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his arine Corps billet-in Japan (a U=-2 base) while simultancously
1n possession of o TOP SECRET clearance relative to-his work ian the
radar field?

* Why did the Dellas I'DI tell a Hussian-Americuan friend of the
Oswalds (iirs. anna ifeller) that Oswald was "all right” when lrs,
deller called to express her concern at the presence of Marxist lit-
erature in Oswald®’s home? .

* The ilannlicher-Carcano rifle allegedly used by Oswaléd at the
sixth=floor Depository windew was {and is), on the basis of factual
evidence and expert testimony before the UC, one of the cheapest and
least reliable weapons available on the international market. (Fur-
thermore, its telescopic sight was loose and unaligned. ) why would
a potential assassin eriploy this gun for sush an exacting and criti-
cal task? (Sce Accessories ifter the Fact, page 101, where iirs. !leag-
her alludes to the opinion of a letter-writer to fAnalog llagazine in
June, 1964 to the effect that during world War II the Lannlicher-
Carcano was known anong Itallan soldiers as "the hunanitarian rifle%--
so poor a weapon that, in ilrs, ileagher®s words, "it could not hurt
anyone on purpode.” (Emphasis hers.)) :

* Why did- Oswald earry in his notebook the name and teleplione nuo-
ber of Gen. Hdwin A, Walker? (Why, for that natter, was Gen. ‘falker
not informed (in his deposition before WC assistant counsel iesley
Liebeler) that Oswald had this information in his notebook? wWhy was
the retired general not asked to comment on the possible reasons why
Oswald might have been carrying such data?)

¥ Why did the I'BI in 1ts reports on Oswald's political activities
in llew Orleans (and they were well publicized) fail to point out that
the address used by Oswald in developing ¢ pro-Castro cover (via his
lone '"membership" in the llew Orleans hbranch of the Fair Play for Cuba
Conmittee)=-=54k Camp Strest--while leading to o non-existent physi-
cal organization led also to the sarme bullding wihich housed at least
one known anti=Castro, right-wing organization, which operated under
the cover of a private investigation agency (address: 531 Lafayette
Place, which intersected Camp Strest)? :

Dallag Pollece:

* Why was Oswald denied legal counsel during his interrogatlon by
the Dallas police and FBL?

* Why were no transeripts or tapes maintained during the 12-hour
interrogation of Oswald by the Dallas police and FBI?

* llow was it that the Dallas police, while denying any knowladge
of the existence of Oswald prior tc the assassination (altihough ths
Dallas FBI office had him on file and followed his novements, for
vhatever reasons), nevertheless produced a memorandum (from police
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Lieutenant Jack Iltevill to his superiors) which included in the head-~
ing an address at which Oswald had, toward the end of 1962 and iIn
early 1963, resided¥

* Why vere Dallas policemen searching for the assassin on 2 bus
headed the TSBD within ten minutes after the assassination
when no description of any suspeect had as yet been developed either
in the Depository or elsewhere in Dealey Plaza?

* Why was a Dallas police car honking its horn in front of Dswald’s

-roouing house on Beckley Street during Oswald's hectic stop there at

approxirately 1:00 p.n. on ilov. 22°?

- * Why did Capt. Fritz of the Dallas police express surprisa at the
identity of Lee llarvey Oswald as Officer Tippit’s Allepged killer
(upon confronting Oswald for the first tinme in the Ilomicide and Nob-
bery DBureau office of the police department at approxinately 2:00 p.n.
on liov. 22) when--on the basis of the testimony of two of his col-
leagues who gave depositions for the WC-~Fritz had been informed only
minutes earlier by phona by one of these colleagues Gshat "Lee llarvey
gswald; was the nume of: the man just apprehended in the glaying of

ippit

* Why was no reliabls chain of possession of the liannlicher-Car-
cano rifle (alleged to have been found on the TSRED's sixth floor and
to have belonged to Oswald) maintained by the Dallas police? Why
did the UC. fail to inelide in its Report the only two written des-
criptions of the rifle in question on the day of the assassination?

* Why did the police wait until 1:30 a.n. on liov. 23 to arraign
Oswald for the murder of President Xennedy?

- * Why did Oswald, in his evening "presas confarence" in the police
basement on HNov, 22, tell reporters that he had not yet been charged
with anything other than the murder of Officer Tippit (contradicting
the later testinony before the WC of Capt, Fritz, who conducted the
long interrogation of Oswald but made no record of 1t)?

* Why did the police in thelr parading of Oswald in identification
line-ups on liov, 22 and 23 consistently place hin with nen of cone
splecuously heavier bullds?

* With nore than 100 policemen in the basemasnt for the transfer
of Oswald on ilov. 2%, why did plans fall to provide for the placement
of any officers directly in front of Oswald?

* Why were certain signs along Elm Street in Dealey Plaza (e.g.,
the Stermons Freeway sign) removed by Dallas authorities before the
WC completed its investigation? (Why did the .JC show no recorded
interest in the removal of the Stenrons Freevay sign, which, because
of its relationship to the Zapruder film and the position of the
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prasidential lirousine at the time of the first shot, was of consld-
erable value in 2 valid.reconstruction of the events of liov. 222}

Ruby:
* Why did the 4C discount the testiuony of a respected newsran

(Seth Keator, of the ‘hite llouse Press Corps) in concluding that Jack ‘

Ruby was not 2t Paridand Hemorial Hospital. imediately after the
assass’nation, relying instead on the word of Ruby himself? (This

in spite of the fact that Kantor’s notes recorded a conversation with
Ruby it the hospital--a conversation, according to Kantor, initiated
by Fnby hinself, on the subjeect of wliether Ruby's e¢lub should close
dowr for the weekend out of respect for the dead President,)

* A former Dallas County deputy sheriff, Roger Craig (a man Sylvia
tiragher calls "one of the nost efficient” on the scene in Dealey
slaza following the assassination), in an interview with the Los
angeles Free Press (ifay 1=7, 1968) indicated that the Dallas police
shortly after the murder of Oswald confiscated from property belong-
ing to Ruby o nvnitions cache thot ineluded 15,000 rounds of ampuni-
tion, 'several il-16 pifles, and a case of hand grenades. ihat, if
anything, right this indicate?

* Why did Ruby say that he killed Oswald in order to spare TS,
Kennedy from having to return to Dallas for Oswald'®s trial, and then
later adiit (in a note to a suceeeding attorney) that this garbit had
besn suggested by his first lawyer, Tom lloward of Dullas?

* Why wasn®t Ruby (who in so many words warned Zarl Jarren thot
he could not tell the whole truth in Dallag--that hiz life was in
dangar there) brought to Washington for questioning and safskeeping?

The Fede Hole:

* How can one zccount for the fact that Lee Harvey Oswald having
defected to the Sovie: Union in late 1952, having attempted tostensi-
bBly) to renounce his Américan citizenship at the imerican eubassy in
Hoscow in October of %that year, having threatened at that time to di-
vulge to the Nussians classified infom.ation to which he had had ac-
Cess as a ilarine, hawving returned to the U, S. in the swwer of 1962
with a Russion wife (whose uncle was an officer in Soviet intelligsnce
and who had lied in deaying her ownh menbership in a Comrunlst youth
organization), and having conjured up a pro-Castro image for hinself
in llew Orleans, applied;for a passport from the State Deparcment in
June, 1963, and received 1t within 2L hours?

* Wny i1s 1t that the State Department (which, confronted with the
fallure, claimed "clerical error") failed to execute the required
"lookout cards"” for Oswald when he a) dropped out of sight of Ameri-
can erbassy surveillance in Moscow in early 1960, and b) in June, 9962
received a travel advance of $%35 to return to the U, 8.? ("Lookout
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cards" are administrative ailds employed by the Passport Office of
the Staute Department ©o keep tabs on the noverents of persons who,
for reasons of securiify or indebtedness to the government {as in
the travel advance), are of special interest,)

* According to Hamparts Hagazipe (January, 1960), Richard Case
Nagell, a decorated infantry capiain in the Xorean conflict who later,
by his own testimony, becane an agent of the CIAa, had himself arrestsd
in Septerber, 1963 by walking intoc a bank in ZL %aso, Texas, and fir-
ing a shot inte the ceiling. He said he did this in order to gsta-
blish a watertight alibi for his whereabouts because he knev that the
assassination was then about to talke place, Ile said he had infile
trated the anti-Castro elements of which tswald was a participant and
had -been assigned to kill Oswald==set up as a "patsy"--following the
assagsination, which he clained was first set for Segﬁember 26 %posta
poned shortly before that date). (llagell in early 1964 was sentenced
to ten years in federal custody for the episede in El Pasec,) llow did
this man come into his pre-assassination knowledpe?

* If the Dallas I'BI office had a file on Oswald and was awares of
his rovenents (as stated by the chief of that office, Jumes P. ilosty,
Jr., before the WC), why did that office fail to bring Oswald to the
attention of. the Dallas police, who require such information in help-
ing to protect visiting-dignitaries and in associated security tasks?

* ilhy did the FBI attempt to influence ilelson Delgado, Oswald’s
flarine Corps buddy, on the guestion of Oswald’s alleged proficiency
in marksmanship? tIt 1s a matter of record that Oswald's weapons
proficiency rating in the service was below the average.,) .

- * Why was the presidential limousine in which Kennedy was riding
cor.pletely demolished as materlal evidence? (ly presidential di-
rective it was sent to Detroit, where the. old body was renoved and
a nev one, featuring more exotic security devices, was instualled.)

The Comnission:

* Why did Dr. liumes,.the chief autopsy surgeon at the Kennedy au-
topsy, burn--in the "privacy of my own hone'e=certain "prelininary
draft notes" relative to the autopsy?

* Why was the official governnment report oi' Kennedy's autopsy un-
dated?

* llow could the wC justify its fajilure--in an investigation into
the most dangercus and noat momentous event in contenporary American
history-~to view the X-rays and photographs taken during the auiop-
sy at Bethesda? (John J. HeCloy, a WC member, said during a TV iater-
view some time 2go that the Conmnisslon in this matter had, he sup-
posed, been inhibited by the "sensitivities" of the Kennedy family,)



* Why didnt the WC view the original Zapruder f1lm rather than
2 eopy which was, as visuel evidence, much Inferior? (Sylvia cpagher
has written thut studies of the Zaprucder film slides indlcats enn-
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g;ggg%glx that Kennedy was shot from in front cs well as from tae
rear (see pp. 27-35 of Agcegsories).)

* Why did the WC in its findings stute that no enployee of the
TSHD was known to have seen Oswald between 11:55 a.m. and the nssasgi-
nation (12:30), when in its Iearings and Ixhibits it 1ists the -egti.-
mony of at least two persons (Lddie Piper and Villian Shellsy) who
stated that they saw Oswald on the first and/or second floor afier

noon?

* Ilow does onec resclve the difference between the 17 degrea ira=
Jectory of the shots allegedly fired from the sixth floor, as esta-
blished by the WC, and the testinony of FBI agents Eresent at the
autopsy who reporéed that Dr. Hunes, upon probing the back woungd
determined thal the anglc of entry was from 45-6C deprses? (Sew
report of special agents Franecis X. O0%ieill, Jr.,, and James W, Si-
bert, report file nr. 89-30; this report was not included in the
Hearings and lxhibits; these two men were not callad to testify be-
fore the Commission.)

* Why did the WC fail to talke official notice of the rash of vio=
lent deaths between the assassination and Septentver, 1964 among per-
sons witnessing eritical events in Dallas and amon: assoeiatas of
Ruby, etc.? (See Sylvia lleagher's Agcessories, Chapter 16, "Denth
and :ilsadventure.")

* Why does the WC fail to rention the iiiami police departmsni’s
tape-recorded conversation between a police informer and an active
menber of a right-wing organization two weeks prior to the assessi-
nation, in which the informer indicated that a plo% to kill Kenredy
was "in the works," and additionally predicted the manner in vhich
it would be executed ("They will pick up somebody within hours
aftervard . . . Just to throw the public off")? (See Penn Jonas,

Jr. s Forpive ify Grief II, p. 38.)

* Why did the Secret Service (to whose [iiami office the Lepe noted
above was delivered by the Illanmi police) fail to take extra pre-
cautions for the President?'s safely in Dallasg (as +tt had done sev-
eral weeks previous for Kennedy's lidami visit;, larzely on the beeis
of data provided by the Miawmi police)?

* Why did the WC fail to ineluds in its Report nention of the Fil'g
iInterviewv of the right-winger five days after the assassination rele
ative to the "iHawi tape"?

* Why did U, 8, Customs officilals who sald within several day e
after the assassination that Oswald?®s rovements to and frorn ilexico
were being watched at the request of "a Federal agency in dashington"



(William Kline, chlef of U, &, Cuslons &t Larsde, and Custons of'-
fieial Oran Pugh, quoted in storiss in the Hew York Post and the
gﬂ‘ fork llerald Iribupe, resp.) later, in aiTidavits for the C,
eny having provided such infomation for the Ppst story, fail-
ing even to nertlon the [erald Iribune pilece? . :

¥ Uhy did the UC fail to follow up in any vay--or even to mention--
the news stories noted above? (The Comuilssion sinply printed in its
hiearings cnd Exhibtits the affidavits of the two officials.)

*owhy 1s it shet the WC failed to esll as witnosses three newsz=
papernen and magacine writers (Joe Goulden of the Philadelphia ;'%..
%\ﬁ;;:%g Lonniie Hudkins of the Houghon &ﬁ_t._, and Jfarold Feldman o
£0C Qﬁgﬂ) who flrst wrote stories to the effect that Oswald was
an uadercover agent for the FBI? Uay did the Cormission fail to
eondaet an Andependent review of the FBI filez on Cswald, relying
inst2ad on tho tesbinony of J, Ldgar lloover and several lesser of-
filcials of the ¥3L? ; , m o ‘

* lIyw could 1t have been possibie for the Warren Coruwission to
deconplisn a thorough and penetrating investigation whan, for ex=
ampla, of 9% witnzuses who uppeared.before the Comriission (of ale
most 500 in toto), Sen. Hiechard Russell was present for the in-
Lerrogation of onkty iy -of these? {Two othsr Coumnisslon members--
Hr, Cloy and Rep, Lale Boggs--were also abgent during the appear-
anees ?f rore than helf the 94 witnesses who ware questioned in the
flasah, ) -
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