the assasaination stated that thare was a shorter intarval be-

‘tween shots two and three than between shota one and two™ (193). |
~ Sinmons observed, "We did mot reproduce these angles exactly from =
the map (XVI, Exhibir 585, Surveyor's plat of the assassination

scene, xii and 262) which we had been gim because the conditions

' :ln the ficld were a little awkward for this. But the distances -

the 8ngu1ar distance from the first target to the second was greatar a
than from the second to the third which would tend to correspond

~ to'a longer interval of time between the £irst and second impact

than between the second and the third. The movement of the rmﬂe

- was greater from the first to the second target than from the
' second to the third” (I1II, 44k4). In fact, this "involved the

displacement of the weapen to & sufficient angle that the basic

E firing position of the man had to be changed" (k46). Nevertheless,
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were not testing the riﬂe, it is obvious, ™under conditions wtuch
;aimlsm those which ;&-ewaiwd during the sesassination.™ |

3T

neither in taking testimony mer in the Repart was any resson de-

veloped for the placement of the second target at 240 feet,

Why 240 feat? Mysterfous and mystifying distance? At 240

| 'iﬂm:, the second target was 30 feet closer to the #ifleman than _
~ the third target. 30 feet! The Presidential limousine, mmlmg

at 11l.2 miles per hour when Kemmedy was struck (Report, 49), took

66038 seconds to move one foot md 1.83 moad& to travel 30 fwt." :

mmm-tmmmsmmwammthm%&iws

~best time of 2.3 seconds for cperating the bolt of the assassina-
tion rifle, accepted by the Commission as the minimm time for

.‘ fixing a round. Kenmedy wes hit £a&11yat & distance of 265

- feet. At 2.3 seoonds per k«md the amsaiﬁwﬁa scored at 265
feet (or even 270 feet) could not have shot at him at 240 feet with

~ the assassimation rifle. The masters o

iiw at both 240 foot
donary targats. They

g

- The master riflemen “were imstructed to take as much time
as they desired at the first target. . . ," and to fire at the

ottwr targets in consecutive order of increasing distance (44L).

They were timed by 'at_:ay watches. Their time wes given as the
“average of two readings® (446), mesning, presumably, the average

~ of readings on two stop watches. Kone of the marksmen bettered .

Frazier’s best time of 4.8 seconds at 25 yards. Only one master
equalled it in one round; his other round averaged 5.15 seconds.
Both times comported with the Commission’s time span of 5.8-5.6
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mmdn for the deadly 'ahétn. The time of the other masters ex-
ceeded it; they averaxod 6.7 and 6.4 uucondn. and 8.25 and 7.0

seconda. They, however. the. Ceulnium assured tha world, "would

, have ‘been able to reduce thair times if thcy hnd been given the
’ oppoztunity to become fmmm with the movement of the bolt and

the trigger pull" (Repcrt, 1is4), |
', The masters had practiced with the bolt! And they fereboré .

to pull the trzgger "because of concern about breaking the firing
pin" (183); they cou]d not have practiced with it. But it does -

not metter. Even without improvement assured by practice, “If the

assassin missed either the first or third shot, he had a total
minimum time pericd of from 7.1 to 7.9 seconds for all three _
éhotu. e o And "All three of the firers in the tests were able to
fire the rounds within the time period which woul.d have been avail-
able to the sspassin, . ." (194). |

Why then did the Commission avow its faith in the ability

. of the masters to improve with practice? Because of solicitous
" concern for their reputations? Or in order to lay a foundation
on which to erect & és::ham of Oswald®s guilt? The defects of the

mpen could be overcome by mniarity with it; £amil:iarity could

».be achiaveé by practice; ". . . and as has been indicated. . .
- Oswald engaged in such practice” (1%4); ergo, he was familiar

with the weapon; consequently he could have shot Kemedy, there-
fore he did! Or, was there another reason? |

if the mesters' time left something to be desired, so did
their accuracy. Ali-nﬁrkm hit the first target on both rounds.
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' ‘VAI.l miuod the second lilhmttc in one rmmd and, deapite. Simons' |

"dindvaaugem exyor"™ of "pointing out that they uiaud on the
second target™ and the "conscious effort made on the additiml
rounds to hit the second target,” che master missed it s second
time. One rifleman missed the third target mjz,\l‘:‘*ﬁ"‘"‘h Exhi-

bits 582, 583, 584). Altogether, firing at stationary targets and

presumably without psychological stress, the marksmen missed 5 out

of 18 “wery easy" or "eaey" shots.

Simmons assumed they had fired "at a &ifferem: portmn of

,_ the target - there were no mkings on the tatget visa.hle to the E
- firer” (Mﬁ). But by a Gilbertian "set of curious chances,” all
18 shots struck the silhouettes or beards on whlch they were meunted
: below the head (Exhibits 582, 583, 58&). Simmons was not asked to

comment on or explain this striking rmlt. Fraziet's khots,

‘with thc scope diffax'antly adjusted, had landed high and to the

right. The contrast did not interest the Commission. Neither

.Prnzier nor Simmons was asked to evaluate the other's tests, nor
to compare them with his own. Nor does the Report.‘ +grom each

according to his ability" to sustain the Commigsion'’s effort to

cmtrmt its case!

Great interest was khown by Simmons' interrogator im the

 statistical end mathematical data he -p:offered- about the acéura_cy :

of the assassination weapon. Although Simmons had speculated that»'

" the masters had fired at different portions of the targets, he |
| -&tew 1ines through the targets after they were dismcunted and

far the purposes of hia calcnlations ageumed “that all riflemen
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m aimed at the :lnterseation of the linea" (446) in the centere
of the mgotx (Mibit 583). Meaguring from these centere to the
bulut holes in the targets, Simmons calculated the aiming error on
g mh target separately, as “one number to desecribe the aceurncy e
ot all thue riflmn" (448). In other words, the aiming error of |
',each target was an average of the errors of all three riflemen o
firing at that target. : ,
' Simmons also "prepamd a table which showed what the proba- -
Vbility of a hit would be on specific sizes of target as a ftmetmn
of aiming error. . .” (447; xvii, Bihibit 586, 263). By appljmg
B the average. aiming 2rror assoeiated with the target at 175 feet to B |
twm airealar targets of 9 inches in radius, "approaximating the
aru .o e af the thorax," at the three distances “out to 270 .
fe&t."’ Sim:a found "the prabability of hitting" those '!:az'gets
"is Iv (447), meaaing ten hits with ten shots. ting the
caleulation with the aiming errors associated with the targets at
240 feet and 270 fest, Simmons found the probabilities to be res
pectively, 1 at 175 feat, .96 at 240 feet, and .52 at 270 feet
| (“7); and .99 at 175 fget. «S1 at 240 feat, and .85 at 270 feet o
(448). As the distance increased, the probability of hitting the
| statiamary target decreased somewhat.

‘When calculated with a cireular target of 4 inches in radm .
-apgsmximting "the area of the head" (447), locus of the fatal
shot on Novamber 22, 1963, the probabilities of accuracy éecraased
mrkadly‘ Results were given orally by Simmons only for the fu:st N
and third targets (448), His table, however, contains all three
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- &nd 3W the miaamg (second) result to befthe most inaccurate. o

; These reaults were: fiueyt:argat ~ 96 at 175 feet, .81 at 240

| fet, and .73 at 270 feet; second target - .59 at 175 feat, .33
‘at 240 fe&#‘, and +3l,0r 3 hits out of ten "ehot,sf, at 270 feet, the
distonce of the fatal shot; third target - .69/.47/.39 (Bxhibit
586). Whatever evidemtial or other practical value Simmons' cal;“ |
| ml&tm&m may have had, were disgipated when he acknwledged t‘mat-’ _'
. he applied the caleulated aming arror associated with a target

at a B;vecific distance %o g%ae;\ targets atﬂb%hx'ee dwtaneas because

-"wa are victims of ‘:abit:. and we tend to pwovme such mfwmtlon
in parametvic form" (448).
‘ ~ The Cummisaion had to try to make do with wpressiws of -
"3imm' opinion. ™. . . experiments run where aming error has
| bean meagured aa a function of the time one bs% to ain," revaaled .
that generally "aiming error decreases as time increases. But
| , mce you gat to the area,of about 4 seconds in time" between shots, :
"“then there is very small decrease in aiming error for increase in |
time™ (%9). Inasrach as the Comaission allowed only 7.9 seconds
as the maxcimm time zpan for the three shots fired on ﬂavember».zz,
"~ 1963, Simmons* ruearch on tima-aemacy correlation was not in.
cluded in the Report. | | |

Asked about "the probable aiming error of &n assassin usmg
this weapon against the aiming error displayed by the three rifle-
men,” he responded, "Well, it‘ looks like to achieve hits as indie 1
cated, t:hé accuracy, overall accuracy of the three rounds would

have to be of thei.order" of the aiming error of the three riflemen
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averaged, at the iruhvant distance of 240 fett (a&s). "Aﬁ o |
this is really uoe a small number as far as whsmannhxp 20e8. o o,
| (448). Did he "think a marksmat who 1s less than & highly skilled
markeman under those cenditiam would be able to shot in the raugu .
_-"ef that aiming error?™ He thought two quauficatioﬁs were neceq- )
_8ary. "‘Obviwsly considerable mpe:ieaaa xmm-_ have to be vvin one's
' bacscgrcmﬁ to do so. And with t-'-hia'w I think elso consider= -
able exparience with this weapoh. « " (44%). Heither reqniremenf '
" eould be mtchéd with the known facts of GM-ld's_é:areer; .Simgms'
épinion-z?aqniranents do not appear in the Report. . |
The Commiseion wanted the world to believe that the shots
that felle.é mnnedy were "easy,’" and citeé the results of tests . |
by expert rifleman z.n support of this idea. The testimony :Ercm. ,
which it culled and ciked its proof indicates, on the c:mtra:y, that

o if the assassin was & single sniper he was an extraaréinarlly good,

if not also a remarkably lucky, marksmn.

What st of t%ammn was Oswald? "The Rapurt dwells on ms '
Maribe training in merksmanship. After his initial "intensive
three week training pericd. . . Oswald was tested in December of |
- 1956, and cbtained a score of 212, which was two points above the
minimm for qualificetion ss & 'sharpshooter' in a scale of mariés-
men - :éharpshoot:er - expert. In May of 1958, on ancther range, =
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Cswald seored 191 Pwhmh was 1 point over the winimum for rammg
a8 & 'marksman'" 2%:!9

it. Coi. Allison G. Folsom, Jr., head of the Records Brauch,

' Personnel Department, Headqmters UeS« Marine Corps, "evaluated



.__the nhatﬁohouter qualification as h.?iairly.ﬁcoé sﬁot;.and‘a low |
marksman rating as a 5t§eh¢r-m shot.*” But Major Andersom, in
reviewing the record of Oswald's lapse from minimm sharpehooter
‘to minisum markeman, “"concluded. . . as compared to other Merines
rﬁceﬁving the Sama type of training, that Oswald was a good[ihoé,”_5 :
éommwhat better than or equal to.u better than tﬁz average let us‘
‘say. As compared to a ciyili#n'whp had not receiveésthis~intehsive.
training, he would be considered as-n goa6 to excallent.shﬁéig):s-
And Sgt. Zahm, "After reviewing Oswald's markménsﬁip‘scares.a‘ .
| concluded *I would say in the Marine Corps he is a good shot,
slightly above average, and as compared to the average malevéf
his ésn throughout the civilian, throughout the United States,
that be is an excellent shot‘" {191-192). 2

Five men who served in the Marine Corps with Oswald gave .
| testimony about his rifle capability. Kerry wendell Tharnley.'ﬁhose»
»'mmmma bock, The Idle Warriors, was "inspired" by Oswald, whom
ha professed tgzé;&;;:~?li |
- an expert marksman (XI, 97, lﬁk). When asked, "Did you ever discuss
with Oswald his degree of proficiency in the use of the rifle?,”
'he replied, "NHot tavths best of ny knowledge.” To the next question,
mpid you.have any‘imptaauiaun that you gnthﬁ:ed in that respect |
vhile you were with him at El Toro?,” Thornley said f£latly, "None
whatabevar" (105). Daniel Patrick Powers, who testified at length
about Uswald's views and personality and whose responses to questznns :
yielded telling touches for the Comm
ecwa;d'z‘yezanaality, said, "I don*t have any conscious recollection

theroughly, was a aharpshooter_but nat'

sgion's reconstruction of
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of him" as a mariemen "’(Vlﬂ 287y, Est. Lieutenant John E. Donovan .
- had no oceaaion to be with Gewald when he fived a rifle and had no
impruaim of his proficimy%ﬁ). -

it. 001. Folsom teatified with a yhctostatic copy of the
U.5. Marine Corps Score Book for U.S. aifle. Caliber .30, M1 and'
U.8. Carbine, Galiber +30, MIAL ias:md to Oswald, L.H., bafore bim |
(xvI, exhibit 239, 639 et seq;VIII, 310). He observed that 'page.»z”
of the Score Book recorded Oswald "at 200 yards slow five., . . on.f
hand position. . . got out in the three ring, which is not good.
They should _be able to keep them - all 10 shots within the four |
ring.” He thought that "As a matter of 'fact, at 200 yard's; people
ahwm’get a score of betwm 43 end 50 in the off hand position.”
Owald "got a score of 34 out of a possible 50." On the following
day, "he got a score of 38, . .* Folsom agreed with his Interro-
‘gator that Oswald "at this ssage of his career. . ., was not a
particularly cutstaiding shot.” And he commented that "His score-
book indicates. . . that he did well at one or two ranges in order
,'to achieve the two pomta over the minimum acore for sharpshooﬁ:er"
(311) in 1956. No questums were asked and no comment was offered
about Oswald's decline three years later to minimum merksman which
Folsom characterized as a “rather poor shot."

Delgado was net a prestigious witness. He had no recourse
to records. He was asied no queations about aiming error, impact
points, round-to-round dispminn. sighting difficulties, tele-
scopic adjustments, lead angles, bolt and trigger action, accuracy
as a function of error or time, and hit probabilities. Ke did not
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'_p:epare tablez; maps, or diagrama;_ He did ﬁbt.offarfth;oiiés.'
proffer eg-cathﬁd:a judgnentb, no& {n&ulge in'gpecﬁlationa. He
‘testified only about what he had seen and knew at first hand.
 His evidence is illuminating. He was @ skillful rifleman. "I
always had an expert badge on me . when Liebeler agked, "You wer¢:¢
a good rifle ahot?," ha was able to answer , "Yes; just like I got
one now (indicating).” Liebeler noted, "You have both a sharp-
shooter aﬁd an expert badge; is that correct? - Belgado respended;_
"Right" (238). | o

He observed that Oswald Lept his H~1 rifle ”med:ocre. He
alvays got gigged for his rifle. . . very seldom did he pass.an‘
1napeetiun withcut getting gigged for one thing or another " |
Liebeler clarified, "With respect to his rifie?” ﬁel«"&do agreed. :
"With respect to his riflé._ He didn't spend as much time as the
rest of us. « « cleaning it up. He would, vwhen he was told te.‘
Otherwise, he wouldn't come out by himself to clean it" (233-234).

in the sprzng of 1959, when Delgado's and Oswald's company _
of "about roughly 80 men, 80 to 100 men™ (235), had to shoot for
the record (239), “about 40" of them "set up a pot. High score
would get this money; second highest, and so forth down to about
the £ifth man that was high." Delgado and Oswald were "in the |
same line. . ." Oswald was "just one over from me. . . not firing
at the same position, but at the same time. . .” (235). It was
the 6nly_tima they shot together (236).

Delgado said, "I remember seeing his target. It was a

pretty‘big joke, because he got‘é lot of 'Maggie's drawers,?
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E you know, a lot of m:lu“. but ha diﬁn't give a darn." prenﬂy
' uohelcr vas Iurprindz nked, *“Higsed the ‘target cm;aietely?,
to which Delgado chu.d. “He Just qualified, that's it™ (285),

| Delgado thought that Oswald scored only "about 170" (235), -
. Major Anderson, reading from the official record, testified that
it was 191, liebeler and Delgedo discussed the possibility that
 Cswald's score had been raised. Delgado explained that the non- .
eam:lssiened officers who kapt the scores "my want to pus&x you or -
'mka ym qualify, because he doesn’t want to spend am»ther day cm:
there on the rifle range, see; so it’'s not all that striet. L:&a
i 1 was line NCO and 1 had five men in my section, and four of
. them qualified, that weans that some other day, myha oh my &a_,r
off, 1 will have to come in with this other fellow, 8o I will .
_4holp him along and push each other alcag." on the other hana,
aelgado v»luatwed. "you can't take a man that is shootmg poorly

- and zi.ve hini a 150 score, see; you could ,3ua'l.: gz.ve hm the baze |
- mm, 170 or 171, to make it lock good." Lisbeler inquired,
"So, it 18 2 pommbility that that might have happened ever in |
eonmt:lon with this?™ Delgado replied affirmatively (239).
| Licbeler may have been ignorant of the disc:remay betwean
| Belgpdo‘s aywitnen tutimay and the official record. The Coaz-_
" mission could not have been. It solved the problem simply by eit{»_
ing only the official record. | o

The FBI algo had been interested in aawa-lé_'s rifle capability
and had interviewed Delgado "four times® (236) about that and 31‘616(,
matters. Delgado “discussed the rifle practice all the time they
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- came up.” Thay aaked the same questions, "aame thing over and
- over again" (238). Liedeler agked Delgado, "You tald the 731 that
in your opinion Oswald was not & good rifle shot; is that correct?™
Delgado confirmed it. -
At another peint in the interrogation Belgado agked hebeler, '
"ell, am 1 allowed to 8ay what Y want to say? Liebeler assured |
hifn, "Yes' I want you to say exactly wtmt you want to say." Tnei*e--‘
upon bDelgado unburdened himself, *I hag the impression now, wama-
ﬁeartedly, 1 want to believe that Oswald did what he was supposed |
- to have done, but I had the impression they weren't satisfied wrl:h
my t:eatimeny of his not befng an #xpert shot.” Liebeler then asxeei.
“him, v, e you say you got the impression that the FBI agents |
| _that talked to you didn't like the statement that you made abeut
Oawald'a inability t:o use the rz,f}.e well' iz that r&g‘n.?" De;;g,a&e- |
said, 'Right” (249). What did the FBI report to the Comniseion
8bout Delgado’s testimony and Oswald's rifile capability? The Re-
port does not say. :
The Commission, too, it seems, didn't iike Delgado's testi-
'many about Omalv:i's poor markwanship; that Keport does not quote

/l
it, makes no reference to it, contains no hint of it. Apparently, -

it waan't @meaningful for the recongtruction of Oswald's personality

as a predestined killer,

Bom signﬁ‘icant for the Commission were a number of bits '
of testimony strung together in the Report under the suh-headmg -'
Oswald's Rifle Practice Outside the Marines. - "Dux ing one of his
leaves from the Marines, Qswald lunted with his brother Robert,
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using a .22 caliber bolt-action rifle. . . .. After he left the
‘Marines and before departing for kyssia, Cswald, his brother, and a
third companion went hunting for squirrels and rabbits. . . Gswam |
again used a bolt-action .22 caliber rifle; and according to Robert,
Llee Oswald exhibited an average anount of proficiémy. .« a9 _'wh:ile |
in Russia, Cswald obtained & hunting license; joired a.hﬁnting
_'c_lub an@d‘wwt hunting about six times. . oM (F.epért. 192) with a "
"16~gauge single-buarrel shotgun (698). YAfter Oswald pu:chasQﬁ '
the Mannlicher-Carcanc rifle,” his wife, in New Orleans, in ¥ay,
19263, "observed Oevald eitting with the rifle on this screened
.pu:ch‘at‘nighx, sighting with the telescapic lens.and operating the
bolt" (192-192). Truly en imposing array of evidence!

“After developing, accumulsating, reviewing, and analyﬁing
this -iestimny’the Commisgicn concluded that Oswald "p;:‘as»sassed
‘a‘z.aple capability to cbmit the essassination” (155). The Feport
h benre' the imprimatur of the government of the Imited Stai.es of
: Amei‘ica. By 2 cuzicns.ané ircniec dialectic, the Commission, in its
endeevers to construct a derogatory portrait- cf bswald, found it
necessary to endow him with talent he 4id not possess. Délgaéo'_‘a
“account of Osweld’s relatively poor markmanship end the latter's
generall hord luck in life are compatible with the performance of:
the sniper who shot at Walker in Dallas on April 10, 1963, from
a rifle rest on 2 fernce at & distance "between 100 and i20 Zeet,”
and miszsged his targetjwho) “"thoroughly engrossed”™ in his income
tax, was gitting behind his catecornered desk, "facing. . . toward

the center of the room," with "wost of the lights. . . on and
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the shades up," when the bullet struck the window frame and was
deflected over the gemeral'a bent head, penetrated a flnral-patterﬁ

‘pape&ed wall,'and although badly manglad came to rest lile a homing

pigeon, with unerring instinct and exquisite irony, on "a piece"
of Walker's "literature" (xx.'hes-ueg); Delgadoe's Oswald could -

not have fired the three shots attributed to hiw by the Commission

and scored two hits on President Kemhedy and Governor Cunnaily on

Navembar-zz,-lgﬁs. But Oswald, the poor maerksman, apart from

}ﬂther'eviéeﬁce, is compatible with the theory of an ambush in

which two or more snipers, firing from ﬁiffefent locations, scored
two or more hits end a mumber of misses on that historic cccasion.

| The evidence adduced by the Conmission confronted it with
dxfficult cholces; an ambush and, xberexure, & censp:racy, 1nvolv1ng_

Oswal& 88 & principal or minor, willing or unwilling, participant,

- or excluding him altogether; or an anonymous lonhe &6888sin of rare

nerve, skill, and luck. Either choice would have called for
continuing investigation "to uncover all the facts concerning the
assassxnatian of Iresident Kennedy" {(feport, xiv). It is "a Measure

of the achievement"” of the Commission (H.L. Paxier, The RKation,

Nov. 2, 1964) that it solved its dilemme and, at least tempura‘zly,

foreciosed further officisl investigation, by opting for & third -

alternative: it concluded "that there is no evidence of & con-
apivecy” (Report, 37L) and accorded Oswald his "place in history®
(23) ass Desdeye Dick, the do-it-yourself assassin of the head of

most powerful government in the world. wWith this QEClulGh the

Comm¢sslan impaled itself on the horn of truth. Ad huc sub Judice

lis est (Horace, Ars Poetica, 78).



