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f-
fered

 it to
 6

3
 p

u
b

lish
ers, 3

1
 o

f w
h

o
m

 
"h

a
d

 so
 little

 in
te

re
st in

 th
e
 su

b
je

c
t 

m
atter th

ey
 d

eclin
ed

 ev
en

 to
 read

 th
e 

book." 
M

r. E
p

stein
 is a g

rad
u

ate o
f C

o
rn

ell 
U

n
iv

ersity
 an

d
 is n

o
w

 in
 a d

o
cto

ral p
ro

- 

ev
icen

ce th
at o

tn
ers w

ere in
v
o
iv

ea w
an

 
O

sw
ald

 in
 th

e assassin
atio

n
, b

u
t, as has 

been show
n [in the book], th

e in
v

estig
a-

tio
n
 

w
as b

y
 n

o
 m

ean
s ex

h
au

stiv
e o

r 
ev

en
 th

o
ro

u
g

h
. T

h
e q

u
estio

n
 th

u
s re-

m
ain

s: H
o

w
 far d

id
 th

e C
o

m
m

issio
n

 g
o

 
in

 ap
p
ro

ach
in

g
 th

e th
resh

o
ld

 q
u
estio

n
 

o
f a seco

n
d
 assassin

?" 
M

r. W
eisb

erg
's an

aly
sis o

f th
e W

ar-
ren

 R
ep

o
rt resu

lted
 in

 th
e fo

llo
w

in
g
 

conclusion: 
B

y H
A

R
O

L
D

 W
E

IS
B

E
R

G
 

P
roving L

ee H
arvey O

sw
ald innocent 

o
f th

e
 c

h
a
rg

e
s a

g
a
in

st h
im

 w
a
s n

o
t 

th
e au

th
o

r's in
ten

tio
n

. H
o

w
ev

er,' th
e- 

ev
en

 w
ith

o
u

t opposition the C
om

m
ission 

fa
ile

d
. N

o
t o

n
ly

 d
id

 it fa
ll to

 p
ro

v
e
 

its case "b
ey

o
n

d
 a reaso

n
ab

le d
o
u
b
t," 

th
e A

m
erican

 co
n
cep

t, It created
 n

ew
 

d
o

u
b

ts w
h

ere n
o

n
e h

ad
 ex

isted
. 

O
sw

ald's guilt or innocence is im
port-

an
t in

 th
ree areas: T

o
 so

lv
e, if it can

 
n

o
w

 b
e so

lv
ed

, "th
e crim

e o
f th

e cen
-

tu
ry

"; to
 h

is su
rv

iv
o

rs; a
n
d

 to
 th

e
 

rig
h
ts an

d
 h

o
n
o
r o

f all A
m

erican
s. 

A
 crim

e su
ch

 as th
e assassin

atio
n

 o
f 

th
e P

resid
en

t o
f th

e U
n
ited

 S
tates can

-
n
o
t b

e left as th
e R

ep
o
rt o

f th
e P

resi-
d
en

t's C
o
m

m
issio

n
 h

as left it, w
ith

o
u
t 

ev
en

 th
e p

ro
b
ab

ility
 o

f a so
lu

tio
n
, w

ith
 

assassin
s an

d
 m

u
rd

erers free, an
d
 free 

to
 rep

eat th
eir crim

es an
d
 en

jo
y
 w

h
at 

b
en

efits th
ey

 m
ay

 h
av

e ex
p

ected
 to

 d
e-

riv
e th

erefro
m

. N
o

 P
resid

en
t is ev

er 
safe if P

resid
en

tial assassin
s are ex

cu
l-

p
ated

. Y
et th

at is w
h
at th

is C
o
m

m
is-

sion has done. In finding O
sw

ald "guilty," 
it has found those w

ho assassinated him
 

"in
n

o
cen

t." If th
e P

resid
en

t is n
o

t safe, 
th

en
 n

eith
er is th

e co
u

n
try

. 

'M
ost M

onum
ental B

otch' 

T
o
 an

y
o
n
e w

ith
 an

y
 ex

p
erien

ce in
 in

-
v
estig

atio
n
 o

r an
aly

sis, th
e m

o
st in

-
cred

ib
le p

art o
f th

e C
o

m
m

issio
n

's in
-

q
u
iry

 is its co
m

p
lete lack

 o
f q

u
estio

n
 o

r 
criticism

 of the police. T
his C

om
m

ission 
w

as satisfied
 w

ith
 fau

lty
 an

d
 fallacio

u
s 

m
em

ory on an unim
aginable scale; w

ith 
. th

e m
o
st am

ateu
rish

 p
reten

se o
f an

 in
-

v
estig

atio
n

; w
ith

 "b
lu

n
d

ers" so
 co

n
sist.. 

en
t th

ey
 m

ay
 n

o
t h

av
e b

een
 accid

en
tal; 

an
d
 w

ith
 a fram

eu
p
 so

 th
in

ly
 co

v
ered

 
It w

as n
ak

ed
. It ju

st is n
o

t p
o

ssib
le th

at 
th

e p
o

lice are as in
co

m
p

eten
t as th

is 
reco

rd
 sh

o
w

s. T
h

e b
est an

d
 th

e k
in

d
est 

th
in

g
 th

at can
 b

e said
 fo

r th
em

 is th
at 

they created the m
ost m

onum
ental botch 

in
 p

o
lice an

n
als. T

h
ey

 d
id

 n
o

t so
lv

e th
e 

crim
es, n

o
r d

id
 th

ey
 attem

p
t to

. T
h
ey

 
h

ad
 o

n
e o

b
jectiv

e, to
 tak

e th
e h

eat o
ff 

them
selves. W

ith the w
holehearted help 

o
f th

e R
ep

o
rt, th

ey
 su

cceed
ed

. B
u
t th

ey
 

left an
 u

n
so

lv
ed

 crim
e, th

e m
o

st im
-

p
o
rtan

t m
u
rd

er th
at can

 b
e co

m
m

itted
 

in
 th

is co
u

n
try

. If th
is crim

e can
 n

o
w

  

y
ear, th

e P
resid

en
t d

ecid
ed

 o
n
 a C

o
m

-
m

issio
n

 w
h

ich
, at least In

 th
eo

ry
, w

as 
rem

o
v

ed
 fro

m
 p

o
litics. C

o
n

g
ress -th

en
 

agreed. T
his, how

ever, is not an election 
yea

r. E
ven

 if it w
ere, is th

ere an
y

 p
lace 

else to
 tu

rn
? C

an
 w

e allo
w

 th
e crim

e 
to go unsolved, and accom

panied by such 
a m

iscarriag
e o

f ju
stice? 

U
nansw

ered Q
uestions 

T
h

ere are to
d

ay
 m

o
re u

n
an

sw
ered

 
q
u
estio

n
s ab

o
u
t th

e assassin
atio

n
 o

f 
P

resid
en

t Jo
h

n
 F

itzg
erald

 K
en

n
ed

y
 th

an
 

there w
ere o

n
 F

eb
ru

ary
 3

, 1
9

6
4

, w
h

en
 

th
e C

o
m

m
issio

n
 o

p
en

ed
 its h

earin
g
s. In

 
ad

d
itio

n
 to

 th
o

se in
h

eren
t in

 m
y

 b
o

o
k

, 
h

ere are so
m

e o
f th

e m
an

y
 q

u
estio

n
s 

w
hich dem

and answ
ering: 

W
h
a
t w

a
s th

e
 re

a
so

n
 fo

r try
in

g
 to

 
b
u
ry

 th
e g

h
o
st so

 d
eep

ly
? R

estrictio
n
 

o
f access to

 th
e C

o
m

m
issio

n
's files fo

r 
7

5
 y

ears can
n

o
t b

e ex
p

lain
ed

 in
 term

s 
o
f th

e in
terests o

f O
sw

ald
's d

au
g
h
ters. 

N
o
th

in
g
 th

at can
 n

o
w

 b
e said

 o
f th

eir 
fath

er can
 h

u
rt th

em
. F

u
rth

er rev
ela-

tio
n
s co

u
ld

 o
n
ly

 b
en

efit th
em

. 
T

h
e w

h
o

le sto
ry

 o
f th

e au
to

p
sy

 an
d

 
th

e au
to

p
sy

 rep
o
rt —

 th
e su

p
p
ressed

 
pictures of th

e w
o

u
n

d
s, th

e "ed
itin

g
" o

f 
th

e au
to

p
sy

, th
e au

to
p

sy
 reco

rd
s in

 co
n

-
trad

ictio
n

 o
f th

e artist's rep
resen

tatio
n

 
o
f th

e w
o
u
n
d
s, th

e C
o
m

m
issio

n
's refer-

en
ce to

 a "n
eck

" w
o

u
n

d
 w

h
en

 it w
as n

o
t 

in
 th

e n
eck

. 
W

hy? 
W

hy did the R
eport suppress the testi-

m
o

n
y

 o
f th

e p
ath

o
lo

g
ists an

d
 ex

p
erts in

 
fo

ren
sic m

ed
icin

e th
at th

e so
-called

 
"found" bullet could not have done w

hat 
th

e R
ep

o
rt attrib

u
ted

 to
 it? H

o
w

 co
u

ld
 

it reach
 co

n
clu

sio
n
s o

p
p
o
sed

 to
 th

is ex
-

p
e
rt te

stim
o
n
y
 a

n
d
 n

o
t re

fe
r to

 th
is 

testim
ony? 

W
h
y
 d

id
 th

e staff m
isrep

resen
t th

e 
tru

in
g
 o

f th
is "fo

u
n
d
" b

u
llet, alleg

in
g
 

it h
ad

 b
een

 p
ro

v
ed

 to
 h

av
e co

m
e fro

m
 

G
overnor C

onnally's stretcher w
hen this 

w
as n

o
t th

e case? A
n
d
 w

h
y
 w

as th
ere 

n
o
 real effo

rt to
 see h

o
w

 th
e b

u
llet g

o
t 

under 
th

e m
attress, a fact su

p
p
ressed

 
I 	

(co
n

tin
u

ed
 o

n
 fo

llo
w

in
g

 p
a

g
e) 



(co
n

tin
u

ed
 fro

m
 p

reced
in

g
 page) 

in
 th

e R
ep

o
rt? 

W
h

y
 d

id
 th

e R
ep

o
rt su

p
p

ress th
e fact 

that the "found" bullet had been cleaned 
b

efo
re receip

t in
 th

e F
B

I lab
o

rato
ries? 

W
h
y
 d

id
 th

e F
B

I n
o
t an

aly
ze th

e o
r-

g
an

ic traces left o
n
 th

e b
u
llet? W

h
y
 

d
id

 th
e C

o
m

m
issio

n
 n

o
t fin

d
 o

u
t w

h
o
 

first c
le

a
n

e
d

 th
e
 b

u
lle

t a
n

d
 w

h
y

 th
e
 

F
B

I d
id

 n
o

t an
aly

ze th
e traces still re-

m
ain

in
g
? W

h
y
, in

 fact, d
id

 th
e C

o
m

-
m

issio
n
 rem

ain
 m

u
te o

n
 receiv

in
g
 th

is 
testim

ony? 

W
hy? 

W
h

y
 d

id
 th

e C
o

m
m

issio
n

 n
o

t trace 
and report on the laundering of G

overnor 
C

onnally's clothes, w
hich destroyed evi-

d
en

ce ab
o

u
t h

is w
o

u
n

d
s? 

W
h

y
 d

id
 th

e
 R

e
p

o
rt su

p
p

re
ss th

e
 

S
ecret S

ervice m
isrepresentation of G

ov-
ernor C

onnally's w
ounds, w

hich had the 
effect o

f tailo
rin

g
 th

e 
evidence 

to
 su

it 
th

e C
o
m

m
issio

n
's th

eo
ry

 o
f th

e crim
e? 

W
hy w

as the spectrographic evidence 
in

 e
ffe

c
t su

p
p
re

sse
d
?
 W

h
y
 w

a
s th

e
 

sp
ectro

g
rap

h
er, w

h
en

 called
 as a w

it-
n
ess, n

ev
er ask

ed
 to

 testify
 ab

o
u
t h

is 
spectrographic analysis of the presum

ed 
assassin

atio
n
 b

u
llets? W

h
y
 is all o

f th
is 

n
o
t in

 th
e R

ep
o
rt? W

ith
 resp

ect to
 th

e 
T

ippit bullets, w
hy w

as not sim
ilar anal-

y
sis also

 m
ad

e, an
d
 rep

o
rted

? 
W

hy? 
W

h
y

 d
id

 th
e R

ep
o

rt su
p

p
ress p

ro
o
f 

th
at th

e em
p
ty

 rifle sh
ells fo

u
n
d
 o

n
 th

e 
six

th
 flo

o
r o

f th
e D

ep
o

sito
ry

 B
u

ild
in

g
 

h
ad

 m
ark

in
g
s th

at co
u
ld

 n
o
t h

av
e co

m
e 

fro
m

 th
e C

-2
7
6

6
 rifle? 

F
low

 could the R
eport declare that this 

rifle, to
 th

e ex
clu

sio
n

 o
f all o

th
ers, w

as 
in O

sw
ald's possession at the tim

e of the 

W
hy w

as this suppressed in the R
eport? 

W
as p

erju
ry

 co
m

m
itted

 b
y
 im

p
o
rtan

t 
w

itn
esses? If it w

as, w
h

y
 h

as th
e C

o
m

-
m

issio
n
 d

o
n
e n

o
th

in
g
 ab

o
u
t it? 

W
h

y
 d

id
 th

e co
m

p
eten

t staff o
f th

e 
C

om
m

ission give such a puerile perform
-

an
ce, av

o
id

in
g
 th

e clearly
 p

ertin
en

t an
d
 

o
b
v
io

u
s q

u
estio

n
s? W

h
y
 d

id
 th

ey
 seek

 
only to establish a prosecution-type case? 

W
hy? 

W
h

y
 Is th

e
 q

u
a
lity

 o
f th

e
 p

h
o

to
-

graphic reproductions in the R
eport con-

sisten
tly

 so
 p

o
o
r? W

h
y
 w

ere im
p
o
rtan

t 
p

h
o

to
g

rap
h

s rep
ro

d
u

ced
 so

 sm
all th

eir 
co

n
ten

ts are m
ask

ed
 w

h
en

 b
lan

k
 sp

ace 
w

as av
ailab

le fo
r th

e sam
e p

h
o

to
g

rap
h

s 
to

 h
av

e b
een

 rep
ro

d
u
ced

 in
 larg

er size? 
W

h
y
, o

f th
e m

an
y
 clear p

h
o
to

g
rap

h
s 

o
f th

e assassin
atio

n
 area th

at are av
ail-

able, did the R
eport use one of such poor 

quality It h
ad

 to
 be touched u

p
 an

d
 still 

rem
ain

ed
 u

n
clear? W

h
y

 d
id

 th
e R

ep
o

rt 
co

v
er tw

ice as m
u
ch

 area as w
as neces-

sary w
ith this photograph, thus effective-

ly
 red

u
cin

g
 its leg

ib
ility

 still fu
rth

er, 
an

d
 w

h
y

 d
id

 it p
rin

t it in
 su

ch
 a, sm

all 
space, leaving the rest of the page blank? 

W
h
y
 is th

ere n
o
 p

h
o
to

g
rap

h
 o

f th
e 

street lev
el o

f th
e fro

n
t o

f th
e b

u
ild

-
ing for the period Im

m
ediately follow

ing 
th

e assassin
atio

n
? W

h
y
 d

id
 th

e R
ep

o
rt 

do nothing w
ith the large am

ount of m
o-

tio
n

 p
ictu

res sh
o

w
in

g
 th

is w
h

ich
 w

ere 
av

ailab
le to

 th
e C

o
m

m
issio

n
, esp

ecially
 

w
h

en
 th

e p
h

o
to

g
rap

h
er rep

o
rted

 th
ese 

pictures show
ed m

en going in and out of 
the building? 

W
h

at h
ap

p
en

ed
 to

 th
e M

o
o

rm
an

 p
ic-

tu
re? 

W
hy? 

W
h
y
 a

re
 th

e
 im

p
o
rta

n
t c

h
a
rts a

n
d
 

m
a
n

e
 n

r, 4
2
1
1
0
1
1
 a

 e
1
1
n

.1
1
 e

n
n

lo
 th

m
, "

a
n

n
.,* R

eason
ab

le D
ou

b
t' 

th
at led

 to
 th

e fro
n

t en
tran

ce? 
W

h
y

 d
id

 th
e R

ep
o

rt n
o

t co
n

sid
er O

s-
w

ald
 w

as a p
o

ssib
le "fall g

u
y

"? W
h

y
 

did the C
om

m
ission m

ake no serious in-
q
u
iry

 alo
n
g
 th

is lin
e? 

W
h

y 
h

a
s th

e
 R

e
p

o
rt n

o
 fo

rth
rig

h
t 

statem
en

t o
n

 M
arin

a O
sw

ald
's statu

s 
in

 th
e U

n
ited

 S
tates? Is sh

e elig
ib

le fo
r 

d
e
p
o
rta

tio
n
?
 H

a
v
e
 n

o
t o

th
e
rs w

h
o
 

sim
ilarly

 m
isin

fo
rm

ed
 th

e g
o
v
ern

m
en

t 
to

 e
n

te
r th

e
 U

n
ite

d
 S

ta
te

s b
e
e
n

 d
e
-

ported? 

W
hy? 

W
h

y
 is th

ere n
o

 fo
rth

rig
h

t statem
en

t 
in

 th
e R

ep
o

rt o
f th

e n
atu

re an
d

 len
g

th
 

of M
arina O

sw
ald's period of "protective 

cu
sto

d
y

"? W
h

y
 d

o
es it n

o
t refer to

 th
e 

h
in

ts m
ad

e to
 h

er b
y

 b
o

th
 th

e F
B

I an
d

 
th

e
 Im

m
ig

ra
tio

n
 a

n
d
 N

a
tu

ra
liz

a
tio

n
 

S
erv

ice th
at if sh

e w
an

ted
 to

 rem
ain

 
in

 th
e U

n
ited

 S
tates sh

e w
o
u
ld

 d
o
 w

ell 
to

 "co
o

p
erate"? W

as sh
e n

o
t su

b
ject to

 
p

ressu
re, an

d
 d

o
es n

o
t th

is affect h
er 

credibility? 

W
h

y
 d

id
 th

e R
ep

o
rt su

p
p

ress M
arin

a 
O

sw
ald

's ad
m

itted
 ly

in
g

? W
h

y
 d

id
 it 

su
p
p
ress h

er co
n
trad

icto
ry

 statem
en

ts, 
u
sin

g
 o

n
ly

 w
h
at su

ited
 its p

u
rp

o
ses? 

W
h

y
 d

id
 

It 
su

p
p
ress h

er ad
m

itted
 at-

tem
p
t at su

icid
e? 

W
hy did the R

eport avoid m
entioning 

her considerable financial gain as a con-
seq

u
en

ce o
f th

e assassin
atio

n
? Is sh

e 
n
o
t a w

ealth
y
 y

o
u
n
g
 w

o
m

an
 to

d
ay

, an
d
 

d
o

es th
is n

o
t affect h

er cred
ib

ility
? 

U
n

til th
ese an

d
 all o

th
er q

u
estio

n
s, 

stated
 o

r im
p

lied
 th

ro
u

g
h

o
u

t m
y

 b
o

o
k

, 
are clearly, unequivocally and finally an-
sw

ered
, th

e assassin
atio

n
s o

f P
resid

en
t 

Jo
h
n
 F

. K
en

n
ed

y
 an

d
 O

fficer J. D
. T

ip
-

p
it are far fro

m
 h

av
in

g
 b

een
 h

o
n

estly
 

T
h

e B
ook

 T
h

at 
S

h
ook

 M
e U

p
 

B
y
 JO

H
N

 A
IM

E
R

S
 

(M
ontreal) 

W
h

en
 I first read

 F
letch

er C
h

ristian
's 

"U
n
flin

ch
in

g
: A

 D
iary

 o
f T

rag
ic A

d
v
en

-
tu

re," a S
co

ttesq
u
e d

iary
 o

f slo
w

 d
eath

 
in

 th
e N

o
rth

, I w
as 

a teen
ag

er. N
o

w
, 

so
m

e y
ears later, it is ju

st as m
ean

in
g
-

ful. W
hen you exam

ine an extraordinary 
"–

n
arrativ

e o
f co

u
rag

e su
ch

 as th
is, y

o
u
r 

p
ro

b
lem

s seem
 p

itifu
lly

 sm
all an

d
 y

o
u
 

know
 they could be easily salved—

com
-

pared to the great m
agnitude of dilem

m
as 

th
a
t fa

c
e
d

 th
re

e
 sta

rv
in

g
 e

x
p

lo
re

rs. 
C

h
ristian

 d
em

o
n
strates th

e lim
its o

f h
u
-

m
an

 cap
ab

ility
—

an
d
 sh

o
w

s th
e m

ag
n
i-

ficen
t stru

ctu
re o

f so
m

e h
u
m

an
 m

in
d
s. 

T
h

is b
o

o
k

, first p
u

b
lish

ed
 in

 E
n

g
lan

d
 in

 
1937, gave m

e a b
ig

 lift an
d
 a d

eep
 co

n
-

fid
en

ce in
 h

u
m

an
ity

—
an

d
 It still d

o
es. 

It g
iv

e
s n

e
w

 in
sig

h
t in

to
 life

; th
e
 in

-
sig

h
t is far m

o
re ch

eerfu
l th

an
 m

an
y

 
w

ould believe. 
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n
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A
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W

hat w
as th

e b
o

o
k th

a
t sh

o
o

k you up? 
W

h
a

t w
a

s th
e b

o
o

k th
a

t sh
o

o
k yo

u
 u

p
?

 
W

h
a
t w

a
s th

e b
o
o
k th

a
t sh

o
o
k yo

u
 u

p
?
 

T
h
a
t en

lig
h
ten

ed
 yo

u
, g

o
t yo

u
 a

n
g
ry, o

r 
T

h
a
t en

lig
h
ten

ed
 yo

u
, g

o
t yo

u
 a

n
g
ry, o

r 
T

h
a
t en

lig
h
ten

ed
 you, g

o
t yo

u
 a

n
g
ry, o

r 
ch

a
n
g
ed

 yo
u
r life! S

en
d
 u

s 1
5
0
 w

o
rd

s 
ch

a
n
g
ed

 yo
u
r life! S

en
d
 u

s 1
5
0
 w

o
rd

s 
ch

a
n

g
ed

 yo
u

r life?
 S

en
d

 u
s 1

5
0

 w
o

rd
s 

a
b
o
u
t yo

u
r exp

erien
ce. B

O
O

K
S
 p

a
ys $

5
 

about your exp
erien

ce. B
O

O
K

S
 p

a
ys S

5
 

about y
o
u
r exp

erien
ce. B

O
O

K
S
 pays $5 

fo
r ea

ch
 a

cco
u
n
t u

sed
. (N

o
 m

a
n
u
scrip

ts 
fo

r ea
ch

 a
cco

u
n

t u
sed

. (N
o

 m
a

n
u

scrip
ts 

fo
r ea

ch
 a

cco
u

n
t u

sed
. (N

o
 m

a
n

u
scrip

ts 
ca

n
 b

e retu
rn

ed
.) B

O
O

K
S
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8
 M

a
d
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n
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n

 b
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.) B
O

O
K

S
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9
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a

d
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n
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O
O

K
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 D
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eyon
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 c
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a

rt! 
❑

 
m

o
n

e
p

o
rd

e
r fo

r $
5
.0

5
 te

r 
a

 O
n

e
-T

e
a
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u

b
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c
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m
o

n
th
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 rtu

ro
il to

 
T

H
E

 
C

O
O

K
 B

U
Y

E
R
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U
ID

E
. s

e
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e
 to

 s
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rt Im
m

e
d
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te
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❑
 

e
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s
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e
n

d
 

m
o 

a
 .tre

e
 s

a
m

p
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 c
o

p
y
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a

 

N
A

M
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• 

• 

A
D

D
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C
IT

Y
 	

Z
O

N
E

. 	
S

TA
TE

 ..... 

S
ee fo

r yo
u

rself w
h

y n
early 

7,000 librarians and im
ooksellers 

a
ll o

v
e

r th
e

 n
a

tio
n

 re
fu

s
e

 to
 

d
o

 w
ith

o
u

t B
B

G
. U

se th
e co

u
p

o
n

 
to

 m
ail yo

u
r su

b
scrip

tio
n

 ($6.00 
p

er year-12 m
o

n
th

ly issu
es), o

r 
w

rite fo
r a free sam

p
le copy. 

D
o

 it to
d

ay. 

possession, 
to- th

e ex
clu

sio
n
 o

f an
y
o
n
e 

else, w
h
en

 It cited
 n

o
 p

ro
o
f o

f an
y
 o

f 
these allegations? 

W
h

y
 d

id
 th

e R
ep

o
rt av

o
id

 an
y

 refer-
e
n

c
e
 to

 w
h

e
th

e
r a

c
c
e
ss to

 th
e
 P

a
in

e
 

g
a
ra

g
e
 w

a
s a

v
a
ila

b
le

 to
 o

th
e
rs th

a
n
 

O
sw

ald? 

W
hy? 

W
h
y
 d

id
 b

o
th

 th
e p

o
lice an

d
 th

e F
B

I 
su

sp
en

d
 th

eir effo
rts to

 trace th
e so

u
rces 

of the am
m

unition allegedly fired in the 
rifle? D

id
 it h

av
e an

y
th

in
g
 to

 d
o
 w

ith
 

the discovery of large quantities of sim
i-

lar cartrid
g

es lo
ad

ed
 w

ith
 b

u
llets o

th
er 

than the ones the C
om

m
ission presum

ed 
w

ere u
sed

? 
W

h
y

 d
id

 th
e R

ep
o

rt ig
n

o
re b

o
th

 th
e 

a
v

a
ila

b
ility

 o
f o

th
e
r b

u
lle

ts a
n

d
 th

e
 

a
b

o
rte

d
 tra

c
in

g
 o

f th
e
 a

m
m

u
n

itio
n

?
 

W
h
y

 h
as th

e R
ep

o
rt n

o
 in

fo
rm

atio
n
 o

n
 

an
y

 effo
rt to

 trace th
e am

m
u

n
itio

n
 u

sed
 

in
 th

e T
ip

p
it k

illin
g

 to
 its so

u
rce? W

h
y

 
d

o
es th

e R
ep

o
rt co

n
tain

 n
o

 referen
ce to

 
th

e p
u

rch
ase o

f an
y

 am
m

u
n

itio
n

 o
f 

any 
k

in
d
 b

y
 O

sw
ald

? W
hy? 

W
h

y
 h

as th
e R

ep
o

rt n
o

 co
p

y
 o

f th
e 

m
ed

ical o
r au

to
p
sy

 reco
rd

s o
n
 th

e m
u
r-

der of O
fficer T

ippit, especially w
hen the 

C
o

m
m

issio
n

 h
ad

 co
n

trad
icto

ry
 in

fo
rm

a-
tio

n
 ab

o
u

t th
e n

u
m

b
er o

f sh
o

ts an
d

 th
e 

n
u

m
b

er o
f w

o
u

n
d

s? 
W

h
y
 d

id
 th

e R
ep

o
rt rem

ain
 silen

t o
n
 

th
e k

n
o

w
n

 d
estru

ctio
n

, m
u

tilatio
n

, an
d

 
m

anipulation of evidence? 
W

hen using so m
any different versions 

o
f th

e fam
o
u
s A

ltg
en

s p
h
o
to

g
rap

h
 as 

exhibits, w
hy did the R

eport consistently 
su

p
p

re
ss th

e
 rig

h
t-h

a
n

d
 sid

e
 a

n
d

 its 
im

p
o
rtan

t co
n
ten

ts? 
W

hy did the C
om

m
ission not question 

th
e v

ario
u
s d

o
cto

rs ab
o
u
t th

e m
aterial 

co
n

flict in
 th

eir testim
o

n
y

 o
f th

e co
n

-
ten

ts o
f th

e telep
h

o
n

e calls to
 P

ark
lan

d
 

H
o

sp
ital fro

m
 th

e N
av

al M
ed

ical C
en

-
ter? W

as th
ere an

y
th

in
g

 im
p

ro
p

er in
 

th
ese calls? D

id
 th

e fed
eral d

o
cto

r tell 
th

e D
allas d

o
cto

r th
e co

n
ten

ts o
f th

e 
autopsy report, although denying he did? 

w
h

en
 m

easu
rem

en
t: is im

p
o

rtan
t to

 an
 

u
n

d
erstan

d
in

g
 o

f th
e co

n
ten

ts? 
W

h
y

 is th
ere n

o
 rep

resen
tatio

n
 in

 th
e 

R
ep

o
rt o

f th
e p

o
sitio

n
s o

f th
e cars in

 
th

e m
o

to
rcad

e at th
e m

o
m

en
t o

f th
e 

shooting? 
W

h
y

 d
id

 b
o

th
 th

e C
o

m
m

issio
n

 an
d

 
th

e F
B

I ig
n

o
re th

e o
b

v
io

u
s ex

isten
ce o

f 
a "F

alse O
sw

ald
"? W

h
at p

u
rp

o
se o

r 
purposes could this m

an have had? W
hy 

is th
e fan

tastic sto
ry

 b
u

ried
 in

 th
e R

e-
p
o
rt an

d
 treated

 o
u
t o

f co
n
tex

t? 

W
hy? 

W
h

y
 w

as th
e C

o
m

m
issio

n
 so

 to
leran

t 
o
f th

e p
o
lice an

d
 th

e in
cred

ib
le "m

is-
takes" they m

ade, their faulty m
em

ories, 
th

eir b
o

tch
ed

 in
v
estig

atio
n
 an

d
 th

eir 
treatm

en
t o

f O
sw

ald
? W

h
y
, in

 fact, d
id

 
th

e C
o
m

m
issio

n
 n

o
t m

ak
e a th

o
ro

u
g
h
 

investigation of the police? 
H

o
w

 co
u
ld

 th
e C

o
m

m
issio

n
 an

d
 th

e 
R

e
p
o
rt ig

n
o
re

 th
e
 m

a
n
n
e
r in

 w
h
ic

h
 

D
allas public authority effectively denied 

O
sw

ald
 h

is rig
h
t to

 co
u
n
sel o

f h
is o

w
n
 

ch
o

ice? W
h

y
 d

id
 n

o
t th

e C
o

m
m

issio
n

 
ex

am
in

e th
ese activ

ities 
O

f 
th

e p
o
lice 

and decide w
hether they could have had 

th
e p

u
rp

o
se o

f p
rev

en
tin

g
 th

e im
p
an

el-
in

g
 o

f a ju
ry

 o
r th

e in
tro

d
u

ctio
n

 in
to

 
evidence of O

sw
ald's possessions? 

W
h

y
 d

id
 th

e C
o

m
m

issio
n

 ig
n

o
re th

e 
clear im

p
licatio

n
s o

f S
ecret S

erv
ice In

-
spector K

elley's report, that O
sw

ald w
as 

b
ein

g
 d

en
ied

 co
u

n
sel to

 k
eep

 h
im

 fro
m

 
talking? W

hy w
as the C

om
m

ission care-
fu

l to
 av

o
id

 th
is w

h
en

 K
elley

 testified
? 

W
h
y

 d
id

 th
e R

ep
o

rt n
o

t d
iscu

ss th
is? 

W
hy? 

W
h

y
 d

id
 th

e R
ep

o
rt n

o
t ad

d
ress itself 

to
 th

e u
n

reaso
n

ab
len

ess o
f an

 assassin
 

In 
the sixth-floor w

indow
 w

aiting- for a 
v

ery
 d

ifficu
lt sh

o
t at th

e P
resid

en
t w

ith
-

o
u

t n
eed

 w
h

en
 h

e h
ad

 su
ch

 an
 ex

cellen
t 

ta
rg

e
t a

n
d
 fo

r a
 lo

n
g
e
r tim

e
' a

s th
e
 

m
otorcade approached the building? 
If O

sw
ald

 h
ad

 b
een

 th
e assassin

, w
h
y
 

sh
o

u
ld

 h
e h

av
e g

o
n

e in
to

 th
e cu

l-d
e•sac 

o
f th

e lu
n

ch
ro

o
m

 o
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 th
e seco

n
d
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o

r 
w

hen th
e sa

m
e d
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o

r p
u

t h
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s
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