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Oswald case:
the questions

By Jack A, Smith

|r~' THE WARREN COMMISSION repo
succeeds in proving without doubt t

rt on the assassination of President Kennedy
hat Lee Oswald, alone, unaided and without

apparent reason, murdered John Kennedy in Dallas last Nov. 22, it could be

LEE OSWALD
The questions are still unanswered

known as the most inspired and thorough
investigation since a medieval cleric de-
termined the precise number of angels
that could he accommodated on the head
of a pin, It seems likely, though, that the

. report soon to be issued by the Presi-

dent's Commission on the Assassination
of President Kennedy will compound
rather than diminish the doubt and con-
fusion that exists throughout the world
|about the actual circumstances behind
Kennedy's death,

The commission, according to advance
information, will conelude that “Oswald,
an unstable Marxist and steady marks-
man,” shot Kennedy dead “without co-
conspirators;” that he was motivated
by a demented desire for notoriety or re=-
venge; that Jack Ruby. the Dallas un-
s R ]
Long wait ending

President Johnson was to receive the
Warren commission report Sept. 24, It

was expected to be made public a few
days later.

o

derworld figure who murdered Oswald at
police headquarters, was inspired by
“"outraged grief,” managed to arrive at
the murder scene through a coincidental
circumstance, and never knew Oswald.
This 1s substantially the same theory
propounded by the Federal Bureau of
Investigation soon after the murders.

In opposition to the official version of
the murders is a formidable number of
theories suggesting that Oswald was
innocent; that he was an undercover
agent for the FBI or CIA; that he was
a member of a domestic right-wing con-
spiracy or left-wing foreign plot. In the
middle are the countless people who “do
not know"—people who would prefer to
believe Oswald alone was guilty, but who
find it impossible to aceept the myriad
contradictions in the evidence,

FROM THE BEGINNING, the dominat-
ing motif in the government's case
agalnst Oswald—circumstantial at best
—has been that of juggling the evidence
to fit the crime in an effort to eliminate
contradictions. One by one, the basle
factors that would tend to prove Oswald
innocent have been changed—often, in
the opinfon of many persons, with a
disregard for truth,

If the Warren commission is to suce
ceed in establishing beyond reasonable

doubt that Kennedy was slain by a lone,

demented killer, it must provide accept=
able answers to a great many questions.
If it cannot or will not, then the in-
vestigation ordered tem months ago by
President Johnson, headed by Chief Jus=
tice Earl Warren, and participated in by
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influential members of the government,
will have been either a failure or a fraud.

A few of the many questions are these:-

1) Regarding the investigation, why
has sworn evidence been overruled when
it would cast doubt on Oswald’s culpa-
bility? Of the numerous instances of
this, at least one is worth detailing. The
FBI first stated that Kennedy was shot
from the front. Doctors at Parkland Hos-
pital in Dallas who examined the Presi-
dent minutes after the shooting said that
at least one of the bullet wounds was
frontal. It soon became apparent, how-
ever, that the Texas School Book De-
pository, from which Oswald allegedly
fired three bullets at the passing Presi-
dential motorcade, was situated behind
Kennedy. Thus, if Oswald were the “lone
and unaided” killer, the bullets would
have to have been fired from behind
tha motorcade. The FBI then changed
its version, asserting that all bullets
were fired from the Depository after the
President had passed. This was, of
course, i contradiction to the medical
diagnosis. One month later, it was re-
ported that a second autopsy—this one
conducted at a government hospital—
found that what had originally been
diagnosed as & frontal wound was ac-
tually an exit wound, The Parkland doc-
tors, it was said, did not turn the Presi-
dent over or they would have seen an
entry wound in the back.

2) Why have witnesses with testimony
not in agreement with the government
position been informed to keep silent
by the FBI, while the government itself
has constantly disclosed throughout the
investigation any evidence that tended
to prove Oswald guilty? What did War-
ren mean by his statement that some
facts in the case may never be revealed?
What of witnesses who say they heard
more than three shots?

3) CONCERNING Oswald, is there sub-
stance to reports that he was an under-

cover agent for the FBI or CIA? If not,
what accounts for the fact that a former
defector to the Soviet Union applied for
a passport to return to Russia as a tour-
ist and that the passport was granted
within 24 hours? This is perhaps one of
the most staggeringly contradictory ele-
ments in the entire story, Oswald at that
time (June, 1963, a year after his return

. to the U.8.) was engaged In building a

public reputation as a “Marxist,” though
simultaneously collecting material for a-
book deploring his residence in the So-
viet Union. It has been speculated that
the passport was granted with such un-
usual haste, rnot to mention the mere
fact that he was granted a passport, he-
cause he was by now—if not before—a
government agent. The Soviet Union has
made it known that it always considered
Oswald with suspicion and thought he
was a U.S. agent. (Even if Oswald were
the lone assassin, his double role as an
undercover agent would be reason
enough for the government to alter some
facts, because a disclosure of this ealiber
would discredit the entire FBI-CIA ap-
paratus.) .

4) How was it possible for Oswald
have run down to the second-floor
lunchroom from the sixth floor of the
depository in the same time it took a
policeman to run one flight to the sec-
ond floor? Presumably Oswald addition-
ally had to hide the gun, locate change,
insert it into a soft-drink machine and
take a few sips before the officer spotted
him, calm and casual, as though he had
been in the lunchroom the entire time.
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5) A photograph has been widely pub-
lished (GUARDIAN, May 30) of a man
standing outside the Depository building
at the moment Kennedy was shot—a
man so closely resembling Oswald that
. many persons have concluded that it
was, in fact, Oswald. The FBI, however,
said that this person was another em-
ploye in the Depository, Billy Lovelady.
No picture of Lovelady has been made
publie to clarify this.

6) The police lssued an alarm for a
man resembling Oswald minutes after he

polise—aosount—ei—the—oapture?-Is—it—not
logical that these of all people—the wit-

nesses to the capture of the “assassin”
of \a President—would come forward to
tell \their story? None ever has. Af the
theater, according to District Atforney
Henry Wade, Oswald fired his pigtol at
an ardesting officer but the bullet failed
to explide; it misfired, Wade said he had
the bullet with the pin mark onfit in his
possessiok. The officer said later that he
had prevanted Oswald from pulling the
trigger. Djd Wade lie? ( is one
of many dontradictions frogh Wade, a
former FBI\ agent who firgt identified
the rifle found in the Depository as
8 German 7.5 mm. Mauser and then,
after the FBI jaid Oswald/had purchased
an Italian 6.5 \mm. Manflicher-Carcano
from a Chicagd, mail ofder house, said
it was indeed the Italian rifle that he
found. Incidentally, the owner of the
mail order house ®aid he sent the rifle
to Oswald with the gunsight already
mounted, though pglice originally said
Oswald had a sight/%ttached by an Irv-
ing, Texas, gunsmifh.

9) THE POLICE queStioned Oswald for
almost two days Wefore he was shot. Why
has a transcript/ of his \testimony never
been made public? Why \was he not in-

formed that was alsq suspected of
shooting the Fresident (Osywald seems to
have learned/of this during a brief en-
counter with the press)? Why was he
denied cournfsel?

10) Policg took a parafin cdast of the

right side/ of Oswald's face spon after

his apprghension. The cast, kccording
to an affidavit by an analyst at the Dal-
las County Criminal laboratory dbtained
by Mafk Lane, indicated that ‘nitrate
traces/were not evident. If Oswal§ had
fired-& rifle, it is assumed nitrate Would
have/ been found.

ese are but ten of innumerable gqijes-
tions that the Warren ecommission must
answer concerning evidence. In addition,
the commission report must go beyond
the four Ws of journalism—who, what,
when and where—and give serious ex-
planations as to how and why.

»

left the ouilding. Why did they suspect
him at that time, since it was impossible
in all the confusion to know he had left
the building? (This has led one com-
mentator, Thomas Buchanan in his book
Who Killed Kennedy?, to the conclusion
that Oswald was “set up" to take respon-
sibility for the crime.)

T7) The only crime Oswald was accused
of while living was that of shooting a
policeman named Tippit less than an
hour after Kennedy was murdered. The
only eyewitness to the shooting of Tip-
pit, however, gave a description of the
gunman at distinet variance with Os-
wald’s appearance. What evidence is
there that Oswald killed Tippit? Also,
the witness saild the orime was commit-
ted at 1:06 p.m., at which time it is prob-
able that Oswald was about one mile
away.

8) Oswald was reported to have heen
captured in a movie theater. Why is it
that not one member of the audience
has been located to confirm or deny the

police account of the capture? Is it not °

logical that these of all people—the wit=~
nesses to the capture of the “assassin™
of a President—would come forward to

tell their story? None ever has. At the

theater, according to District Attorney
Henry Wade, Oswald fired his pistol at
an arresting officer but the bullet failed
to explode; it misfired. Wade said he had
the bullet with the pin mark on it in his
possession. The officer said later that he
had prevented Oswald from pulling the
trigger. Did Wade le? (This is one
of many contradictions from Wade, a
former FBI agent who first identified
the rifle found in the Depository as
& German 7.66 mm. Mauser and then,
after the FBI said Oswald had purchased
an Italian 6.5 mm. Mannlicher-Carcano
from & Chicago mail order house, said
it was Indeed the Italian rifle that he
found. Incidentally, the owner of the
mail order house said he sent the rifle
to Oswald with the gunsight alveady
mounted, though police originally said
Oswald had a sight attached by an Irv-
ing, Texas, gunsmith.)

9) THE POLICE questioned Oswald for
almost two days before he was shot. Why
has a transcript of his testimony never
been made public? Why was he not in-
formed that he was also suspected of
shooting the President (Oswald seems to
have learned of this during a brief en-
counter with the press)? Why was he
denied counsel?

10) Police took & parafin cast of the
right side of Oswald's face soon after
his apprehension. The cast, according
to an affidavit by an analyst at the Dal-

las County Criminal laboratory obtained

by Mark Lane, indicated that nitrate
traces were not evident. If Oswald had
fired a rifle, it is assumed nitrate would
have been found.

These are but ten of innumerable ques-
tions that the Warren commission must
answer concerning evidence. In addition,
the commission report must go beyond
the four Ws of journalism—who, what,
when and where—and give serious ex-
planations as to how and why.




