THE WKRREN REPORT: TRUTE OR COVER-UP?

No :ne would disoute the fact that the publication of the Warren “enort
has not cleared the air concerning the strange circumstancses of Pres. Kennedy's
assagsination. Although it is likely that rmany vecple will accent awd te
nerfectly satisfied with the off'icial conclusion of the Commissicn, that there
was no consniracy, vast numbers of Americans--among whom this writer includes
himself-=find the Commission's conelusion unaccentatle. HMr. Harrison

Salistury, of The New Yark Times, calls us "theoryemongers," of course, and

the reason why we are theory-mongering, he tells us in his Introiuction to
the Rantam ldition of the Revort, 1s because "there is in each of our hearts
some feeling, however small, of resnonsibillty; some feeling that each of us
had some share in the crime because we had a role in a society which rade it
vossible; which gave blrth to a yowng man who by a long, dreary, rainful
nath became digtorted into an assassin.”

lell, I've got news for Mr. Salisbury. I don't have the slichtest feeling
of responsibility at all for anything Oswald became or did. Of course, Mr.
Salistwry should feel some respcngibility; at'ter all, he hag he=~ sisinforming
the American neople for years amd he veliongs to the very establishment which

has made it so easy fx the Oswalds to operate. The Wew York Times, which was




Castro's most motent ally, has blord on 1ts hands and it would like to share
this blood with the rest of us. Vell, I, and millions of other Ameriecans, will
not buy this hogwash about colliective guilt. Let the collectivists waliow in
their pullt, siace they are coilectivists. But we individualists hold ourselves
resnonsible for our own actlons only. Collective gullt is as alien to the
American way of life as is communism itself. It is a transnmarent attemot to
evade the job of finding and identifying the real nervetrators of the crime.

Now, there is no suhatitute for individual judgment. Collectivists, like
Mr, Salisbury, are wiliing to accert the conclusions of the Warr=zn Commission
because obviously they have no irdernendent means of gariging the facts for
themselves. 7They nrefer to take, withcut question, what is handed down to them
by the authorities. It remimis one wvery ruch of the Soviet Presidium, which
decides what 1s true and what is false, rerardless of the facts of reality,
and hands it dovm to the neorple, who bave no choice about accenting it or not.
In the first place, they are denied the facts on which any indevendent judgment
ean be bajed:; and in the secand, they know what's good for them if they dare
question the judgment of the authorities,

In the United States, a wmeasure of the freedcm we stiil have cun be eauced
by how the warren Cormissicn had to actualliy go through the orocess of pathering
facts, testimony and evidence. The measure of our neople'’s real concern for
freedom will be in how we deal with those facts, wh ther we just let them sit
in the books ard do nothing about them, or go ~ver them with a fine tooth
corb and uncover vhat really dhwnened on November 22, 1953 in Dallas. Of course,
there is the risk of b« ne $tigratized as a "theory-monger” bty Mr. Salistury

or an "extremist" by Mr. Lerson of the late glee club for Civie Resnonsibllity,



but that's a very small risk for the moment. There may be obher less
nutlicized risks involved, but this nation was not built by men who vere
afraid to take risks and it wiil not ve preservad by men unwilling to take
risks. Risk taking has now tecome the conditlon for our survival, and every
natriotic American knows this.

Now, if we set aside the Harrison Sazlisburys, we “ind that the rest of
us interested in the assassination can be divided into two prouns: the first
croun includes the Communists and their sany duves who have been iaken in
by the incredible fabrications ef Radio Moscow, Joachim Josesén, Mark Lane
and other left=wing snolesmen; $hd the second #rown ineludes thosze citizens
who are convinced that Oswald was & Communist agent and the assassination a
deliberate and carefully planned act of the Communist conspiracy. Since I
an eoncerned primarily in proving the validity of this last thesis, let re
first examine the Camunist thesis, that Pres. Kennedy was murdered by a
right-wing consnirzcy.

The molive btehind this Comunist accusation is obvious. The Cormmunists
often accuse their apponents of the crimes they thewselves comit. In addition,
since there were so marny iwlications that there vas same kind of conspiracy
at work, the Cormaunists have had to fatricate a sembddnce of a stery by which
these tell-tale clues could be explained. Tor example, the Communists knew
that many people would ke vuzzled by Oswald's getting his nassport so quickly
in New Opleans in June 1943. How couid a defector to the Communists, who had
turned over wilitary secrets to the Soviet Sccrel FPoliee and was stiil active
in pro=Commmist activities on his r eturn herey, how could & man like that get

a naasport issued to him within merely twmnty-fouvr hours, particularly since



he had written on the aorlication that he intended to travel to the Soviet

nion? Well, the Communists knew that this could be intermreted as eaning
that Oswvald, with his notorious Red record, was getting favorable treatment

in the State Demdrtment, which would lead any thinking person to the ¢onclusion
thet the State Department was in some measure controlled vy Communists or
Communist sympathizers,

It may e a litile difficult for the average American to believe this,

but the last thing the Cormunists want the American oeople to realize is to
vhat degree the Communists actually control our govermment in Washineton.
Evidence of this control and influence is so rawmmant in the circumstances of
the President's assassination, that the Communists have had to concoct sowe
nretty far-felched stories to explain away this evidence. So, in the case of
the nassoort, they contend that Oswald must have been working or the CIA in
some anti-Communist cavacity in order to have rated such srecial treatment.
(The Warren Revort tells us that Oswald's nas.unort was nrocessed voutinely,
which is nretty rrenosierous, since anyone going to the Soviet Union norwally
rets special attention.) Those of us, however, who know tc what extent anti-
Communists are zctually harrassed in the State Devartment, have nc trouble
understanding how Oswald, a defector to the Soviet Union, could he given snecial
gcongiderations The Otto Ctevka affair and the removal in March 195h of six
wvell-kncun entl-Communists from the security section of the State Derartment

is a pood indication of the power the wro-Cormunists have over the anti-Comrunists
in that denmartment. But the leftewlingers and dunes wtho read Merk Iene or
listen to his lectures are uswally so ipgnorant of such basic facts, that they

accapt almost any nonsense Mr. Lane tells them,



This writer attermded one of Mark lane's lectires to the gencrsl nubliice.
The impression lane tried to give wes that Oswald hsd been framed by a right-wing
congpiracy which had indeed comzitted the crims. He didn't venture any fariher
than this. He didn't offer a pnlausible eutliine of this right-wing plot=-who
might have conceived it, how it was carried out and for what reasons. But he
Left no doubt in themminds of his awdience thaet all the so=called "evidence"
opdnted in that direction. Siegnificantly, during the guestion and answer
neriad, a yowng lady got up and said that she could accent the idea of a racist
nlot apainat the Fresident, but she could not accent the complicity of the
United States Govermment in such a nlot. Which, of course, is the crucially
weak naoint in the entire Cormunist-insnired thesise In order to acrept the
thesis that res. Kennedy was killed by a rightewing conspiracy, you rmust also
accent the only Logical conclusion that one can draw from that thesis: that
this rightewing concoirsey is biing nrotected from exnosture not enly by the
Warren Commission--whose hcad was chesen on the recommendation of the Communists
themsolves=-«but by #m (resident Johnson, the FEI, the CIA, the Dallas aunthorities,
and the entire United States nress.

Yow there is nothing the liberal estoblishment would like better than to
nin the murder of John F. Kennedy on the right-wing, and so ywu would have to
be 2 complete moron to accevt tha ncbion that the establishment is withholding
or covering up the very evidence they wish existed.

Cf cowse, the average J,eft-winger rarcly bothers nimself aboutf, facts.

He will just about accept snything he 1s told by a lefte-wing authority. 1%
is thia kind of slavish and slovenly mentality which is charscieristic of
the leftewinger, combined with a fanatic indistence that ke is right, although

his mimd never begins to separate fact fram fiction. The leftewinger rsjects
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the mind as a precise instrument {'or knowing reality. Yor if you accent your
mnd as being periectly cavatle of knowing reality, then you are an individual,
and that is so ething a collectivist, by definition, is incapable of being.

Now, what is it abont the Warren Repart which makes it impossible o
accept its conclusion that there was no conspiracy?

Well, Tirst we musl begin with the govsrnment's very vrejwiicial attitule
toward the hanvenings in Dalias. This nrejuigrent was exercised as soon as
the news came over the wire, vefore any inquiry was even staried. The first
such nrejudieial annouvncement was the Voice of Ame-ica broadcast which blamed
the right wing for the crime before the suspect had been caught. This was
Followed by an official statement bty the Chief Justice himself, rointing the
firger of blame in the direction of the right wing. Warren's giatement, which
wns given the widest mublicity, wes as follows: "A grest and gowd FPresident
hag anffered mariyrdom as & result of the hatred and bitterness that has been
injected into the life of our natisn by birots, but his memory wiil zlways te
an insviration to Americans of giod will everywhere.'! "Bigots", of course, is
a well=known ewnemism for "richtawing extremists."” Ii was the cue word meant
t0 incite national indiignation against the right wing., The third nrejudicisl
announcement came after the auspected assassin had Leen caught and identified
as a defector who hat lived in the Soviet mion, and the State Department sent
Khrushchev a noteof assurance, telling him that everything was all right amd
that we were still the best of friends.

Since this assurance was riven before any inquiry had heen made, we must
assume that the United &tates Government decided that she identification of

those eulliy of the murder of our President was less important than keeping



Nikita Khrushchev hanny.

In other words, it was obvicus by the way our government responded from
the very beginning that an objective investimmticn of the murder would be oud
of the question. It then became the vurpose of the Warren Commission to
produce a report which would confirm the Government's prejudged versiont
that Oswald was o bwisted loner, in league with no one, and that he, in turn,
was murdered by another loner, cqually nsychobic in notivation.

It should be noted at this point that it was The Werker, the official
newspaper of the Communist Party of the United States, which called for the
creation of such 2 Commission with the Chief Justice as its head in ite
elitarial of Novomber 26, 1963. That editorial stated:

"de believe that President Johnson on the one hand and Consress on the
other should act at once io appoint respective Extraordinary Investigation
Commissions with full navers to conduct 8 searching imguiry into all the circum-
stances avound the assassination of the President amd the mader of the
susovect.

" . . o Such an investigating committe , headed by the Chief Justice of
the Sunreme Court, should be composed of citizens ard exnerts who enjoy the
confidence of the nation.!

0f cowrse, this all may be one bipg colncidence. Even 1f it were mroven
that President Johnaon had acted on the advice of the Communists, it would not
mean that the Warren Report does net contain the facts. It contains them by
the ton; but how it assessed, avorzises, weighs and connects thesec facta with
other facts is the area in which the Report leaves itself wide onen.

As an edample of the Warren Commissicn's bLias; let's take the subject of



Oswald's finances. Ag the reader may know, after (gwald was csught, the
auvthorities discovered $13.87 on his person anmd a wallet at hiz home with
4170.00. Since Oswald was known to be an exceptionally low wage earner
who wasa often unemmloyed, the queztion which lmmediately arose was how did
Oswald manage to sccumulate this cash? Had ne been maid monsy from some
udisclosed source? Well, the Warrern Commission decided to shois how 1t couid
be possitle for @swald Lo heve had this money without roceiving it frow an
unknown source, amnd they prepared a month-ty=month analysis of Oswald's
finances from June 13, 1962, the date of hls arrlval in the United States,
through November 22, 1963, the date of the ussassination, a period of 17
am a half montha., (The table is in Appeniix XIV of the Renort, on pages
£60 to 663 of the Bantam edition.)

The table tells ¢s that Oswald arrived in New York City from Russie
with $63.00., He then received by telepram a loan of #£200.00 from his brother
Robert Oswald, and leter, $10 from his mother, both of whom were in Ft. Worth,
piving him a totzl of $273.00 far the 17 days in June 1962 after his arrival.
His exmonditures for thut same periad, the first day of which was spent in
MNow York and the reamiwier in Fi. Worth, are itemized as follows: $10.3% far
transportation in New York City, $15.21 for a hotel in New York for one night,
37201.0l for vlane fare o Dallas for himself, his wife and child--which means
that Oswald had already spent £226.60 during those first 2} hours--leaving
him 8L6.1;0 for the next sixteen days.

How was that huge sum of £1i6.10 spent? The Commission iterdzes the
exherditures ag Pollows: $30.00 pertial repayment to his bhrother Robert, $10.00

for a oublie stenographer whiech Oswald had hired shorily after hias arrival in
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Ft. Worth, and the final item, that is, for food, clothing, and incidedtal
axpenses for all those seventeen days, 85. As if this were not increditle
enough, th#h Commission then totals Oswald's expenses for Jime 1962 &s £271.60,
and leaves him with the balance, no less, of $1.L0 at the end of the month.

Now, assuming that you're so broke that you can only afford to apend $5
for food, clothing, teiephone calis, postage, bus fares, drugs, etc. far
seventeen days, you don't go out and hire a npiublic stenogravher for twice that
amount., Yet the Commdasion would have us belleve that Osuald not only svent
only 85 on all his necessities, but that ho also had 81.:0 laft over at the
end of the month. Somewhat hard %o believe, isn't it. The &5 wonld have
been entirely spent that first day in tew York just for the simplest meals
for himself, Marina and tie bLaby. Now, Oswzld and his farmily were staying
at the hows of his brother Rotert during thoge first weeks in Fte Worth,
MToviously Oswald had some money of hls cvm, or else his brotlwr would not have
accented a repeyment of the lcan so early. You don't pay back the money you
borrow unisss yon've got sufticlent money for your oin expenses and do rot
have o borrow any further,

The following menthsis even more fantsstice 7The table lista Ozvald’'s
income for July 1962 as $L6.32. MHe had gobten & job dwring the last week of
the menthe They then 1temize his expenditures far that entire month as followss:
$10.00 to his 'rother as partial repsyment of the plane fare to Daliss, znd--

no#, get this--as the only other exvense for that monthe=$3.07 for a subscrintion

magazine., In othier vords; we are to belisve that Oswald, his wife and

child were akle to get through that entire wonth without spending a panmy an

anything excopt a subseription to TIME mogavl e. {That, incidentally, is the



test free testimonial Time ever gotl) Yel, the Commission has the gall to
teil us that Oswald ranaged to have left over at the end of that month the
sum of £3h.35. I thst isn't stredching things, I Gon't know what ig.

The reader might well ask himself why did the Warren Couwsdssion go to such
lengths to fabricate a phony financial analysis for Ogwald. Weil, the answer
is very simole. If Oswald were & trained assassin, sent to the United States
from the Soviet Union to perform certsin jobs here,hhe would be whai Lenin
called a "Professional Revolutionary," that is, a full-time agent of the
Communist Oonspiracy, on the conspiracy's vayrodl. Many agents havd wives and
children, homes, cars ank other expenses. In a country where evirgme mugt
file an incoma tax ryturn, Commmist agents obvic:.ly do not reveal the fach
that they are rrofesslonal conspiraters drqwing salary from the conspirrcy;
they maintein innocent~looking fronts whieh show a legitimate source of Income,
But when they are peid by the consplracy, they are wb¥inualy not . id by check,
money orier or other traceable reanse. They ere paid in cash bty snother agent
ond, unless you catch them red handed, there is no puasible way in which these
transactions can be detected, unless one compares the legitimate income with
the known exmerndilwres ami detects a discrepancy.

In the case of Oswali, the Warren Commission knew that there was a considerable
discrépancy between whai Oswald sarned during the eighteon months of the veriod
wyer scrutiny and his expenditures. For example, during the month of Decerker
1962-«ghout 8ix months aCter his return to the United States-~Oswald earned
$2113.13, yet during that same month he repaid the State Department 19,00, he
naid #58.00 for rent, $L4.50 for a post uffice box and $1 for a subscriptiom to

the Militant, a total expenditures-excluding cverything he spent on food,



clothing, etee.=-of #263.50, or about §20 mare than he had earned. If we include
the unknown sum he spent on foed, clothing, etel, his deficit world run mch
higher. The next month, January 1963, Oswald earnsd only £2L7.13, yet he was
able to repay the State Demartrment £206.00, vay £75.13 for rent, £10.07 for

a revclver, £9.00 for a typing course amd $i3.20 for subseriptions to various
Soviet publications, including the Agltater. This gave him a total expenditure~-
without imciuding foud, clothing, ete.--af $313.33, anrroximately 865.00 wmore
than he had earned.

New, obwiously, Osweld, his wife and child disn’t starve for that month,
nor did they apn}y for welfsre. They had money, and the way the Warren
Commigssion accounted for this money was to create these phony surnpluses at the
orul of each month, slowly accumulating these surpluses so that by the time
Dswald was mn record of having mede his * " g repayments to the Sitate Deparitwent,
they conld sccount for the sciwce of the meney.

This is how they did it: for June 1962 they aa‘!e:a/fs':suald's egtimated cout
of food, clothing and incidents expeises 4€.00; for July, ___hing; far Avgust,
$75; Tor Sevtemver, #100; for Cctobe , $50; far Hovemker, $50. Thus, Ly

irtually starving himself and his family, Oswalld, bty Decerber, hai allegedly
accumulated in his mattress the astowding surplus of $295.17 and was ready
to make hia Wiz repayments on his State Derariment laan. In other words, the
Viarren Cemmission contends that Oswald, his wife a:d child had been living on
$1.65 a day w» to December 1962, a tatal of five and a helf months, in order
te have enough money to » - back the gevernmnt.

Now, congidering what Oawald'a attitwlc was toward the United States

Government, I dount seriously if he wouid have denrived himself of one single



frankfurter in order to pay back the 9tate Department. Yet, that 1.66 a day
was supposed to take care of three meals for two adulis and one child, clothing,
tolletries, drugs, pestapge, ielephone calls, bus fares, haircuts, laurdry,
movieg, bocks, newspapers, statlonery, nens and pencils, furniture, electric
bulbs, camera film and wany other so=called incidenials.

Now, what was the real reason why Oswsld declded to vay back the State
Derartment so swidenly? Hers is the reason, and it l»d nothing whatever to do
with his pood conseicnce or amy sudden financial affliuence. He had decided
or was imstrucled Ly his superiors to palt back the Loan, because when he had
Figned the State Devertmentis promissory note, he had apreci s the following

stimlation:

"I further wnderstand and acree that after my repatriation I will
not be furnished a passport for travel abroad untll wy colination to

reirburse the Ireasurer of the United States is liquidated.®

In other words, Oswald had to repey the loan In wuder to ble to get
ancther passport; which he did get five months later in New Orleans.

It woudd be inikeresting, st this pbint, 0 speculate on how Marina Cswald
was able to menage 4 family of t'wee on a were § 65 a day. Che was quostioned
along these lines b J. Lee Rankin, the Commission's General Counsel, who was
trylng to a: how Oswald had heen able o make his blg remayrents to the
State Department. The lestimony, to be found on vage 62 of Volume I, went as

follows:

Mr. Rankkdns Do you recall the mensy your husband barroeved from the
Embassy in Mescow to come to this couvntry? Do you knw where he rot

the woney 4o reray thad amount?



Hrs, Oswald: He worked and we paid out the debt. For aix nr seven
months we were paying off this debt.

Hr. Rankint Some of the vayments were rather larce during that »erid.
Bo you remember that?

Mrs. Nawald: Yes. And no one will believe 1t==lit may appear strange.
But we lived verymmadestly. Perhans for yon it is hard to imagine how we
exlsted.

¥r. Rankin: Did you hardle the finances--

Mrs. Osyald: Of comrse, we were econowizing, Wo, Lee alunys handled
the money, bu® T bought erocerias, He gave me money and I beught proceries,
or mara eorractly, together.

Mr. Rankin: You would usually po to the grocery store together to
buy what you nseded?

lrginfswvaYds., = s.

Mr. Rankin: And thhn did he eive you any funds serarately from that,
for you 4o spend alone?

Mps. Oswald: Yes, he would give it to me, but T would not take it.

Mr. Ranidn: oW much wers these amounts?

Mrs, Nswald: Excuse mp, T want to 2dd something. You asked me yesterday
to mke a list «f how much we snent during a momth-- T Pirgot. Exeuns mze-
I will do i% teday. For exammle, when we naid 800 to £65 rent rer month,
we wonld aperd only about $15 rer weele for erceceries. As you see, T didn't
die anl T am not sick.

#e. Rankin: What do yoz mean by that?

Mrs. Oswald: In my opinion '4f i3 O very exy sive herc. = Ty ©
buys according to his financisl status, and no one walks around umdressed.
You can buy for 20 amd at 2 sale you might buy for &2, ciothes for an

entire seasone



Mr. Rankin: “hat about clothing for your child? Did you hendle
the buying of tha?
Mrs., Oswald: Yes. « « o Some of the things for children were given to

1
ns by friends who hed children. But T didn't like them ond/hought some.

Amd 50, according to the testimony, Marina was the epitome of the frugel
wife, able %o purchase clokhes far e‘m entire scason for $2 and make do virtuelly
with nennies a day. What with only £1.45 a day tc spend on 80 mny essentddls,
it must have been a preitty drab life. But if we zre to belleve the following

testivony (rage 9, Volume I), it wasn't:

Mr, lankin: Did you go out in the evenings?

Mrs. Oswald: Yes,

Mr. Rankin: Where did you go?

Mrs. Qswald: Sometines we went shoooing to stares, and mavies, though
Lee renlly went ts the movies himgelf. He wanted e take e but T did nob

understand English. 7Then on veekends we would go to a lake not far away

or o a park or to & cafe Tor some ice cream,

Movies, shopning, ice cream? [low far could you stratch §1.657 Marina
must have steetched 1% far indeed, as this additicnal bit of testimony (pape 12,

Velume IT) would imdicaie:s

Wr. Rankin: Did you feel that you were gedting along cn what he was
earning?

Krg, Oswald: Of zoursa.

¥r. Ranking Were you urging him o earn more so that he cowld nrovide

rore for the fawmiiy?

¥rs. Oswald: No. We had enough.



Indeed, they must have had enough. And indeed, one begins to suspect
that Marina Oswald was not %errihly good st counting. Was she the kind to
keep track of all the money they had spent +that week and confront her husberd
with the fact that they had spent more than he had earrned? During the questionineg,
Yaring was aslexd about her meney hablts in Russia. The testimony went as

follows (pmage #6, Volume I):

Mr. Rankin: Did you save any money while yon were working before
you graduated?

¥Mrs, Oswald: I don't know how to save money. T like to make rresents.

She was then a2sked about her money hatrits after she had moved to Minsk

(vape 89, Yolume I):

Mr. Hankin: Did you save money?
Mrae. Osiald: No, I would receive my vay and I would snemnd evervthing

in one daye=three day 1H0OD3,

Not exacldy the kind used io pincting pennies. HNo  he kird to worry about
where Oswald gob his woney from, nor the kind 4o count the nieckels am? dimee
in his nockels. As for her contradictbory testimony, the Commission, in drawving
its conclc=ion, dacided to forget about Morina's finmanciul looseneas in Russia
and concentrate of her unigue ability to buy a semaon's clothes for &2, They
also decided to foreggt about the movi 8, the ice cream, and e televisicn set.
t, éadevislion set? The wne Oawald boug * oan credit, made a few nayments on

and then gavo back. The testiecony is on mage A; Yolume I:

Mr. Rankin: Did you obtain a television set at that time?
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Hrs. Osvald: Lee wanted Lo buy a television set on credite He
when returned it. . .

¥r. Rankin: Did Robert help any with the money or just in guaranteeing
the nayments?

Mprs. Qawaid

I shink that he only guarantsed the payments.

dr, Rankin: Do you recall how much the television set cost?

Ars. Oswald: lo.

Mr, Rapikin: 5o far as you know it wa: paid P out o ,.ur usbandts
income?

Mra. Oswald: Yes.

0f cowrae, you won't fint any mention of the television set in the
Commission's itemized listing of Oswald's expermditures. They also omdtted
a few other 1teme from Oswald's expunses. TFor exasmple, they forgot to inclule
the fee for his new nasspart, wiless Oswald was dlso getting free pasaports.
They algo omitted any expenses incurred by Marina's visits to doctors in New
Orleans during her pregnancy, and they omit entirely any exnmenses incurred during
and sfter the birth of their secomd child in Jetober 1963, one month before
the assassinztione WNow, of course, the Commission would explain that during
this last reriod Ma =inz had been living in the hume of Ruth Paine who took care
of all the exrenses, DBut did she?

Before one could answer that, one would have to know something about Ruth
Paine, Marina and lLee hud met Ruth Paine at a narty at the heme of leftewing
friemds 4in Dallas in Febrwzary 1963. There i3 ne indication that Marina took a
ghine to Ruth Paine or vice wversa, but they becams "friemds." Ruth visited

Marina who wes suppesedly helping her with her Russian, and the Oswalds had dinner



at the Paines. On &nril 24, 1963, iwo weelks after the zttemmt to K1l Gen.
Walker, Uswald tock off for New Orlesns arl Marina moved in with Mrs. Paine.
Two days later, the Paines went of'f tic svemnd a weeksnd at a left-wing Folk
Daneing Camd neer San Antonie, leaving Maring amd child elone in their house in
Irving, Texus, a svburi: of Laliss. Then, on May 10, 1963 ituth drove Marina ond
¢hild to New OUrlezns where Oswald had rented an apartment. Ruth stayed with
the Osvalds far three days and then returned to Dallas,
During that swmer Kuth and Marina carespomded with each other. Ruth,
out of the gowxdness of her heart, docided teldnvite Marina to live with her in
Irving, lexas. In 2 letter she sent Marine on July 11, 1963, Buth explained
how moving te Irving would solve all her problemss Uhe wrote: "VYou icww I
havellong recelved from ry perents, I live dependent a long time., I would he
hanpy to te an aunt to you ami Iecan. We have sufficient money. HWichael will
Le glad. This I kacw. lHe Jjust gave we $5C0 for the vaeation or sowething
necessary. With this money it is pwesible to pay the doctor ami hospital in
Octoier when the beby is born, beileve Gad, &1l wlll be well for you and the
Bhildrene I ¢egnress that I think that the oppuriunity for me to know you came
from Gode PFerhavs it is nov so bui I think anl believe so.t {p2:e 1,92, Volume II)
Now this 1is a most peculisr letter. Asgsuming that Mrs. Faine is the warld's
most generous woman, it is somewhat vresumpitucts of her to offer o nay ail
of Marina's wmedical expenses when Oswald, her hustand, was suppngedly resnonsible
for suck matters. In addiiion, it seems odd thet Oswaid would bave entrustoed
Marina to 2 relaiive stranper when he had his own wother and brother living in
Ft., Worth. Yet, in September, wnen Oswald was ready to make his famous trip
to Mexico Civy, it was Wuth Faine who picked up Marina and the child in her

station wagon and took them back with her 4o irving, Taexas.



Also, one oupht not to be fooled by all this talk about Goed in Mr's. Painets
letter. She was more than likely using the Aseonian langwage common among those
who wish t5 conceal the real meaning of their thoughts without resorting to an
obviscus ccde. In the first nlace, when Mrs. Pailne came befire the Commission

to testify (mage 431, Volume II), this is how she tock the oczth:

Mr. HeCloy: Now if you wlll please toke the skand, T will swear you.

rs. Prine: I wouwld like to affirn,

@

Mr, McCloy: Bo you solemly aflfirm that the evidence you will giv
in this 1 wastigation will be the truth, tle whole timth, amd nothing
but the tuth?

Mrs, Paine: Yesi I do.

Wowe, both Quakers and athelsts affirm rather than swear. The Quakers, of
course, alfirm becanvse they do not believe in talidng onths with lrwcke the
deity. Now you would imagine that Reth Paine was some kind of stickler about
her adopted religion if, at the Commission hearing, she went to the trouble of
affirming instead of gswearing. Yet, when the famous Quaker writer, Jessamyn
West, visited Ruth Paine to interview her for Redbook Magazine, MWiss West

observed the folliowing about the dinner Mrs. Faine prepared:

"The dinner, simle amnd goud, appeared with dispatch in srite of owr
talk. I thought there might be silent grace befwm'ec dinner. There was none."

{Redbook, July, 1964, page €h)

Navi, if you are a devout Queker ard invite as f£famous a Quaker writer as
Miss West to dine in yowr home, it is not likely that you would farget to say

rrace bafcore dinner,
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Nor does it seem lLikely that Mrs. Paine would have written to Marina about
"God", when Marina was no mare religious than Nikita Khrushchev. We have xm
testimony to that effect from Marinn's own nmwblicity agent, James Martin, who
was intimstely lnowledeable concerning Marina's relipious nredelictions.

He testified as falleows (pape 198, Volume I):

¥r. Martin: . . . We were trying to create in the opublic minmd an
irage af a bereaved widow and 8 simle lost girle And T think we did
actually, This was for her, as I sa2y, Cor her benefit. She has received
gome fi68,000 in contributions, and the imare is not all true.

Me. Redlich: VWould yon tell us in rasnect %o which in your opinion
the image is not true?

Mr. ¥artin: Well, as I mentioned before about, the bible, thia is a
very smll incident, she has received numerous bikles in the rmail, amd
40 my knowiedge has nevaer read the first pame of one, and most of them
are in Russian,

This is a amell thing really but it is rert of her image, that shs
is a relicglious nerson. . . .

She was not a devout Qreck ortholox. Bhe was not devont anything

g8n far as religion is concerned.

Judeing from Mr. Martints testimony and Jessamyn West's observation, it
seems uniikely that Ruth Palne really belicved what she wgs saying when she
wrote to Marina: "I confess that 1 think that the ospportunity for m@ w0 Xnow
you came rfrom God.*

Now there is a canflict of testimony between Mr, and Mrs. Pdine on who



pald Marina's bills. In her letter Ruth had writien thai her husbard had given
her 500 whizh would go to vay Mafina's haspitel bills But Michael Paine, who
vas seperated from his wife, gave an entirely different version in hils teatinony.
Re gaid (pepe h?9, VolwbkelI): "Ruth vas enjoying Marina's cotmany znd I was
plad to have Maripa staying with Huth, It actwally redueed tha coste. Ruth
gsaved money. The Lills were less while Marina was there, and Kuth, i general,
was happier.”

The inference, of cowrve, iy that Marina was in some way contributing to
the household expenses while she was living with Ruth Paine. [ we know from
the Cammissicn’s finineial snalysis that Cswald contributed nothing to Marina's
exnensea arl that Mairina had no income of her cun.

Pad Miechael Paine careleasly let slip the Inference that hia wife was
receiving fude from an wdisclosed sowree to cover Marinps'®s ex -nsws, & souses
euohemisticelly known as "God"? Mrs. Paine herself testiflod that Cowald haq
not, contributed anything to © 1na's sunpart whilae she was ataying under her
roof,

Who, anyway, vere Ruth and iichael Peine? Ruth Palne, born in 1932, ws
a graduate of Antioch Colicges Brought up as & mitarian; she Joined the Quekers
in 1951 at% the age of 19. In 1955 she served as a chairman of a Quaker

1"

conference at Quaker Illaven. "This was &t the time,
X
first began for encowraging an echange of young weonle tetween the Soviet Union

she tells us, "that n»lans

and the U _ted Otates, and T hecame active with the committe~ planning that, and
from tha planning thars was an exchange, three Soviet youn, p ople came o this
contry and four young Quakers went to the Soviet Ualm."

¥rs. Palne's interest in Russaan lad her to tecorme chairman of a Auaker



committee devoled to encouraging the developmernt of pen pals between the United
States and 8oviet {inisn. As Mrs. Falne testlficd: "I helped make contact
between young people in {llds couniry who wished to write someone in the doviet
Unicn, and an organization of young people in Moscow which found nen pals for
these yonng Americans." [Urs. Paine herself had several Soviet ren nels and
even cxdhanged magnetic tepe recardings with: one of theme Thus, gurrowded by
Communiats and pro-Communists aml in direct contect with Soviet citizena, is
it not possibie that somowhore along the iine Mra. Paine could hat%e been
recrulted into a KGR apparatus, which would accuouni t'er the strange relationship
she had with the Oawalds? The Warren Commdszion, of course, never nosed any
such question or even cash the siipghtest susplicion on the iloyalyy of Mrs. Puine.
She was nat even zsked Lo gilve more dateils about her nro=doviet activitiess

&3 for Michael Paine, he also turned out to have s ratrer intercstigr back-

srounxl.  Here 15 an sxcerpt Lrom his testimony:

Mpr, Liebeier: Do you have any knowledge of the political nititudes
or activities of your father, George iyman Paine? . . .

Mr. Paine: . . « B2 toek me %o e few, one or pessibly ivwo, Commuinied
meebings at 7 considerable insistence. « « o

Meg.Duilegs Did they try to recruit you at all or 4o egebt you o be &
pemher or stierd or Joln meebinss?

Mr, Faine: Noj they were glad to meet Lymmn's son. That is he would
introduce me to friends or people he knew there, and I liked--! had some
Tavorablie attitudes to the zeal of the groun or the zeal of the asserdled

T)BOD].E- e o o

Mr. Ligbeler: Did you know of yaour father evor using any alizses?



¥y, Paine: WNa, T don't.

Pr. Lieheler: You are not familinr with the name Thomas L. Brown
or Lyman Plerce?

Yy, Paine:s Yo. . . « 7 was avare that my father didn't talk readily
about his affaiys. Yhen we met we would talk at greatl length and we
alvays do talk. There 18 an amazing similarity in our natwres. I have

always thought that there was one nerscon Lrying %o live in iwo bodiles.

In other wards, Michael Palne closely identified himself with his Cormunist
father who was in the habit of wieng a fow aliases. Yet, the Warren Commission
found little reason to suspect that Michael Faine was anybhing but an innocent

on the matter of
bystanwler, deshite the conflicting testimony Wetwersrirserrrd I IYVeTen
whoe naid for Marina's upkeep while (awald was bugy planning tc essassinate the
Pregfdent of the United States.

At one point, while Paine was leing questioned, the Chisf Juitice himaelf
interruoted the jinterrogation. "Is this of rarticulur immoriance to the
investivat 'on," e asked, "it iz very lengthy, and I don't knovw marticularly
vhat 1t bears uwpon., If it 19 in relation with his fathsr, let's get at that and
get it over with, but I don't sec what this r@n’s history from the time he was
born--I don'’t see how it hesrs on it. It just t2akes altogether voo much time
fer an extraneous pwrnese, it seems to me., Let's pet on with the thing."

Naturally, thls did not encourirm further probing.

What did the Oswaldls think of t;:t.?’c-inex, who did go mueh for them out
the goodness of t:csjrx hearts? Marina Oswald's testimony om page 19, volwwe I

is guite revealing:

My, Rankin: How did Mrs., Paine and your huahand get along? Were



they friendly?

¥ 8. Oswald: She was very goxd to us, to lee and to me, and lLee
was quite friendly with her, but he did not like her. I know that he
didn't like her.

Mr. Rankin: Did he tell you why he didn't like her?

Mrg. Owald: He considered her to te a ixm stupid woman. Excuse ncee
thege are not my words,

Me. Rankin: Were you and Mrs. Paine good fRiends?

Mra. Oswald: Yes, soeso, I tried to help her as much as I could,
Aub I algow~1 wag--Il did not like her too well, I algo conaidered her

not: to be & very smart woman.

In other werds, there was no love lost between the Oswalds and the Paines,
whosewiestinles merpged Lriaefly ss a result of the mysterious workines of "God."
Why Lee Harvey Dsuwrld chose 1o have hls wife stay, during her late pregnancy,
with Ruth “'nine, whom he considered to be stupid, rathan than with his brother
a1 mother in Ft, Warth is 2 question which has never been answersd. It ghowdd we
noted at thils point, alsc, tit it was Ruth Paine who waa most instrweental in
getting Oswald his job at the Texas SchoolaB d ~  sitory, vhich, by coincidence,
of course, tirned ot tc he the ideal spot fo a  ssassin to be in 1f he were
planning to &l the President.

Wow the Cordssion never (a0 "wored to reconcile the two conflicting
teatironies of Mr. snd Mrs. Paine regardi g vho rald Marinats h»i1lz. Llke so
much that is contradictory in the Warren Revort, it iz simrly left there for

futvre goneretions to ponder over.



2l

How, had tls Commission been honest, it would have prenared an entirely
diff ront kdnd of anslysis of Oawald's finances. Instead of bitrarily
desigmating Cswald's monthly expenditwres to fit into the s8her ! ¥ iere cone
cocting, they would have simply added un all « £ . wald's known receipts for
the 18 months, which %Lotailed 83,665.89, and then svbtrace f t, all of
his known expenditwres, such as r p= ment of loans, rents, sub tions, etc.,
and realized thst the balance of & 5,23 (which amounts 1. § per month,
or #2.5R a day) was hardly enovgh to keep a family of three in, for a year
and a half in food, clothing, Jimigs, carfar@s, nhons calls, , atage, ste. They
would have readily admitiod that Oswald wxiouwbtedly had an additiocnal source
of 1 ome which vms unknown, and conscientlously they would have then rriceeded
to uncover whet that source was.

Another instance of the Commlasion's bilas 48 in its investionation of the
cireumstances surrounding Oswmld's speedy lssuance of a rassport in June 19¢3,
only five montha before the assassinatdions Nmw, here was » man who had defected
tn the Soviet Union, harded over military sscrets to th: Soviet Secret Police,
had mar-ied a Soviet national who wes in fact t he niece of a KGB colonel in
whose home she had been living, was vermitted {o return by the State Department
not, bocause hea had recanted, but because they cansidered his "co' 1lnued nresence
in the Sovlet 'nion damaging o the preutige of the Lnited States," and here
was this man now applying for a new passport .» onder to travelommms® oice more
to the Soviet Union. You would axpect thet a passpart appilcsticn Prom snch
an individwl would at lsast be imvestizated before a pagsnart was issued, if
trdeed 4t 11d be issued at all. Certainly if the State ! pa -ont had brought
hia back tuse his mresence in the Soviet Union was damaging o the rrestize

of the United States, they would have hesitated before permitting him to go



