
Questions for Mr. Busies Marshall 

Undor the contract a:rich you eagneed with te General Services Administration, your aoproval is reoolred for accem to the evidence relating to the asoassinatien of fnesideot Kennedy covered ro alleged to be covered by thin contract. How loony roveots for acre 3 have boon made, by when and when? On what basis did you make exoloaive selection of the urologist Dr, John In Lattimer? On what basis did you ode, .aim this aoclosive access in preference to other alnlicants? On what basin did you reject tee others? On what basis did you refUse joint access by all applicants? that investigation did you conduct of Dr. Lattimer's qualification of lack of qualification? Did you have an: r soon investigations conducted for you, and if so, by whom? Did you inquire into or have previous knowledge of ano oreconceptoons by Dr. Lattimer, or into his political beliefs (in the brood, not the political-party sense? - Boa '_,is enclosed letter) If so, did you find theue in any vay porzuwied your selection of him for this exxlusive access? How do you coodidor that Dr. Lattimor locate the definitions and roquireoents of this contract? How do you consider that Dr. Lattimer meets the definitions and requirements of this contract? Hoy do you consider him qualified at all, leave ale ne cpxnlified. to exclusive accost?? (See your letLor to -re of Jono9ey 12). Was ne recommended to you, and if no, by enon? Did you seek advice and reef:emendations on selection and rejection, and if so, from whop:? You arc aware that ultimately, after you refused me access to any of this evidence and after you refused me pictures of the clothing, which is qfficiel  evidoam, meaniog under the law, public information, I sued for ti emo in that ore ceediug, it was sworn that nnnor this contract oo one ::ay bo permiited to me the elotleoe itsulf. According to the exclusive story you arranged for The Nee Moen Times, you avo acmoo to this clothing to Dr. Lattimer. ('Dr. Lattimer was also alloyed to see...the President's bloody and nullet-punctured clotLin ...") On January 10, Dr. Lattimer said, "'whey let me monimino emr,M= I wanton to examine, 14thout any restnictions (nenasis added)" In view of this and under the contract how can you justify let_eg Dr. Lattiocr sue the clothing iteelf while I van denied any single meaninoful picture snowing any of the mute evidence of this olothine Bocnuoe you are a aignatorn to this contract, a former Ansistaat Attorney General of the United States and an official of a maoor law school, I would welcorm an opinion from you as to whother this could be a perjurious oath and whether the perjury could have been suborned. 
Without cooica of pictures of the clothing, meaning as I specified with care, only the damage to it, can you tell me how I could have Oad independent eeneinotion of it by independent criminalists, or how anyone could? Is it your ourpose to prevent independent oneriootiono of anj of the evidence by independent criminalists ongooed by thane win have made legitimate and extensive personal inveatigations of all • 	the evideuce? Directly or indirectly; 
Did Senator Kennedy direct you to make this material available at tide tiLia? Did you seek his permission or aoveement, or did you recommit it to Um? Did you in any way represent to him what Dr. Lattiner's qu,lifications or lack of quatificatione are or seemed to be? (Dr. LattLoer admits he is not qualified in pathology or in forensic pathalooy). Therefore, if you inforoed Senator Kennedo that Dr. Lattimor was the most quolified single man to have access to this evidence, I again ask the basin of any such rTearnendation .) 
Are you fnetnloe with Dr. Lattlmorls eiblishod writing on tin assmnination of the President, if it can really be so described? Aoe you aware of more than two very short articles and the onclosed letter he has mitten on the subject, a d if so, what? Do you now of anyone who has written on this subjoct with real or oreteaned seriousness vies has written less on it or in a more restrictive or narrow wan? In your capacity as the reprozentative of the executors, are you aware of any writing that must be considered WA; sycophantic? Have you any comment on the political content of sous of this writing'? Was there any real precsure on you for you to make this material available at this time? 
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If DO. from whom, and fur what remains? Has thore to your knowlodge ever been a tine woon there has bean less demand fer the releane of any of the oueoresoed seidonco.? Has thero ever to your enowledge been a time of less interest in the entire subject? Do you find any leeal comoulsion in the contract for the release of tads materials at tim or any other time? If you answer this affireativoly, would you Oloaoe cito the Provision? Why did you decide to do thia now? Was it ouggeotod or oreaeol upon you by anyone, including than federal government ur any officiol or eoployeo, including the Archivist, or anyone you had reason to believe or suspect conveoed such an interout? Why did you give or oeamit an OXIMiU31100 to The New York Imoos? Have you offered, pormitted to be offered or heard of the offer of any further exclusive, specifically to Fred Graham and The New York Times, other, of any oersonal or oublioat.on of any of the material over which Jou exorcise any control? Oa what legal basis di you orrocoo or permit ouch an exclusive and why'? In your legal poioion, can you exercise such control over items of official evidence, not fewer than three of which are herein involved, those throe bcarin and identified by you in that contract by -noir official exhibit hurahers? Doers this not bring then under the Freedom of Information Act and make of theo "public information"? If you hold otherwise, I would welcooe an exploontion, Chair incorooration into the official record of the official proceedings having been more than two and a half years onoloe to the execution of the contract. Did you mano, permit to be wade or know of any other special access or publicity arranomments having to do with this material, incloding but not limited to the Columbia Broadcasting 4ystena Will you, with anyone? If so, with whom and when and whey. What uould be your position and your fooling if it wer_ or co.dd be shown that Dr. Lattimer lied, or erred, or said what in imoessiblo and attributed. any or all of these this gm to his exclusion access to this evideoee under your control? Or used it for any kind of personal gain? Or said that he was not ounlified under the definitions of the oontrnct? 
If Dr. Lattimer erred in any way, is there anything that can ..ow bo done to undo any harm therefrom? Would you rognrd any such error of any nature or description as proper? In the national interest? In that of your clients? In yours? In anyone's? If angthing, what do you belieoe the impact of error or worse, deception, miszeoxeoentation and falsehood, will or can be upon society, especially the young; attitudeo toward and reapece for the law, especially Upon student lawyers? If what Dr. Lattimer has said or will say is in any sense erroneous or worse, what, if anything, do you oonsider will be its effects upon the reomtationa of your clients, the Kennedy family and oarticularly the present Senator Kennedy and his political future or that of any other Keemedy? Do you consider or have you considered that it might have any effect, directly or indirectly, on any danger in waech he may be (as is regularly reported in t: ere public prase, including currently?) Arc you aware that almost iemodiataly after the late Robert Kennedy endorsed the officiol account of his brother's ausansination, something he had refused to do when it was ankod of him officially, he, in turn, was killed, although he had long enjoyed many enemies and had, from public reports, been the reciAent of many throats noae of which had been executed? 
Wore you now to grant access to this same evidence, this time to a qnnlified crest )f any kind, one femmev wito all the other relevant evidence, especially as it relates o this, and wore such a person than to declare that ghat he had seen dooe not support ie official account of the assassination of the President Kennedy, can you conceive of pane being blamed for this suppression other them a Kennedy, living or dead? Can you iceive that ;moene otner than a Kennedy would be blamed for all the suppression and all 1 u atruths about the aseussination of the President ISseedy? For =ample, can you ceive of anyone in the goveroment (especially Mr. Hoover, who you so recently defended) Inyone apemkiag for the goverment would say that the untruths aod suppressions ahouid denied on officials, not the Zennedys? Can you conceive of any editorial or new 



3.3. 

writer saying otherwise, particularly when as recently an the current controversy full blame has been placed upon the Kennedy family, without any dissent or protect from its counsel? Can you eite any legal means by which any of this evidence could have been held from the federal government by any Kennedy if the government had desired it? Can you or do you dispute that during ega, the poriod of the official investigetien and long thereafter ell of this material was never in Kennedy poosession and wan constantly in federal poaseesion? 
In the context of the foregoing, what would you expect to be the effect, if any, as the career of the present Senator Kennedy were you now to grant access to one eho would say this aueeressed evidence contradiction or disputes the official amount of the crime? 
Can you tell se how the law permits the transfer of title to property from one to another if the one maeiug the transfer dons not hold title to this property? If you cannot, how could you have signed moil a contract for your clients or urged ito acceptance upon them, or do you hold that it was all property to which they held legal title? 
Is it only a coincidence that only those like Dr. Lattimer, trod Grahams and The Row "reek Tines, uho support the official account of the assassination and coxnoent adversely on those critical of it, have been even sade exclusives, even after earlier denial of acne of the identical evidence to others known not to be official appoloeints; and that all the other applicants all of whom J=e, ounlified and are Icaownext to support the official position? Would you care to consult one of the mathematicians at your univeleity for the odds against this being no eore than a coincidence? Have you con.sulted =squeal not known to support the official position on the fact of the assassination so that you might better make nnhtne,d, advise your clients and have regard for the national intereats involved in that which you have controlled and release' exclusively? We both know that you have rejected each of my many written offers to Bete/ you disproof of the official account, but have you sought the counsel of others who have done original research and serious work and can Give you an undere standing of a version other than, the official one? 
With regard to the denial of the contract itself to me and its later being given exclusively to Fred Graham and The New Tork Times, were you consulted in either of these matters, did you make the decisions in either or give any advicce in either? Can you explain haw the reasons given for denying it to me could ever 'eve changed, how they, if true, did not required permanent withholding of that contract? With regard to what you have made it possible for Dr. Lattimer to say, and in a context that has bean taken to mean with your sanction e d that of the Kennedy family, can you explainelIctureo and x-rays of bullet wounds and the clothing of the victim enable positive determination of who fired how many shots if allegedely soft tissue only was hit? 
How saying the Warren Commission node a gerioea erepr in locating the initial entranoe point of a bullet said to have inflicted a total of seven wounds an two eon makes the Warren Commission right in les conclusions? To Let this aeoteer way, how is an alleged trajectory proved to be correct when it is said to be a straight-line trajectory and wlean the new "proof* of its correctnees is that the first part of this straight-line trajectory was radically different? Is it rational to say the Con mission was right because it w as wrong? Tour "expert' confuses me. "...if anyone were to nave shot him from the front, they woele nave to be squatting Mn the floor of the car in front of him", your expert said after "studying" this new wvidence (a statemeet differing in no way from tee enclosed  " 	 I  4 prier statemente. Wae Governor Connally on the ,floor'in front of the Pre;tdent? eeei the Jena I trusted the contemporaneous pictures, which show the Governor sitting in a eepeeemee-aileeeen 
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Ju l) asat' '11  wounded parts of him - his chest, his wrist and his thigh - well above  "the floor of the car in front °fifths President. 
My hope i 	that you can teach me this special kind of simple geometry I appear to have failed to learn in high school, but can you tell me how you found so unique a value, haw you consider such consumate *scianoe" befitting the death of a President and/ AMIR honor and pethipps futures of his femily when they are entrusted unto you? 


