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1) D
r. K

in
g
's m

u
rd

er. B
u
t in

 lig
h
t o

f th
is co

m
m

ittee's in
v
estig

atio
n
. 

re is req
u
ired

 th
an

 k
eep

in
g
 o

p
en

 files. It. w
o
u
ld

 seem
 o

n
ly

 ap
p
ro

. 

ate fo
r th

e D
ep

artm
en

t, o
f Ju

stice to
 p

erfo
rm

 th
e scien

tific stu
d
ies 

,o
n
im

en
d
ed

 h
erew

ith
 

r
 -

 	
' 

7in
a
ly

ze
 -T

h
e co

m
r-fiit-"

F
e
c
o
rd

. 

1  L
en

 th
e D

ep
artm

en
t co

u
ld

 assess th
e w

isd
o
m

 o
f tak

in
g
 ad

d
itio

n
&

 

s that m
ight m

ove one or both of these cases tow
ard final resolution. 

h
e ch

o
ice is n

o
t. b

etw
een

 a fu
ll-scale reo

p
en

in
g
 o

f b
o
th

 in
v
estig

a-

s and doing nothing, since there are in each case lim
ited areas that 

id them
selves to further exploration. W

hat the com
m

ittee found that 
pi not b

een
 k

n
o
w

n
 b

efo
re sh

o
u
ld

 b
e ap

p
lied

 to
 a reco

n
sid

eratio
n
 b

y
 

Ju
stice D

ep
artm

en
t o

f its o
rig

in
al in

v
estig

atio
n
s. W

h
atev

er th
e 

pertinent- decides is the preferable course of action. it should report 
th

e Ju
d
iciary

 C
o
m

m
ittee. so

  that its determ
ination m

ay be review
ed 

an
 ap

p
ro

p
riate co

n
g
ressio

n
al b

o
d
y
. 

"4
4
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SE
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R

A
T
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R
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S o

r H
O

N
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H
R
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T

O
P

H
E

R
 J. D

O
D

D
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ISSEN
TIN

G
 F
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O

M
 

T
H

E
 F

IN
A

L
 R

E
P

O
R

T
 O

F
 T

H
E

 S
E

L
E

C
T

 C
O

M
M

IT
T

E
E

 O
N

 A
SSA

SH
N

A
TIO

N
S 

I v
o
ted

 ag
ain

st th
e ad

o
p
tio

n
 o

f th
e "S

u
m

m
ary

 o
f F

in
d
in

g
s an

d
 

R
ecom

m
endations" by the S

elect C
om

m
ittee on A

ssassinations. I did 

so because I could not agree w
ith the com

m
ittee's first fir. T

ing w
hich 

reads, L
ee H

arv
ey

 O
sw

ald
 fired

 th
ree sh

o
ts at P

resid
en

t Jo
h
n
 F

. 

K
ennedy. T

he second and third shots he fired struck the P
resi-

d
en

t. T
h
e th

ird
 sh

o
t h

e fired
 k

illed
 th

e P
resid

en
t. 

O
n D

ecem
ber 29, 1978,1 w

as called upon to decide w
hether O

sw
ald 

fired three shots from
 the T

exas S
chool B

ook D
epository. T

he acous-

tical ev
id

en
ce sh

o
w

ed
 th

at th
e seco

n
d
 sh

o
t w

as fired
 ap

p
ro

x
im

ately
 

1
.6

6
 seco

n
d
s after th

e first sh
o
t.' T

h
e co

m
m

ittee h
ad

 tw
o
 p

ieces o
f 

ev
id

en
ce av

ailab
le to

 it th
at in

d
icated

 h
o
w

 fast O
sw

ald
 m

ig
h
t h

av
e 

fired
 h

is rifle. F
irst, th

ere w
as a test co

n
d
u
cted

 b
y
 th

e F
B

I in
1
9
6
4
, 

u
sin

g
 O

sw
ald

's rifle, w
h
ich

 w
as a b

o
lt-actio

n
 rifle m

an
u
factu

red
 b

y
 

M
an

n
lich

er-C
arcan

o
. T

h
e resu

lts sh
o
w

ed
 th

at th
is rifle co

u
ld

 n
o
t. be  

aim
ed

 an
d
 fired

 u
sin

g
 th

e telesco
p
ic sig

h
ts in

 less th
an

 2
.2

5
-2

.8
 

seconds.' S
econd, tw

o com
m

ittee staff m
em

bers conducted a prelim
i-

n
ary

 test in
 S

ep
tem

b
er, u

sin
g
 a M

an
n
lich

er-C
arcan

o
 sim

ilar to
 

O
sw

ald
's. T

h
e resu

lts o
f th

is test sh
o
w

ed
 th

at. u
sin

g
 th

e o
p
en

 iro
n
 

sights, the fastest that the rifle could be fired w
as som

ew
here betw

een 

1.65 and 1.75 seconds.' 
O

n
 th

e b
asis o

f th
ese tests, I co

u
ld

 n
o
t co

n
clu

d
e th

at. O
sw

ald
 fired

 

b
o
th

 th
e first, an

d
 seco

n
d
 sh

o
ts. T

h
e F

B
I test d

id
 n

o
t sh

o
w

 th
at it 

w
as possible for O

sw
ald to have aim

ed and fired in 1.66 seconds, and 

the com
m

ittee's test w
as o

n
ly

 p
relim

in
ary

' I d
issen

ted
. 

It w
as th

e co
m

m
ittee's o

rig
in

al p
lan

 to
 co

n
d
u
ct a fin

al test, b
efo

re 

voting on the report, and in expressing m
y concern over this issue in 

the w
eeks prior to the vote, I repeatedly requested that e. final test be 

d
o
n
e. U

n
fo

rtu
n
ately

, it w
as n

o
t p

o
ssib

le to
 b

rin
g
 to

g
eth

er all o
f th

e 

elem
ents required for the final test before the D

ecem
ber vote. 

T
h

e fact th
at th

e tim
in

g w
as estab

lish
ed

 b
yacou

stical evid
en

ce is d
iscu

ssed
 below

. In 
ad

d
ition

. it should be noted that originally the experts stated that the rim
e betw

een the 
first tw

o sh
ots w

as sligh
tly u

n
d

er 3.6 secon
d

s. II JF
K

 83. 74 (B
arger 1.57 or 1.6). T

h
is w

as 

th
e tim

in
g
 I u

n
d

ersto
o
d

 a
s a

g
reed

 u
p

o
n

 b
y
 th

e ex
p

erts w
h

en
 I ea

st m
y
 d

issen
tin

g
 v

o
te. 

S
in

ce th
en

, th
e ex

p
erts h

a
v
e fu

rth
er refin

ed
 th

eir fig
u

res b
y
 a

d
ju

stin
g
 fo

r th
e sp

eed
 a

t 

w
h

ich
 th

e so
u

n
d

s w
ere reco

rd
ed

. T
h

e ex
p

erts n
o
w

 b
eliev

e th
a
t th

e tim
e b

etw
een

 th
e 

first tw
o
 sh

o
ts w

a
s a

p
p

ro
x
im

a
tely

 1
.6

8
 seco

n
d

s. V
 J

F
K

 7
2
4
 (B

la
k

ey
 m

em
o
ra

n
d

u
m

). I 

u
se th

e ad
ju

sted
 figu

res in
 th

ese sw
u

m
*. rem

ark
s. 

*3 H
. 407 (F

ra
iler 2

.8
) ; 5

 II. 1
5
8
 (2

.2
5
). 

*
T

h
ere is n

o
 d

irect evidence w
ine w

ould prone bow
 O

sw
ald aim

ed the rifle. T
he 

com
m

ittee's firearm
s panel testified that he could have aim

ed throu g h either the tele. 
im

Ple or open Iron si ghts. 1 JFK
 483 (L

u
ta). 

.P
ro

fesso
r 0

. R
o
b

ert B
la

k
ey

. th
e co

m
m

ittee's ch
ief co

u
n

sel, sta
ted

 th
a
t th

e test w
a
s 

7tr
m

in
a
ry

"
 w

h
en

 h
e d

escrib
ed

 it to
 th

e co
m

m
ittee to

 p
u

b
lic sessio

n
. H

 J
F

K
 1

0
5
-1

0
6
 

a lik
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O
n
 M

arch
 2

9
, 1

9
7
9
, a fin

al test w
as co

n
d
u
cted

. In
 th

is test a 
M

annlicher-C
arcano w

as repeatedly fired using the open iron sights. _ 
T

his test w
as conducted by four expert m

arksm
en issunstheiD

istritsr-
of C

olum
bia P

olies. D
epsertnsent and tw

o rstatia!sr..ississt-se*need 
com

m
ittee stirirthem

uW
s-.6  :C

one of the expert inarkinneri w
ere able te 

aim
 and fire tw

o consecutive shots w
ithin 1.66 seconds. T

he com
m

ittee. 
staff m

em
bers w

ere able to fire tw
o consecutive shots in less than 1.6C

 
seconds by "point" aim

ing, that is. not aim
ing through the telescopic 

or iron sights. T
hese results have not allayed m

y concern over this 
issue. W

hen I consicksr all the available evidence on this problem
. 7 

find m
yself no m

ore near a solution than I w
as on D

ecem
ber 29. 

T
he available evidence. as I see it. presents three opt-ions. If the. 

acoustical evidence on this issue is valid. then tw
o shots w

ere fired 
w

ithin 1.66 seconds of one a.nother.6  T
his leads to the first tw

o option:,  : 
either one person fired both shots in 1.66 seconds: or one person fired 
the first shot.. and 1.66 seconds later another person fired the second 
sh

o
t. T

h
e th

ird
 o

p
tio

n
 is th

at th
e sh

o
ts w

ere sp
aced

 m
o
re th

an
 1

.6
r 

seconds apart. allow
ing am

ple tim
e for one person to have fired both 

shots. T
his third option necessitates a conclusion that. the acoustical 

evidence is invalid on this point. I w
ill discuss these three options in 

tu
rn

. 
O

ption one.—
O

sw
ald fired the first tw

o shots w
ithin 1.66 seconds of 

one another.---T
o believe that this option is correct. one m

ust accept 
that O

sw
ald w

as m
ore proficient w

ith a rifle than any of the conunittee's 
four expert m

arksm
en or that. like the com

m
ittee staff m

em
bers w

ho 
p
articip

ated
 in

 th
e test. O

sw
ald

 "p
o
in

t" aim
ed

 an
d
 d

id
 n

o
t tak

e th
e 

tim
e necessary to line up his target in the iron sights or the telescopic 

sight on his rifle. D
espite the fact that O

sw
ald 

D
IR

T
 have been m

ore 
fam

iliar w
ith

 a M
an

n
lich

er-C
arcan

o
 th

an
 an

y
 o

f th
e co

m
m

ittee's 
expert m

arksm
en, his record as a riflem

an 
m

a
k
e
s
 it h

ard
 fo

r m
e to

 
accept that he w

as able to fire faster than the experts and still hit both 
P

resident K
ennedy and G

overnor C
onnally. 

It is even m
ore difficult for m

e to believe that. having m
issed w

ith 
his first shot, as the com

m
ittee finds. he did not take the tim

e neess.sary 
to properly aim

 his second shot. T
his becom

es alm
ost im

possible to 
b
eliev

e in
 th

at O
sw

ald
. b

y m
erely pointing the rifle from

 165 feet. 
w

ould have had to hit a target that w
as m

oving at 11 m
iles an hour: 

It should be noted that. the second shot referred to here struck both 

P
resident K

ennedy and G
overnor C

onnally. T
his is the foundation of 

the single-bullet theory. 
T

here is circum
stantial evidence, how

ever, that tends to.indicate that 
O

sw
ald did fire all three shots. T

hree cartridge cases w
ere found on the 

'sixth floor of the T
exas S

chool B
ook D

epository, and ballistics evi-
dence establishes that all three cam

e from
 O

sw
ald's rifle. In that there 

is no evidence to suggest that m
ore than three shots cam

e from
 the 

• T
h

e
 tw

o
 c

o
m

m
itte

e
 s

ta
ff m

e
m

b
e
rs

 w
h

o
 p

a
rtic

ip
a
te

d
 lb

 th
is

 te
a
t w

e
re

 th
e
 s

a
m

e
 tw

o
 

m
e
m

b
e
rs

 w
h

o
 c

o
n

d
u

c
te

d
 th

e
 p

re
lim

in
a
ry

 te
s
t, D

e
p

u
ty

 C
h

ie
f C

o
u

n
s
e
l G

a
ry

 C
o

rn
w

e
ll a

n
t 

C
h
ie

f C
o
u
n
se

l C
. R

o
b
e
rt B

la
ke

y. 
*
I re

a
d
ily co

n
ce

d
e
 th

a
t th

is a
n
a
lysis Is "fin

e
ly tu

n
e
d

." w
e
 a

rc
 corm

iderino dIfferenee* in 
te

n
th

s
 o

f a
 second. W

e
 a

re
 u

s
in

g
 d

a
ta

. m
o
re

o
ve

r, th
a
t. w

h
ile

 it m
a
r b

e
 sn

b
je

rte
d
 to

 h
ie

ll'n
 

se
ie

n
tlfle

 a
n
a
lysis, w

a
g

 n
o

t in
itia

lly g
a
th

e
re

d
 b

y p
re

cisio
n
 in

stru
m

e
n
t*. N

e
re

rth
e
le

sa
. th

ese 
a
re

 th
e
 fa

c
ts

 w
e
 b

a
re

 to
 w

o
rk

 w
ith

 
',

T
h

e
 te

s
t firin

g
s
 In

 M
a
rc

h
 o

f th
is

 y
e
a
r. a

s
 w

e
ll a

s
 th

e
 p

re
lim

in
a
ry firin

g
s in

 t
r
s
. w

ere 
a
im

e
d

 a
t s

ta
tio

n
a
ry

 ta
rg

e
ts

. 

T
exas S

chool B
ook D

epository, the cartridge cases support the theory 

that O
sw

ald fired both the first and second shots. 
T

he cartridge cases are not, how
ever. conclusive proof that O

sw
ald 

fired both of the first tw
o shots. T

he ballistics evidence m
erely show

s 
that the cartridge cases w

ere fired in O
sw

ald's rifle at som
e point in 

tim
e: there is no w

ay to tell w
hen they w

ere in the rifle or w
hen the 

bullets that they encased w
ere fired. In other w

ord,. one of the car-
tridge cipes could have been from

 a bullet fired from
 O

sw
ald's rifle a 

day. a w
eek or a m

onth earlier. T
hat cartridge case could then have 

been ejected from
 the rifle before firing on N

ovem
ber 22. 1963. or in 

som
e other w

ay dropped on the floor. 
A

t. first glance, it seem
s easier to believe that the three cartridge cases 

m
ean that. O

sw
ald fired all three shots than to believe the "ejection 

theory. N
evertheless, as this requires m

e to accept that O
sw

ald fired 
w

ithin 1.66 seconds, the "ejection" theory appears m
ore likely than it 

does at first glance. 
O

ption. tw
o.—

A
n unidentified person fired the first shot. and O

sw
ald 

fired the second shot 1.66 seconds late r. , '—
T

here is one m
ajor problem

 

w
ith this option; there is no other evidence of a second gunm

an in the 
T

exas S
chool B

ook D
epository. w

hich, according to the acoustical evi- 
dence, w

as the origin of both of the first tw
o shots. T

his brings m
e to 

the first tw
o of m

frecom
m

endations for further study. 
F

irst. a detailed photographic analysis should be m
ade of the B

ron-
son film

 to determ
ine w

hether it show
s m

ore than one figure in the sixth 

floor w
indow

s of the T
exas S

chool B
ook D

epository.' 
S

econd, further m
athem

atical calculations should be perform
ed on 

the data developed by the acoustical experts to determ
ine m

ore pre-
cisely the location from

 w
hich each of the first tw

o shots w
as fired. T

he 
acoustical experts testified that they w

ere able to pinpoint w
ithin a few

 

feet the location of the gunm
an on the grassy 	

T
hey did so by a 

series of geom
etric com

putations based on the original data developed 

in the reenactm
ent of the shooting. T

his m
ore com

plete analysis w
as 

only undertaken for the third shot in a sequence of four. If a sim
ilarly 

fine-tuned analysis w
ere conducted for the first tw

o shots, it m
ight be 

determ
ined w

hether or not they both cam
e from

 th e sam
e w

indow
. 

O
ption three.—

O
sw

ald fired both the first tim
 shots and took longer 

than 1.66 seconds betw
een the shots, giving him

self adequate tim
e to 

properly aim
.—

O
n its face. this option seem

s very attractive; how
ever, 

it m
eans that the acoustical evidence is invalid. at least on this issue. 

T
he acoustical testim

ony before the com
m

ittee is m
ost renow

ned for 
the portion of it that indicates that a second gunm

an fired at the P
resi-

dent from
 the grassy knoll. T

he validity of this evidence has been 
w

idely debated in the short tim
e since it w

as first presented to the com
-

m
ittee and the public, and I suspect that it w

ill rem
ain the subject of 

debate for years to com
e. 

T
he acoustical evidence cam

e in tw
o phases. T

he first tim
e D

r. 

B
arger testified, he indicated the tim

e sequence betw
een the shots but 

did not state any firm
 conclusion about the existence of a shot from

 the 

id
e
n

tify
 O

s
w

a
ld

 a
s
 th

in
s
 th

e
 s

e
c
o

n
d

 s
h

o
t. ra

th
e
r th

a
n

 th
e
 firs

t, h
e
c
a
u

s
e
 th

e
 s

e
c
o

n
d

 

s
h

o
t a

p
p

e
a
rs

 to
 b

e
 th

e
 o

n
e
 th

a
t b

it th
e
 P

re
s
id

e
n

t a
n

d
 G

o
re

rn
o

r C
o

n
n

a
lly

. a
n

d
 th

a
t b

u
lle

t 

m
a
tc

h
e
s
 O

s
w

a
ld

's
 g

u
n

. O
f c

o
u

rs
e
, th

e
 u

n
id

e
n

tifie
d

 p
e
rs

o
n

 c
o

u
ld

 h
a
v
e
 b

e
e
n

 u
s
in

g
 O

s
w

a
ld

's
 

E
o

n
 a

n
d

 O
s
w

a
ld

 M
s
, b

u
t th

a
t is

 In
 th

e
 re

a
lm

 o
f p

u
re

 s
p

e
c
u

la
tio

n
. 

T
h

e
 c

o
m

m
itte

e
 s

o
 re

c
o

m
m

e
n

d
s
. 	

Iv
, A

. 
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grassy knolI1° T
he reaction of the com

m
ittee and the public w

as one of 
frustration w

ith the indefinite conclusions w
ith regard to existence of 

a shot from
 the grassy knoll. but the nature of the evidence itself and 

the ex7..,-1-i5P of.the w
itness w

ere.generA
llya-csotetti do not- recall any 

challenge* at thaA
ivric-to 	

science.  
T

he second phase of the acoustics testim
ony w

as received quite dif-
ferently. T

his tim
e. B

arger. 'W
eiss. and A

sclikenasy all testified that 
there w

as a 95-percent probability that a shot w
as fired from

 the grassy 
K

noll." T
his tim

e the reaction of the public and com
m

ittee m
em

bers 
w

as m
uch inor. skeptie.a1_ A

nd rightly so, since this conclusion had 
m

uch greater significance. 
W

hen I first learned of the "new
" acoustical evidence and before 

h
eard

 th
e testim

o
n
y
, I w

as v
ery

 d
o
u
b
tfu

l th
at it w

o
u
ld

 p
ro

v
e co

n
-

vincing. N
evertheless. after listening to the experts inclosed 

closed session 
and going over the data w

hich they presented. I found m
yself slow

ly 
com

ing to believe that• they m
ight be right. R

ealizing the significance 
of their conclusion. I determ

ined to w
ithhold belief until I had another 

chance to question them
. this tim

e in open session. I spent a great deal 
of tim

e preparing m
yself for the next round of questioning. I decided 

that the m
ost useful role I could play w

ould be to act as attorney for 
the opposition. I w

ould look for the w
eaknesses in their theory so that 

I could better judge its strengths. its accuracy. I believe that I suc-
ceeded in holding to m

y plan to be as tough w
ith m

y questions and as 
difficult to convince as possible. Y

et. after listening to the testim
ony. I 

w
as persuaded." 
I rem

ain convinced that the preponderance of the evidence supports 
the finding of the com

m
ittee that a gunm

an fired from
 the grassy knoll. 

Y
et, I believe that further study of the acoustical evidence is neces-

essarv. T
he acoustical evidence of a gunm

an on the grassy knoll has 
enorm

ous significance for our N
ation. T

his by itself m
akes real the 

idea of a conspiracy to kill the P
resident. T

he data upon w
hich the 

experts base their conclusion should, therefore. be  review
ed by other 

noted experts in this field. If further study w
ould resolve• any linger-

ing doubts as to the conclusion. failure to pursue the answ
ers w

ould be 
inexcusable. O

n the issue of a P
resident s death w

e should not deal 
in shadow

s of suspected truths w
hen w

e m
ight have light. In its report. 

the com
m

ittee criticizes the G
overnm

ent for its failure in 1963-64 to 
diligently pursue the truth on the question of conspiracy: our G

overn-
m

ent should not m
ake the sam

e m
istake today. 
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 to

 th
e n

eed
 fo
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n
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u

ed
 stu

d
y

 o
f th

e "g
rassy

 k
n

o
ll 

shot." further study of the acoustical evidence is necessary to answ
er 

the questions surrounding the first tw
o shots. A

s discussed in option 
8 above, the answ

er m
ay be that the tim

e sequence provided hr the 
acoustical evidence is invalid. T

his possibility should be explored. 
A

nother explanation, discussed in option 2 above. is that the acous-
tics' tim

e sequence is correct. and that• som
e unidentified gunm

an fired 
th

e first sh
o

t w
h

ile O
sw

ald
 fired

 th
e seco

n
d

. F
u

rth
er w

o
rk

 o
n

 th
e-

acoustics data. as described previously. could conceivable prove the 
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sec. I 13 o
f th

e
 C

o
m

m
itte

e
's

 re
p

o
rt. 

e xistence of a second gunm
an in the T

exas S
chool B

ook D
epository or  

*1 '13ew
T

h be erefo in  
re. ti l ereP cin

a inend that• a general review
 of the acoustical evi-

dence and all other scientific evidence bearing on these questions, be 
conducted by the N

ational Science. Foundation or som
e• other appropri-

ate body.'' S
pecifically. I recom

m
end that : 

1-2.- .A
 _photographic analysis of the B

ronson film
 be conducted. 

T
hefietailed analysis that w

as done w
ith regard to the third shot 

be done w
ith regard to - shots one, tw

o, and four. 
8. A

n attem
pt• be m

ade to ascertain the source of the carillon bell 
w

hich appears on the dictabelt. 
4. A

 thorough review
 of the tape be conducted in an effort to dis-

cover w
hether shots m

ight have originated from
 locations other than 

the grassy knoll and the T
exas S

chool B
ook D

epository. 
5

. A
n analysis of the various other sounds (for exam

ple, the siren) 
he m

ade to test the tape's authenticity.' 4  
I ag

ree w
ith

 p
arag

rap
h
 II. B

. o
n
 its face w

h
ich

 read
s, 

T
he com

m
ittee believes. on the basis of the circum

stantial 
evidence available to it, that there is a likelihood that Jam

es 
E

arl R
ay

 assassin
ated

 D
r. M

artin
 L

u
th

er K
in

g
 as a resu

lt 
of a conspiracy. 

A
fter an

aly
zin

g
 all th

e ev
id

en
ce, p

articu
larly

 th
e testim

o
n
y
 o

f 
Jam

es E
arl R

ay, - his dem
eanor and his actions prior to the crim

e. I 
am

 persuaded that he did not act alone in planning the death of D
r. 

K
ing. T

herefore, I agree w
ith the com

m
ittee's finding in this para- 

grI ph. 
cannot, how

ever, agree to all of the underlying com
m

entary. S
pe- 

cifically. I dissent from
 any and all parts of the K

ing section of the re-
port w

hich identify particular coconspirators. T
he evidence w

hich 
the com

m
ittee m

usters m
ay suggest• the outlines of a conspiracy, hut. 

in m
y opinion, it falls short. A

fter review
ing all the evidence, I am

 
unable to say w

ith am
 degree of certainty w

ho conspired w
ith Jam

es 
E

arl R
ay or under w

hat plan they w
ere acting. 
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I offer the follow
ing com

m
ent on paragraph III. B

 (1) - w
hich reads. 

T
he Judiciary C

om
m

ittee should consider the im
pact of the 

provisions of law
 dealing w

ith third-party records, bail and 
speedy trial as it applies to both the investigation and pros-
ecution of federally cognizable hom

icides. 
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 p
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hich requires that• in a variety 
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