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CROSS-EXAMINATION BY MR. RAPPAPORT

Q

flr. Palombo, you stated you first became involved
in the investigation of this case in February of
19812

That's correct, sir.

And is it fair to say, sir, that over the course
of the last three-and-a half years you have been
the chief investigating officer on this case?

Yes, sir, that's true.
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6-38
Sir, dMr. Paradiso, it's fair to say, was a
suspect in this particular case for approximately
three years at the time that you arrested him?
Since August 1l4th.
Approximately three years prior to the time you
arrested him he was a suspect in this case?
That's correct.
And when you arrested him, he merely said, "I've
been waiting for this for three years, is that
correct ? |
He said that, yes.
Sir, you stated you had twenty to thirty
conversations with Doyle?
Yes.
During the course of the last three-and-a half
years?
Yes, sir.
Do you have any notes of any of those
communications?
No, I don't.
Well, he was a suspect in this case also, wasn't
he?

Not in my mind, no.
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Sir, I'm saying, he was a suspect in this case
also, wasn't he, at one point?
Does it say that somewhere? I don't know. I
believe at some point he was guestioned about
any possible involvement, yes.
Sir, did you ever talk to Mr. Coock about this
case?
Yes.
You know that he was Mr. Cook's suspect early
on, don't you?
Mr. Cook is torn between two suspects, Mr.
Paradiso and.Mr. Doyle.
Correct. So you were aware of the fact that Mr.
Doyle was a suspect in this case as well?
I was aware that he was a possible suspect, and
that's why I interviewed him.
Okay. You're aware that he was a possible
suspect, correct?
Yes.
You've spoken to him twenty to thirty times?
Yes, sir.
Do you remember the sum and substance of each of

those conversations?
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No, I don't recall the sum and substance of them.

You never kept one report of any of those

conversations?

- No.

MR. RAPPAPORT: No further

questions.



