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Foreword 

On Sorember 29, 1963, President Lyndon B. Johnson signed Executive Order 
X0. 11130. creating a Commission “to ascertain, evaluate and report upon the 
facts relating to the assassination of the late President John F. Kennedy and 
the subsequent violent death of the man charged with the assassination.” By 
the same Executive order, the President appointed seven Commissioners: Earl 
Warren, Chief Justice of the United States; Richard B. Russell, Democratic 
Senator from Georgia; John Sherman Cooper, Republican Senator from Ken- 
tucky ; Hale Boggs, Democratic Congressman from Louisiana and House Majority 
Whip; Gerald R. Ford, Republican Congressman from Michigan; Allen W. 
Dulles, former Director of the Central Intelligence Agency ; and John J. RIcCloy, 
former High Commissioner of Germany. The President designated Chief Justice 

Warren as the Commission’s Chairman. The findings of the Commission, based 

on an examination of all the facts, are set forth in the separate volume entitled 
“Report of the President’s Commission on the Assassination of President 
Kennedy.” 

An essential part of the investigation conducted by this Commission has been 
the securing of sworn testimony from witnesses possessing information relevant 
to the inquiry. This testimony has been taken under the authority of Senate 
Joint Resolution 137 (88th Cong., 1st sess.), enacted by Congress on December 
13, 1963, which conferred upon the Commission the power to administer oaths 
and affirmations, examine witnesses, receive evidence, and issue subpenas. 
Under the procedures adopted by the Commission, some witnesses have appeared 
before members of the Commission, others have been questioned under oath 
on depositions by members of the staff, and others have provided affidavits to 
the Commission. Beginning with its first witness on February 3, 1964, the 
Commission under these procedures took the testimony of approximately 550 
witnesses and received more than 3,100 exhibits into evidence. 

The testimony and exhibits obtained by the Commission are printed in this 
and the succeeding volumes, organized in the following order : 

(1) Testimony before members of the Commission, in the order in which 
it was taken. 

(2) Testimony by sworn deposition or affidavit, grouped into four general 
subject categories; the medical attention given to the President and 
the Governor, identification of the assassin of President Kennedy, 
the background of Lee Harvey Oswald, and the killing of Lee Harvey 
Oswald by Jack L. Ruby on R’orember 24,1963. 

(3) Exhibits introduced in connection with the testimony before the 
Commission in numerical order. 

(4) Exhibits introduced in connection with sworn depositions and affidavits, 
grouped alphabetically by name of witness. 

(5) Other exhibits introduced before the Commission in numerical order. 

The transcripts of this testimony, prepared by qualified court reporters, were 
reviewed by members of the Commission staff and, in most instances, by the 
witness concerned. Editing of the transcript prior to printing in these volumes 

WaS confined to correction of stenographic errors and punctuation, and minor 
changes designed to improve the clarity and accuracy of the testimony. In the 
few cases indicated, brief deletions have been made of material which might 
be colisidered in poor taste and is clearly irrelevant to any facet of the Commls- 
sion’s investigation. All the original transcripts prepared by the court reporters, 
of Course, hare been preserved and will be available for inspecti,on under the 
same rules and regulations which will apply to all records of this Commission. 
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Each volume contains a brief preface discussing the contents of the volume. 
In addition, each volume of testimony contains a table of contents with the 
names of the witnesses whose testimony appears in the volume, and the numbers 
of the exhibits introduced in connection with that testimony. Each volume of 
exhibits contains a table of contents with short descriptions of the exhibits 
reproduced in the rolume. Volume XV contains a name index setting forth all 
references to persons (other than Lee Harvey Oswald) appearing in the Hearings 
volumes and an index setting forth all references to Commission exhibits and 
Deposition exhibits in these volumes. 
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Preface 

The testimony of the following witnesses is contained in volume I : Mrs. Marina 
Oswald, the widow of Lee Harvey Oswald; Mrs. JIarguerite Oswald. Oswald’s 
mother; Robert Edward Lee Oswald. Osnald’s brother; and James Herbert 
Martin, who acted for a brief period as Mrs. Marina Oswald’s business manager. 
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Hearings Before the President’s Commission 

on the 

Assassination of President Kennedy 

Monday, February 3, 1964 

TESTIMONY OF MRS. LEE HARVEY OSWALD 

The President’s Commission met at lo:35 a.m. on February 3, 1964, at 200 
Maryland Avenue NE., Washington, D.C. 

Present were Chief Justice Earl Warren, Chairman; Senator John Sherman 
Cooper, Representative Hale Boggs, Representative Gerald R. Ford, and Allen 
W. Dulles, members. 

Also present were J. Lee Rankin, general counsel; John RI. Thorne, attorney 
for Mrs. Lee Harvey Oswald; William D. Krimer and Leon I. Gopadze, inter- 
preters. 

The CHAIR~~AX. Well, hlrs. Oswald, did you have a good trip here? 
The Commission will come to order, and at this time, I will make a short 

statement for the purpose of the meeting. A copy of this statement has been 
given to counsel for Mrs. Oswald, but for the record, I should like to read it. 

On November 29, 1963, President Lyndon B. Johnson issued Executive Order 
No. 11130 appointing a Commission “to ascertain, evaluate, and report upon the 
facts relating to the assassination of the late President John F. Kennedy, and 
the subsequent violent death of the man charged with the assassination.” 

On December 13, 1963, Congress adopted Joint Resolution S.J. 13’7 which 
authorizes the Commission, or any member of the Commission or any agent or 
agency designated by the Commission for such purpose to administer oaths and 
affirmations, examine witnesses, and receive evidence. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, excuse me, the interpreter- 
The CHAIRMAN. I understood they hare a copy and if they want to at the end 

he may do that. 
On January 21, 1964, the Commission adopted a resolution authorizing each 

member of the Commission and its General Counsel, J. Lee Rankin, to administer 
oaths and affirmations, examine witnesses, and receive evidence concerning any 
matter under investigation by the Commission. 

The purpose of this hearing is to take the testimony of Mrs. Marina Oswald, 
the widow of Lee Harvey Oswald who, prior to his death, was charged with the 
assassination of President Kennedy. Since the Commission is inquiring fully 
into the background of Lee Harvey Oswald and those associated with him, it is 
the intention of the Commission to ask Mrs. Marina Oswald questions con- 
cerning Lee Harvey Oswald and any and all matters relating to the assassina- 
tion. The Commission also intends to ask Mrs. Marina Oswald questions 
relating to the assassination of President Kennedy and the subsequent violent 
death of Lee Harvey Oswald. 

hlrs. Marina Oswald has been furnished with a copy of this statement and a 
copy of the rules adopted by the Commission for the taking of testimony or the 
production of evidence. Mrs. Marina Oswald has also been furnished with a 
copy of Executive Order No. 11130 and Congressional Resolution S.J. Res. 137 
which set forth the general scope of the Commission’s inquiry and its authority 
for the examining witnesses and the receiving of evidence. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Mrs. Oswald, do you have an attorney, a lawyer? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

The CEAIRMAN. And your lawyer is Mr. Thorne? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

The CHAIR&IAN. He is the only lawyer you wish to represent you here? 

hIrS. OSWALU. Yes. 

The CIIAIRUAS. And may I ask you, Mr. Thorne, if you have received a copy 

of this? 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, that is the copy he received there. 

Mr. TIIORNE. I have read a copy of it, l\lr. Chief Justice, yes, sir. 

The CHAIIUAN. Are there any questions about it? 

Mr. THORNE. There are no questions. 

The CHAIRMAN. Very well. 

Very well, we will proceed to swear Mrs. Oswald as a witness. 

Will you please rise, Mrs. Oswald. 

(The Chairman administered the oath to the witness, Mrs. Oswald, through 

the interpreter.) 

The CHAIR~~AN. Mr. Reporter, will you rise, please, and be sworn. 

(The Chairman administered the oath to the interpreter and the stenotype 

reporter, following which all questions propounded to the witness and her 

answers thereto, were duly translated through the interpreter.) 

The CHAIRXAN. Sow, Mr. Thorne and Mrs. Oswald, I want to say to you 

that we want to see that Mrs. Oswald’s rights are protected in every manner and 

you are entitled to converse with her at any time that you desire. You are 

entitled to give her any advice that you want, either openly or in private; if you 

feel that her rights are not being protected you are entitled to deject to the 

Commission and have a ruling upon it, and at the conclusion of her testimony 

if you have any questions that you would like to ask her in verification of 

what shehas said you may feel free to ask them. 

After her testimony has been completed, a copy will be furnished to you so 

that if there are any errors, corrections or omissions you may call it to our 

attention, is that satisfactory to you? 

Mr. THORNE. Very satisfactory, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. I might say also to her we propose to ask her questions for 

about 1 hour, and then take a short recess for her refreshment, and then we will 

convene again until about 12:30. At 12:30 we will recess until 2 o’clock, and 

then we may take her to her hotel where she can see her baby and have a little 

rest, and we will return at 2 o’clock, and we will take evidence until about 4:30. 

If at any time otherwise you should feel tired or feel that you need a rest, you 

may feel free to say so and we will take care of it. 

Mrs. OSWALD. Thank you. 

The CHAIRMAN. The questions will be asked of you by Mr. J. Ike Rankin, 

who is the general counsel of the Commission. 

I think now we are ready to proceed, are we not, Mr. Rankin? 

Mr. RANKIN. Mrs. Oswald, you be at your ease, and the interpreter will tell 

you wha,t I ask and you take your time about your answers. 

Will you state your name, please? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Marina, my name is Marina Nikolaevna Oswald. My maiden 

name was Prussakova. 

Mr. RANKIN. Where do you live, Mrs. Oswald? 

Mrs. OSWALLX At the present time I live in Dallas. 

Mr. RANKIN. And where in Dallas? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Mr. Thorne knows my address. 

Mr. THORNE. 11125 Ferrar Street, Dallas, Dallas County, Tex. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you live with friends there? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I live with Mr. Jim Martin and his family. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mrs. Oswald, do you have a family? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I hare two children, two girls, June will be 2 years old in 

February, and Rachel is 3 months old. 

Mr. RANKIN. Are you the widow of the late Lee Harvey Oswald? 

Mrs. OSWAIB. Yes. 

2 



Mr. RANKIN. Mrs. Oswald, did you write in Russian a story of your ex- 

periences in the United States? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, I have. I think that you are familiar with it. 

Mr. RANKIN. You furnished it to the Commission, did you not, or a copy 

of it? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. Will you describe for the Commission how you prepared this 

document in Russian that you furnished to us? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I wrote this document not specifically for this Commission, 

but merely for myself. Perhaps there are, therefore, not enough facts for your 

purpose in that document. This is the story of my life from the time I met him 

in Minsk up to the very last days. 

Mr. RANKIN. And by “him” who did you mean? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Lee Harvey Oswald. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you have any assistance in preparing this document in 

Russian? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, no one. 

Mr. RANKIN. Are all the statements in that document true insofar as you 

know ? 

Mrs. Oswfin. Yes. 

hfr. RANKIN. Since your husband’s death and even back to the time of the 

assassination of President Kennedy, you have had a number of interviews with 

people from the Secret Service and the FBI, have you not? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, I did. 

Mr. RANKIN. We have a record of more than 46 such interviews, and I as- 

sume you cannot remember the exact number or all that was said in those inter- 

views, is that true? 
Mrs. OBWALD. I don’t know how many there were. 

Mr. RANKIN. As far as you can recall now, do you know of anything that is 

not true in those interviews that you would like to correct or add to? 

Mrs. OSWALIB. Yes, I would like to correct some things because not everything 

was true. 

Mr. RANKIN. Will you tell us--- 

Mrs. OSWALD. It is not just that it wasn’t true, but not quite exact. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall some of the information that you gave in those 

interviews that was incorrect that you would like to correct now? Will you 

tell us that? 

Mrs. OSWALD. At the present time, I can’t remember any specific instance, but 

perhaps in the course of your questioning if it comes up I will say so. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall the date that you arrived in the United States 

with your husband, Lee Harvey Oswald? 

Mrs. OSWALD. On the 13th of June, 1962-I am not quite certain as to the 

year-‘61 or ‘62, I think ‘62. 

Mr. RANKIN. How did you come to this country? 

Mrs. OSWALD. From Moscow via Poland, Germany, and Holland we came to 

Amsterdam by train. And from Amsterdam to New York by ship, and New York 

to Dallas by air. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall the name of the ship on which you came? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I think it was the SS Rotterdam but I am not sure. 

Mr. RANKIN. What time of the day did you arrive in New York? 

Mrs. OSWALD. It was-about noon or 1 p.m., thereabouts. It is hard to re- 

member the exact time. 
Mr. RANKIN. How long did you stay in New York at that time? 

Mrs. OSWALD. We stayed that evening and the next 24 hours in a hotel in 

New York, and then we left the following day by air. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall the name of the hotel where you stayed? 

Mrs. OBWALD. I don’t know the name of the hotel but it is in the Times 

Square area, not far from the publishing offices of the New York Times. 

Mr. RANKIN. What did you do during your stay in New York? 

Mrs. OSWALD. That evening we just walked around the city to take a look 

at it. In the morning I remained in the hotel while Lee left in order to arrange 

for tickets, and so forth. 
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Mr. RAJKIS. Did you visit anyone or have visitors at your hotel during 
that period? 

Mrs. OSWALD. We didn’t have any visitors but I remember that with Lee 
we visited some kind of an office, on official business, perhaps it had something 
to do with immigration or with the tickets. Lee spoke to them in English and 
I didn’t understand it. 

Mr. RANKIN. Would that be a Travelers’ Aid Bureau or Red Cross? 
Mrs. OEWALD. I don’t know. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you know whether or not you or your husband received any 

Enancial assistance for the trip to Texas at that time? 
Mrs. OSWAI.D. I don’t know exactly where Lee got the money, but he said 

that his brother Robert had given him the money. But the money for the trip 
from the Soviet Union to New York was given to us by the American Embassy 
in Moscow. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall what time of the day you left on the flight to 
Texas ? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I think that by about 5 p.m. we were already in Texas. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you go to Dallas or Fort Worth at that time? 
Mrs. OSWALD. In Dallas we were met by the brother, Robert, he lived in Fort 

Worth, and he took us from Dallas to Fort Worth and we stopped at the house. 
Mr. RANKIN. Who else stayed at Robert’s house at that time besides your 

family? 
Mrs. OSWALD. His family and no one else. 
Mr. RANKIN. What did his family consist of at that time? 
Mrs. OSWALD. He and his wife and two children, a boy and a girl. 
Mr. RANKIN. How long did you stay at Robert’s? 
Mrs. OSWALD. About 1 to lfir months-perhaps longer, but no longer than 

2 months. 
Mr. RANKIN. Were your relations and your husband’s with Robert pleasant at 

that time? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, they were very good. His brother’s relationship to us 

was very good. 
Mr. RANKIN. Would you briefly describe what you did during that time when 

you were at Robert’s? 
Mrs. OSWALD. The first time we got there we were, of course, resting for 

about a week, and I was busy, of course, with my little girl who was then 
very little. And in my free time, of course, I helped in the household. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did your husband do anything around the house.or did he seek 
work right away? 

Mrs. OSWALD. For about a week he was merely talking and took a trip 
to the library. That is it. 

Mr. RANKIN. Then did he seek work in Fort Worth? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. And when did he End his Erst job there? 
Mrs. OSWALD. While we were with Robert. It seems it was at the end of 

the second month that Lee found work. But at this time I don’t remember 
the date exactly but his mother who lived in Fort Worth at that time rented 
a room and she proposed that we spend some time with her, that we live 
with her for some time. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you discuss with your husband this proposal of your 
mother-in-law to have you live with her? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Well, she made the proposal to my husband, not to me. 
Of course, I found out about it. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you and he have any discussion about it after you found 
out about it? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, of course. 
Mr. RANKIN. You recall that discussion? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. I only remember the fact. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did he find work after you left Robert’s then? 
Mrs. OBWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. You did move to be with your mother-in-law, lived with her 

for a time? 
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Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, about 3 weeks. And then after 3 weeks Lee did not 

want to live with her any more and he rented an apartment. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you know the reason why he did not want to live there 

any more? 

Mrs. OSWALD. It seemed peculiar to me and didn’t want to believe it but 

he did not love his mother, she was not quite a normal woman. Now, I know 

this for sure. 
Mr. RANKIK. Did he tell you that at the time? 

Mrs. OSWALD. He talked about it but since he spoke in English to his 

mother, I didn’t understand it. There were quite a few scenes when he 

would return from work he didn’t want to talk to her. Perhaps she thought 

I was the reason for the fact that Lee did not want to talk to her. And, of 

course, for a mother this is painful and I told him that he should be 

more attentive to his mother but he did not change. I think that one 

of the reasons for this was that she talked a great deal about how much she 

had done to enable Lee to return from Russia, and Lee felt that he had done 

most of-the greatest effort in that respect and didn’t want to discuss it. 

Mr. RANICIN. Where did he find work at that time? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Of course, if I had been told now I would have remembered 

it because I have learned some English but at that time I didn’t know, but 

Lee told me that it wasn’t far from Mercedes Street where we lived, and it was 

really common labor connected with some kind of metal work, something for 

buildings. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did he ever say whether he enjoyed that work? 

Mrs. OSWALD. He didn’t like it. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall how long he stayed at that job? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t know but it seemed to me that he worked there for 

about 3 or 4 months. Perhaps longer. Dates are one of my problems. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you know whether he left that job voluntarily or was 

discharged? 

Mrs. OSWALD. He told me that he had been discharged but I don’t know why. 

Mr. RANKIN. When you left the mother-in-law’s house where did you go? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I have already said that we moved to Mercedes Street. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you have an apartment there? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, we rented an apartment in a duplex. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall the address on Mercedes Street? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, I don’t remember the exact number. 

Mr. RANKIN. Will you describe the apartment, how many rooms it had? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Living room, kitchen, bath, and one bedroom. 

Mr. RANKIN. This was the first time since you had come to this country then 

that you had an opportunity to have a home of your own, is that right? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, we had our own home in Russia. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did your husband work a full day at that time on this job? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, sometimes he even worked on Saturdays. 

Mr. RANKIN. What did you do when he came home, did he help you with 

housework? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. He frequently went to a library. He read a great deal. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall any of the books that he read at that time? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. I only know that they were books more of a historical 

nature rather than fiction or literature. 

Mr. RANKIN. In your story in Russian you relate the fact that he read a 

great deal of the time. Could you describe to the Commission just how that 

was? Did he go off by himself to read or how did he handle that? 

Mrs. OSWALD. He would bring a book from a library, sit in the living room 

and read. I was busy with housework, and that is the way it happened. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you have differences between you about the time that he 

spent reading rather than devoting it to you or the other members of the family? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. We did have quarrels about his relationship to his mother, 

the fact that he didn’t want to change his relationship to his mother. I know 

that he read so much that when we lived in New Orleans he used to read 

sometimes all night long and in order not to disturb me he would be sitting 

in the bathroom for several hours reading. 
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Mr. RANKIN. Did your quarrels start at that time when you were at Mercedes 

Street the first time. 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, we didn’t have many quarrels. 

Mr. RANKIN. When you were at Mercedes Street did you have Robert visit 

you or did you visit him? 

Mrs. OBWALD. No, he came to us sometimes. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall seeing any guns at Mercedes Street while you 

were there? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 

Mr. RANKXN. Did your mother-in-law come to see you at Mercedes Street? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. Will you describe the relationship between your husband and 

your mother-in-law while he was at Mercedes Street? 

Mrs. OSWALD. She did not want us to move away to Mercedes Street, and 

Lee did not want to remain with her and did not even want her to visit us 
after that. Lee did not want her to know the address to which we were 

moving and Robert helped us in the move. I felt very sorry for her. Sometime 

after that she visited us while Lee was at work and I was quite surprised 

wondering about how she found out our address. And then we had a quarrel 

because he said to me, “Why did you open the door for her, I don’t want her 

to come here any more.” 

Mr. RANKIN. During this period did your husband spend much time with 

the baby, June? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. He loved children very much. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you obtain a television set at that time? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Lee wanted to buy a television set on credit. He then returned 
it. Should I speak a littIe louder? 

Mr. RANKIN. Did Robert help any with the money or just in guaranteeing 

the payments? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I think that he only guaranteed the payments. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall how much the television set cost? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 

Mr. RANKIN. So far as you know it was paid for out of your husband’s 

income? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. Were you still at Mercedes Street when he lost his job with 

the welding company? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did he try to find another job in Fort Worth then? 

Mrs. OSWAIA Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you know how much he looked for jobs before he found 

one then? 

Mrs. OSWALD. He looked for work for some time but he could not find it and 

then some Russian friends of ours helped him Cnd some work in Dallas. 

Mr. RANKIN. How long was he out of work? 

Mrs. OSWALD. It seems to me it was about 2 weeks; hard to remember, per- 

haps that long. 

Mr. RANKIN. Where did he find work in Dallas, do you remember the name? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I know it was some kind of a printing company which pre- 

pares photographs for newspapers. 
Mr. RANKIN. Was he working with the photographic department of that 

company ? 

Mrs. O~WALXL Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. Was he an apprentice in that work trying to learn it? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, at first he was an apprentice and later he worked. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you know what his income was when he was working for 

the welding company? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I think it was about $200 a month, I don’t bnow. 1 know it 

was a dollar and a quarter an hour. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did he work much overtime at that time? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Not too much but sometimes he did work Saturdays. 
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Mr. RAXKIN. Do you recall how much he received as pay at the printing 
company? 

Mrs. OSWALD. A dollar forty an hour. 
Mr. RANKIN. How many hours did he work a week, do you recall? 
Mrs. OSWALD. He usually worked until 5 p.m. But sometimes he worked 

later, and on Saturdays, too. 
Mr. RANKIX. The ordinary work week at t,hat time was the G-day week then, 

and the Saturdays would be an overtime period? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. Who were the Russian friends who helped your husband find 
this job in Dallas? 

Mrs. OSWALD. George Bouhe. 
Mr. RANXIN. Did this friend and other Russian friends visit ycou at Mercedes 

Street? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. When we lived at Fort Worth we became acquainted 

with Peter Gregory, he is a Russian, he lives in Fort Worth and through him 
we became acquainted with others. 

Mr. RANKIN. Will you tell us insofar as you recall, the friends that you knew 
in Fort Worth? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Our first acquaintance was Gregory. Through him I met 
Gali Clark, Mrs. Elena Hall. That is all in Fort Worth. And then we 
met George Bouhe in Dallas, and Anna Meller, and Anna Ray and Katya Ford. 

Mr. RANKIN. By your answer do you mean that some of those people you 
met in Dallas and some in Fort Worth? 

Mrs. OSWALD. George De Mohrenschildt-this was both in Fort Worth and 
Dallas, the names of my recital but they were well acquainted with each other, 
even though some lived in Dallas and some lived in Fort Worth. 

Mr. RANKIN. Will you please sort them out for us and tell us those you met 

in Dallas? 
Mrs. OSWALD. You mean by the question, who out of these Russians lives in 

Dallas? 
Mr. RANKIN. Or which ones you met in Dallas as distinguished from those 

you had already met in Fort Worth? 
Mrs. OSWALD. In Fort Worth I met the people from Dallas. There was 

George Bouhe, George De Mohrenschildt-no. Anna Meller and George Bouhe 
only, they were from Dallas, but I met them in Fort Worth. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did these friends visit you at your home in Fort Worth? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, sometimes they came to visit us when they were in Dallas, 

they came to us. Sometimes they made a special trip to come and see us. 
Mr. RAXKIN. Did you ever visit them in their homes? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, when we lived in Fort Worth we went to Dallas several 

times to visit them. 
Mr. RANKIN. When you made these visits did you go to spend an evening 

or a considerable part of the time or were they short visits? Can you 
describe that? 

Mrs. OSWALD. We used to come early in the morning and leave at night. 
We would spend the entire day with them. We went there by bus. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you have an automobile of your own at any time during 
this period? 

Mrs. OSWILLD. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did any of these people have meals in your home when they 

visited you? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. They usually brought-they usually came for short visits 

and they brought their own favorite vegetables such as cucumbers, George 
liked cucumbers. 

Mr. RANKIN. When you moved to Dallas, where did you live the first time? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I did not move to Dallas together with Lee. Lee went to 

Dallas when he found the job, and I remained in Fort Worth and lived with 
Elena Hall. 

Mr. RANKIN. For how long a period did you live with Mrs. Hall? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I think that it was about a month and a half. 
Mr. RANKIN. During that month and a half what did your husband do? 

7 



Mrs. OSWALD. He had a job. He was working. He would call me up over the 

telephone but how he spent his time, I don’t know. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you know during that month and a half where he lived? 

Mrs. OSU-ALD. At first, I know that he rented a room in the YMCA but very 

shortly thereafter he rented an apartment. Rut where I don’t know. 

Mr. RANKIN. During that month and a half did he come and see you and the 

baby? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, two or three times he came to see us because he had no 

car. It was not very easy. 

Mr. RANKIN. Were these trips to see you on the weekends? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. When he came did he also stay at the Hall’s? 

Mrs. OswaLn. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. When you were staying at the Hall’s did you pay them for your 

room and your meals? 
RIrs. OSWALD. No. No, she was very friendly toward us and she tried to help US. 

Mr. RANKIN. What did you and your husband do when he came to see you? 

Did he spend his time with you there in the home or did you go some place? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, we didn’t go anywhere. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did he do any reading there? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. I remember that it was only a couple of times that he 

came for a weekend. Generally, he only came for a very short period of time, 

because he would come together with our friends, and they could not shy very 

long. 

Mr. RARKIN. When he came during that period did he discuss what he had 

been doing in Dallas, his work and other things? 

Mrs. OSWALD. He liked his work very much. 

Mr. RANKIN. After this month and a half did he find a place for you all to 

live together? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, but it wasn’t a problem there t.o find a place, no problem 

there to find a place. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you then mnve to a home in Dallas? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, on Elsbeth, Elsbeth Street in Dallas. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you remember the number? 

hhs. OSWALD. No. 

Mr. RANKIN. How did you move your things from Mrs. Hall’s to the place on 

Elsbeth Street? 

Mrs. OSWALD. A friend who had a car helped us-1 don’t remember his name, 

Taylor, Gary Taylor. 

The CHAIRMAN. Suppose we take a recess now for about 10 minutes to allow 

Mrs. Oswald to refresh herself. 

(Short recess.) 

The CHAIRMAN. The Commission may be in order. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did that require one or more trips to move your things from 

Fort Worth to Dallas when you went to Elsbeth Street? 

Mrs. OSWALD. One trip was enough. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you observe any guns in your things when you moved? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 

Mr. RANKIN. What kind of place did you have at Elsbeth Street, was it rooms 

or an apartment? 

Mrs. OSWALD. An apartment. 

Mr. RANKIN. How many rooms in the apartment? 

Mrs. OSWALD. One living room, a bedroom, a kitchen, and the bathroom. It 

sounds very small for all of you but for us it was quite suflicient. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you have a telephone there? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall what rent you paid? 

Mrs. OSWALD. It seems to me that it was $60, plus the utilities. 

Mr. RANKIN. That would be $60 a month? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, and electricity and @s but the water was free. Sixty dol- 

lars a month including water. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did your husband help you with the housework at that address? 

8 



Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, he always helped. 
Mr. RANKIN. What about his reading habits there, were they the same? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, about the same. 
Mr. RANKIN. Can you tell us a little more fully about his reading? Did he 

spend several hours each evening in this reading? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall any of the books that he read at Elsbeth Street? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. He had two books, two thick books on the history of the 

United States. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did your husband come home for a midday meal? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you go out in the evenings? 
Mrs. OSW~D. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Where did you go? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Sometimes we went shopping to stores, and movies, though 

Lee really went to the movies himself. He wanted to take me but I did not 
understand English. Then on weekends we would go to a lake not far away 
or to a park or to a cafe for some ice cream. 

Mr. RANKIN. When you went to the lake or the park did you take food with 
you and have a picnic? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. How did you get to the lake or the park, by bus or car, or what 

means of transportation? 
Mrs. OSWALD. It was only 10 minutes away, 10 minutes walking time from us. 
Mr. RANKIN. Were either you or your husband taking any schooling at that 

time? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Lee took English courses or typing courses. 
Mr. RANKIN. During what days of the week were these typing courses? 
Mrs. OSWALD. It was three days a week. I don’t remember exactly what the 

days were. It seems to me it was 1 day at the beginning of the week and 2 
days at the end of the week that he took these night courses. 

Mr. RANKIN. Would it help you to recall if I suggested they were Monday, 
Tuesday, and Thursday? 

Mrs. OSWALD. It seems to me that is the way it was. I know it was on 
Monday. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall what hours of the evening he was supposed to be 
at these classes? 

Mrs. OSWALD. It seems that it was from 7 until 9. 
Mr. RANKIN. About what time would he get home from work? 
Mrs. OSWALD. About 5 to 5 :30. 
Mr. RANKIN. Then would you eat your evening meal? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. How soon after that would he leave for the class? 
Mrs. OSWALD. When Lee took his courses he generally did not come home 

for dinner, usually he didn’t. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did he practice his typewriting at home at all? 
Mrs. OSWALD. At home, no. But he had a book, a textbook on typing which 

he would review when he was at home. 
Mr. RANKIN. How soon after the class was over did he come home ordinarily? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Nine o’clock. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did he tell you anything about friends that he met at these 

classes? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. While you were at Elsbeth Street do you recall seeing any guns 

in your apartment? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you remember exhibiting any guns to the, De Mohrenschildt’s 

while you were at Elsbeth Street? 
Mrs. OSWALD. That was on Neely Street, perhaps you are confused, this was 

on Neely Street. 
Mr. RANKIN. When did you move to Neely Street from the Elsbeth Street 

apartment? 
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Mrs. OSWALD. In January after the new year. I don’t remember exactly. 

Mr. RANKIX. Do you remember why you moved from Elsbeth to Neely Street? 

hfrs. OSWALD. I like it better on Neely Street. We had a porch there and that 
was more convenient for the child. 

Mr. RANKIN. What size apartment did you have on Neely Street? 
Mrs. OSWALD. The same type of apartment. 

Mr. RANKIN. Was the only differeuce the terrace then? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, except that it was on the second floor. It was a second- 

floor apartment. 

Mr. RANKIN. Was the Elsbeth Street apartment a first-floor apartment? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. What about the rent? Was there a difference in rent between 

the two places? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, it was the same rent. It is perhaps even less. It seems to 

me it was $55. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you have any ditierences with your husband while you were 

at Neely Street? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. Well, there are always some reasons for some quarrel 

between a husband and wife, not everything is always smooth. 

Mr. RANKIN. I had in mind if there was any violence or any hitting of you. 

Did that occur at Neely Street? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. That was on Elsbeth Street. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall what brought that about? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Not quite. I am trying to remember. It seems to me that it 

was at that time that Lee began to talk about his wanting to return to Russia. 

I did not want that and that is why we had quarrels. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you have discussions between you about this idea of neturn- 

ing to Russia? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. Lee wanted me to go to Russia. I told him that that- 

Lee wanted me to go to Russia, and I told him that if he wanted me to go then 

that meant that he didn’t love me, and that in that case what was the idea of 

coming to the United States in the first place. Lee would say that it would be 

better for me if I went to Russia. I did not know why. I did not know what he 

had in mind. He said he loved me but that it would be better for me if I went 

to Russia, and what he had in mind I don’t know. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you know when he first started to talk about your going to 

Russia ? 

Mrs. OSWALD. On Elsbeth Street. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you remember any occasion which you thought caused him 

to start to talk that way? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, I don’t. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you know why he started to hit you about that? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Now, I think that I know, although at that time I didn’t. I 

think that he was very nervous and just this somehow relieved his tension. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you observe sometime when you thought he changed? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I would say that immediately after coming to the United States 

Lee chanti. I did not know him as such a man in Russia. 

Mr. RANKIN Will you describe how you observed these changes and what 

they were as you saw them? 

Mrs. OSWALD. He helped me as before, but he became a little more of a recluse. 

He did not like my Russian friends and he tried to forbid me to have anything 

to do with them. 

He was very irritable, sometimes for a trifle, for a trifling reason. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did he tell you why he did not like your Russian friends? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t know why he didn’t like them. I didn’t understand. 

At least that which he said was completely unfounded. He simply said some 
stupid or foolish things. 

Mr. RANKIN. Will you tell us the stupid things that he said? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Well, he thought that they were fools for having left Russia; 

they were all traitors. I would tell him he was in the same position being an 

American in America but there were really no reasons but just irritation. He 

said that they all only like money, and everything is measured by money. It 
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seems to me that perhaps he was envious of them in the sense they were more 
prosperous than he was. When I told him, when I would say that to him he 
did not like to hear that. 

Perhaps I shouldn’t say these foolish things and I feel kind of uncomfortable 
to talk about the foolish things that happened or what he said foolish things. 

This is one of the reasons why I don’t know really the reasons for these quar- 
rels because sometimes the quarrels were just trifles. It is just that Lee was 
very unrestrained and very explosive at that time. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mrs. Oswald, we will ask you to be very frank with us. It isn’t 
for the purpose of embarrassing you or your husband that we ask you these 
things but it might help us to understand and even if you will tell us the foolish 
and stupid things it may shed some light on the problem. You understand that? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I understand you are not asking these questions out of curiosity 
but for a reason. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did your husband indicate any particular Russian friends that 
he disliked more than others? 

Mrs. OSWALD. He liked De Mohrenschildt but he-because he was a strong 
person, but only De Mohrenschildt. He did not like Bouhe or Anna Meller. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you ever tell him you liked these people? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, I told him all the time that I liked these people and that 

is why he was angry at me and would tell me that I was just like they were. At 
one time I left him and went to my friends ‘because he put me into-put me on 
the spot by saying, “Well, if you like your friends so much then go ahead and 
live with them,” and he left me no choice. 

Mr. RANKIN. When was this, Mrs. Oswald? 
Mrs. OSWALD. On Elsbeth Street. 
Mr. RANKIN. How long were you gone from him then? 
Mrs. OBWAI.D. One week. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did he ask you to return? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. I took June and I went to Anna Meller, took a cab and 

went there. I spent several days with her. Lee didn’t know where I was but 
he called up and about 2 or 3 days after I came to and we met at De Mohren- 
schildt’s house and he asked me to return home. I, of course, did not want a 
divorce but I told him it would be better to get a divorce rather than to continue 
living and quarreling this way. After all this is only a burden on a man if two 
people live together and fight. I simply wanted to show him, too, that I am not 
a toy. That a woman is a little more complicated. That you cannot trifle 
with her. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you say anything at that time about how he should treat you 
if you returned? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. I told him if he did not change his character, then it 
would become impossible to continue living with him. Because if there should 
be such quarrels continuously that would be crippling for the children. 

Mr. RANKIN. What did he say to that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Then he said that it would b-it was very hard for him. That 

he could not change. That I must accept him, such as he was. And he asked 
me to come back home with him right on that day but he left feeling bad because 
I did not go and remained with my friend. 

Mr. RANKIN. What did you say about accepting him as he was? 
Mrs. OBWALD. I told him I was not going to. Of course, such as he was for 

me he was good, but I wanted simply for the sake of the family that he would 
correct his character. It isn’t that I didn’t mean to say he was good for me, 
I meant to say that I could stand him, but for the sake of the children I wanted 
him to improve his behavior. 

Mr. RANKIN. Then did he get in touch with you again? 
Mrs. OSWALD. At that time there was very little room at Anna Meller’s and it 

was very uncomfortable and I left and went to Katya Ford whose husband at 
that time happened to be out of town on business. I spent several days with 
Katya Ford but then when her husband returned I did not want to remain with 
her. And it was on a Sunday morning then when I moved over to Anna Ray. 
Lee called me and said he wanted to see me, that he had come by bus and he 
wanted to see me and he came that evening and he cried and said that he 
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wanted me to return home because if I did not return he did not want to con- 
tinue living. He said he didn’t know how to love me in any other way and that 
he will try to change. 

Mr. RANKIN. While you were at Mrs. Ford’s did she go to the hospital? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. I think that you are confused-this was Elena Hall in 

Fort Worth, she was ill and went to the hospital. It is not very interesting to 
hear all that. Somewhat boring. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall the manner in which Lee brought up the idea of 
your going to Russia alone? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Quite simply he said it was very hard for him here. That he 
could not have a steady job. It would be better for me because I could work 
in Russia. That was all. 

Mr. RANXIN. Did you understand when he suggested it that he proposed 
that you go and he stay? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. Now, I think I know why he had in mind to start his 
foolish activity which could harm me but, of course, at that time he didn’t tell 
me the reason. It is ouly now that I understand it. At that time when I would 
ask him he would get angry because he couldn’t tell me. 

Mr. RANXIN. What would you say to him at that time? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I told him at that time that I am agreeable to going if he could 

not live with me. But he kept on repeating that he wanted to live with me 
but that it would be better for me, but when I wanted to know the reason he 
would not tell me. 

Mr. RANXIN. Is there something that you have learned since that caused you 
to believe that this suggestion was related to trying to provide for you or to be 
sure that you wouldn’t be hurt by what he was going to do? 

Mrs. OSWALD. At that time I didn’t know this. I only saw that he was in such 
a state that he was struggling and perhaps did not understand himself. I 
thought that I was the reason for that. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did he have a job then? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you feel that you were getting along on what he was earning? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Of course. 
Mr. RANKIN. Were you urging him to earn more so that he could provide 

more for the family? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. We had enough. 
Mr. RANKIN. You were not complaining about the way you were living? 
Mrs. OSWA~. No. I think that my friends had thought, and it was also 

written in the newspapers that we lived poorly because for Americans $200 
appears to be very little. But I have never lived in any very luxurious way 
and, therefore, for me this was quite sutlicient. Some of the others would say, 
“well here, you don’t have a car or don’t have this or that.” But for me it was 
sufficient. Sometimes Lee would tell me I was just like my friends, that 1 
wanted to have that which they had. That I preferred them to him because 
they give me more, but that is not true. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you understand when he suggested you return to Russia 
that he was proposing to break up your marriage? 

Mrs. 0swar.n. I told him that I would go to Russia if he would give me a 
divorce, but he did not want to give me a divorce. 

Mr. RANXIN. Did he say why? 
Mrs. OSWALD. He said that if he were to give me a divorce that that would 

break everything between us, which he didn’t want. That he wanted to keep 
me as his wife, but I told him that if he wants to remain in the United States 
I want to be free in Russia. 

Mr. RANKIN. During this period did he appear to be more excited and 
nervous? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Not particularly, but the later time he was more excited and 
more nervous but it was quite a contrast between the way he was in Russia. 

Mr. RANXIN. By the later time that you just referred to what do you mean? 
Can you give us some approximate date? 

Mrs. OSWALD. When we went to Neely Street. 
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The CHAIIWAS. I think this is a good time to take our luncheon recess now. 
So, we will adjourn until 2 o’clock. 

Mrs. OSWALD. Thank you. 
(Whereupon, at 12 :30 p.m., the President’s Commission recessed.) 

Afternoon Session 

TESTIMONY OF MRS. LEE HARVEY OSWALD RESUMED 

The President’s Commission reconvened at 2 p.m. 
The CHAIRMAN. All right. Let us proceed. 
(The Chairman administered the oath to Alvin I. Mills, Stenotype Reporter.) 
Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Reporter, do you have the last questions? 
In the future, would you do that, so we can refresh the witness about the 

last couple of questions on her testimony ? I think it will make it easier for 
her, if she doesn’t have to try to remember all the time. 

Mr. RASKIX. Mrs. Oswald, as I recall you were telling us about these devel- 
opments at Xeely Street when you found that your husband was suggesting 
that you go back to Russia alone and you discussed that matter, and you 
thought it had something to do with the idea he had, which I understood you 

have discovered as you looked back or thought back later but didn’t know at 
the time fully. Is that right? 

Mrs. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. RANKIN. Could you tell us those things that you observed that caused 

you to think he had something in mind at that time, and I will ask you later, 
after you tell us, those that you discovered since or that you have obtained more 
light on since. 

Mrs. OSWALD. At that time I did not think anything about it. I had no rea- 
sons to think that he had something in mind. I did not understand him at that 
time. 

Mr. RANXIN. Do you recall the first time that you observed the rifle? 
Mrs. OSWALD. That was on Seely Street. I think that was in February. 
Mr. RANKIN. How did you learn about it ? Did you see it some place in the 

apartment? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, Lee had a small room where he spent a great deal of 

time, where he read-where he kept his things, and that is where the rifle was. 
Mr. RANXIN. Was it out in the room at that time, as distinguished from in a 

closet in the room? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, it was open, out in the open. At flrst I think-1 saw some 

package up on the top shelf, and I think that that was the rifle. But I didn’t 
know. And apparently later he assembled it and had it in the room. 

Mr. RANKIN. When you saw the rifle assembled in the room, did it have the 
scope on it? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, it did not have a scope on it. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you have any discussion with your husband about the ritle 

when you first saw it? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Of course I asked him, “What do you need a ritle for? What 

do we need that for?” 
He said that it would come in handy some time for hunting. And this was 

not too surprising because in Russia, too, we had a rifle. 
Mr. RASKIS. In Russia did you have a rifle or a shotgun? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t know the difference. One and the other shoots. You 

men. That is your business. 
The CHAIR~~AX. My wife wouldn’t know the difference, so it is all right. 
Mrs. OSWAI.D. I have never served in the Army. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you discuss what the rifle cost with your husband? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
Mr. RASRIS. Was the rifle later placed in a closet in the apartment at Neely 

Street? 
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Mrs. OSWALD. No, it was always either in a corner, standing up in a corner or 

on a shelf. 
hlr. RANK~X. Do you know what happened to the gun that you had in Russia? 

Was it brought over to this country? 

hlrs. OSWALD. No, he sold it there. I did not say so when I had the flrst 

interviews. You must understand this was my husband. I didn’t want to say 

too much. 

Mr. RANKIN. Is this rifle at Neely Street the only rifle that you know of 

that your husband had after you were married to him? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIS. Did you ever show that rifle to the De Mohrenschildts? 

hlrs. OSWAI.D. I know that De Mohrenschildts had said that the rifle had 

been shown to him, but I don’t remember that. 

Mr. RANRIN. Do you recall your husband taking the rifle away from the 

apartment on Neely Street at any time? 

Mrs. OSWALD. You must know that the rifle-it isn’t as if it was out in the 

open. He would hang a coat or something to mask its presence in the room. 

And sometimes when he walked out, when he went out in the evening I didn’t 

know, because I didn’t go into that room very often. I don’t know whether he 

took it with him or not. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you ever see him clean the rifle? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. I said before I had never seen it before. But I think 

you understand. I want to help you, and that is why there is no reason for 

concealing anything. I will not be charged with anything. 

Mr. GOPADZE. She says she was not sworn in before. But now inasmuch as 

she is sworn in, she is going to tell the truth. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you see him clean the rifle a number of times? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. Could you help us by giving some estimate of the times as you 

remember it? 

Mrs. OSWALD. About four times-about four or five times, I think. 

>fr. RANKIN. Did your husband ever tell you why he was cleaning the-that 

is, that he had been using it and needed to be cleaned after use? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, I did not ask him, because I thought it was quite normal 

that when you have a rifle you must clean it from time to time. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you ever observe your husband taking the ride away from 

the apartment on Neely Street? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Now, I think that he probably did sometimes, but I never did 

see it. You must understand that sometimes I would be in the kitchen and he 

would be in his room downstairs, and he would say bye-bye, I will be back soon, 

and he may have taken it. He probably did. Perhaps he purely waited for an 

occasion when he could take it away without my seeing it. 

hir. RANKIN. Did you ever observe that the rifle had been taken out of the 

apartment at Weely Street-that is, that it was gone? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Before the incident with General Walker, I know that Lee was 

preparing for something. He took photographs of that house and he told me 

not to enter his room. I didn’t know about these photographs, but when I came 

into the room once in general he tried to make it so that I would spend less 

time in that room. I noticed that quite accidentally one time when I was 

cleaning the room he tried to take care of it himself. 

I asked him what kind of photographs are these, but he didn’t say anything 

to me. 

Mr. RANKIN. That is the photographs of the Walker house that you were 

asking about? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. Later, after he had fired, he told me about it. 

I didn’t know that he intended to do it-that he was planning to do it. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you learn at any time that he had been practicing with the 

rifle? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I think that he went once or twice. I didn’t actually see him 

take the rifle, but I knew that he was practicing. 

Mr. RANKIN. Could you give us a little help on how you knew? 

Mrs. OSWALD. He told me. And he would mention that in passing-it isn’t 
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as if he said, “Well, today I am going”-it wasn’t as if he said, “Well, today I 
am going to take the rifle and go and practice.” 

But he would say, “Well, today I will take the rifle along for prartice.” 
Therefore, I don’t know whether he took it from the house or whether perhaps 

he even kept the rifle somewhere outside. There was a little square, sort of a 
little courtyard where he might have kept it. 

When you asked me about the rifle, I said that Lee didn’t have a rifle, but 
he also had a gun, a revolver. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall when he first had the llistol, that you remember? 
Mrs. OSWALD. He had that on Neely Street, but I think that he acquired the 

rifle before he acquired the pistol. The pistol I saw twit-)nce in his room, 
and the second time when I took these photographs. 

Mr. RANKIN. What period of time was there between when he got the rifle 
and you learned of it, and the time that you first learned about the pistol? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I can’t say. 
Mr. RANKIN. When you testified about his practicing with the rifle, are you 

describing a period when you were still at Seely Street? 
Mrs. OWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you know where he practiced with the rifle? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t know where. I don’t know the name of the place where 

this took place. But I think it was somewhere out of town. It seems to me a 
place called Lopfield. 

Mr. RANKIN. Would that be at the airport--Love Field? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Love Field. 
Mr. RANKIN. So you think he was practicing out in the open and not at a 

rifle range? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall seeing the ride when the telescopic lens was on it? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I hadn’t paid any attention initially. 
I know a rifle was a rifle. I didn’t know whether or not it had a telescope at- 

tached to it. But the first time I remember seeing it was in Sew Orleans, where 
I recognized the telescope. But probably the telescope was on before. I simply 
hadn’t paid attention. 

I hope you understand. When I saw it, I thought that all rifles have that. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you make any objection to having the rifle around? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Of course. 
Mr. RANKIN. What did he say to that? 
Mrs. Oswam. That for a man to hare a rifle-since I am a woman, I don’t 

understand him, and I shouldn’t bother him. A fine life. 
Mr. RANKIN. Is that the same rifle that you are referring to that you took the 

picture of with your husband and when he had the pistol, too? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. I asked him then why he had dressed himself up like 

that, with the rifle and the pistol, and I thought that he had gone crazy, and 
he said he wanted to send that to a newspaper. This was not my business-it 
was man’s business. 

If I had known these were such dangerous toys, of course-you understand that 
I thought that Lee had changed in that direction, and I didn’t think it was a 
serious occupation with him, just playing around. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall the day that you took the picture of him with the 
rifle and the pistol? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I think that that was towards the end of February, possibly the 
beginning of March. I can’t say exactly. Because I didn’t attach any signifi- 
cance to it at the time. That was the only time I took any pictures. 

I don’t know how to take pictures. He gave me a camera and asked me-if 
someone should ask me how to photograph, I don’t know. 

Mr. RANKIN. Was it on a day off that you took the picture? 
Mrs. OSWALD. It was on a Sunday. 
Mr. RANKIN. How did it occur? Did he come to you and ask you to take the 

picture? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I was hanging up diapers, and he came up to me with the 

rifle and I was even a little scared, and he gave me the camera and asked me to 
press a certain button. 
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Mr. RANKIX. And he was dressed up with a pistol at the same time, was he? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. You have examined that picture since, and noticed that the 

telescopic lens was on at the time the llicture was taken, have you not? 
oh. OSWALD. SOW I paid attelltion t0 it. A specialist would see it immedi- 

ately, of course. But at that time I did not pay any attention at all. I saw just 
Lee. These details are af great significance for everybody, but for me at that 
lime it didn’t mean anything. At the time that I was questioned, I had even 
forgotten that I had taken two photographs. I thought there was only one. 
I thought that there were two identical pictures, but they turned out to be two 
different poses. 

Mr. RANKIK. Did you have anything to do with the prints of the photograph 
after the prints were made? That is, did you put them in a photographic album 
yourself? 

Mrs. OWALD. Lee gave me one photograph and asked me to keep it for .Tune 
somewhere. Of course June doesn’t need photographs like that. 

Mr. RBNKIN. Do you recall how lon g after that the Walker matter occurred? 
Mrs. OSWALU. Two, perhaps three weeks later. I don’t know. You know 

better when this happened. 
Mr. RANKIN. How did you first learn that your husband had shot at General 

Walker? 
Mrs. OSWALD. That erenin g he went out, I thought that he had gone to his 

classes or perhaps that he just walked out or went out on his own business. It 
got to be about 10 or 10 :30, he wasn’t home yet, and I began to be worried. Per- 
haps even later. 

Then I went into his room. Somehow, I was drawn into it-you know-1 
was pacing around. Then I saw a note there. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you look for the gun at that time? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, I didn’t understand anything. On the note it said, “If 

I am arrested” and there are certain other questions, such as, for example, the 
key to the mailbox is in such and such a place, and that he left me some money 
to last me for some time, and I couldn’t understand at all what can he be 
arrested for. When he came back I asked him what had happened. He was 
very pale. I don’t remember the exact time, but it was very late. 

And he told me not to ask him any questions. He only told me that he had 
shot at General Walker. 

Of course I didn’t sleep all night. I thought that any minute now, the police 
will come. Of course I wanted to ask him a great deal. But in his state I 
decided I had best leave him alone--it would be purposeless to question him. 

Mr. RANXIN. Did he say any more than that about the shooting? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Of course in the morning I told him that I was worried, and 

that we can have a lot of trouble, and I asked him, ‘Where is the rifle? What 
did you do with it?” 

He said, that he had left it somewhere, that he had buried it, it seems to me, 
somewhere far from that place, because he said dogs could find it by smell. 

I don’t know-1 am not a criminologist. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did he tell you why he had shot at General Walker? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I told him that he had no right to kill people in peacetime, he 

had no right to take their life because not everybody has the same ideas as he 
has. People cannot be all alike. 

He said that this was a very bad man, that he was a fascist, that he was 
the leader of a fascist organization, and when I said that even though all of that 
might be true, just the same he had no right to take his life, he said if someone 
had killed Hitler in time it would have saved many lives. I told him that this 
is no method to prove your ideas, by means of a rifle. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you ask him how long he had been planning to do this? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. He said he had been planning for two months. Yes- 

perhaps he had planned to do so even earlier, but according to his conduct I 
could tell he was planning-he had been planning this for two months or per- 
haps a little even earlier. 

The CHAIRMAN. Would you like to take a little recess? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, thank you. Better to get it over with. 
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Mr. RANKIN. Did be show you a picture of the Walker house then? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. That was after the shooting? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. He had a book-be had a notebook in which he noted 

down quite a few details. It was all in English, I didn’t read it. But I noticed 

the photograph. Sometimes he would lock himself in his room and write in 
the book. I thought that he was writing some other kind of memoirs, as he had 
written about his life in the Soviet Union. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you ever read that book? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 

Mr. RAXVKIN. Do you know of anything else he had in it besides this Walker 

house picture? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. Photographs and notes, and I think there was a map 

in there. 

Mr. RANKIN. There was a map of the area where the Walker house was? 

Mrs. OSWALD. It was a map of Dallas, but I don’t know where Walker 

lived. Sometimes evenings he would be busy with this. Perhaps he was calcu- 

lating something, but I don’t know. He had a bus schedule and computed 

something. 

After this had happened, people thought that he had a car, but he had been 

using a bus. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did he explain to you about his being able to use a bus just 

as well as other people could use a car-something of that kind? 

hh. OSwaLD. NO. Simply as a passenger. He told me that even before 

that time he had gone also to shoot, but he bad returned. I don’t know why. 

Because on the day that he did fire, there was a church across the street and 

there were many people there, and it was easier to merge in the crowd and not 

be noticed. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you ask him about this note that he had left, what he 

meant by it? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes-he said he had in mind that if in case he were arrested, 

I would know what to do. 

Mr. RANKIN. The note doesn’t say anything about Walker, does it? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you ask him if that is what he meant by the note? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, because as soon as he came home I showed him the note 

and asked him “What is the meaning of this?” 

Mr. RANKIN. And that is when he gave you the explanation about the 

Walker shooting? 

Mrs. OSU’ALD. Yes. 

I know that on a Sunday he took the rifle, but I don’t think he fired on a 

Sunday. Perhaps this was on Friday. So Sunday he left and took the rifle. 

Mr. RANKIN. If the Walker shooting was on Wednesday, does that refresh 

your memory as to the day of the week at all? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Refresh my memory as to what? 

Mr. RANKIN. As to the day of the shooting? 

Mrs. OSWALD. It was in the middle of the week. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did he give any further explanation of what had happened that 

evening? 

Mrs. OSWALD. When he fired, he did not know whether he had hit Walker or 

not. He didn’t take the bus from there. He ran several kilometers and then 

took the bus. And he turned on the radio and listened, but there were no 

reports. 
The nest day he bought a paper and there be read it was only chance that 

saved Walker’s life. If he had not moved, he might have been killed. 
Mr. RANKIS. Did he comment on that at all? 

Mrs. OSWALD. He said only that be had taken very good aim, that it was just 

chance that caused him to miss. He was very sorry that he had not hit him. 

I asked him to give me his word that he would not repeat anything like that. 

I said that this chance shows that he must live and that he should not be shot 
at again. I told him that I would save the note and that if something like that 
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should be repeated again, I would go to the police and I would have the proof 
in the form of that note. 

He said he would not repeat anything like that again. 

By the way, several days after that, the De Mohrenschildts came to us, and as 

soon as he olpned the door he said, “Lee, how is it possible that you missed?” 

I looked at I,ee. I thought that he had told De Mohrenschildt about it. And 

Lee looked at me, and he apparently thought that I had told De Mohrenschildt 

about it. It was kind of dark. But I noticed-it was in the evening, but I 

noticed that his face rhanged, that he almost became speechless. 

You see, other people knew my husband better than I did. Not always- 

but in this case. 

Mr. RANKIN. Was De Mohrenschildt a friend that he told-your husband 

told him personal things that you knew of? 

Mrs. OSWALD. He asked Lee not because Lee had told him about it, but I 

think because he is smart enough man to have been able to guess it. I don’t 
know-he is simply a liberal, simply a man. 1 don’t think that he is being 

accused justly of being a Communist. 
Mr. RANKIN. That is De Mohrenschildt that you refer to? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you tell the authorities anything about this Walker 

incident when you learned about it? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 

Mr. RANKIN. You have told the Secret Service or the FBI people reasons why 

you didn’t. Will you tell us? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Why I did not tell about it? 

First, because it was my husband. As far as I know, according to the local 

laws here, a wife cannot be a witness against her husband. But, of course, if 

I had known that Lee intended to repeat something like that, I would have 

told. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did he ask you to return the note to him? 

Mrs. OSWALD. He forgot about it. But apparently after that he thought 

that what he had written in his book might be proof against him, and he 

destroyed it. 

Mr. RANKIN. That is this book that you have just referred to in which he 

had the Walker house picture? 

Mrs. OSWALD. There was a notebook, yes, that is the one. 

Mr. RANKIN. What did you do with the note that he had left for you after 

you talked about it and said you were going to keep it? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I had it among my things in a cookbook. But I have two-1 

don’t remember in which. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did your relations with your husband change after this Walker 

incident? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Mr. RANXIN. Will you describe to us the changes as you observed them? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Soon after that, Lee lost his job-1 don’t know for what reason. 

He was upset by it. And he looked for work for several days. And then I 

insisted that it would be better for him to go to New Orleans where he had 

relatives. I insisted on that because I wanted to get him further removed 

from Dallas and from Walker, because even though he gave me his word, I 

wanted to have him further away, because a rifle for him was not a very good 

toy-a toy that was too enticing. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you say that you wanted him to go to New Orleans because 

of the Walker incident? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. I simply told him that I wanted to see his home town. He 

had been born there. 

Mr. RANKIN. When he promised y0u that he would not do anything like that 

again, did you then believe him? 

Mrs. OBWALD. I did not quite believe him inasmuch as the rifle remained in 

the house. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you ask him to g&t rid of the rifle at that time? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
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Mr. RANKIN. After he shot at Walker, did you notice his taking the rifle 
out any more to practice? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall when you went to New Orleans? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I think it was in May. Lee went there himself, by himself. 

At that time, I became acquainted with Mrs. Paine, and I stayed with her while 
he was looking for work. In about one week Lee telephoned me that he had 
found a job and that I should come down. 

Mr. RANKIN. When did you first get acquainted with Mrs. Paine? 
Mrs. 0swar.o. I think it was a couple of months earlier-probably in January. 
Mr. RANKIN. How did you happen to go to Mrs. Paine’s house to stay? Did she 

invite you? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes ; she invited me. I had become acquainted with her through 

some Russian friends of ours. We had visited with some people, and she was 
there. Inasmuch as she was studying Russian, she invited me to stay with her. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you pay her anything for staying with her? 
Mrs. OSWAL.D. No, I only repaid her in the sense that I helped her in the 

household and that I gave her Russian language lessons. This, in her words, was 
the very best pay that I could give her. And she wanted that I remain with 

her longer. 
But, of course, it was better for me to be with my husband. 
Mr. RANKIN. How did your husband let you know that he had found a job? 
Mrs. OSWALD. He telephoned me. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you then leave at once for New Orleans? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. And how did you get to New Orleans from Dallas? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Mrs. Paine took me there in her car. She took her children 

and my things and we went there. 
Mr. RANXIN. Did you have much in the way of household goods to move? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Everything-we could put everything into one car. But, in fact, 

most of the things Lee had taken with him. Because he went by bus. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did he take the gun with him to New Orleans? 
Mrs. Oswll~n. I don’t remember exactly, but it seems to me that it was not 

among my things. 
Mr. RANKIN. Where did you live at New Orleans? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Magazine Street. By the time I arrived there Lee already had 
rented an apartment. 

Mr. RANKIN. When Mrs. Paine brought you down to New Orleans, did she 
stay with you for any period of time? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, she was there for two days. 
Mr. RANKIN. How did Mrs. Paine and your husband get along? Were they 

friendly? 
Mrs. OSWALD. She was very good to us, to Lee and to me, and Lee was quite 

friendly with her, but he did not like her. I know that he didn’t like her 
Mr. RANXIN. Did he tell you why he didn’t like her? 
Mrs. OSWALD. He considered her to he a stupid woman. Excuse me-these 

are not my words. 
Mr. RANKIN. Were you aud Mrs. Paine good friends? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, soso. I tried to help her as much as I could. But I also- 

I was-1 did not like her too well. I also considered her not to be a very smart 
woman. 

Mr. RANKIN. I think it is about time for a recess, Mr. Chairman. 
The CHAIBMAN. Very well. We will take a recess for 10 minutes. 
(Brief recess.) 
The CHAIBMAN. The Committee will be in order. 
Mr. Rankin, you may continue. 
Mr. RANKIN. Mrs. Oswald, did you discuss the Walker shooting with Mrs. 

Paine? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. I didn’t tell anyone. Apart from the FBI. That is after- 

that is later. 
Mr. RANKIN. When was it that you told the FBI about the Walker shooting? 
Mrs. OSWALD. About 2 weeks after Lee was killed. 

19 



Mr. RAKEIN. Before you went to New Orleans, had you seen anyone from the 
FBI ? 

Mrs. OSWALD. The FBI visited us in Fort Worth when we lived on Mercedes 
Street. 

Mr. RANKIN. Was that in August 1962? 
Mrs. OBWALD. Probably. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you know the names of the FBI agents that visited you then? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, I don’t remember that Lee had just returned from work 

and we were getting ready to have dinner when a car drove up and man intro- 
duced himself and asked Lee to step out and talk to him. 

There was another man in the car. They talked for about 2 hours and I was 
very angry, because everything had gotten cold. This meant more work for me. 
I asked who these were, and he was very upset over the fact that the FBI was 
interested in him. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did that interview take place in the car? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did your husband tell you what they said to him and what he 

said to them? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t know to what extent this was true, but Lee said that the 

FBI had told him that in the event some Russians might visit him and would 
try to recruit him to work for them, he should notify the FBI agents. I don’t 
know to what extent this was true. But perhaps Lee just said that. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did our husband say anything about the FBI asking him to 
work for them? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, he didn’t tell me. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did he say anything more about what they said to him in this 

interview? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, he didn’t tell me verbatim, but he said that they saw 

Communists in everybody and they are very much afraid and inasmuch as I 
had returned from Russia. 

Mr. RASKIN. Did he tell you that they had asked him whether he had acted 
as an agent or was asked to be au agent for the Russians? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall any other- 
Mrs. OSWAI.D. Excuse me. They did ask him about whether the Russians had 

proposed that he be an agent for them. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did he tell you what he said to them in that regard? 
Mrs. OSWALD. He told me that he had answered no. 
Mr. RANKIN. After this interview by the FBI agents, do you recall any later 

interview with them and yourself or your husband before you went to New 
Orleans? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, there mere no other interviews. 
The next time was in Irving, when I lived with Mrs. Paine. But that is after 

I returned from New Orleans. 
Mr. RANKIN. At New Orleans, who did your husband work for? 
Mrs. OSWALD. He worked for the Louisiana Coffee Co. But I don’t knou 

in what capacity. I don’t think that this was very good job, or perhaps more 
correctly, he did not-1 know that he didn’t like this job. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you know what he received in pay from that job? 
Mrs. OSWALD. $1.35 an hour, I think. I am not sure. 
Mr. RANKIN. How long did he work for this coffee company? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I think it was from May until August, to the end of August. 
Mr. RANKIN. Was he discharged? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. And then was he unemployed for a time? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. After you had discussed with your husband your going to Russia, 

was anything done about that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, I wrote a letter to the Soviet Embassy with a request to be 

permitted to return. And then it seems to me after I was already in New 
Orleans, I wrote another letter in which I told the Embassy that my husband 
wants to return with me. 
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Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall the date of the first letter that you just referred to? 
Mrs. OSWALD. So. But that is easily determined. 
Mr. RANKIN. Were you asking for a visa to return to Russia? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you discuss with your husband his returning with you before 

you wrote the second letter that you hare described? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I didn’t ask him. He asked me to do so one day when he was 

extremely upset. He appeared to he Tery unhappy and he said that nothing 
keeps him here, and that he would not lose anything if he returned to the Soviet 
Union, and that he wants to be with me. And that it would be better to hare less 
but not to be concerned about tomorrow, not to be worried about tomorrow. 

Mr. RANKIN. Was this a change in his attitude? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Towards me or towards Russia? 
Mr. RANKIN. Towards going to Russia. 
Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t think that he was too fond of Russia, but simply that 

he knew that he would hare work assured him there, because he had-after all, 
he had to think about his family. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you know that he did get a passport? 
Mrs. OSWALD. It seems to me he always had a passport. 
Mr. RAIVEIN. While he was in New Orleans, that he got a passport? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Well, it seems to me that after we came here, he immediately 

received a passport. I don’t know. I always saw his green passport. He even 

had tw+-one that had expired, and a new one. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you know when the new one was issued? 
Mrs. OSWALD. ;5o. It seems to me in the Embassy when we arrived. I don’t 

know. 
But please understand me correctly, I am not hiding this. I simply don’t 

know. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you know about a letter from your husband to the Embassy 

asking that his request for a visa be considered separately from yours? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, I don’t. 
Mr. RANKIN. When you were at. New Orleans, did your husband go to school, 

that you knew of? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
Mr. RANHIN. Did he spend his earnings with you and your child? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Most of the time, yes. But I know that he became active with 

some kind of activity in a pro-Cuban committee. I hope that is what you are 
looking for. 

Mr. RANKIN. When did you first notice the rifle at New Orleans? 
Mrs. OSWALD. As soon as I arrived in New Orleans. 
Mr. RANKIN. Where was it kept there? 
Mrs. OEWALD. He again had a closet-like room with his things in it. He 

had his clothes hanging there, all his other belongings. 
Mr. RANKIN. Was the rifle in a cover there? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you notice him take it away from your home there in New 

Orleans at any time? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. I know for sure that he didn’t. But I know that we had 

a kind of a porch with a-screened-in porch, and I know that sometimes evenings 
after dark he would sit there with his rifle. I don’t know what he did with it. 
I came there by chance once and saw him just sitting there with his rifle. 
I thought he is merely sitting there and resting. Of course I didn’t like these 
kind of little jokes. 

Mr. RANKIN. Can you give us an idea of how often this happened that yen 
recall? 

Mrs. OSWALD. It began to happen quite frequently after he was arrested there 
in connection with some demonstration and handing out of leaflets. 

Mr. RANKIN. Was that the Fair Play for Cuba demonstration? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. From what you observed about his having the rifle on the back 

porch, in the dark, could you tell whether or not he was trying to practice with 
the telescopic lens? 
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Mrs. OSWAI~D. Yes. I asked him why. But this time he was preparing to go 
to Cuba. 

Mr. RANKIX. That was his explanation for practicing with the rifle? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. He said that he would go to Cuba. I told him I was not 

going with him-that I would stay here. 
Mr. RANKIN. On these occasions when he was practicing with the rifle, would 

they be three or four times a week in the evening, after the Fair Play for Cuba 
incident? 

Mrs. Oswann. Almost every evening. He very much wanted to go to Cuba and 
have the newspapers write that somebody had kidnaped an aircraft. Bnd I 
asked him “For God sakes, don’t do such a thing.” 

Mr. RANKIN. Did he describe that idea to you? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. And when he told you of it, did he indicate that he wanted to 

be the one that would kidnap the airplane himself? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, he wanted to do that. And he asked me that I should 

help him with that. But I told him I would not touch that rifle. 
This sounds very merry, but I am very much ashamed of it. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you tell him that using the rifle in this way, talking about 

it, was not in accordance with his agreement with you? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. What did he say about that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. He said that everything would go well. He was very self- 

reliant-if I didn’t want to. 
Mr. RANKIN. Was there any talk of divorce during this period? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. During this time, we got along pretty well not counting 

the incidents with Cuba. I say relatively well, because we did not really have- 
generally he helped me quite a bit and was good to me. But, of course, I did 
not agree with his views. 

Mr. RANKIN. At this time in New Orleans did he discuss with you his views? 
Mrs. Oswann. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. What did he say about that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Mostly-most of the conversations were on the subject of Cuba. 
Mr. RANKIN. Was there anything said about the United States-not liking 

the United States. 
Mrs. OS~WALD. No. I can’t say-he liked some things in Russia, he liked, 

some other things here, didn’t like some things there, and didn’t like some things 
here. 

And I am convinced that as much as he knew about Cuba, all he knew was 
from books and so on. He wanted to convince himself. But I am sure that if 
he had gone there, he would not have liked it there, either. Only on the moon, 
perhaps. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did he tell you what he didn’t like about the United States? 
Mrs. OSWALI). E’irst of all, he didn’t like the fact that there are fascist orga- 

nizations here. That was one thing. 
The second thing, that it was hard to get an education and hard to find work. 

And that medical expenses were very high. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did he say who he blamed for this? 
Mrs. OSWALD. He didn’t blame anyone. 
JIr. RASKIN. Did he ever say anything about President Kennedy? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. At least-I was always interested in President Kennedy 

and had asked him many times to translate articles in a newspaper or magazine 
for me, and he always had something good to say. He translated it, but never 
did comment on it. At least in Lee’s behavior-from Lee’s behavior I cannot 
conclude that he was against the President, and therefore the thing is incom- 
prehensible to me. Perhaps he hid it from me. I don’t know. He said that 
after 20 years he would be prime minister. I think that he had a sick imagina- 
tion-at least at that time I already considered him to be not quite normal- 
not always, but at times. I always tried to point out to him that he was a man 
like any others who were around us. But he simply could not understand that. 

I tried to tell him that it would be better to direct his energies to some more 
practical matters, and not something like that. 
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Mr. RAKKIN. Can you tell us what you observed about him that caused you 

to think he was different? 

Mrs. OSWALD. At least his imagination, his fantasy, which was quite un- 

founded, as to the fact that he was an outstanding man. And then the fact 

that he was very much interested, exceedingly so, in autobiographical works of 

outstanding statesmen of the United States and others. 

Mr. RANKIN. \yas there anything else of that kind that caused you to think 

that he was different? 

hirs. OSWALD. I think that he compared himself to these people whose auto- 

biographies he read. That seems strange to me, because it is necessary to have 

an education in order to achieve success of that kind. After he became busy 

with his pro-Cuban activity, he received a letter from somebody in New York, 

some Communist-probably from New York-I am not sure from where- 

from some Communist leader and he was very happy, he felt that this was a 

great man that he had received the letter from. 

You see, when I would make fun of him, of his activity to some extent, in 

the sense that it didn’t help anyone really, he said that I didn’t understand 

him, and here, you see, was proof that someone else did, that there were people 

who understood his activity. 

I would say that to Lee-that Lee could not really do much for Cuba, that 

Cuba would get along well without him, if they had to. 

Mr. RANKIN. You would tell that to him? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. And what would he say in return? 

Mrs. OSWALD. He shrugged his shoulders and kept his own opinion. He was 

even interested in the airplane schedules, with the idea of kidnaping a plane. 

But I talked him out of it. 

Mr. RANKIN. The airplane schedules from New Orleans? 

Mrs. OSWALD. New Orleans-but-from New Orleans-leaving New Orleans 

in an opposite direction. And he was going to make it turn around and go to 

Cuba. 

Mr. RANKIN. He discussed this with you? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. When did his Fair Play for Cuba activity occur-before or after 

he lost his job? 

Mrs. OS~AI,I). After he lost his job. I told him it would be much better if 

he were working, because when he didn’t work he’was busy with such foolishness. 

Mr. RANKIN. What did he say about that? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Nothing. And it is at that time that I wrote a letter to Mrs. 

Paine telling her that Lee was out of work, and they invited me to come and 

stay with her. And when I left her, I knew that Lee would go to Mexico City. 

But, of course, I didn’t tell Mrs. Paine about it. 
Mr. RANKIN. Had he discussed with you the idea of going to Mexico City? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. When did he first discuss that? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I think it was in August. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did he tell you why he wanted to go to Mexico City? 

Mrs. OSWALD. From Mexico City he wanted to go to Cuba-perhaps through 

the Russian Embassy in Mexico somehow he would be able to get to Cuba. 

Mr. RAKRIN. Did he say anything about going to Russia by way of Cuba? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I know that he said that in the embassy. But he only said so. 

I know that he had no intention of going to Russia then. 

Mr. RANKIS. How do you know that? 

Mrs. OSWALD. He told me. I know Lee fairly well-well enough from that 

point of view. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did he tell you that he was going to Cuba and send you on to 

Russia ? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, he proposed that after he got to Cuba, that I would go 

there, too, somehow. 

But he also said that after he was in Cuba, and if he might go to Russia, he 

would let me know in any case. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did he discuss Castro and the Cuban Government with you? 
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Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
~&II-. RANKIN. When did he start to do that? 

)lrs. 0sw~1.1). .%t the time that he was busy with that pro-Cuban activity. 

He was sympathetic to Castro while in Russia, and I hare also a good opinion 

of Castro to the extent that I know. I don’t know anrthing bad about him. 

Mr. RANKIN. What did he say about Castro to you? 
i\Irs. OSWALD. He said that he is a very smart statesman, very useful for 

his government, and very active. 
Mr. RAKKIN. What did you say to him? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I said, “Maybe.” It doesn’t make any difference to me. 

3Ir. R.~NI<Ix. Did you know he was writing to the Fair Play for Cnba organi- 

zation in New York during this latter period in Sew Orleans? 

Xrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Mr. RAEKIN. Did he show you that correspondence? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 

Mr. RANKIN. How did you learn that? 

Mrs. OSWALD. He told me aboUt it. Or, more correctly, I saw that he was 

writing to them. 

Mr. RANPIN. Did you write the Russian Embassy in regard to your visa 

from New Orleans. 

hlrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Mr. RASKIN. Do you recall what address you gave in New Orleans when you 

wrote? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, I don’t remember. Sometimes I would write a letter, but 

Lee would insert the address and would mail the letters. That is why I don’t 

remember. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you get your mail in Xew Orleans at your apartment or 

at a post office box? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, we had a post office box, and that is where we received 
our mail. 

3Ir. RANKIN. Did your husband have any organization in his Fair Play for 

Cuba at New Orleans? 

h1rs. OSWALD. No, he had no organization. He was alone. He was quite alone. 

Mr. RANKIN. When did you learn about his arrest there? 

Mrs. OSWALD. The next day, when he was away from home overnight and 

returned, he told me he had been arrested. 

Mr. RANKIN. What did he say about it? 

Mrs. OSWALD. He was smiling, but in my opinion he was upset. I think that 

after that occurrence-he became less active, he cooled off a little. 
Mr. RANKIN. Less active in the Fair Play for Cuba? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. He continued it, but more for a person’s sake. I think 

that his heart was no longer in it. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did he tell you that the FBI had seen him at the jail in New 

Orleans? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 

Mr. RAKKIX. Did he complain about his arrest and say it was unfair, any- 

thing of that kind. 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you know he paid a fine? 

hlrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you have anything to do with trying to get him out of 

jail? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 

He was only there for 24 hours. He paid his fine and left. He said that the 

policeman who talked to him was very kind, and was a very good person. 

Mr. RANICIN. While you were in New Orleans, did you get to know the 
Murrets? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. They are his rc!atives. I think that Lee engaged in this 
activity Primarily for purposes of self-advertising. He wanted to be arrested. 

I think he wanted to get into the newspapers, so that he would be known. 

Mr. RANKIN. DO YOU think he wanted to be advertised and known as being 
in support of Cuba before he went to Cuba? 
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Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
LMr. RANKIN. Do you think he thought that would help him when he got 

to Cuba? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did he tell you anything about that, or is that just what YOU 

guess? 
Mrs. OSWALD. He would collect the newspaper clippings about his-when the 

newspapers wrote about him, and he took these clippings with him when he 

went to Mexico. 

Mr. RAILKIN. Did the JIurrets come to visit you from time to time in New 

Orleans? 

Mrs. OSWAI.D. Yes-sometimes they Came to us, and sometimes we went to 

them. 

Mr. RAXKIN. Was that a friendly relationship? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I would say that they were more of a family relationship type. 

They were very good to us. His uncle, that is the husband of his aunt, was a 

very good man. He tried to reason with Lee after that incident. Lee liked them 

very much as relatives but he didn’t like the fact that they were all very 

religious. 

When his uncle, or, again, the husband of his aunt would tell him that he 
must approach things with a more serious attitude, and to worry about himself 

and his family, Lee would say, “Well, these are just bourgeois, who are only 

concerned with their own individual welfare.” 

Mr. KRIMER. The word Mrs. Oswald used is not quite bourgeois, but it is a 

person of a very narrow viewpoint who is only concerned with his own personal 

interests, inclined to be an egotist. 
Mr. RAIVKIN. Did you hear the discussion when the uncle talked about this 

Pair Play for Cuba and his activities? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIR. What did the uncle say to your husband about that? 

Mrs. OSWALD. At that time. I did not know English too well, and Lee would 

not interpret for me. He only nodded his head. But I knew that he did not 

agree with his uncle. His uncle said that he condemned that kind of activity. 

Mr. RANKIN. What was your husband’s attitude about your learning 

English? 

Mrs. OSWALD. He never talked English to IIW at home, and did not give me 

any instruction. This was strictly my own business. But he did want me to 

learn English. But that was my own concern. I had to do that myself 

somehow. That is the truth. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did any of your Russian friends visit you at New Orleans? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 

Mr. RANKIS. Outside of the Murrets. were there some people from New 

Orleans that visited you at your home in New Orleans? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Once or twire a woman visited who was a friend of Ruth 

Paine’s. Ruth Paine has written her. She had written to Ruth Paine to find 

out whether she knew any Russians there. And once or twice this woman 

visited us. But other than that, no one. 

Mr. RANKIN. What was the name of this woman? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t remember. I only remember that her first name is 

also Ruth. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did your husband have friends of his that visited you there 

at New Orleans? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, never. 

Once some time after Lee was arrested, on a Saturday or a Sunday morn- 

ing, a man came early and questioned Lee about the activity of the allegedly 

existing organization, which really did not esist. Because in the newspaper 

accounts Lee was described as a member and even the leader of that orga- 

nization, which in reality did not exist at all. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you know who that was? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, I don’t. I asked Lee who that was, and he said that is 

probably some anti-Cuban, or perhaps an FBI agent. He represented himself 

as a man who was sympathetir to Cuba but Lee did not believe him. 
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Mr. RANKIN. Did your husband ever tell you what he told the FBI agent 
when they came to the jail to see him? 

Mrs. OSWALD. NO. 

Mr. RANKIN. After you wrote Jlrs. Paine, did she come at once in response 
to your letter to take you back to Dallas? 

cars. OSWALD. SOt qJ.lite i\t OllCe. She came about a mouth later. She 
apparently was on vacation at that time, and said that she would come 
after her vacation. 

Air. RANKIS. Didn’t she indicate that she was going to come around Sep- 
tember 30, and then came a little before that? 

Mrs. Osn-ALI). Ko. In her letter to me she indicated that she would come 
either the 20th or the 21st of September, and she did come at that time. 

Mr. RANKIS. Did you move your household goods in her station wagon at 
that time? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RASKIS. Do you know whether or not the rifle was carried in the 

station wagon? 
Mrs. Oswarn. Yes, it was. 
Mr. RANKIX. Did you hare anything to do with loading it in there? 
Mrs. Osw‘\r.n. So. Lee was loading everything on because I was pregnant 

at the time. But I know that Lee loaded the rifle on. 
Mr. RAXKIS. Was the rifle carried in some kind of a case when you went 

back with Nrs. Paine? 
Mrs. OSWALD. After we arrived, I tried to put the bed, the child’s crib 

together, the metallic parts, and I looked for a certain part, and I came upon 
something wrapped in a blanket. I thought that was part of the bed, but 
it turned out to be the rifle. 

Mr. RARKIX. Do you remember whether the pistol was carried hack in 
Mrs. Paine’s car too? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t. know where the pistol was. 
Mr. RAR’KIN. Before you went back to Mrs. Paine’s house, did you discuss 

whether you would be paying her anything for board and room? 
Mrs. OSWALD. She proposed that I again live with her on the same con- 

ditions as before. Because this was more advantageous for her than to pay 
a school. She received better instruction that way. 

In any case, she didn’t spend any extra money for meshe didn’t spend 
any more than she usually spent. 

Mr. RAPFKIN. Did you give her lessons in Russian? 
Mrs. OBWALD. No, these were not quite lessons. It was more in the nature 

of conversational practice. And then I also helped her to prepare Russian 
lessons for the purpose of teaching Russian. 

Mr. RANKIN. When you found the rifle wrapped in the blanket, upon your 
return to Mrs. Paine’s, where was it located? 

Mrs. OS~AIJ. In the garage, where all the rest of the things were. 
Mr. RANKIN. In what part of the garage? 
Mrs. OSWALD. In that part which is closer to the street, because that 

garage is connected to the house. One door opens on the kitchen, and the 
other out in the street. 

Mr. RANKIN. Was the rifle lying down or was it standing up on the 
butt end? 

Mrs. OSWALD. So, it was lying down on the floor. 
Mr. RAXKIS. When Sour husband talked about going to Mexico City, 

did he say where he was going to go there, who he would visit? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. He said that he would go to the Soviet Embassy and 

to the Cuban Embassy and would do everything he could in order to get 
to Cuba. 

Mr. RAXKIN. Did he tell you where he would stay in Mexico City? 
Mrs. OSWALD. In a hotel. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did he tell you the name? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, he didn’t know where he would stop. 
Mr. RANKIN. Was there any discussion about the expense of making the 

trip? 
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Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. But we always lived very modestly, and Lee always had 
some savings. Therefore, he had the money for it. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did he say how much it would cost? 
Mrs. OSWALD. He had a little over $100 and he said that that would be 

sufficient. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did he talk about getting you a silver bracelet or any presents 

before he went? 
Mrs. OSWALD. It is perhaps more truth to say that he asked me what I 

would like, and I told him that I would like Mexican silver bracelets. But 
what he did buy me I didn’t like at all. When he returned to Irving, from 
Mexico City, and I saw the bracelet, I was fairly sure that he had bought it 
in New Orleans and not in Mexico City, because I had seen bracelets like that 
for sale there. That is why I am not sure that the bracelet was purchased in 
Mexico. 

Lee had an identical bracelet which he had bought in either Dallas or New 
Orleans. It was a man’s bracelet. 

Mr. RANKIN. The silver bracelet he gave you when he got back had your name 
on it, did it not? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Was it too small? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, I was offended because it was too small, and he promised 

to exchange it. But, of course, I didn’t want to hurt him, and I said, thank 
you, the important thing is the thought, the attention. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did he discuss other things that he planned to do in Mexico 
City, such as see the bullfights or jai alai games or anything of that kind? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, I was already questioned about this game by the FBI, 
but I never heard of it. But I had asked Lee to buy some Mexican records, 
but he did not do that. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you know how he got to Mexico City? 
Mrs. OSWALD. By bus. 
Mr. RANKIN. And did he return by bus, also? 
Mrs. OSWALD. It seems, yes. Yes, he told me that a round-trip ticket was 

cheaper than two one-way tickets. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you learn that he had a tourist card to go to Mexico? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. If he had such a card, you didn’t know it then? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. After he had been to Mexico City, did he come back to Irving 

or to Dallas? 
Mrs. OSWALD. When Lee returned I was already in Irving and he telephoned 

me. But he told me that he had arrived the night before and had spent the 
night in Dallas, and called me in the morning. 

Mr. RATKIN. Did he say where he had been in Dallas? 
Mrs. OSWALD. It seems to me at the YMCA. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did he come right out to see you then? 
Mrs. OEWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did he tell you anything about his trip to Mexico City? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, he told me that he had visited the two embassies, that 

he had received nothing, that the people who are there are too much-too 
bureaucratic. He said that he has spent the time pretty well. And I had told 
him that if he doesn’t accomplish anything to at least take a good rest. I was 
hoping that the climate, if nothing else, would be beneficial to him. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you ask him what he did the rest of the time? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, I think he said that he visited a bull fight, that he spent 

most of his time in museums, and that he did some sightseeing in the city. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did he tell you about anyone that he met there? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
He said that he did not like the Mexican girls. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did he tell you anything about what happened at the Cuban 

Embassy, or consulate? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. Only that he had talked to certain people there. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did he tell you what people he talked to? 
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Mrs. OSWALD. He said that he first visited the Soviet Embassy in the hope 
that having been there first this would make it easier for him at the Cuban 
Embassy. But there they refused to have anything to do with him. 

Mr. RANKIN. And what did he say about the visit to the Cuban Embassy or 
consulate? 

Mrs. OSWALD. It was quite without results. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did he complain about the consular or any of the officials of 

the Cuban Embassy and the way they handled the matter? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, he called them bureaucrats. He said that the Cubans 

seemed to have a system similar to the Russians-too much red tape before you 
get through there. 

Mr. RANKIN. Is there anything else that he told you about the Mexico City 
trip that you haven’t related? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, that is all that I can remember about it. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall how long he was gone on his trip to Mexico City? 
Mrs. OSWALD. All of this took approximately 2 weeks, from the time that I 

left New Orleans, until the time that he returned. 
Mr. RANKIN. And from the time he left the United States to go to Mexico 

City to his return, was that about 7 days? 
Mrs. 0swAr.n. Yes. He said he was there for about a week. 
Mr. RSNKIN. When you were asked before about the trip to Mexico, you did 

not say that you knew anything about it. Do you want to explain to the 
Commission how that happened? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Most of these questions were put to me by the FBI. I do 
not like them too much. I didn’t want to be too sincere with them. Though 
I was quite sincere and answered most of their questions. They questioned me 
a great deal, and I was very tired of them, and I thought that, well, whether 
I knew about it or didn’t know about it didn’t change matters at all, it didn’t 
help anything, because the fact that Lee had been there was already known, 
and whether or not I knew about it didn’t make any difference. 

Mr. RANKIN. Was that the only reason that you did not tell about what you 
knew of the Mexico City trip before? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, because the first time that they asked me I said no, I didn’t 
know anything about it. And in all succeeding discussions I couldn’t very well 
have said I did. There is nothing special in that. It wasn’t because this was 
connected with some sort of secret. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did your husband stay with you at the Paines after that first 
night when he returned from Mexico? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, he stayed overnight there. 
And in the morning we took him to Dallas. 
Mr. RANKIN. And by “we” who do you mean? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Ruth Paine, I and her children. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you know what he did in Dallas, then? 
Mrs. OSWALD. He intended to rent an apartment in the area of Oak Cliff, 

and to look for work. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you know whether he did that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, I know that he always tried to get some work. He was 

not lazy. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did he rent the apartment? 
Mrs. OSWALD. On the same day he rented a room, not an apartment, and he 

telephoned me and told me about it. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you discuss the plans for this room before you took him to 

Dallas? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. I asked him where he would live, and he said it would 

be best if he rented a room, it would not be as expensive as an apartment. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did he say anything about whether you would be living with 

him, or he would be living there alone? 
Mrs. OSWALB. No, I did not really want to be with Lee at that time, because 

I was expecting, and it would have been better to be with a woman who spoke 
English and Russian. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you know where your husband looked for work in Dallas 
at that time? 
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Mrs. OSWALD. No. He tried to get any kind of work. He answered ads, 
newspaper ads. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did he have trouble finding work again? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. How long after his return was it before he found a job? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Two to three weeks. 
Mr. RANKIN. When he was unemployed in New Orleans, did he get unemploy- 

ment compensation? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you know how much he was getting then? 
Mrs. OSWALD. $33 a week. It is possible to live on that money. One can 

fail to find work and live. Perhaps you don’t believe me. It is not bad to rest 
and receive money. 

Mr. RANKIN. When he was unemployed in Dallas, do you know whether be 
received unemployment compensation? 

Mrs. OSWALD. We were due to receive unemployment compensation, but it 
was getting close to the end of his entitlement period, and we received one more 
check. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you discuss with him possible places of employment after 
his return from Mexico? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. That was his business. I couldn’t help him in that. But 
to some extent I did help him find a job, because I was visiting Mrs. Paine’s 
neighbors. There was a woman there who told me where he might find some 
work. 

Mr. RANKIN. And when was this? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t remember. If  that is important, I can try and ascer- 

tain date. But I think you probably know. 
Mr. RANKIN. Was it shortly before he obtained work? 
Mrs. OSWALD. As soon as we got the information, the next day he went there 

and he did get the job. 
Mr. RANKIN. And who was it that you got the information from? 
Mrs. 0s~~. It was the neighbor whose brother was employed by the school 

book depository. He said it seemed to him there was a vacancy there. 
Mr. RANKIN. What was his name? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I don‘t know. 
The CHAIRMAN. Well, I think we have arrived at our adjournment time. 

We will recess now until tomorrow morning at 10 o’clock. 
(Whereupon, at 4 :30 p.m., the President’s Commission recessed.) 

Tuesday, February 4, 1964 

TESTIMONY OF MRS. LEE HARVEY OSWALD RESUMED 

The President’s Commission met at 10 a.m. on February 4, 1964, at ‘209 Mary- 
land Avenue NE., Washington, D.C. 

Present were Chief Justice Earl Warren, Chairman; Senator John Sherman 
Cooper, Representative Hale Boggs, Representative Gerald R. Ford, John J. 
I&Cloy, and Allen W. Dnlles, members. 

Also present were J. Lee Rankin, general counsel; Norman Redlich, assistant 
counsel; Leon I. Gopadze and William D. Krimer, interpreters; and John M. 
Thorne, attorney for Mrs. Lee Harvey Oswald. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Commission will be in order. 
Mr. Rankin, will you proceed with the questiouing of Mrs. Oswald. 
Mr. RANKIN. Mrs. Oswald, there are a number of things about some of the 

material we have been over, the period we have been over, that I would like 
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tain date. But I think you probably know. 
Mr. RANKIN. Was it shortly before he obtained work? 
Mrs. OSWALD. As soon as we got the information, the next day he went there 
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book depository. He said it seemed to him there was a vacancy there. 
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Mr. RANKIN. Mrs. Oswald, there are a number of things about some of the 

material we have been over, the period we have been over, that I would like 
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to ask you about, sort of to fill in different parts of it. I hope you will bear 
with us in regard to that. 

Were you aware of the diary that your husband had written and the book 
that he had typed? 

Mrs. OBWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIS. Did he hire a public stenographer to help him with his book? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, he wrote his in longhand. He started it in Russia. But 

he had it retyped here because it had been in longhand. 
Mr. RANKIN. And do you know about when he started to have it retyped here? 
Mrs. OSWALD. We arrived in June. I think it was at the end of June. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you know what happened to that book, or a copy of it? 
Mrs. OSWALD. At the present time it is1 don’t know where-the police 

department or the FBI. 
Mr. RANKIN. And what was done with the diary? Do you know that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t know where it is now. I know that it was taken. But 

where it is now, I don’t know. 
Mr. RANKIN. It was taken by either the FBI or the Secret Service or the police 

department? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t know that, because I was not at home when all these 

things were taken. 
Mr. RANKIN. Would you tell us about what you know about their being taken. 

Were you away from home and someone else was there when various things 
belonging to you and your husband were taken from the house? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t know where this book was, whether it was at Mrs. 
Paine’s or in Lee’s apartment, because I did not see it there. I was not at 
Mrs. Paine’s because I lived in a hotel at that time in Dallas. 

Mr. RANKIN. What hotel was that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t know. 

Mr. RANKIN. Was this diary kept by your husband daily, so far as you know? 
Mrs. OSWALD. In Russia? 
Mr. RANKIN. Well, Russia first. 
Mrs. OSWALD. It seems to me that he did not continue it here, that he had 

completed it in Russia. Not everything, but most of the time. 
Mr. RANKIN. And was it in his own handwriting? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. You have told us about an interview with the FBI, when your 

husband went out into the car and spent a couple of hours, in August of 1962. 
Do you recall whether there was an PI31 interview earlier than that? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, there wasn’t. At least I don’t know about it. Perhaps 
there was such a meeting, perhaps at the time we were in Fort Worth somebody 
had come, when we lived with Robert. One reporter wanted to interview Lee 
but Lee would not give the interview, and perhaps the FBI came, too. 

Mr. RANKIN. The particular interview that I am asking you about was 
June 26, according to information from the FBI. 

Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t know about it. The first time I knew about the FBI 
coming was when we lived in Fort Worth. 

Mr. RANKIN. What rental did you pay on Mercedes Street? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t remember. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you have any difficulties while you were on Mercedes Street 

with your husband-that is, any quarreling there? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Only in connection with his mother, because of his mother. 
Mr. RANKIN. Were you having any problems about finances there, on Mercedes 

Street? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Of course we did not live in luxury. We did not buy anything 

that was not absolutely needed, because Lee had to pay his debt to Robert and 
to the government. But it was not particularly difficult. At least on that basis 
we had not had any quarrels. 

Mr. RANKIN. Could you tell us about De Mohrenschildt? Was he a close 
friend of your husband? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Lee did not have any close friends, but at least he had-here in 
America-he had a great deal of respect for De Mohrenschildt. 
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Mr. RANKIN. Could you describe that relationship. Did they see each other 
often? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, not very frequently. From time to time. 
Mr. RAXKIN. Did your husband tell you why he had so much respect for 

De Mohrenschildt? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Because he considered him to be smart, to be full of joy of 

living, a very energetic and very sympathetic person. 
Mr. RANKIN. We had a report that- 
Mrs. OSWALD. Dxcuse me. It was pleasant to meet with him. He would bring 

some pleasure and better atmosphere when he came to visit-with his dogs- 
he is very loud. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you like him? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. Him and his wife. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you understand any of the conversations between your 

husband and De Mohrenschildt? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, they were held in Russian. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did they discuss politics or the Marxist philosophy or anything 

of that kind? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Being men, of course, sometimes they talked about politics, but 

they did not discuss Marxist philosophy. They spoke about current political 
events. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did they have any discussions about President Kennedy or the 
Government in the United States at that time? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, only George said that before she got married he knew 
Jackie Kennedy, that she was a very good, very sympathetic woman. Then h’e 
was writing a book, that is George, and with reference to that book he had 
written a letter to President Kennedy. This was with reference to the fact that 
John Kennedy had recommended physical exercise, walking and so on, and 
De Mohrenschildt and his wife had walked to the Mexican border. And he 

* hoped that John Kennedy would recommend his book. 
I don’t know-perhaps this is foolishness. 
Mr. R.ANKIN. Did he say anything, or either of them say anything about 

President Kennedy at that time? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Nothing bad. 
Mr. RANKIN. When you referred to George, did you mean Mr. De Mohren- 

schildt? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. I generally didn’t beli’eve him, that he had written a 

book. Sometimes he could say so, but just for amusement. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did De Mohrenschildt have a daughter? 
Mrs. OSWALD. He had several daughters, and many wives. 
Mr. RANKIN. Was one of his daughters named Taylor, her last name? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. That is a daughter of his first marriage. 
At the present time, I think he has-that is his fourth wife. 
Mr. RANKIN. And what was her- 
Mrs. OSWALD. It seems that that is the last one. 
Mr. RANKIN. What was her husband’s name-the Taylor daughter? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Gary Taylor. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you have anything to do with the Gary Taylors? 
Mrs. Oswa~n. Yes, at one time when I had to visit the dentist in Dallas, and 

I lived in Fort Worth, I came to Dallas and I stayed with them for a couple 
of days. 

Mr. RAIPKIN. Do you know about when that was? 
Mrs. OSWALD. October or November, 1962. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did Gary Taylor help you to move your things at one time, 

move you and your daughter? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, he moved our things from Fort Worth to Dallas, to Elsbeth 

Street. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did he help you to move to Mrs. Hall’s at any time, anyone else? 
Mrs. OSWAD. No, he did not move me to Mrs. Hall. But sometimes he cam’e 

for a visit. Once or twice I think he came when we lived-to Mrs. Hall’s, and 
once when we lived on Mercedes Street. 

Mr. RANKIN. What did he do when he came? Were those just visits? 
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Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, just visits. Just visits, with his wife and child. 
Mr. RANKIN. When the De Mohrenschildts came to the house and you showed 

them the rifle, did you say anything about it? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Perhaps I did say something to him, but I don’t remember. 
Mr. R.ANKIN. Did you say anything like “Look what my crazy one has done? 

Bought a rifle” or something of that kind? 
Mrs. OSWALD. This sounds like something I might say. Perhaps I did. 
hIr. RAXKIX. In the period of October 1962, you did spend some time with 

Mrs. Hall, did you not, in her home? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
hlr. RASKIN. n-ill you tell us about how that happened? 
Mrs. OSWALD. When Lee found work in Dallas, Elena Hall proposed that I 

stay with her for some time, because she was alone, and I would be company. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did that have anything to do with any quarrels with your 

husband? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. During that period of October of 1962, when your husband went 

to Dallas to get work, do you know where he lived? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I know that for-at first, for some time he stayed at the YMCA, 
but later he rented an apartment, but I don’t know at what address. Because 
in the letters which he wrote me, the return address was a post office box. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you know whether he stayed during that period part of the 
time with Gary Taylor? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. Where did you live while your husband was looking for work 

and staying at the YMCA and at this apartment that you referred to? 
hlrs. OSWALD. When he stayed at the YMCA he had already found work, and 

I was in Fort Worth. 
Mr. RANKIN. And where in Fort Worth were you staying then? 
Mrs. OSWALD. With Mrs. Hall. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you notice a change, psychologically, in your husband dur- 
ing this period in the United States? 

Mrs. Osw~nn. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. When did you first notice that change? 

Mrs. OSWALD. At-at Elsbeth Street, in Dallas. After the visit of the FBI, 
in Fort Worth. He was for some time nervous and irritable. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did he seem to have two different personalities then? 
Mrs. Osw~nn. Yes. 
1Mr. RANKIN. Would you describe to the Commission what he did to cause you 

to think that he was changing? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Generally he was-usually he was quite as he always was. He 

used to help me. And he was a good family man. Sometimes, apparently with- 
out reason, at least I did not know reasons, if any existed, he became quite a 
stranger. At such times it was impossible to ask him anything. He simply 
kept to himself. He was irritated by trifles. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall any of the trifles that irritated him, so as to 
help us to know the picture? 

Mrs. OSWALD. It is hard to remember any such trifling occurrences, sometimes 
such a small thing as, for example, dinner being five minutes late, and I do 
mean five minutes-it is not that I am exaggerating-he would be very angry. 
Or if there were no butter on the table, because he hadn’t brought it from the 
icebox, he would with great indignation ask, “Why is there no butter?” And 
at the same time if I had put the butter on the table he wouldn’t have touched it. 

This is foolishness, of course. A normal person doesn’t get irritated by things 
like that. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mrs. Oswald, I do not ask these questions to pry into your 
personal affairs, but it gives us some insight into what he did and why he 
might have done the things he did. 

I hope you understand that. 
Mrs. OSWALD. I understand. 
Mr. RANKIN. Could you tell us a little about when he did beat you because 
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we have reports that at times neighbors saw signs of his having beat you, so 
that we might know the occasions and why he did such things. 

Mrs. OSWALD. The neighbors simply saw that because I have a very sensitive 
skin, and even a very light blow would show marks. Sometimes it was my own 
fault. Sometimes it was really necessary to just leave him alone. Rut I wanted 
more attention. He was jealous. He had no reason to be. But he was jealous 
of even some of my old friends, old in the sense of age. 

Mr. RANKIN. When he became jealous, did he discuss that with you? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, of course. 
Mr. RANKIN. What did he say? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t remember. 
Basically, that I prefer others to him. That I want many things which he 

cannot give me. But that was not so. Once we had a quarrel because I had a 
young man who was a boyfriend-this was before we were married, a boy who 
was in love with me, and I liked him, too. And I had written him a letter from 
here. I had-1 wrote him that I was very lonely here, that Lee had changed a 
great deal, and that I was sorry that I had not married him instead, that it 
would have been much easier for me. I had mailed that letter showing the 
post office box as a return address. But this was just the time when the postage 
rates went up by one cent, and the letter was returned. Lee brought that letter 
and asked me what it was and forced me to read it. But I refused. Then he 
sat down across from me and started to read it to me. I was very much ashamed 
of my foolishness. And, of course, he hit me, but he did not believe that this 
letter was sincere. He asked me if it was true or not, and I told him that it was 
true. But he thought that I did it only in order to tease him. And that was 
the end of it. It was a very ill-considered thing. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall anything more that he said at that time about 
that matter? 

Mrs. Oswa~o. Of course after he hit me, he said that I should be ashamed 
of myself for saying such things because he was very much in love with me. 
But this was after he hit me. 

Generally, I think that was right, for such things, that is the right thing to 
do. There was some grounds for it. 

Please excuse me. Perhaps I talk too much. 
Mr. RANKIN. When you had your child baptized, did you discuss that with 

your husband? 
Mrs. OBWALD. I knew that Lee was not religious, and, therefore, I did not 

tell him about it. I lived in Fort Worth at that time, while he lived in Dallas. 
But when June was baptized, I told him about it, and he didn’t say anything 

about it. He said it was my business. Aud he said, “Okay, if you wish.” He 
had nothing against it. He only took offense at the fact that I hadn’t told him 
about it ahead of time. 

Mr. RANKIN. Are you a member of any church? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I believe in God, of course, but I do not go to church--first 

because I do not have a car. And, secondly, because there is only one Russian 
Church. Simply that I believe in God in my own heart, and I don’t think it is 
necessary to visit the church. 

Mr. RANKIN. While your husband-or while you were visiting the Halls, 
did your husband tell you about getting his job in Dallas? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. I knew about it before he left for Dallas, that he already 
had work there. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall whether your husband rented the apartment in 
Dallas about November 3, 1962? 

Mrs. 0s~~. For him? 
Mr. RANKIN. Yes. 
Mrs. OSWALD. He had told me that he rented a room, not an apartment. But 

that was in October. 
What date I don’t know. 
Mr. RANKJN. And had he obtained an apartment before you went to Dallas 

to live with him? 
Mrs. Oswann. Yes. Cleaned everything up. 
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Mr. RANKIN. So that you would have gone to Dallas to live with him some 

time on or about the date that he rented that apartment? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. After you went to live with him in the apartment at Dallas, did 

you separate from him again and go to live with somebody else? 

Mrs. OEWALD. Only after this quarrel. Then I stayed with my friends for 

one week. I had already told you about that. 

Mr. RANKIN. That is the Meller matter? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall that you called Mrs. Meller aud told her about 

your husband beating you and she told you to get a cab and come to stay with her? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, but he didn’t beat me. 

Mr. RANKIN. And you didn’t tell her that he had beat you, either? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t think so. Perhaps she understood it that he had beaten 

me, because it had happened. 
Mr. RAKKIN. Can you give us any more exact account of where your husband 

stayed in the period between October 10 and November 18, 1962? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t remember his exact address. This was a period when 

I did not live with him. 

I am asking about which period is it. I don’t remember the dates. 

Mr. RANKIN. The period that he rented the apartment was November 3, so 

that shortly after that, as I understood your testimony, you were with him, 

from November 3, or about November 3 on to the 18th. Is that right? 

Mrs. OSWALD. From November 3 to November 18, 1962? On Elsbeth Street? 

No, I was there longer. 

Mr. RANKIN. And do you recall the date that you went to Mrs. Hall’s, then? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, I don’t remember. The day when he rented the apartment 

was a Sunday. But where he lived before that, I don’t know. 

Mr. RANKIN. After you went to live with him in the apartment, around 

November 3, how long did you stay before you went to live with your friend? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Approximately a month and a half. Perhaps a month. I 

am not sure. 

Mr. RANKIN. And when you were at Fort Worth, and he was living in Dallas, 

did he call you from time to time on the telephone? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, he called me and he wrote letters and sometimes he came 

for a visit. 

Mr. RANKIN. And during that time, did he tell you where he was staying? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, he said that he had rented a room, but he did not tell me 

his address. 

I want to help you, but I don’t know. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you think there was something in your husband’s life in 

America, his friends and so forth, that caused him to be different here? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, he had no friends who had any influence over him. He 

himself had changed by comparison to the way he was in Russia. But what the 

reason for that was, I don’t know. 

Am I giving sufficient auswers to your questions? 

Mr. RANKIN. You are doing flue. 

Did yo’ur consideration of a divorce from your husband have anything to do 

with his ideas and political opinions? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. The only reasons were personal ones with reference to 

our personal relationship, not political reasous. 

Mr. RANKIN. In your story you say that what was involved was some of his 

crazy ideas and political opinions. Can you tell us what you meant by that? 

Mrs. OSWALD. This was after the case, after the matter of the divorce. I 

knew that Lee had such political leanings. 

Mr. R.ANKIN. With regard to your Russian friends, did you find the time 

when they came less to see you and didn’t show as much interest in you? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. Can you give us about the time, just approximately when you 

noticed that difference? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Soon after arriving in Dallas. Mostly it was De Mohrenschildt 
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who visited us. He was the only one who remained our friend. The others sort 

of removed themselves. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you know why that was? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Because they saw that Lee’s attitude towards them was not 

very proper, he was not very hospitable, and he was not glad to see them. 

They felt that he did not like them. 

Mr. RANKIN. Will you describe what you observed that caused you to think 

this, or how your husband acted in regard to these friends? 

Mrs. OSWALD. He told me that he did not like them, that he did not want 

them to come to visit. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did he show any signs of that attitude towards them? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, he was not very talkative when they came for a visit. 

Sometimes he would even quarrel with them. 
Mr. RANKIN. When he quarreled with them, was it in regard to political 

ideas or what subjects? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. they would not agree with him when he talked on 

political matters. 

Mr. RANKIS. Do you recall any conversation that you can describe to us? 

Mrs. 0sw~1.n. Of course it is difficult to remember all the conversations. 

But I know that they had a difference of opinion with reference to political 

matters. My Russian friends did not approve of everything. I am trying t0 

formulate it more exactly. They did not like the fact that he was an American 

who had gone to Russia. I think that is all. All that 1 can remember. 

Mr. RANKIN. What did they say about-- 

Mrs. OSWALD. Excuse me. Simply I would be busy, and I didn’t listen to 

the conversation. 

Mr. RANKIN. Can you recall anything else about the conversation or the 

substance of it? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 

Mr. RANKIN. When did you first consider the possibility of returning to the 

Soviet Union? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I never considered that, but I was forced to because Lee in- 

sisted on it. 

Mr. RANKIN. When you considered it, as you were forced to, by his insistence, 

do you know when it was with reference to your first request to the Embassy, 

which was February 17,1963? 
Mrs. OSWALD. February 17? 

Mr. RANKIN. Yes. 

Mrs. OSWALD. I think it was a couple of weeks before that, at the beginning 

of February. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did your husband know about the letter you sent to the 

Embassy on February 17? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Of course. He handed me the paper, a pencil, and said, “Write.” 

Mr. RANKIN. Did he tell you what to put in the letter, or was that your own 

drafting? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, I knew myself what I had to write, and these were my 

words. What could I do if my husband didn’t want to live with me? At least 

that is what I thought. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you ever have arguments with your husband about smoking 

and drinking wine, other things like that? 

Mrs. OSWALD. About drinking wine, no. But he didn’t like the fact that I 

smoked, because he neither smoked nor drank. It would have been better if 

he had smoked and drank. 
Mr. RANKIN. Can you tell us approximately when you first met Ruth Paine? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Soon after New Years-I think it was in January. 

Mr. RANKIN. Would that be 1963? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. Can you describe the circumstances when you met her? 

Mrs. OSWALD. We were invited, together with George De Mohrenschildt 

and his wife, to the home of his friend, an American. And Ruth was ac- 

quainted with that American. She was also visiting there. And there were 

a number of other people there, Americans. 
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Mr. RANKIN. Who was this friend? Do you recall? 

Mrs. OBWALD. I don’t remember his last name. If you would suggest, perhaps 

I could say. 

Mr. RANKIN. Was that Mr. Glover? 

Mrs. OSWALD. What is his first name? 

Mr. RANKIN. Everett. 

Mrs. OGWAW). Yes. I don’t know his last name. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you talk to Mrs. Paine in Russian at that time? 

Mrs. OSWALD. A little, yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did Mrs. Paine ever visit you at Elsbeth Street? 

Mrs. OSWALD. At Keely, on Neely Street. 

Mr. RANKIN. But not at Elsbeth? 

Mrs. OSWALD. We moved soon after that acquaintance. 

Mr. RANKIN. How did your husband treat June? Was he a good father? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Oh, yes, very good. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you notice any difference in his attitude towards your 

child after you saw this change in his personality? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. 

Mr. RANKIN. Will you describe to the Commission how your husband treated 

the baby, and some of his a&s, what he did? 

Mrs. OSWALD. He would walk with June, play with her, feed her, change 

diapers, take photographs-everything that fathers generally do. 

Mr. RANKIN. He showed considerable affection for her at all times, did he? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. If I would punish June, he would punish me. 

Mr. RANKIN. When did you first meet Michael Paine? 

Mrs. OSWUD. After I became acquainted with Ruth and she visited me for 

the first time, she asked me to come for a visit to her. This was on a Friday. 

Her husband, Michael, came for us and drove us to their home in Irving. 

Mr. RANKIN. They were living together at that time, were they? 

hk3. OSWaLD. NO. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did Michael Paine know Russian? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 

Mr. R.ANKIN. At the time of the Walker incident, do you recall whether your 

husband had his job or had lost it? 

Mrs. OSWALD. You had said that this had happened on a Wednesday, and it 

seems to me that it was on a Friday that he was told that he was discharged. 

He didn’t tell me about it until Monday. 

Mr. RANKIN. But it was on the preceding Friday that he was discharged, 

was it not? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, not the preceding Friday-the Friday after the incident. 

That is what he told me. 

Mr. RANKIN. If he had lost his job before the Walker incident, you didn’t 

know it then? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 

Mr. RANKIN. On the day of the Walker shooting did he appear to go to work 

as usual? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. And when did he return that day, do you recall? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Late at night, about 11. 

Mr. RANKIN. He did not come home for dinner then, before? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, he had come home, and then left again. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you notice any difference in his actions when he returned 

home and had dinner? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did he appear to be excited, nervous? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, he was quite calm. But it seemed to me that inside he was 

tense. 
Mr. RANKIN. How could you tell that? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I could tell by his face. I knew Lee. Sometimes when some 

thing would happen he wouldn’t tell me about it, but I could see it in his eyes, 

that something had happened. 

Mr. RANKIN. And you saw it this day, did you? 
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Mrs. OGWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. When did he leaye the home after dinner? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I think it was about i. Perhaps 7:30. 
Mr. RAXKIN. Did you observe whether he took any gun with him? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. He went downstairs. We lived on the second floor. He 

said, “Bye-bxe.” 
Mr. RAXKIN. Did you look to see if the gun had been taken \yhen he did not 

return? 
Mrs. OSWALD. So, I didn’t look to see. 
Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, we hare gone our hour. 
The CHAIRSUN. Yes. I thilik we will take a 10 minute recess now, so you 

might refresh yourself. 
Mrs. OSWALD. Thank you. 
(Brief recess.) 
The CHAIR~~AN. The Commission will be in order. 
Mr. Rankin, you may continue. 
Mr. RAXKIN. Mrs. Oswald, you told us about your knowledge about the trip 

to Mexico and said that you were under oath and were going to tell us all 
about what you knew. 

Did your husband ever ask you not to disclose what you knew about the 
Mexican trip? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. And when was that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Before he left. I had remained and he was supposed to leave 

on the next day, and he warned me not to tell anyone about it. 
Mr. RANKIN. After he returned to Dallas from his Mexico trip, did he say 

anything to you then about not telling he had been to Mexico? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, he asked me whether I had told Ruth about it or anyone 

else, and I told him no, and he said that I should keep quiet about it. 
Mr. RANKIN. I will hand you Exhibit 1 for identification, and ask you if you 

recall seeing that document before. 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, this is the note that I found in connection with the 

Walker incident. 
Mr. RANKIN. That you already testified about? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. And there is attached to it a purported English translation. 
The CHAIRMAN. Do you want that marked and introduced at this time, Mr. 

Rankin? 
Mr. RANKIN. Yes, -1 would like to offer the document. 
The CHAIBMBN. The document may be marked Exhibit 1 and offered in 

evidence. 
(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 1, and re- 

ceived in evidence.) 
Mr. RANKIN. Can you tell us what your husband meant when he said on that 

note, “The Red Cross also will help you." 

Mrs. OSWALD. I understand that if he were arrested and my money would run 
out, I would be able to go to the Red Cross for help. 

Mr. RANKIN. Had you ever discussed that possibility before you found the 
note? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you know why he left you the address book? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Because it contained the addresses and telephone numbers of 

his and my friends in Russia and here. 
Mr. RANKIN. And you had seen that book before and knew its contents, did 

you? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. I will hand you Exhibit 2 for identification and ask you if you 

know what that is. 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you know whether or not that is a photograph of the Walker 

house in Dallas? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I didn’t see it-at least-taken from this view I can’t recog- 
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nize it. I know that the photograph of Walker’s home which I saw showed a 
twostory house. But I don’t recognize it from this view. I never saw the house 

itself at any time in my life. 
Mr. RANKIN. Does Exhibit 2 for identiiication appear to be the picture that 

you described yesterday of the Walker house that you thought your husband 

had taken and put in his book? 
Mrs. Osw~nn. No. Perhaps this was in his notebook. But I don’t remember 

this particular one. 
The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Rankin, do you want this in the record? 
Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, she hasn’t been able to identify that sufficiently. 
Mrs. OSWALD. Excuse me. Perhaps there are some other photographs there 

that I might be able to recognize. 
Mr. RANKIK. I will present some more to you, and possibly you can then pick 

out the Walker house. 
Mrs. OSWALD. I know these photographs. 
Mr. RASKIN. I now hand you a photograph which has been labeled Exhibit 

4 for identification. I ask if you can identify the subject of that photograph, 
or those photographs. 

Mrs. OSWALD. All of them? 
Mr. RANKIN. Whichever ones you can. 
Mrs. OSWALD. I know one shows Walker’s house. Another is a photograph 

from Leningrad. P3-this is probably New Orleans. P-PLeningrad. It is 
a photograph showing the castle square in Leningrad. 

Mr. RANKIN. Can you point out by number the photograph of the Walker 
house ? 

Mrs. OSWALD. P-2. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you know whether the photographs on Exhibit 4 for identifi- 

cation were part of your husband’s photographs? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I offer Exhibit 4 for identification in evidence. 
The CHAIRMAN. It may be admitted. 
(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit 2, and received 

in evidence.) 
Mr. DULLES. What is being offered-the whole of it, or just P-2? 
Mr. RANKIN. No, all of it-because she identified the others, too, as a part 

of the photographs that belonged to her husband. And she pointed out P-2 as 
being the Walker residence. 

When did you first see this photograph of the Walker residence, P-2, in this 
Exhibit 2? 

Mrs. OSWALD. After the Walker incident Lee showed it to me. 
Mr. RANKIN. And how did you know it was a photograph of the Walker 

residence? 
Mrs. OSWALD. He told me that. 
Mr. RANKIN. I hand you Exhibit 3 for identification. I ask you if you can 

identify the photographs there. 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, these are all our photographs. P-l is Walker’s house. 

P-4 and P-3 is a photograph showing me and a girlfriend of mine in Minsk, 
after a New Year’s party, on the morning, on January 1. Before I was married. 
This was taken early in the morning, after we had stayed overnight in the 
suburbs. P-5 shows Paul-Pare1 Golovachev. He is assembling a television 
set. He sent us this photograph. He is from Minsk. He worked in the same 
factory as Lee did. 

Mr. RANKIN. Can you tell us which one is the picture of the Walker house 
on that exhibit? 

Mrs. OSWALD. P-l. 
Mr. RANKIN. And when did you first see that exhibit, P-l, of Exhibit 3? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Together with the other one. P-2 and P-6, I know that they 

are Lee’s photographs, but I don’t know what they depict. 
Mr. RANKIN. Were you shown the P-l photograph of that Exhibit 3 at the 

same time You were shown the other one that you have identified regarding 
the Walker house? 
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MIX OSWALD. It seems to me that that is so. I don’t remember exactly. It is 

hard to remember. 
Mr. RA~KIN. And was that the evening after your husband returned from 

the Walker shooting? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. This was on one of the succeeding days. 
Mr. RANKIN. By succeeding, you mean within two or three days after the 

shooting? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RAKKIN. Mr. Chairman, I offer in evidence Exhibit 3. 
The CHAIRMAN. It may be admitted. 
(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit So. 3, and was 

received in evidence.) 
Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t remember the photograph, the first one that you showed 

me. I only assumed that was Walker’s house. 
Mr. RANKIN. But the other ones, you do remember those photographs? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, the others I do. 
Mr. RANKIN. When you say you do not remember the picture of the Walker 

house, you are referring to the Exhibit 2 for identification that we did not offer 
in evidence, that I will show you now? 

Mrs. Oswa~n. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall that your husband showed you any other exhibits 

that were pictures of the Walker house at the time he discussed the Walker 
shooting with you, beyond those that I have shown you? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. I shall hand you Exhibit- 
Mrs. OSWALD. There was some railroad-not just a photograph of a house. 

Perhaps there were some others. There were several photographs. 
Mr. RANKIN. I shall hand you Exhibit 4 for identification- 

Mrs. OSWALD. One photograph with a car. 
Mr. RANKIN. -if you can recall the photographs on that exhibit. 
Mrs. OSWALD. As for P-l and P-2, I don’t know what they are. 

P-3, that is Lee in the Army. 
P-4, I don’t know what that is. 
P-5, I did see this photograph with Lee-he showed it to me after the incident. 

Mr. RANKIN. When your husband showed you the photograph P-5, did he 
discuss with you what that showed, how it related to the Walker shooting? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. I simply see that this is a photograph of a railroad. It 
was in that book. And I guessed, myself, that it had some sort of relationship 
to the incident. 

Mr. RANKIN. I offer in evidence photographs P-3 and P-5 on this exhibit. 
The CHAIR&~AS. They may be admitted, and take the next number. 
(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 4, and re- 

ceived in evidence.) 
Mr. RANKIN. Now, I shall hand you Exhibit 6 for identification and ask you 

if you recognize those two photographs. 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. These photographs I know, both of them. They seem 

to be identical. Walker’s house. 
Mr. RANKIN. When did you first see those exhibits? 
Mrs. OSWALD. After the incident. 
Mr. RANKIN. About the same time that you saw the other pictures of the 

Walker house that you have described? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did your husband tell you why he had these photographs? 
Mrs. OSWALD. He didn’t tell me, but I guessed, myself-1 concluded myself 

that these photographs would help him in that business. 
Mr. RAXKIN. That is the business of the shooting at the Walker house? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. I offer in evidence the two photographs in this exhibit. 
The CHAIRMAN. They may be admitted and take the next number. 
(The documents referred to were marked Commission Exhibit No. 5, and 

received in evidence.) 
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Mr. RANKIN. Before you told the Commission about the Walker shooting, 
and your knowledge, did you tell anyone else about it? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, to the members of the Secret Service and the FBI. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you tell your mother-in-law? 
Mrs. OBWALD. Yes, I also told his mother about it. 
Mr. RANKIN. When did you tell his mother about the incident? 
Mrs. OSWALD. After Lee was arrested, on Saturday-he was arrested on Fri- 

day. I don’t remember when I met with his mother-whether it was on the 
same Friday-yes, Friday evening. I met her at the police station. From 
there we went to Ruth Paine’s where I lived at that time. And she remained 
overnight, stayed overnight there. I had a photograph of Lee with the rifle, 
which I gave. At that time I spoke very little English. I explained as best I 
could about it. And that is why I showed her the photograph. And I told 
her that Lee had wanted to kill Walker. 

Mr. RANKIN. Now, turning to the period when you were in New Orleans, did 
you write to the Russian Embassy about going to Russia, returning to Russia 
at that time? 

Mrs. OEWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Was that about the 5rst part of July, that you wrote? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Probably. 
Mr. RANKIN. And then did you write a second letter to follow up the first one? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. I hand you Exhibit 6 for identiEcation and ask you if that is 

the 5rst letter that you sent to the Embassy. Take your time and look at it. 
Mrs. OSWALD. This was not the Erst letter, but it was the first letter written 

from New Orleans. 
Mr. RANKIN. Will you examine the photostat that has just been handed to 

you, and tell us whether or not that was the Erst letter that you wrote to the 
Embassy about this matter? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, this is a reply to my first letter. 
Mr. RANKIN. Will you examine the one that you now have, and state whether 

that is the first letter? 
Mrs. OBWALD. Yes, this was the first. This was only the declaration. But 

there was a letter in addition to it. 
Mr. RANKIN. The declaration was a statement that you wished to return to 

the Soviet Russia? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, about granting me a visa. 
Mr. RANKIN. And what date does that bear? 
Mrs. OSWALD. It is dated March 17, 1963. 
Mr. RANKIN. And did you send it with your letter about the date that it bears? 
Mrs. 0s~~. Yes. 
I don’t know-perhaps a little later, because I was not very anxious to send 

this. 
Mr. RANKIN. But you did send it? 
Mrs. OBWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. And it might have been within a few days or a few weeks of that 

time? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. DULLES. Do we have the date of the second letter? 
Mr. RANKIN. I want to go step by step. 
Mr. DULL=. Yes, I understand. That is not introduced yet. 
Mr. RANKIN. It might be confusing if we get them out of order. 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, this is the first letter. 
Mr. RANKIN. Now, the photostatic document that you have just referred to as 

being the 5rst letter, does it bear a date? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall the date? 
Mrs. OSWALD. It says there the 17th of February. 
Mr. RANKIN. And do you know that that letter had attached to it your declara- 

tion that you just referred to? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, it seems to me. Perhaps it was attached to the next letter. 

I am not sure. 
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Mr. RAIVKIN. This letter of February Ii that you referred to as the first letter 
is in your handwriting? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIX. Will you examine the translation into English that is attached 

to it and inform us whether or not that is a correct translation? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I can’t do that, because--- 
Mr. RANKIN. Jir. Interpreter, can you help us in that regard. and tell her 

whether it is a correct translation? 
Mr. KRIMER. If I may translate it from the English, she could check it. 
Mr. RAKKIS. Would you kindly do that? 
9Irs. OSWALD. That is a quite correct translation. I didn’t want to, but I had 

to compose some such letters. 
Mr. RANKIS. I offer in evidence the photostatic ropy of the letter in Russian 

as Exhibit 6. 
The CHAIRMAN-. Together with the translation that is attached to it? 
Mr. RANKIN. Together with the translation that is attached to it as Exhibit 7. 
The CHAIRMAN. It may be admitted and take the next number. 
(The documents referred to were marked Commission Exhibit Nos. 6 and 7, 

respectively, and received in evidence.) 
Mr. RANKIS. I hand you again the declaration, Exhibit 8, and ask you if that 

accompanied the first letter, Exhibit 6, that you have referred to? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t remember whether it accompanied the first letter or the 

second letter with which I had enclosed some photographs and filled out ques- 
tionnaires. 

Mr. RANKIN. I hand you Exhibit Q and ask you if that is the second letter that 
you have just referred to. 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, this was perhaps the third. Perhaps I could help you, if you 
would show me all the letters, I would show you the sequence. 

Mr. RANKIN. I hand you Exhibit 9, dated March 8, 1963, and ask you if 
you can tell whether that is the letter which accompanied the declaration. 

Mrs. OSWALD. This is a reply from the Embassy, a reply to my flrst letter. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, may we have a short reces to get the original 
exhibits that we have prepared, and I think we can expedite our hearing. 

The CHAIRMAN. Very well. We will have a short recess. 

(Brief recess.) 
The CHAIRMAN. The Commission will come to order. We will proceed. 
Mr. RANKIN. Mrs. Oswald, we will see if we have these in proper order now. 
I will call your attention to the photostats of the declaration and the accom- 

panying papers that 1 shall now call Eshibit 8 to replace the references to Exhibit 
8 and 9 that we made in prior testimony, and ask you to examine that and see if 
they were sent together by you to the Embassy. 

Mrs. OSWALD. I sent this after I received an answer from the Embassy, an 
answer to my first letter. This is one and the same. Two separate photostats 
of the same declaration. All of these documents were attached to my second 
letter after the answer to my first. 

Mr. RANKIN. I call your attention to Exhibit 9, and ask you if that is the 
answer to your first letter that you have just referred to. 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, this is the answer to that letter. 
Mr. RANKIN. Will you compare the translation? 
Mrs. OSWA~. The only thing is that the address and the telephone number 

of the Embassy are not shown in the Russian original. They are in the 
translation. 

Mr. RANKIN. Otherwise the translation is correct, is it? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Otherwise, yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I ask leave to substitute the Exhibit No. 8 for 

what I have called 9, as the reply of the Embassy, so that we won’t be confused 
about the order of these. 

The CHAIRMAN. The correction may be made. 
Mr. RANKIN. I offer in evidence the original and the translation of Exhibit 8, 

except for the address of the Embassy, which was not on the original. 
The CHAIRMAN. It may be admitted, and take the next number. 
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(The documents referred to were marked Commission Exhibit No. 8, and 

received in evidence.) 

Mr. RANKIX. Now, as I understand, what I will call Exhibit S now, to correct 

the order in which these letters were sent to the Embassy, was your response 

to the letter of the Embassy dated March 8, is that correct? 

Mrs. OswAm. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RANKIX. Will you compare the translation with the interpreter and 

advise us if it is correct? 

Mr. KRIMER. It says, “Apl~lication” in the translation; the Russian word is 

“Declaration”. 

Mr. RANKIN. Will you note that correction, Mr. Krimer, please? 

Mr. KRIMER. In pencil? 

Mr. RANKIN. Yes. 

Mr KRIMER. Crossing out the word “application”. 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 

Mr. KRIMER. Sir, this was a printed questionnaire, and there is a translator 

note on here which states that since printed questions are given both in Russian 

and English translation, only the answer portion of the document is being 

translated. 

hlrs. OSWALD. That is correct. 

Mr. RANKIN. You have now examined Exhibit 9 and the translation into 

English from that exhibit where it was in Russian and compared them with 

the interpreter, have you? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, correct. 

Mr RANKIN. Do you find the translation is correct? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. I offer in evidence Exhibit 9, being the Russian communications, 

and the English translations. 

The CHAIRMAN. The documents may be admitted with the next number. 

(The documents referred to were marked Commission Exhibit No. 9, and 

received in evidence.) 

Mr. RANKIN. Mrs. Oswald, do you recall that in the letter from the Embassy 

of March 8, which is known as Commission’s Exhibit 8, that you were told that 

the time of processing would take 5 to 6 months? 

Mrs. OSWALD Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you discuss that with your husband? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. And about when did you do that? 

Mrs. OSWALD. What is the date of that letter? 

Mr. RANKIN. March 8. 

Mrs. OSWALD. At that time we did not discuss it. We discussed it in New 

Orleans. Or more correctly, we thought that if everything is in order, I would 

be able to leave before the birth of my second child. 

Mr. RANKIN. And did you discuss that idea with your husband? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. And you think that you discussed it with him while you were 

at New Orleans? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall that it is also requested in the letter of March 

8 from th’e Embassy, Commission’s Exhibit 8, that you furnish one or two letters 

from relatives residing in the Soviet Union who were inviting you to live with 

them? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, but I didn’t have any such letters and I did not enclose any. 

Mr. RANKIN. You never did send such letters to the Embassy, did you? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 

Mr. RANKIN. After you sent Exhibit 9 to the Bbnbassy, did you have further 

correspondence w?ith them? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. I will hand you Exhibit 10, a letter purporting to be from the 

Embassy dated April 18, and ask you if you recall that. 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, I remember that. 

Mr. RANKIN. Will you please compare the translation with the Russian? 
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Mrs. OSWALD. Tes, the translation is correct. 
Mr. RANKIN. We offer the exhibit in evidence, together with the translation. 
The CHAIRMAN. It may be admitted with the next number. 
(The documents referred to were marked Commission Exhibit No. 10, and 

received in evidence.) 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you note that the Embassy invited you to come and visit 

them personally? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you ever do that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. I hand you a letter purporting to be from the Embassy, dated 

*June 4, marked Exhibit 11, and ask you if you recall receiving that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. This is a second request to visit the Embassy. 
Mr. RANKIN. Will you please compare the translation with the Russian? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Correct. 
Mr. RANKIN. We offer in evidence Exhibit 11, being the Russian letter from 

the Embassy together with the English translation. 
The CHAIRMAN. It may be admitted and take the next number. 
(The documents referred to were marked Commission Exhibit No. 11, and 

received in evidence.) 
The CHAIRMAN. We will now recess for lunch. 
The Commission will reconvene at 2 o’clock. 
(Whereupon, at 12 :30 p.m., the Commission recessed.) 

Afternoon Session 

TESTIMONY OF MRS. LEE HARVEY OSWALD RESUMED ’ 

The President’s Commission reconvened at 2 p.m. 
The CHAIBMAN. The Commission will convene. 
Mr. Rankin, you may continue. 
Mr. RANKIN. Mrs. Oswald, I will now give you Exhibit 12 to examine and ask 

you to compare the Russian with the English translation. 
Mrs. OSWALD. The translation is correct. 
Mr. RANKIN. I offer in evidence Exhibit 12, being the Russian letter, and the 

English translation. 
The CHAIBMAN. The documents are admitted under that number. 
(The documents referred to were marked Commission Exhibit No. 12, and 

received in evidence.) 
Mr. RANKIN. Now, this Exhibit 13 that you have just examined in Russian, is 

that your letter, Mrs. Oswald, to the Embassy? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Is that No. 12? 
Mr. RANRIN. Yes. 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, it is. 
Mr. RANKIN. And is it in your handwriting? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you find any date on the letter? I didn’t. 
Mrs. OSWALD. I probably didn’t date it. No. I wrote this from New Orleans. 
Mr. RANKIN. Can you tell the Commission the approximate date you wrote it? 
Mrs. OSWALD. What was the date of the preceding letter, No. U-Exhibit 

No. ll? 
Mr. RANKIN. June 4, 1963. 
Mrs. OSWALD. This was probably in July, but I don’t know the date. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you notice there was a “P.S.” on Exhibit 12? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Referring to an application by your husband? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. And was an application for your husband for a visa included or 

enclosed with Exhibit 12 when you sent it? 
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Mrs. OSWALD. Lee told me that he had sent an application, but it was he 
who put this letter in an envelope and addressed it, so I don’t know whether it 
was there or not. 

Mr. RANKIN. And when you say that it was he that put the letter into the 
envelope and addressed it, you mean this Exhibit 12, that was a letter that you 
had written? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do I understand you correctly that you do not know whether 

his application was included because he handled the mailing of it? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. I will hand you Exhibit 13 and ask you if you recall that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t remember this. He did not write this in my presence. 

But it is Lee’s handwriting. 
Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Krimer, will you please translate it for her so she will know 

the contents. 
Mrs. OSWALD. Why “separately’‘-the word “separately” here is underlined. 
Mr. RANKIN. I was going to ask you. But since you have not seen it before, 

I guess you cannot help us. 
Is this the first time that you knew that he had ever asked that his visa be 

handled separately from yours? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, I didn’t know this. Because I hadn’t seen this letter. 
Mr. R,ANKIN. I offer in evidenc’e Exhibit 13. 
The CHAIRMAN. It may be admitted. 
(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 13, and 

received in evidence.) 
Mr. RANKIN. Is the word “separately” the last word of the letter that you 

are referring to-that is the word that you asked about? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. Was that underlined by Lee? 
Mr. RANKIN. That is the way we received it, Mrs. Oswald. We assume it 

was underlined by your husband. We know that it was not underlined by the 
Commission, and no one in the Government that had anything to do with it has 
ever told us that they had anything to do with underlining it. 

Mrs. OSWALD. I think that perhaps he asked for that visa to be considered 
separately because the birth of the child might complicate matters, and perhaps 
he thought it would speed it up if they do consider it separately. 

Mr. RANKIN. In connection with that thought, I will hand you Dxhibit 14, and 
ask you to examine that and tell us whether you have seen that before. 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Will you please compare the translation in English? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, the translation is all right. 
Mr. RANKIN. I offer in evidence the letter in Russian, Exhibit 14, and the 

English translation. 
The CHAIRMAN. It may be admitted under that number. 
(The documents referred to were marked Commission Exhibit No. 14, and 

received in evidence. 1 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you have any impression that your husband may not have 

planned to go back to Russia himself, but was merely trying to arrange for you 
and your daughter to go back? 

Mrs. OSWALD. At that time 1 did not think so, but now I think perhaps. 
Because he planned to go to Cuba. 

Mr. RANKIN. By that you mean you think he may have planned to go to Cuba 
and never go beyond Cuba, but stay in Cuba? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I think that in time he would have wanted to come and see me. 
Mr. RANKIN. I hand you Exhibit 15 and ask you whether you remember 

having seen that before. 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. Can you tell whether your husband’s handwriting is on that 

exhibit? 
Mrs. OSWALD. The signature is his, yes. I would like to have it translated. 
Mr. RANKIN. Would you translate it for her, please, Mr. Krimer? 
Mrs. OBWAI,D. A crazy letter. Perhaps from this I could conclude that he did 

want to go to the Soviet Union-but now I am lost, I don’t know. Because- 
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perhaps because nothing came out of his Cuban business, perhaps that is why 
he decided to go to the Soviet Union. The letter is not too polite, in my opinion. 

Mr. RAIVKIN. 1 offer in evidence Exhibit 15. 
The CHAIRMAN. It may be admitted. 
(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 15, and 

received in evidence.) 
Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chief Justice, I think in the examination about this letter, 

if I would circulate it to the Commission it would be a little clearer what it is 
all about-if you could have a moment or two to examine it, I think it would 
help in your understanding of the examination. 

Mrs. OSWALD. This was typed on the typewriter belonging to Ruth. 
Mr. RANKIN. You can tell that by the looks of the typing, can you, Mrs. 

Oswald? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, 1 don’t know, but I know that he was typing there. I 

don’t know what he was typing. 
Mr. RANKIN. And it is Ruth Paine’s typewriter that you are referring to, when 

you say Ruth? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Ruth Paine. Because Lee did not have a typewriter, and it is 

hardly likely that he would have had it typed somewhere else. 
Mr. RANKIN. I hand you Exhibit 16, which purports to be the envelope for 

the letter, Exhibit 15. Have you ever seen that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. The envelope I did see. I did not see the letter, but I did see 

the envelope. Lee had retyped it some 10 times or so. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall or could you clarify for us about the date on the 

envelope-whether it is November 2 or November 12? 
Mrs. OSWALD. November 12. 
Mr. RANKIN. I offer in evidence Exhibit 16. 
The CHAIRMAN. It may be admitted. 
(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 16, and 

received in evidence.) 
Mr. RANKIN. I might call your attention, Mrs. Oswald, to the fact that Exhibit 

15, the letter, is dated November 9. Does that help you any? 
Mrs. OSWAU. Yes. Then this must be 12. 
Mr. RANKIN. That is the only way you can determine it, is it? 
Mrs. Oswl~co. Tes. 
Mr. RAIVKIN. Did you have anything to do with the mailing of this letter, 

Exhibit 15? 
Mrs. OSWAL.D. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. Yesterday you testified to the fact that your husband told you 

about his trip to Mexico when he returned, is that right? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Where were you when he told you about it? 
Mrs. OSWALD. In the home of Mrs. Paine, in my room. 
Mr. RANKIN. Was there anyone other than yourself and your husband present 

when he told you about it? 
Mrs. OSWAIB. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. Will you tell us in as much detail as you can remember just what 

he said about the trip at that time? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Everything that I could remember I told you yesterday. I don’t 

remember any more about it. 
Mr. RANKIN. At that time 
Mrs. OSWALD. But I asked him that we not go to Russia, I told him that I 

did not want to, and he said, “Okay.” 
Mr. RANKIN. That was in this same conversation, after he had told you about 

the trip to Mexico? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. When he asked you not to tell anyone about the trip to Mexico, 

did he tell you why he asked you to do that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. I knew that he was secretive, and that he loved to make 

secrets of things. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you know the Comrade Kostin that is referred to in this 

letter of November 8, Exhibit 15? 
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Mrs. OSWALD. I never wrote to him. I don’t know. I don’t know where he 

got that name from. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did your husband say anything about Comrade Kostin and his 

visit with him at the embassy in Mexico City, when he told you about the trip? 

Mrs. OSWALD. He did not name him. He didn’t tell me his name. But he 

told me he was a very pleasant, sympathetic person, who greeted him, welcomed 

him there. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did your husband say anything to you about what he meant 

when he said he could not take a chance on requesting a new visa unless he used 

a real name, so he returned to the United States? 

Mrs. OSWALII. No, he didn’t tell me about it. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you understand that he had used any assumed name about 

going to Mexico? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 

Mr. RANKIN. He never told you anything of that kind? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. After Lee returned from Mexico, I lived in Dallas, and 

Lee gave me his phone number and then when he changed his apartment-Lee 

lived in Dallas, and he gave me his phone number. And then when he moved, 

he left me another phone number. 

And once when he did not come to visit during the weekend, I telephoned him 

and asked for him by name-rather, Ruth telephoned him and it turned out 

there was no one there by that name. When he telephoned me again on Mon- 

day, I told him that we had telephoned him but he was unknown at that number. 

Then he said that he had lived there under an assumed name. He asked me 

to remove the notation of the telephone number in Ruth’s phone book, but I 

didn’t want to do that. I asked him then, “Why did you give us a phone number, 

when we do call we cannot get you by name?” 

He was very angry, and he repeated that I should remove the notation of the 

phone number from the phone book. And, of course, we had a quarrel. I told 

him that this was another of his foolishness, some more of his foolishness. I 

told Ruth Paine about this. It was incomprehensible to me why he was so 

secretive all the time. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did he give you any explanation of why he was using an assumed 

name at that time? 

Mrs. OSWALD. He said that he did not want his landlady to know his real 

name because she might read in the paper of the fact that he had been in Russia 

and that he had been questioned. 

Mr. RANKIN. What did you say about that? 

Mrs. 0s~~. Nothing. And also he did not want the FBI to know where 

he lived. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did he tell you why he did not want the FBI to know where he 

lived? 

Mrs. OSVALD. Because their visits were not very pleasant for him and he 

thought that he loses jobs because the FBI visits the place of his employment. 

Mr. RANKIN. Now, if he was using an assumed name during the trip in Mexico, 

you didn’t know about it, is that correct? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I didn’t know, that is correct. 

Mr. RANKIN. Before the trip to Mexico, did your husband tell you that he did 

not expect to contact the Soviet Embassy there about the visa? 

Mrs. OSWALD. He said that he was going to visit the Soviet Embassy, but 

more for the purpose of getting to Cuba, to try to get to Cuba. I think that was 

more than anything a masking of his purpose. He thought that this would help. 
Mr. RANKIN. You mean it was a masking of his purpose to visit the Soviet 

Embassy in Mexico, or to write it in this letter? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t understand the question. 

Mr. RANKIN. You noticed where he said in this letter “I had not planned to 

contact the Soviet Embassy in Mexico,” did you not? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Why hadn’t he planned that? 

Mr. RANKIN. That is what I am trying to find out from you. 

Did he ever tell you that he didn’t plan to visit the Soviet Embassy? 

Mrs. OSWALD. This is not the truth. He did want to contact the embassy. 
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Mr. RANKIN. And. he told you before he went to Mexico that he planned to 
visit the Soviet Embassy, did he? 

Mrs. OSwz4LD. Yes. 
Mr. RAKKIN. Did he ever say to you before he went to Mexico that he planned 

to communicate with the Soviet Embassy in Havana? 
Mrs. 0swar.n. Yes, he said that if he would be able to get to Cuba, with the 

intention of living there, he would get in touch with the Soviet Embassy for the 
purpose of bringing me there. Or for him to go to Russia. Because some 
times he really sincerely wanted to go to Russia and live and sometimes not. 
He did not know, himself. He was very changeable. 

Mr. RASKIX. But in Exhibit 15, Mrs. Oswald, he refers to the fact that he 
hadn’t been able to reach the Soviet Embassy in Havana as planned, and then 
he says, “The Embassy there would have had time to complete our business.” 

Sow, did he discuss that at all with you before he went to Mexico? 
Mrs. 0snat.n. Yes. If  he said in Mexico City that he wanted to visit the 

Soviet Embassy in Havana, the reason for it was only that he thereby would 
be able to get to Cuba. 

Is this understandable? Does this clarify the matter or not? 
Mr. RBNKIN. The difficulty, Mrs. Oswald, with my understanding of Exhibit 15 

is that he purports to say, as I read the letter, that if he had been able to 
reach the Soviet Embassy in Havana, he would have been able to complete 
his business about the visa, and he wouldn’t have had to get in touch with 
the Soviet Embassy in Mexico City at all. 

Mrs. OSWALD. The thing is that one cannot go to Cuba-that the only legal 
way is via Mexico City. And, therefore, he went to the Soviet Embassy there 
in Mexico City and told them that he wanted to visit the Soviet Embassy in 
Havana, but only for the purpose of getting into Cuba. 

I don’t think he would have concluded his business there. I don’t think 
that you understand that Lee has written that letter in a quite involved manner. 
It is not very logical. I don’t know whether it is clear to you or not. 

Mr. RANKIN. I appreciate, Mrs. Oswald, your interpretation of it. 
I was trying to find out also whether your husband had told you anything 

about what he meant or what he did or whether he had tried to contact the 
Embassy in Havana, as he says in this letter. 

Mrs. OIWALD. Yes. I don’t know of this letter. I only know that Lee 
wanted to get to Cuba by any means. 

Mr. RANKIN. Then he next proceeds to say, “Of course the Soviet Embassy 
was not at fault. They were, as I say, unprepared”. As I read that, I under- 
stand that he was trying to let the Embassy in Washington know that the 
Mexico City Embassy had not been notified by him, and, therefore, was 
unprepared. 

Now, did he say anything like that to you after his return to Mexico? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Why did the Embassy in Washington have to notify the 

Embassy in Mexico City that Lee Oswald was arriving? 
It is not that I am asking. It seems to me that this is not a normal thing. 
Mr. RAKKIN. The question is did he say anything to you about it when he 

got back? 
Mrs. OSWALD. He said that when he went to the Soviet Embassy in Mexico 

City they had promised him that they would write a letter to the Embassy 
in Washington. 

Please excuse me, but it is very diilicult for me to read the involved 
thoughts of Lee. 

I think that he was confused himself, and I certainly am. 
Mr. RANKIN. Is that all that you can recall that was said about that matter? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Then he goes on to say- 
Mrs. OSWALD. Excuse me. I only know that his basic desire was to get to 

Cuba by any means, and that all the rest of it was window dressing for that 
purpose. 

Mr. RANKIN. Then in this Exhibit 15 he proceeds to say, “The Cuban Con- 
sulate was guilty of a gross breach of regulations.” Do you know what he 
meant by that? 
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Mrs. OSWALD. What regulations-what are the regulations? 

Mr. RANKIN. I am trying to find out from you. 

Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t know about that. I don’t know what happened. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did he ever say what regulations he thought were breached, 

or that the Cuban Embassy didn’t carry out regulations when he returned 

from his trip and told you about what happened there? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t know. 

Mr. RANKIN. Then he goes on to say in the Exhibit, “I am glad he has 

since been replaced.” 

Do you know whom he was referring to? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I have no knowledge of it. I think that if the person to whom 

this letter was addressed would read the letter he wouldn’t understand any- 

thing, either. 

Mr. RANKIN. Your husband goes on in Exhibit 15 to say, “The Federal Bureau 

of Investigation is not now interested in my activities in the progressive 

organization ‘Fair Play for Cuba Committee’ of which I was secretary in New 

Orleans (State of Louisiana) since I no longer reside in that state.” 

Do you know why he would say anything like that to the Embassy? 

Mrs. OBWALD. Because he was crazy. 
He wrote this in order to emphasize his importance. He was no secretary 

of any-he was not a secretary of any organization. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you know that he had received any inquiry from the Embassy 
or anyone of the Soviet Union about the matters that he is telling about here? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. I don’t know. 

Mr. RANKIN. Then he goes on to say, “However, the FBI has visited us 

here in Dallas, Texas, on November 1. Agent James P. Hosty”-do you know 

whether there was such a visit bythat man? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. And was he referring to the man that you know as James P. 

Hosty? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t know his last name. He gave us his telephone number, 

but it seems to me that his name mas different. 

Mr. RANKIN. After you received the telephone number, what did you do 

with it? 

Mrs. OSWALD. He gave the telephone number to Ruth, and she, in turn, passed 

it on to Lee. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you know whether he put it in a book or did anything 

with it? 

Mrs. OSWALD. He took the note with him to Dallas. I don’t know what he 

did with it. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did the agent also give his license number for his car to Mrs. 

Paine or to you or to your husband? 

Mrs. 0swar.o. No. But Lee had asked me that if an FBI agent were to call, 

that I note down his automobile license number, and I did that. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you give the license number to him when you noted it down? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANHIN. Now, he goes on to say that this agent, James P. Hosty “warned 

me that if I engaged in FPCC activities in Texas the FBI will again take an 

‘interest’ in me.” 

Do you remember anything about anything like that? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t know why he said that in there, because if he has in 
mind the man who visited us, that man had never seen Lee. He was talking to 

me and to Mrs. Paine. But he had never met Lee. Perhaps this is another 
agent, not the one who visited us 

But I don’t know whether Lee had talked to him or not. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you know whether any FBI agent had ever warned your 

husband that if he engaged in any Fair Play for Cuba activities in Texas, the 

FBI would be again interested in him? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, I didn’t know that. 

Mr. RANKIN. Then in the exhibit he goes on to say, “This agent also ‘sug- 

gested’ to Marina Nichilyeva that she could remain in the United States under 

FBI protection.” 
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Did you ever hear of anything like that before? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I had not been proposed anything of the sort at any time. 
The only thing the agent did say is that if I had ever any kind of difficulties or 

troubles in the sense that someone Would try to force me to do something, to 
become an agent, then I should get in touch With him, and that if I don’t want 
to do this, that they would help me. But they never said that I live here and 
that I must remain here under their protection. 

Mr. RANKIN. Then in this Exhibit 15 he goes on to explain what he means by 
the word “protection”, saying “That is, she could defect from the Soviet Union, 
of course.” Do you remember anybody saying anything like that to you? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, no one said anything like that. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did anyone at any time, while you were in the United States, 

suggest that you become an agent of any agency of the United States? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, never. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did anyone from the Soviet Union suggest that you be an agent 

for that government, or any of its agencies? 
Mrs. OSW-!XLD. No. 
Mr. R~NKIK. NOW, in this Exhibit 1.5, your husband goes on to say, “I and 

my Wife strongly protested tactics by the notorious FBI.” 
Do you know of any protest of that kind, or any action of that kind? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t know of any protests, but simply that I said that I 

Would prefer not to get these visits, because they have a very exciting and 
disturbing effect upon my husband. But it Was not a protest. This was simply 
a request. 

Mr. R.~XKIN. And you never made any protests against anyone asking you to 
act as an agent or to defect to the United States because no one asked you that, 
is that right? 

Mrs. ORWALD. Ko one ever asked me. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you know of anything that you could tell the Commission in 

regard to these matters in this letter, Exhibit 15, that Would shed more light on 
what your husband meant or what he was trying to do, that you have not 
already told us? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Everything that I could tell you with reference to this letter I 
have told you. 

The CHAIRMAN. I think We mill take a short recess now, about 10 minutes. 
Mrs. OSWALD. I Would like to help you, but I simply don’t knoW, I CaMOk 

(Brief recess) 
The CHAIRMAN. The Commission Will be in order. 

Mr. Rankin. you may proceed. 
Mr. RANKIN. Mrs. Oswald, I will hand you again Exhibit 14 and the translation 

from the Russian and call your attention to the urgency of your request there. 
I ask you, Was that your idea to press for help from the Embassy in regard to the 
visa, or your husband’s? 

Mrs. OSWILD. Of course my husband. 
Mr. RANKIN. At the time of Exhibit 14, then, you Were not anxious to return 

to Russia? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I never wanted to return but Lee insisted and there is nothing 

else I could do. But sometimes when I Wrote these letters, I felt very lonely- 
since my husband didn’t want me, I felt perhaps this would be the best way. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you know the Spanish language? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Perhaps five words. 
Mr. RANKIN. Have you given it any study? 
Mrs. OSWALD, No. I have a Spanish textbook of the Spanish language and I 

had intended to study even while I was still in Russia. but I never did. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did your husband ever study Spanish that you know of? 
Mrs. OSWALD. He didn’t study it, but before his trip to Mexico he would sit 

doWn with the textbook and look at it. 
Mr. RANKIN. I hand you Exhibit 17 and ask you if you recall having seen 

that before. 
Mrs. OSWALD. May I take it out? 
Mr. RANKIN. Yes. 
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Mrs. OSWALD. June seems to have played with it. This was Lee’s study 
of Spanish perhaps because this was all photographed, it is soiled. Here I helped) 
Lee. I wrote some Spanish words. 

Mr. RANKIN. Does that Exhibit 17 have any of your husband’s handwriting 
on it? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Some of it is my handwriting and some of it is Lee’s hand- 
writing. 

Mr. RANKIN. Can you tell us when he was trying to study Spanish? Was 
it at any time with regard to the time when he planned to go to Cuba? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. About when did he start? 
Mrs. OSWALD. In August, in New Orleans, 1963. 
Mr. RANKIN. And whatever he did in this notebook, Exhibit 17, he did at that 

time or thereafter? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, this was in September. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did he do whatever writing he did in connection with the study 

of the Spanish language in Exhibit 1’7 at New Orleans in August or after that 
date? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Do you want to know whether this was earlier than August or later? 
Mr. RANKIN. Yes. 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, not earlier. This was in September, not in August. 
Mr. RANKIN. And did he do anything in the writing of what is in Exhibit 17 

in the study of the Spanish language at Dallas, that you know of? 
Mrs. 0swar.n. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. I offer in evidence Exhibit 17. 
The CHAIRMAN. It may be marked with the next number and received in 

evidence. 
(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 17, and 

received in evidence.) 
Mrs. OSWALD. How a simple notebook can become a matter of material evi- 

dencethe Spanish words in it, and June’s scribbling on it. 
Mr. RANKIN. Returning to the time that your husband came back from Mexico 

City to Dallas, can you tell us what type of luggage he brought back with him? 
Mrs. OSWALD. He had a military type raincoat with him and a small bag 

with a zipper, blue in color. 
Mr. RANKIN. As far as you recall he did not have two bags that he brought 

back with him from Mexico? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
Mr. RANRIN. Did he spend the first weekend of October 4 to 6 with you at 

the Paines? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, not the whole weekend. When he returned he stayed over- 

night and then he went to Dallas. But he returned on Saturday or Friday 
evening. And he remained until Monday. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you notice any change in your husband after this trip to 
Mexico? 

Mrs. OSWALD. In my opinion, he was disappointed at not being able to get 
to Cuba, and he didn’t have any great desire to do so any more because he had 
run into, as he himself said-into bureaucracy and red tape. And he changed 
for the better. He began to treat me better. 

Mr. RANKIN. Will you tell us how he treated you better? 
Mrs. OSWALD. He helped me more-although he always did help. But he was 

more attentive. Perhaps this was because he didn’t live together with me but 
stayed in Dallas. Perhaps, also because we expected a child and he was in 
somewhat an elated mood. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did your husband have any money with him when he returned 
from Mexico? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, he had some left. But I never counted how much money 
he had in his wallet. That is why I don’t know. 

Mr. RANKIN. Was it a small or a large amount or do you know that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. What would be a large amount for me would not be a large 

amount for you. 
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Mr. RANKIN. Well, can you give us any estimate of what you think he had? 
Mrs. OSWALD. He might have had $50 or $70, thereabouts. It is necessary 

sometimes to make a joke. Otherwise, it gets boring. 
Mr. RANKIN. After the first weekend, after your husband returned, which he 

spent at the Paines, as you have described, where did he live in Dallas? 
Mrs. OSWALD. He said that he rented a room in Oak Cliff, but I don’t know the 

address. I didn’t ask, because I didn’t need it. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you know that he lived with a Mrs. Bledsoe at any time in 

Dallas? 
Mrs. OSWALD. In what sense do you mean “lived with”? 
Mr. RAIGKIN. I mean roomed in her home. 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. That was a place on Marsallis Street? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t know about it. 
Mr. RANKIN. How did he return from Irving to Dallas at that time? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Ruth met him at the bus station at that time and drove him 

home. By bus. 
Mr. RANKIN. You said before that you learned about the depository job at 

some neighbor’s home, it that right? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. In whose home was that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t know her last name. When you walk out of the Paine 

house, it is the first house to the right. I am trying to remember. Perhaps 
later I will. 

Mr. RANKIN. Was it the lady of that house who told yen, or someone that 
was a guest there? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Perhaps you know the name. 
Mr. RANKIN. We don’t know the name of the lady next door. We know a 

number of names, but not by the location. 
Mrs. OSWALD. Her first name is Dorothy. And there was another woman 

there, another neighbor, who said that her brother worked at the depository, and 
that as far as she knew, there was a vacancy there. 

Mr. RAN-KIN. And what was the name of that neighbor whose brother worked 
at the depository? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t know. 
Mr. RANKIN. Was that Mrs. Randle? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t know. I might know her first name if you mention it. 
Mr. RANKIN. Is there a Linnie Mae Randle that you remember? 
Mrs. OBW~LD. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. Was she a sister of Mr. Frazier? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t know such people. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you know a Mr. Frazier that had a job at the depository? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I didn’t know his name. I knew that it was a young man. 

I don’t think he was 18 yet. 
Mr. RANXIN. And was he the brother of this friend who was at the neighbor’s 

house? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. And he was the one that your husband rode from Irving into 

Dallas from time to time to go to work, did he? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, after Lee was already working this boy would bring Lee 

and take him back with him to Dallas. 
Mr. RANKIN. And when did he take him, ordinarily? 
Mrs. OSWALD. 8 o’clock in the morning. 
Mr. RANKIX. And did he take him on Monday morning? 
Mrs. 0sw.m. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Usually each week he would take him on Monday morning? 
Mrs. OSWALD. When Lee came for a weekend, yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. And then when did he bring him back from Dallas? 
Mrs. OSWALD. At 5:30 on Friday. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did your husband ever come in the middle of the week? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, only during the last week when all of this happened with 

I 

reference to the assassination of the President-he came on a Thursday. 
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Mr. RANKIN. Did Mrs. Paine have anything to do with your husband getting 

this job at the depository? 

Mrs. OSWALD. She had no direct connection with it, but an indirect connec- 

tion, of course. I lived with her and she talked to a neighbor and mentioned 

that Lee was out of work. 

Mr. RANKIX. Was it Mrs. Paine that found out about the job, then? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. And she telephoned there and asked whether they had a 

job available. They didn’t say anything specific but they asked that Lee come 

there on the following day. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you find out whether your husband did go there the following 

day? 

Mrs. OSWALD. On the following day he went there, had a talk with them, and 

he telephoned that he had already received the job. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did he telephone to you or to hlrs. Paine about getting the job? 

Mrs. OSWALD. He telephoned me. But, of course, he thanked Ruth. 
Mr. RANKIN. And when did he start on the job? Was there two or three days 

before he got the job and started, or more than that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I think that he started on the day following being accepted for 

the job. I think it was either on the 14th, Eth, or 16th of October. 

Mr. RANKIN. When he was staying at i\lrs. Bledsoe’s rooming house, did he 

call you and give you the number there? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall where he was when he gave this fictitious name? 

Mrs. OBWALD. What do you mean where he was? From where he telephoned? 

Mr. RANKIN. Yes, or the number that he gave you-that is the rooming house 

that he was at when he used this fictitious name, and you told us you called 

there. 

Mrs. OSWALD. He lived at first in one place, and then he changed. It was 

the last place where he had given a fictitious name. I don’t know what name 

he lived under in the first place, because I never telephoned him. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you know the name that he lived under in the second place, 

when you did call him? 

Mrs. OSWUD. No. 

Mr. RANKIN. You don’t remember the fictitious name that he gave you? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I read in the paper after everything happened, but at that time 

I didn’t know. He said that his last name was Lee. He didn’t say that. I read 

that in the paper. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did that remind you, then, that that was the name they gave 

you when you called and he answered the telephone? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, no one told me anything. I didn’t know under what name 

he lived there. 

Mr. RANKIN. But you found out that he was not living under his own name, is 

that what you meant before? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. After he got his job. did he return the next weekend to see you? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIK. Do you remember whether that time he returned was on Friday 

or Saturday? 

hlrs. OSWALD. It was on Friday, October 1s. It was his birthday. 

He stopped with Ruth. On Sunday I went to the hospital, and he stayed 

overnight from Monday until Tuesday. 

Mr. RANKIN. After your husband returned from Mexico, did you examine 

the rifle in the garage at any time? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I had never examined the rifle in the garage. It was wrapped 

in a blanket and was lying on the floor. 

hlr. RANKIN. Did you ever check to see whether the rifle was in the blanket? 

hIrs. OSWAI.D. I never checked to see that. There was only once that I was 

interested in finding out what was in that blanket, and I saw that it was a rifle. 

Mr. RANKIN. When was that? 

Mrs. OSWALD. About a week after I came from Sew Orleans. 

Mr. RANKIN. And then you found that the rifle was in the blanket, did you? 
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Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, I saw the wooden part of it, the wooden stock. 
Mr. RANKIN. On the weekend before your husband got his job at the deposi- 

tory, did he spend that with you at the Paines? 
Mrs. OBWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did be come home Friday or Saturday? 

Mrs. OSWALD. On a Friday. 
Mr. RANKIN. When he returned to Dallas on Xonday, the 14th of October, 

did he tell you he was going to change his room? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you remember what your husband’s pay was at the 

depository? 
Mrs. OBWAI,D. It seems to me that it was also $1.26. 
Mr. RANKIN. About how much a month did it run? 
Mrs. OSWALD. It seems to me it was $210 to $230. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall the hours that he worked? 

Mrs. OSWALD. It seems that-it seems to me that it was from K:30 a.m. to 
5 p.m. 

Mr. RANKIN. And did he work the weekend or any overtime? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. It does happen in that dellository that they work overtime. 

But he did not have to work any. 
Mr. RANKIN. During the week when he was in Dallas and you were at Irving, 

did he call you from time to time? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Daily, twice. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did he leave his telephone number in Dallas with you? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
I don’t have it, it was in Paine’s notebook. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did he speak to you in Russian when he called you on the 

telephone? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. Sometimes he would try to speak in English when some- 

one was listening, and he didn’t want them to know he spoke Russian-then 
he would try to speak in English. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did he ever speak in Spanish when he was talking to you from 
Dallas? 

Mrs. OSWALD. So. He doesn’t speak Spanish. I don’t either. His landlady 
heard him say “Adios” and she decided that he spoke Spanish, because she 
didn’t understand that he had spoken Russian all that time. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you hare a sperial celebration for your husband’s birthday? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. When was that? 
Mrs. OOWALD. On October 18th. 
Mr. RANKIN. Who was there? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Ruth and her children, I, Lee. and Paine’s husband, Michael. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did Wesley Frazier bring your husband home at that time? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Frazier is the last name? Wesley was that boy’s name. I now 
remember. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did he bring him home that weekend? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t remember. 
It seems to me, yes. It is hard to remember now which weekend was which. 

Mr. RANKIN. On these weekends, did you ever observe your husband going 
to the garage, practicing with the rifle in any way? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
Mr. R+NKIX. Did you see him leave the house when he could have been going 

to the garage and practicing with his rifle? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, he couldn’t have practiced while we were at the Paine’s, 

because Ruth was there. But whenever she was not at home, he tried to spend 
as much time as he could with me-he would watch television in the house. 
But he did go to the garage to look at our things that were there. 

Mr. RANKIN. And you don’t know when he went there what he might have 
done with the rifle? Is that what you mean? 
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Mrs. OBWALD. At least I didn’t notice anything. 

Mr. RANKIN. Now, you have described your husband’s- 

Mrs. OSWALD. Excuse me. I think that it takes considerable time to practice 
with a rifle. He never spent any great deal of time in the garage. 

Mr. RANKIN. You have described your husband’s practicing 011 the back porch 
at New &leans with the telescopic scope and the rifle, saying he did that very 

regularly there. 

Did you ever see him working the bolt. that action that opens the rifle, where 

you can put a shell in and push it back--during those times? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I did not see it, because it was dark, and I would be in the room 

at that time. 

But I did hear the noise from it from time to time-not often. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall the weekend that you went to the hospital for 

your baby? 

Mrs. OBWALD. Very well. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did your husband go with you at that time? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. Ruth drove me at that time. He remained with June be- 

cause June was crying and we could not leave her with strangers. He wanted 

to go with me, but we couldn’t arrange it any other way. 

Mr. RANKIN. After the baby was born, did he come and see you? 

Mrs. OGWALD. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did he say anything to you about the baby? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Every father talks a lot. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did he talk about the baby? 

Mrs. OSWALD. About me and the child-he was very happy. He even had 

tears in his eyes. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did he call you from Irving when you were in the hospital? 

Mrs OSWALD. No, he was working at that time, and he called me from work. 

But I didn’t talk to him. He merely asked the nurse how I was doing. 

Mr. RANKIN. And those conversations would be reported to you by the 

nurse, then? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, she didn’t tell me about them. Because he telephoned 

to find out when I should be brought home, and he telephoned Ruth and 

asked her to let him know. But the nurse did tell me that my husband 

had called. 

Mr. RANKIN. Now, the weekend of October 25th to the 2i’th, did your 

husband return to Irving that weekend? 

Mrs. OSWALD. There were some n-eekends when he did not come. But this 

was at my request. It happened twice, I think. One such weekend was 

the occasion of the birthday of Mrs. Paine’s daughter. And I knew that 

Lee didn’t like Michael, Mrs. Paine’s husband, and I asked him not to come. 

This was one occasion. 

The other I don’t recall. I don’t recall the date of this. But I remember 

that the weekend before he shot at the President, he did not come on Satur- 

clay and Sunday. Because we had a quarrel-that incident with the fictitious 

name. 

No, I am confused. 

It would be easier for me to remember if I knew the birthday of that 

girl. Perhaps you know. Perhaps you have it noted down somewhere. 

Mr. RANKIN. You are asking me the birthday of Mrs. Paine’s daughter? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Because I know that the FBI questioned me about it, and 

they had made a note about it. Because they wanted to determine each 

time when he did come and when did not. 

Mr. RANKIN. Now, if it was the weekend of November 16th and 17th that 

he remained in Dallas, would that help you as to the time of the birthday? 

Mrs. OswALu. Yes. This was the weekend before the 21st, and he had 

not come home that weekend. 

JIr. RASKIS. Sow, the neighbor next door that you referred to, where 

you learned about the job with the depository, could that have been Dorothy 

Roberts? 
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Mrs. 0SW.4LD. Yes. 
Mr. RAKKIX. Do you recall that your husband went to some meeting with 

Michael Paine in October of 1963? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
It seems to me-1 know for sure that this was one of the Fridays. It 

seems to me that this was the birthday-it was aft.er dinner. They talked 
in English. 1 don’t know about what. I know that they got together and 
went to some kind of a meeting. 

Mr. RANKIS. Was that a meeting of the American Civil Liberties Union? 
Mrs. OS~ALI). Ruth said something about that, but I didn’t understand any- 

thing. This was right after the incident with Stevenson, who was hit. 
Mr. R~KKIN. Was that in &he weekend of October 25th? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, probably. This was not Lee’s birthday. It was the 

week after that, the following Friday. 
Mr. RANKIN. Now, on October 26th, Saturday, was your husband with you 

all day? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. All day. Whenever he came, he never went anywhere 

else. 
Mr. RANKIN. We had some information that a telescopic sight was fitted to a 

gun for your husband on that date, and that is why I am asking you if 
there was any time that he could have left to have that done. 

Mrs. OSWALD. How is it about the telescope? He always had the tele- 
scope. Were there two? 

Mr. RANKIN. We are trying to find out, 
Someone says that they mounted a sight. 
Mrs. OS~ALI). This is not the truth, if they say that. Simply people talk- 

ing. Perhaps someone who looked like Lee. 
Mr. RANKIN. Someone may be mistaken and thought that he had mounted 

a telescopic sight when he did it for someone else. And that is why we 
want to check with you. 

When your husband went back to work on Monday, October 28th, did he 
drive with Wesley Frazier at that time? 

Mrs. OSWALD. It seems-it seems that he had overslept and that someone 
else had picked him up. But, no-no, I remember that, he did not come to get 
him, but Lee met him near his house. Lee told me that. Or his sister. I don’t 
remember. Lee told me about it. But I have forgotten. 

Mr. RANKIN. But he did not go in by bus that day? 
hlrs. OSWALD. So. He said his sister drove him to the bus. I only know 

that this boy did not come to get him that day. 
Mr. RANKIN. As far as you know, he may have gone all the way into Dallas 

in a car, or he may have gotie in a bus? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Perhaps he hadn’t told him to pick him up on that day. I 

don’t know. I only know the fact that the boy did not pick him up on that day. 
hlr. RANKIN. We have reports of FBI interviews the last part of October, 

that is October 29, and also November 1, and Kovember 5. We would like to 
ask you about them, since some of them may have been with Mrs. Paine in 
your presence or with you. 

Do you recall one on October 29th? 
hlrs. OSWALD. I don’t remember the interview. Ruth interpreted-she talked 

to them. 
Mr. RANKIN. In order that the Commission will understand, whenever the 

FBI would try to ask you any questions, hlrs. Paine would interpret for you? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Mr. RAKKIS. And would she at the same time answer things in English, too, 
herself? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. So, in effect, the FBI was- 
Mrs. OSWALD. Excuse me-she loves to talk. 
Mr. RANKIX. The FBI was interviewing both of you at the same time, to some 

extent, is that right? 
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Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. They asked her about Lee, as far as I know. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall that you did have such an interview at Mrs. 

Paine’s house whm she acted as interpreter on November 1, 1963:’ 
Urs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RAKKIS. Were you present on November 5, 19G3, when FBI agents Hosty 

and Wilson interviewed Mrs. Paine at her home? 
Mrs. OSWAI,D. I was in my room at that time busy with little Rachel, and I 

heard voices which I thought were voices of the FBI. I came out of the room 
and they were in a hurry to leave. They did not talk to me at that time, other 
than just a greeting. 

Mr. RASKIS. Do you know whether or not they had been talking to Mrs. 
l’aine about you or your husband? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. She told me about it, but I was not especially interested. 
She does not interljret quite exactly. She is hard to understand. But she told 
me that in general terms. 

Mr. RANKIN. You have told us about the fact that you got the telephone 
number of the FBI agent and gave it to your husband. Was that the November 
1 interview when that happened? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes . 
Mr. RANKIA. I will hand you Exhibit 18, and ask you if you can identify 

that for us, and tell us what it is. 
Mrs. OSWALD. Lee’s notebook. 
Mr. RAKKIS. Is your handwriting in that Exhibit 181 
Mrs. OSWALD. It must be, yes, I will find mine. There are many different 

handwritings iu here. Different people hare written in this notebook. Some- 
times Russian friends in Russia would note their addr’ess in this notebook. 

This is mine. 
Mr. RANKIN. Will you tell us-is it a long notation by you? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Ko. That is my aunt’s address when Lee would remain in 

Minsk while I went on vacation. 
Mr. RANKIN. Is much of that notebook, Exhibit 18, in your husband’s hand- 

writing? 
Mrs. OSWALD. The majority, mostly. 
Mr. RANKIN. Except for the page with your handwriting on it and the nota- 

tions of other friends that you referred to, is it generally in your husband’s 
handwriting? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I can tell exactly which is noted down by Lee and which is 

noted down by others. 
Mr. RANKIX. And it is a regular notebook that he kept for all types of notes? 

Mrs. OSWALD. This is from Russia. 
Mr. RANKIN. He started it in Russia? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIPI’. And there are a number of notations that were made after you 
returned to this country, is that right? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. We offer in evidenc’e Exhibit 18. 
The CHAIRMAN. It may be admitted with that number. 

(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 18, and 
received in evidence.) 

Mrs. OSWALD. There is a Russian term for “wedding ring” noted in there. 
Before we were married I wrote that down for him, because he didn’t know 
the Russian expression for it. I didn’t tell him. He looked it up in the dic- 
tionary himself and translated it. 

Mr. RAXKIN. I would like to hand this back to you and call your attention 
to the page of Exhibit 18 where the little white slip is. 

I ask you if you recognize the handwriting there, where it refers to Agent 
Hosty. 

Mrs. OSTVALD. Lee wrote that. And this is the license number. 
Mr. RAKKIN. And the telephone number? 
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The license number, the name, and the telephone number are all in your 

husband’s- 

Mrs. OSWALD. The date when he visited him. FBI agent. telephone, name, 

license number, and probably the address. 

Mr. RASKIS. Are all in your husband’s handwriting? 

Mrs. Osw-\Ln. Yes. 

Mr. RAEIiIS. Do you know when they were entered in that notebook, Exhibit 

18 ? 

Jlrs. OSWALD. After the first visit. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you note the notation “November 1” on that page? 

Mrs. Oswann. Yes. 
Mr. RAKKIN. You think that. is about the date of the first visit, then? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. Now, did you report to your husband the fact of this visit, 

Sorember 1, with the FBI agent? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I didn’t report it to him at once, but as soon as he came for 

a weekend, I told him about it. 

By the way, on that day he was due to arrive. 

Mr. RANKIN. That is on November l? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. Lee comes off work at .5:3&omes from work at 5:30. 

They left at 5 o’clock, and we told them if they wanted to they could wait and 

Lee would be here soon. But they didn’t want to wait. 

Mr. RANKIN. And by “they” who do you mean ? Do you recall the name of 

the other man beside Agent Hosty? 

Mrs. OSWALD. There was only one man during the first visit. I don’t 

remember his name. This was probably the date because there is his name and 

the date. 

Mr. RANKIN. Now, what did you tell your husband about this visit by the 

FBI agent and the interview? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I told him that they had come, that they were interested in 

where he was working and where he lived, and he was, again, upset. 

He said that he would telephone them-1 don’t know whether he called 

or not-or that he would visit them. 

Mr. RANKIN. Is that all you told him at that time about the interview? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. I told him about the content of the interview, but now I 

don’t remember. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you remember anything else that happened in the inter- 

view that you could tell the Commission at this time? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I told you that I had told them that I didn’t want them to 

visit us, because we wanted to live peacefully, and that this was disturbing to us. 

Mr. RANKIN. Was there anything else? 

Mrs. OSWALD. There was more, but I don’t remember now. 

Mr. RANKIN. Now, during this period of time--- 

Mrs. OSWALD. Excuse me. He said that he knew that Lee had been engaged 

in passing out leaflets for the Committee for Cuba, and he asked whether Lee 

was doing that here. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you answer that qnestion? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. What did you say? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I said that Lee does not engage in such activities here. This 

was not like an interview. It was simply a conversation. We talked about even 
some trifles that had no relationship to politics. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you know whether or not your husband had any interviews 

or conversations with the FBI during this period? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I know of two visits to the home of Ruth Paine, and I saw 

them each time. But I don’t know of any interviews with Lee. Lee had told 

me that supposedly he had visited their office or their building. But I didn’t 

believe him. I thought that he was a brave rabbit. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did your husband continue to call you daily from Dallas after 

he got his job? 



Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did he tell you what he was doing? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Usually he would call me during the lunch break, and the 

second time after he was finished work, and he told me that he was reading. 

that he was watching television, and sometimes I told him that he should 

not stay in his room too much, that he should go for a walk in the park. 

Mr. RANKIN. What did he say in answer to that? 

hlrs. Oswald. Or I would tell him to go out and eat, and he said that he 

would listen to me. I don’t know to what extent he fulfilled my requests. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did your husband come bark from Dallas on Sovember 8th? 

hIrs. OSWALD. I don’t remember. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you know whether he came back on Saturday of that week? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I remember that there was one weekend when he didn’t come 

on a Friday. but said that he would come on a Saturday. And he said that 

that Teas because he wanted to visit another place-supposedly there was 

another job open, more interesting work. 

Mr. RASKIN. Did he say where this other job was that he thought was more 

interesting? 

Mrs. Oswa~n. He said that this was also based upon an ad in a newspaper, 

and that it was connected-that it was related to photography. And he went 

there in the morning and then---on a Saturday-and then came to us, still 

during the morning. 

Mr. RAXKIS. He came home, then, on Saturday, some time before noon of 

that day? 

Jlrs. OSWALD. Yes, before noon. 

It seems to me that there was a holiday on that day, on the EEh-elections- 

were there elections on that day? 

Mr. RANKIN. Are you thinking of Kovember llth, Veterans Day? 

Mrs. OSWALI). I remember that day exactly. We didn’t go anywhere on that 

Saturday. 

Kr. RANKIN. Did you and your husband buy groceries in Irrin$ some place? 

Xrs. OSWALD. Xot always. Sometimes we would go together with Ruth and 

bus a few things. 

Mr. RANKIS. Do you remember the Hutch’s Supermarket, owned by Mr. 

Hutchison? 

Mrs. OSWALD. So. 

Mr. RANKIS. Did you ever shop there with your husband? 

Mrs. 0swar.n. We never went just Lee and I. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did the three of you--Mrs. Paine and you and your husband go 

together to shop? 

Mrs. OSWALD. And her children. 

Mr. RASKIS. Did your husband try to cash checks at the Hutch’s market? 

Mrs. OSWALD. He may have tried to cash checks sometimes when he received 

unemployment compensation. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall that he tried to cash a check of $189 at this 

market? 

Mrs. OSWALD. He didn’t hare such a check. 

Jlr. RAXKIS. As far as you know, he didn’t try to cash a check of that size 

at this market? 

Mrs. OSWALI). I don’t remember this market. I do remember one time when 

Lee wanted to cash a check, but it was $33. 

Mr. RASKIS. Is that the only time that you recall he tried to cash a check? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Are you speaking of a store in Dallas or in Irving? 

Mr. RASKIX. It is in Irving. 

Mrs. OSWALD. Then I understand it. Because in Dallas I could not have 

been with him. 

The CHAIRNAS. The hour of adjournment has arrived. So we will adjourn 

now until tomorrow morning at 10 o’clock. 

(Whereupon, at 4 :30 p.m., the President’s Commission adjourned.) 

58 



Wednesday, February 5, 1964 

TESTIMONY OF MRS. LEE HARVEY OSWALD RESUMED 

The President’s Commission met at 10 am.. on February 5, 1064, at 200 Mary- 
land Avenue SE.. Washington, D.C. 

Present were Chief Justice Earl Warren, Chairman; Senator Richard B. 
Russell, Senator John Shermati Cooper, Representative Hale Bogps, Repre- 
sentative Gerald R. Ford, Allen \‘i.. Dnlles, members. 

Also present were .J. Lrc Rankin. gener;tl ccmnsel : Sorman Redlich, assistant 
counsel ; Leon I. Gol)adze and William I). Primer. interlneters : John JI. Thorne. 
attorney for Jlrs. Lee Harvey Oswald ; and Ruben l*:fron. 

The CIXAIRXAS. The Commission will be in order. We will continue with the 
examination. Mr. Rankin, you may proceed. 

JIr. RANRIS. Mrs. Oswald, have you become familiar with the English lan- 
guage to some extent? 

’ Jlrs. Oswa~n. I have never studied it, but simple language I do understand. 
Mr. Rask~s. We had reports that you made some study at the Southern 

Methodist University. Is there anything to that? 
Mrs. OSw4LD. so. 
JIr. R.~I~KIx. How about Mr. Gregory? Did you study English with him? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
Mr. Raxxrn. Did you have any formal aid or teaching of English by anyone? 
Mrs. OSWALIL I had no formal instructions in it, but a Russian acquaintance, 

JIr. Bouhe, wrote down some Russian phrases, and I would try to translate them 
into English. 

Mr. RASKIX. Sow, since you have been living with the Martins, I assume you 
haven’t had any Russian friends to try to translate English for you, is that right? 

Mrs. OSWALD. If you do not count Mr. Gopadze and the FBI interpreter, I 
have not been in contact with any Russians. 

Mr. RANKIN. And there were considerable periods during the time you have 
been living with the Martins when neither l\Ir. Gopadze or the FBI agent or 
translator were present, is that right? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. So have you been able to learn a little more English while you 

have been with the hIartins than you had before, because of that experience? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Only a little, I think. 
At least it is very useful for me to live with an American family who do not 

speak Russian. 
hlr. RANKIN. That has helped you to learn some English, more than when 

you were living with Mrs. Paine, who could speak Russian to you, I take it. 
hlrs. OSWALD. Of course. 
hIr. RANKIN. Do you know any French? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. Other than Russian, I don’t know any other language. 
Mr. RANKIN. Now, when you were with the hlartins the Secret Service people 

were there, too, were they not? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, they helped me a great deal. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you object to the Secret Service people being there? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did t,hey treat you properly? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Excellently-very well. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you object to their being around and looking out for you 

as they did? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
Mr. RANXIIV. How did the Alartins treat you during the time you hare been 

with them? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Better than I-could have been expected. 
hlr. RANKIN. Have you been pleased with the way they have treated you? 
Blrs. OSWALD. I am very pleased and I am very grateful to them. 
Mr. RANKIN. Now, hlr. Thorne is your attorney. I understand that he told 

the Civil Liberties Union people of Dallas it was all right for the Secret Service 
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people to be there with you and that you liked that arrangement and did not 
want to be interfered with. Was that satisfactory to you:’ 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, that is correct. 
Mr. RANKIN. Was he speaking for you when he said that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, because I received a letter from Mr. Olds, a leader of 

that union. In that let.ter he said that he sympathizes with my situation, that 
he supposed that the Secret Service treated me very badly and stopped me from 
doing something. 

I answered him in a letter written in Russian which was later translated into 
English that all of this was not the truth. 

Mr. Rasx~s. Did you feel any restraint or that you were being forced to do 
anything there while you were at the Martins that was not satisfactory to you? 

Mrs. Osw-ar.~. So. I was not forced to do anything that I did not want to. 
Mr. RISKIN. Anybody that tried to see you that you wanted to see during 

that time or from that time up to the present--I withdraw that. 
Was anyone who rou wished to see or wanted to see you that you were willing 

to see kept from seeing you at that time or up to the present? 
Mrs. Oswar.n. Generally some people wanted to talk to me but they couldn’t 

do so simply because I did not want to. 
Mr. RAXKIN. And was that always the case, whenever you didn’t talk to some- 

one during that period of time? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Everything depended only on me. 
Mr. RAKKIN. And whenever you did want to talk to someone or see someone, 

you were always able to do that, were you? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, I did meet with Katya Ford, my former Russian friend. 
Mr. RANKIX. And you were always able to meet with anyone that you wanted 

lo, is that right? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Xow, it has been claimed that Mrs. Ruth Paine tried to see you 

at various times and was unable to do so. Can you tell us about that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. She is trying very hard to come to see me, but I have no desire 

to meet with her. I think that she is tryin, qr to do that for herself, rather than 
for me. 

Mr. R~XKIN. And whenever you hare refused to see her when she tries to 
see you, that is because you didn’t want tu see her yourself, is that right? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIS. What about the newspaper and television and radio people? 

Hare some of those tried to see you while you were at the Martins? 
Mrs. OSWALIX Yes, they hare tried. 
Mr. RANKIN. And have you done anything about their efforts to see you? 
Xrs. OSWALD. I never wanted to be popular in such a bad sense in which I 

am now, and therefore I didn’t want to see them. But I did have a television 
interview in which I said that I am relatively satisfied with my situation, that 
I am not too worried and I thanked people for their attention towards me. 

Mr. RANKIS. Will you describe to us your relationship with your mother-in- 
law now? 

Mrs. OSWALD. After all of this happened I met with her at the police station. 
I was, of course, very sorry for her as Lee’s mother. I was always sorry for 
her because Lee did not want to live with her. 

I understood her motherly concern. But in view of the fact of everything 
that happened later, her appearances in the radio, in the press, I do not think 
that she is a very sound thinking woman, and I think that part of the guilt is 
hers. I do not accuse her, but I think that part of the guilt in connection with 
what happened with Lee lies with her because he did not perhaps receive the 
education he should have during his childhood, and he did not have any correct 
leadership on her part, guidance. If she were in contact with my children now, 
I do not want her to cripple them. 

Mr. RANKIN. Has she tried to see you since the assassination? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. all the time. 
Mr. RASKIN. And have you seen her since that time? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Accidentally we met at the cemetery on a Sunday when I visited 
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there, but I didn’t want to meet with her, and I left. She didn’t understand 
that I didn’t want to meet with her and she accused the Secret Service personnel 
of preventing her from seeing me. 

Mr. RAKKIN. Except for the time at the jail and at the cemetery, have you 
seen her since the assassination? 

Mrs. 0SW-4LD. Ko. 

Mr. RANKIN. At the time you did see your mother-in-law, did you observe any 
difference in her attitude towards you? 

hfrs. Oswa~o. Yes, of course. 
Xr. RANKIN. Will you describe that difference that you observed? 
hlrs. OSWALD. At first I said that I didn’t see her any more. But after Lee 

was in jail I lived with her for some time at that inn. 
Mr. RANKIN. The Six Flags? 
Mrs. Oswa~o. The Six Flags. And inasmuch as I lived with her and met 

with her every day I could see1 was able to see the change. At least if her 
relationship with me was good, it was not sincere. I think that she does not 
like me. I don’t think that she simply is able to like me. 

There were some violent scenes, she didn’t want to listen to anyone, there were 
hysterics. Everyone was guilty of everything and no one understood her. 

Perhaps my opinion is wrong, but at least I do not want to live with her and 
to listen to scandals every day. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did she say anything to indicate that she blamed you in con- 
nection with the assassination? 

hfrs. OSWALD. No, she did not accuse me of anything. 
Mr. RAKKIN. In your presence, at any time, did she accuse Ruth Paine of 

being involved in causing the assassination or being directly involved? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, she never accused Ruth Paine. She simply did not like her. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did she tell you why she didn’t like Ruth Paine? 
hlrs. OSWALD. She told me but I didn’t understand it because it was in English. 

She expresses more by rather stormy mimicry, thinking that that would get 
across and I would understand. 

Mr. RANKIN. You said that you didn’t want to see Ruth Paine because you 
thought she wanted to see you for her own interests. Will you tell us what 
you meant by that? 

hIrs. OSWALD. I think that she wants to see me in her own selfish interests. 
She likes to be well known, pCJpUk%r, and I think that anything that I should 
write her, for example, would wind up in the press. 

The reason that I think so is that the first time that we were in jail to see Lee, 
she was with me and with her children, and she was trying to get in front of 
the cameras, and to push her children and instructed her children to look this 
way and look that way. And the first photographs that appeared were of me 
with her children. 

hlr. RANKIN. Do you recall that in the note your husband left about the 
Walker incident, that there was a reference to the Red Cross, and that you 
might get help there? Did you ever obtain any help from the Red Cross before 
that date? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, never. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you know any reason why your husband put that in the note? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Well, because the Red Cross is an organization in all countries 

which helps people who need help, and in case I needed help, since I have no 
relatives here, I would be able to obtain it from this organization. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you know whether or not your husband received any help 
from the Red Cross in money payments while he was in Russia? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, I don’t. 
Mr. RANKIN. In that note you remember that there was a reference to an 

embassy-it didn’t say which embassy. Do you know what embassy your hus- 
band was referring to? 

Mrs. OBWALD. He had in mind the Soviet Embassy. 
Mr. RANKIN. You told about the incident of De hlohrenschildt coming to the 

house and saying something about how your husband happened to miss, and 
your husband looked at you and looked at him, and seemed to think that you 
might have told. You have described that. 
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Now, did you have any cause to believe at that time that De Mohrenschildt 
knew anything about the Walker incident? 

Mrs. 0~7.4~~. De Mohrenschildt didn’t know anything about it. Simply he 
t,hought that this was something that Lee was likely to do. He simply made a 
joke and the joke happened to hit the target. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you conclude that from what you knew about the situation 
or from something that De Mohrenschildt said at some time? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, I know this, myself. I know that Lee could not have told 
him. And, otherwise, how would he have known? 

Mr. RANKIN. From your knowledge, were they close enough so that your hus- 
band would hare made De Mohrenschildt a confidant about anything like that? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No matter how close Lee might be to anyone, he would not have 
confided such things. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall the money that your husband borrowed from the 
Embassy in Moscow to come to this country. 7 Do you know where he got the 
money to repay that amount? 

Mrs. OSWALD. He worked and we paid out the debt. For six or seven months 
we were paying off this debt. 

Mr. RANKIN. Some of the payments were rather large during that period. 
Do you remember that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. And no one will believe it-it may appear strange. But 

we lived very modestly. Perhaps for you it is hard to imagine how we existed. 
,\lr. RASKIS. Did you handle the finances- 
Mrs. OSWALD. Of course we were economizing. 
go, Lee always handled the money, but I bought groceries. He gave me money 

and I bought groceries, or more correctly, together. 
Mr. RANKIN. You would usually go to the grocery store together to buy what 

you needed? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
hlr. RANKIN. And then did he give you any funds separately from that, for 

you to spend alone? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, he would give it to me, but I would not take it. 
Mr. RANKIN. How much were those amounts? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Excuse me, I want to add something. 
You asked me yesterday to make a list of how much we spent during a month- 

I forgot. Excuse me1 will do it today. 
For example, when we paid $60 to $65 rent per month, we would spend only 

about $15 per week for groceries. As you see, I didn’t die and I am not sick. 
hfr. RAXICIN. Did you buy clothing for yourself? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Sot everything. At first some of our Russian friends would 

occasionally give us some clothes. But Lee would also buy clothes for me. But 
in America this is no problem. 

Mr. RANKIN. What do you mean by that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. In my opinion life is not very expensive here. Everyone buys 

according to his financial status, and no one walks around undressed. You can 
buy for $20 and at a sale you might buy for $2, clothes for an entire season. 

Mr. RANKIN. What about clothing for your child? Did you handle the buying 
of that? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
hlr. RANKIN. Returning to the--- 
3Irs. OSWALD. Excuse me. Some of the things for children were given to us 

by friends who had children. But I didn’t like them and I bought some. 
hlr. RANKIN. Returning to the date of November 11, 190.3, did you recall that 

that was a holiday? 
Mrs. OSWALD. November ll? 
Mr. RANKIN. Yes. 
Mrs. OSWAI,D. I don’t remember that it was a holiday. We did not celebrate 

it. But something, I remember, was closed. Perhaps there were elections. 
Mr. RANKIK. That is Veterans Day in this country, and it was a Monday- 

refreshing your memory in that regard. 
Do you recall whether or not your husband went to work that day? 
hlrs. OSWALD. No. I remember that he remained at the L’aine’s. 
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Mr. RaNnIN. Can you tell us what he did during that day? 
Mrs. OSWALD. As always. he played with June and he helped me a little with 

preparation of lunch, and he sat around, watched television. 
Mr. RANKIN. Was he doing any reading at that time? 
Mrs. OSWALD. He didn’t read. It seems to me that on that day he was typing. 

I don’t know. 
Mr. RAIYKIS. And you don’t know what he was typing? 
Mrs. OSWALD. It seems to me it was the enrelow 
Mr. RANKIN. Which you have identified? 
Mrs. 0srn~1.1~ You remember you had a letter which mentioned Mexico and 

Kostin, it was that envelope. 
Mr. RAXIUX. Is this Exhibit 16 that you are referring to? 
Mrs. OSWAL.D. Yes. You see the date is the 12th. You see, I can’t remember 

a speciiic date, but some event I can connect with it brings it back. 
Mr. RANKIS. Do sou remember whether your husband returned from Dallas 

to Irving at any time during that week? 
Mrs. OSWALD. It. seems he came on Saturday or Friday for the weekend. 
Perhaps he didn’t come. I am mixed up as to which weekends he did and 

didn’t come. 
Mr. RALNKIN. We have a statement from a Mr. Hutchison of the supermarket 

that I referred to yesterday that you and your husband were in his super- 
market on November 13. Do you recall anything like that? 

Mrs. OSWALD. If the 12th was a Monday and the 13th a Tuesday, Lee was at 
work. He couldn’t have been there. 

1Ir. RAXRIS. In one of your statements that you have given the FBI and 
the Secret Service you indicated that this particular weekend your husband 
stayed in Dallas-that is the 15th through the 17th of November. Does that 

refresh your memory? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes-the 15th to the 17th he remained in Dallas. That is, 

he didn’t come that weekend. 
But on the 13th he was not in Irving. 
JIr. R~SKIS. That would be the weekend before the assassination, to refresh 

your memory again. 
Mrs. OSWALD. You see. this is why I was not surprised that he didn’t come- 

that he came, rather, he had not come on Friday and Saturday, and on Sunday 
I called him over the telephone and this is when he had a quarrel over the 
fictitious name. 

By the way, he didn’t come because I told him not to come. He had wanted 
to come, he had telephoned. 

Mr. RASKIN. What did you tell him about not coming? 
Mrs. OSWALD. That he shouldn’t come every week, that perhaps it is not con- 

venient for Ruth that the whole family be there, live there. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did he say anything about that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. He said, “As you wish. If you don’t want me to come, I won’t.” 
Mr. RANKIN. Were you quite angry with him about the use of the fictitious 

name ? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. And when he called me over the phone a second time I 

hung up and would not talk to him. 
Mr. RASKIN. Did you tell him why you were so angry? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, of course. 
Mr. RANIUR’. What did you say? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I said, “After all, when will all your foolishness come to an 

end? All of these comedies. First one thing then another. And now this 
fictitious name.” 

I didn’t understand why. After all. it was nothing terrible if people were 
to find out that he had been in Russia. 

Mr. RANKIN. What did he say when you said that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. That I didn’t understand anything. 
Mr. RANRIN. Do you remember an incident when he said you were a Caecho- 

slovakian rather than a Russian? 
>Irs. OSWALD. Yes. We lived on Elsbeth Street, and he had told the landlady 

that I was from Czechoslovakia. But I didn’t know about it, and when the 
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landlady asked me, I told her I was from Russia. I told Lee about it that 

evening, and he scolded me for having said that. 

Mr. R~KKIX. What did you say to him then? 

Mrs. OSWALD. That the landlady was very nice and she was very good to 

me and she was even pleased with the fact that I was from Russia. 

Mr. RANKIS. Did IOU object to your husband saying that you were from some 

country other than Russia? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Of course. 

Mr. RANKIN. What did you say to him about that? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I am not ashamed of the fact that I am from Russia. I can 

even be proud of the fact that I am Russian. And there is no need for me to 

hide it. Every person should De proud of his nationality and not be afraid or 

ashamed of it. 

Mr. RANKIN. What did he say in response to that? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Nothing. 

hlr. RANKIN. When he gave the fictitious name, did he use the name Hidell? 

Mrs. Osw91.1). Where? 

Mr. RAKKIN. When you called him that time. 

Mrs. Osw~~o. Where? 
Mr. RANKIN. On the weekend, when you called him, you said there was a 

fictitious name given. 

Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t know what name he had given. He said that he 

was under a fictitious name. but he didn’t tell me which. 

Mr. RASKIS. Hare you ever heard that he used the fictitious name Hidell? 

Mrs. OSWAI.D. Yes. 

Mr. RAN-KIN. When did you first learn that he used such a name? 

Mrs. OSWALD. In New Orleans. 

Mr. RANKIN. How did you learn that? 

Mrs. 0swar.n. When he was interviewed by some anti-Cubans, he used 

this name and spoke of an organization. I knew there was no such orga- 

nization. And I know that Hide11 is merely an altered Fidel, and I laughed 

at such foolishness. My imagination didn’t work that way. 

Mr. RASKIS. Did you say anything to him about it at that time? 

Mrs. OS~AI.D. I said that it wasn’t a nice thing to do and some day it would 

be discovered anyhow. 

Mr. RANKIIV. Now. the weekend of November 15th to 17th, which was the 

weekend before the assassination, do you know what your husband did or 

how he spent that weekend while he was in Dallas? 

Mrs. 0sw~r.n. So, I don’t. 

Mr. RAXKIN. Do you know whether he took the rifle before he went into 

Dallas, that trip, for that weekend? 

Mrs. 0swar.o. I don’t know. I think that he took the rifle on Thursday 

when he came the next time, but I didn’t see him take it. I assume that. 

I cannot know it. 

Mr. RASKIS. Except for the time in Sew Orleans that you described. and 

the time you called to Dallas to ask for your husband, do you know of any 

other time your husband was using an assumed name? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, no more. 

Mr. RAKKIS. Did you think he was using that assumed name in connec- 

tion with this Fair Play for Cuba activity or something else? 

Mrs. OSWALD. The name Hidell. which you pronounced Hidell, was in con- 

nection with his activity with the non-existing organization. 

Xr. RANKIN. Did you and your husband live under the name Hide11 in 

New Orleans? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 

Mr. RANKIN. You were never identified as the Hidells, as far as YOU 

knew, while you were there? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. No one knew that Lee was Hidell. 

Mr. RANKIN. How did you dis?orer it, then? 

Mrs. OS~AI.D. I already said that when I listened to the radio, they spoke 

of that name, and I asked him who, and he said that it was he. 

Mr. RANKIN. Was that after the arrest? 
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l\lrs. OSWALD. I don't renirmbrr when the interview took place, before 
the arrest or after. 

Mr. RANKIN. But it was in regard to some interview for radio trans- 
mission, and he had identified himself as Hidell, rather than Oswald, is 
that right.? 

Mrs. OSWALD. S-he represented himself as Oswald, but he said that 
the organization I\-hich he sul~l~os’rdly represents is headed by Hidell. 

Mr. RANKIN. He was using the name Hidell, then, to have a fictitious pres- 
ident or head of the organization n-hic*h really was he himself, is that right? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RAXKIS. You have told us about llis practicing with the rifle, the tele- 

scopic lens, on the back porch at Kew Orleans, and also his using the bolt 
action that you heard from time to time. 

Will you describe that a little more fully to us, as best you remember? 
Mrs. 0sn~1.n. I cannot describe that in greater detail. I can only say 

that Lee would sit there with the rifle and open and close the bolt and 
clean it. So, he didn’t clean it at that lime. 

Yes-twice he did clean it. 
Mr. RANKIN. And did he seem to be practicing with the telescopic lens, 

too, and sighting the gun on different objects? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t know. The rifle was always with this. I don’t know 

exactly how he practiced, because I was in the house, I was busy. I just knew 
that he sits there with his rifle. I was not interested in it. 

Mr. RANKIN. Was this during the light of the day or during the darkness? 
Mrs. OSWALD. During darkness. 
Mr. RATKIS. Was it so dark that neighbors could not see him on the 

porch there with the gun? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIR’. Sow, during the week of the as.casCnation. did your husband 

call you at all by telephone? 
Mrs. OSWALI). He telephoned me on Monday, after I had called him on 

Sunday, and he was not there. 
Or, rather, he was there, but he wasn’t called to the phone because he 

was known by another name. 
On Monday he called several times. but after I hung up on him and didn’t 

want to talk to him he did not call again. He then arrived on Thursday. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did he tell you he was coming Thursday? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you learn that he was using the assumed name of Lee as his 

last name? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I know it now, but I did not ever know it before. 
Mr. RANKIN. Thursday was the 21st. Do you recall that? 
Mrs. OSWUD. Yes. 
Mr. RANICIN. And the assassination was on the 22d. 
Mrs. OSWALD. This is very hard to forget. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did your husband give any reason for coming home on Thursday? 
Mrs. OSWALD. He said that he was lonely because he hadn’t come the pre- 

ceding weekend, and he wanted to make his peace with me. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you say anything to him then? 
Mrs. OSWALD. He tried to talk to me but I would not answer him, and he was 

very upset. 
Mr. RANKIN. Were you upset with him? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I was angry, of course. He was not angry-he was upset. I 

was angry. He tried very hard to please me. He spent quite a bit of time 
putting away diapers and played with the children on the street. 

Mr. RANKIN. How did you indicate to him that you were angry with him? 
Mrs. OSWALD. By not talking to him. 
Mr. RANKIN. And how did he show that he was upset? 
Mrs. OSWALD. He was upset over the fact that I would not answer him. He 

tried to start a conversation with me several times, but I would not answer. 
And he said that he didn’t want me to be angry at him because this upsets him. 

On that day, he suggested that we rent an apartment in Dallas. He said that 
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he was tired of living alone and perhaps the reason for my being so angry was 

the fact that we were not living together. That if I want to he would rent an 

apartment in Dallas tomorrow-that he didn’t want me to remain with Ruth 

any longer, but wanted me to live with him in Dallas. 

He repeated this not once but several times, but I refused. And he said that 

nnre again I was preferring my friends to him, and that I didn’t need him. 

Mr. RANKIN. What did you say to that? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I said it would be better if I remained with Ruth until the 

holidays, he would come, and we would all meet together. That this was better 

hecause while he was living alone and I stayed with Ruth, we were spending 

less money. And I told him to buy me a washing machine, because two children 

it became too difficult to wash by hand. 

Mr. RANKIN. What did he say to that? 

Mrs. OSWALD. He said he would buy me a washing machine. 

Mr. RANKIN. What did you say to that? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Thank you. That it would be better if he bought something 

for himself-that I would manage. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did this seem to make him more upset, when you suggested that 

he wait about getting an apartment for you to live in? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. He then stopped talking and sat down and watched tele- 

vision and then went to bed. I went to bed later. It was about 9 o’clock when he 

went to sleep. I went to sleep about 11:30. But it seemed to me that he was 

not really asleep. But I didn’t talk to him. 

In the morning he got up, said goodbye, and left, and that I shouldn’t get up- 

as always, I did not get up to prepare breakfast. This was quite usual. 

And then after I fed Rachel, I took a look to see whether Lee was here, but 

he had already gone. This was already after the police had come. Ruth told 

me that in the evening she had worked in the garage and she knows that she 

had put out the light but that the light was on later-that the light was on in 

the morning. And she guessed that Lee was in the garage. 

But I didn’t see it. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did she tell you when she thought your husband had been in the 

garage, what time of the day? 

Mrs. OSWALD. She thought that it was during the evening, because the light 

remained on until morning. 

Mr. RANKIN. Why did you stay awake until 11:30? Were you still angry 

with him? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, not for that reason, but because I had to wash dishes and 

be otherwise busy with the household-take a bath. 

Mr. RANKIN. This is a good place for a recess, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIBMA~. All right. We can take a recess now. 

We will recess now for 10 minutes. 

(Brief recess. ) 

The CHAIBMAN. The Commission will be in order. 

Mr. Rankin? 

Mr. RANKIN. Mrs. Oswald, why did the use of this false name by your husband 

make you so angry? Would you explain that a little bit? 

Mrs. OSWALD. It would be unpleasant and incomprehensible to any wife if her 

husband used a fictitious name. And then, of course, I thought that if he would 

see that I don’t like it and that I explained to him that this is not the smart 

thing to do, that he would stop doing it. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you feel that you were becoming more impatient with all of 

these things that your husband was doing, the Fair Play for Cuba and the 

Walker incident, and then this fictitious name business? 

Mrs. OSWILLD. Yes, of course. I was tired of it. 

Every day I was waiting for some kind of a new surprise. I couldn’t wait to 

End out what else would he think of. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you discuss that with your husband at all? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, of course. 

Mr. RANKIN. What did you say about that? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I said that no one needed anything like that, that for no 
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reason at all he was thinking that he was not like other people, that he was 

more important. 
Mr. RANKIN. And what did he say? 

Mrs. OSWALD. He would seem to agree, but then would continue again in two 

or three days. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you sense that he was not intending to carry out his 

agreement with you to not have another Walker incident or anything like that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I generally didn’t think that Lee would repeat anything like 

that. Generally, I knew that the rifle was very tempting for him. But I didn’t 

believe that he would repeat it. lt was hard to belie\-e. 

Mr. RANKIN. I wasn’t clear about when Mrs. Paine thought that your husband 

might have been in the garage and had the light on. Can you give us any help 

on the time of day that she had in mind? 

Mrs. OSWALD. In the morning she thought about it. But she didn’t attach 

any significance to it at that time. It was only after the police had come 

that this became more significant for her. 

Mr. RANKIN. So she thought it was in the morning after he got up from his 

night’s rest that he might have gone to the garage, turned on the light? 

Mrs. OSWALD. In my opinion, she thought that it was at night, or during the 

evening that he had been in the garage and turned on the light. At least that 

is what she said to me. I don’t know. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did she indicate whether she thought it was before he went to 

bed at 9 o’clock? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t know. At first it seems it wasn’t nine, it was perhaps 

ten o’clock when Lee went to bed. And first, Ruth went to her room and then 

Lee went. He was there after her. 

Mr. RANKIN. So he might have been in the garage sometime between 9 and 

lo? Was that what you thought? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. But I think that he might have even been there in the 

morning and turned on the light. 

Mr. RANKIN. On this evening when you were-angry with him, had he come 

home with the young Mr. Frazier that day? 

Mrs. OswAno. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. When was the last time that you had noticed the rifle before 

that day? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I said that I saw-for the first and last time I saw the rifle 

about a week after I had come to Xrs. Paine. 

But, as I said, the rifle was wrapped in a blanket, and I was sure when the 

police had come that the ride was still in the blanket, because it was all rolled 

together. And, therefore, when they took the blanket and the rifle was not 

in it, I was very much surprised. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you ever see the rifle in a paper cover? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 

Mr. RANKIN. Could you describe for the Commission the place in the garage 

where the rifle was located? 

Mrs. OSWIPLD. When you enter the garage from the street it was in the 

front part, the left. 

Mr. RANKIN. By the left you mean left of the door? 

Mrs. OSWALD. It is an overhead door and the rifle was to the left, on the 

floor. 

It was always in the same place. 

Mr. RANKIN. Was there anything else close to the rifle that you recall? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Next to it there were some-next to the rifle there were some 

suitcases and Ruth had some paper barrels in the garage where the kids used 

to play. 

Mr. RANKIN. The way the rifle was wrapped with a blanket, could you 

tell whether or not the rifle had been removed and the blanket just left there 

at any time? 

Mrs. OSWALD. It always had the appearance of having something inside of 

it. But I only looked at it really once, and I was always sure the rifle was 

in it. Therefore, it is very hard to determine when the rifle was taken. I only 
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assumed that it was on Thursday, because Lee had arrived so unexpectedly 
for some reason. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you believe that the reason for his coming out to see you 
Thursday was to make up? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I think there were two reasons. One was to make up with 
me, and the other to take the rifle. This is-this, of course, is not irreconcilable. 

Mr. RANKIN. But you think he came to take the rifle because of what you 
learned since. Is that it? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, of course. 
Mr. RANKIN. Before this incident about the fictitious name, were you and 

your husband getting along quite well? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did he seem to like his job at the depository? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, because it was not dirty work. 
Mr. RANKIN. Had he talked about getting any other job? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. When he went to answer some ads, he preferred to get 

some work connected with photography rather than this work. He liked this 
work relatively speaking-he liked it. But, of course, he wanted to get some- 
thing better. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you like the photographic work? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. It was interesting for him. When he would see his work 

in the newspaper he would always point it out. 
Mr. RANKIN. He had a reference in his notebook to the word “Iviicrodot”. 

Do you know what he meant by that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. How did your husband get along with Mrs. Paine? 
Mrs. OSWALD. He was polite to her, as an acquaintance would be, but he 

didn’t like her. He told me that he detested her-a tall and stupid woman. 
She is, of course, not too smart, but most people aren’t. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did he ever say anything to indicate he thought Mrs. Paine was 
coming between him and you? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did Mrs. Paine say anything about your husband? 
Mrs. OSWALD. She didn’t say anything bad. I don’t know what she thought. 

But she didn’t say anything bad. 
Perhaps she didn’t like something about him, but she didn’t tell me. She 

didn’t want to hurt me by saying anything. 
Mr. RANKIN. I have understood from your testimony that you did not really 

care to go to Russia but your husband was the one that was urging that, and 
that is why you requested the visa, is that correct? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. And later he talked about not only you and your child going, 

but also his going with you, is that right? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you know what caused him to make that change? 
Mrs. OSWALD. At one time-1 don’t remember whether he was working at that 

time or not-he was very sad and upset. He was sitting and writing something 
in his notebook. I asked him what he was writing and he said, “It would be 
better if I go with you.” 

Then he went into the kitchen and he sat there in the dark, and when I came 
in I saw that he was crying. I didn’t know why. But, of course, when a man 
is crying it is not a very pleasant thing, and I didn’t start to question him about 
why. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did he say to you that he didn’t want you to leave him alone? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Mr. RAKKIN. Did you at that time say anything to him about your all staying 
in this country and getting along together? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I told him, of course, that it would be better for us to stay here. 
But if it was very difficult for him and if he was always worried about tomor- 
row, then perhaps it would be better if we went. 

Mr. R?ANKIN. On the evening of the 21st, was anything said about curtain 
rods or his taking curtain rods to town the following day? 
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Mrs. OSWALD. Ko, I didn’t have any. 
Mr. RANKIN. He didn’t say anything like that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you discuss the weekend that was roming up? 
Mrs. OSWALD. He said that he probably would not come on Friday, and he 

didn’t come-he was in jail. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did the quarrel that you had at that time seem to czanse him to 

be more disturbed than usual? 
hIi’S. OSWALD. NO, not particularly. At least he didn’t talk about that quarrel 

when he came. Usually he would remember about what happened. This tinle 
he didn’t blame me for anything, didn’t ask me any questions, just wanted to 
make up. 

Mr. RANKIN. I understood that when you didn’t make up he was quite dis- 
turbed and you were still angry, is that right? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I wasn’t really very angry. I, of course, wanted to make up with 
him. But I gave the appearaxe of being very angry. I was smiling inside, 
but I had a serious expression on my face. 

Mr. RANKIN. And as a result of that, did he seem to be more disturbed than 
usual? 

Mrs. OSWALD. As always, as usual. Perhaps a little more. At least when 
he went to bed he was very upset. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you think that had anything to do with the assassination the 
next day? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Perhaps he was thinking about all of that. I don’t think that 
he was asleep. Because, in the morning when the alarm clock went off he hadn’t 
woken up as usual before the alarm went off, and I thought that he probably had 

fallen asleep very late. At least then I didn’t think about it. Sow I think so. 
Mr. RANKIN. When he said he would not be home that Friday evening, did 

you ask him why? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RASKIN. What did he say? 
Mrs. OSWALD. He said that since he was home on Thursday, that it wouldn’t 

make any sense to come again on Friday, that he would come for the weekend. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did that cause you to think that he had any special plans to do 

anything? 
Mrs. OSWALD. pu’o. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you usually keep a wallet nith money in it at the Paines? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, in my room at Ruth Paine’s there was a black wallet in a 

wardrobe. Whenever Lee would come he would put money in there, hut I never 
counted it. 

Mr. RAKKIX. On the evening of Sovember 21st, do you know how much was 
in the wallet? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. One detail that I remember was that he had asked me 
whether I had bought some shoes for myself, and I said no, that I hadn’t had 
any time. He asked me whether June needrd anything and told me to buy 
everything that I needed for myself ard for June-and for the children. 

This was rather unusual for him, that he would mention that first. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did he take the money from the wallet from time to time? 
Mrs. OSWALD. So, he generally kept the amount that he needed and put the 

rest in the wallet. 
I know that the money that was found there, that you think this was not 

Lee’s money. But I know for sure that this was money that he had earned. 
He had some money left after his trip to Mexico. Then we received an unem- 
ployment compensation check for $33. And then Lee paid only $7 or $8 for his 
room. And I know how he eats, very little. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you know what his ordinary lunch was? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Peanut butter sandwich. cheese sandwich, some lettuce, and 

he would buy himself a hamburger, something else, a rake. 
Mr. RANKIN. And what about his evening meal? Do you know what he ate 

in the evening meal? 
Mrs. Oswald. Usually meat, vegetables, fruit, dessert. 
Mr. RAXKIX. \Vhere would he have that? 
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Mrs. OSWALD. He loved bananas. They were inexpensive. 
The place where he rented a room, he could not cook there. He said that 

there was some sort of a cafe across the street and that he ate there. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did he ever tell you what he paid for his evening meal? 
Mrs. OSWALD. About a dollar, $1.30. 
Mr. RANKIN. What about his breakfast? Do you know what he had for break- 

fast ordinarily? 
Mrs. OSWALD. He never had breakfast. He just drank coffee and that is all. 
Not because he was trying to economize. Simply he never liked to eat. 
Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Reporter, will you note the presence of Mr. Ruben Efron 

in the hearing room. He also knows Russian. 
On November 21, the day before the assassination that you were describing, 

was there any discussion between you and your husband about President 
Kennedy’s trip or proposed trip to Texas, Dallas and the Fort Worth area? 

Mrs. OBWALD. I asked Lee whether he knew where the President would speak, 
and told him that I would very much like to hear him and to see him. I asked 
him how this could be done. 

But he said he didn’t know how to do that, and didn’t enlarge any further 
on that subject. 

Mr. RANKIN. Had there ever been- 
Mrs. OSWALD. This was also somewhat unusual-his lack of desire to talk 

about that subject any further. 
Mr. RANKIN. Can you explain that to us? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I think about it more now. 
At that time, I didn’t pay any attention. 
Mr. RANKIN. How did you think it was unusual? Could you explain that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. The fact that he didn’t talk a lot about it. He merely gave 

me-said something as an answer, and did not have any further comments. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you mean by that usually he would discuss a matter of that 

kind and show considerable interest? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, of course, he would have told who would be there and 

where this would take place. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you say anything about his showing a lack of interest at 
that time? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I merely shrugged my shoulders. 
Mr. RANKIN. Now, prior to that time, had there been any discussion between 

you concerning the proposed trip of President Kennedy to Texas? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. While you were in New Orleans, was there any discussion or 

reference to President Kennedy’s proposed trip to Texas? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did your husband make any comments about President Ken- 

nedy on that evening, of the 21st? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. Had your husband at any time that you can recall said any- 

thing against President Kennedy? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t remember any--ever having said that. I don’t know. 

He never told me that. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did he ever say anything good about President Kennedy? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Usually he would translate magazine articles. They were 

generally good. And he did not say that this contradicted his opinion. I just 
remembered that he talked about Kennedy’s father, who made his fortune by a 
not very-in a not very good manner. Disposing of such funds, of course, it 
was easier for his sons to obtain an education and to obtain a government posi- 
tion, and it was easier to make a name for themselves. 

Mr. RANKIN. What did he say about President Kennedy’s father making his 
fortune? 

Mrs. OSWALD. He said that he had speculated in wine. I don’t know to what 
extent that is true. 

Mr. RANKIN. When he read these articles to you, did he comment favorably 
upon President Kennedy? 
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Mrs. OSWALD. I have already said that he would translate articles which 
were good, but he would not comment on them. 

Mr. RANHIN. Can you recall- 
Mrs. OSWALD. Excuse me. At least when I found out that Lee had shot at 

the President, for me this was surprising. And I didn’t believe it. I didn’t 
believe for a long time that Lee had done that. That he had wanted to kill 
Kennedy-because perhaps Walker was there again, perhaps he wanted to kill 
him. 

Mr. RANKIN. Why did you not believe this? 
Mrs. OSWAI.D. Because I had never heard anything bad about Kennedy from 

Lee. ,4nd he never had anything against him. 
Nr. RAZ~KIN. But you also say that he never said anything about him. 
Mrs. OSWALD. He read articles which were favorable. 
Mr. RANKIK. Did he say he approved of those articles? 
Mrs. Osn-OLD. So, he didn’t say anything. Perhaps he did reach his own 

conclusions reading these articles, but he didn’t tell me about them. 
Mr. RANKIN. So apparently he didn’t indicate any approval or disapproval as 

far as he was concerned, of President Kennedy? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, that is correct. The President is the President. In my 

opinion, he never wanted to overthrow him. At least he never showed me that. 
He never indicated that he didn’t want that President. 

Mr. RANKIY. Did you observe that his acts on Sovember 21st the evening 
before the assassination, were anything like they were the evening before the 
Walker incident? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Absolutely nothing in common. 
Mr. RANKIX. Did he say anything at all that would indicate he was contem- 

plating the assassination? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did he discuss the television programs he saw that evening with 

you? 
Mrs. OSWALD. He was looking at TV by himself. I was busy in the kitchen. 

At one time when we were-when I was together with him they showed some 
sort of war films, from World War II. And he watched them with interest. 

Mr. RLNKIN. Do you recall films that he saw called “Suddenly,” and “We 
were Strangers” that involved assassinations? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t remember the names of these films. If you would re- 
mind me of the contents, perhaps I would know. 

Mr. RANKIN. Well, “Suddenly,” was about the assassination of a president, 
and the other was about the assassination of a Cuban dictator. 

Mrs. OSWAI,D. Yes, Lee saw those films. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did he tell you that he had seen them? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I was with him when he watched them. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall about when this was with reference to the date 
of the assassination? 

Mrs. OSWALD. It seems that this was before Rachel’s birth. 
Mr. RANKIN. Weeks or months? Can you recall that? 
Mrs. 0swar.o. Several days. Some five days. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you discuss the films after you had seen them with your 

husband? 
Mrs. OSWALD. One film about the assassination of the president in Cuba, 

which I had seen together with him, he said that this was a fictitious situation, 
but that the content of the film was similar to the actual situation which existed 
in Cuba, meaning the revolution in Cuba. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did either of you comment on either film being like the attempt 
on Walker’s life? 

Mrs. 0swar.n. No. I didn’t watch the other film. 
Mr. RANKIN. Was anything said by your husband about how easy an assas- 

sination could be committed like that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. I only know that he watched the film with interest, but I 

didn’t like it. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall anything else he said about either of these films? 
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Mrs. OSWALD. Sothing else. He didn’t tell me anything else. He talked to 

Ruth a few words. Perhaps she knows more. 

Mr. RSKKIN. By Ruth, you mean Mrs. Paine? 

Mrs. OG~ALD. They spoke in English. 

Yes. 
Mr. RAKICIR’. And did Mrs. Paine tell you what he said to her at that time? 

Jlrs. OGWALD. No. 

Mr. RAXKIS. Do you recall your husband saying at any time after he saw 

the film about the Cuban assassination that this was the old-fashioned way of 

assassination? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 

Mr. RAIVKIN. Do you recall anything being said by your husband at any time 

about Governor Connally? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Well, while we were still in Russia, and Connally at that time 

was Secretary of the Navy, Lee wrote him a letter in which he asked Connally 

to help him obtain a good character reference because at the end of his Army 

service he had a good characteristic-honorable dischargebut that it had been 

changed after it became known he had gone to Russia. 

Mr. RANKIN. Had it been changed to undesirable discharge, as you under- 

stand it? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. Then we received a letter from Connally in which he said 

that he had turned the matter over to the responsible authorities. That was 

all in Russia. 

But here it seems he had written again to that organization with a request to 

review. But he said from time to time that these are bureaucrats, and he was 

dissatisfied. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you know when he wrote again? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 

Mr. RANKIN. Was that letter written from New Orleans? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t know. I only know about the fact, but when and how, 

I don’t know. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did your husband say anything to you to indicate he had a dis- 

like for Governor Connally? 

Mrs. OSWALD, Here he didn’t say anything. 

But while we were in Russia he spoke well of him. It seems to me that Coh- 

nally was running for Governor and Lee said that when he would return to the 

United States he would vote for him. 

Mr. RANKIN. That is all that you remember that he said about Governor 

Connally then? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. With regard to the Walker incident, you said that your husband 

seemed disturbed for several weeks. Did you notice anything of that kind 

with regard to the day prior to the assassination? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 

Mr. RANKIN. On November 22, the day of the assassination, you said your 

husband got up and got his breakfast. Did you get up at all before he left? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. I woke up before hi,m, and I then went to the kitchen 

to see whether he had had breakfast or not-whether he had already left for 

work. But the coffee pot was cold and Lee was not there. 

And when I met Ruth that morning, I asked her whether Lee had had coffee 

or not, and she said probably, perhaps he had made himself some instant 

coffee. 

But probably he hadn’t had any breakfast that morning. 

Mr. RANKIN. Then did he say anything to you that morning at all, or did 

he get up and go without speaking to you? 

Mrs. OSWALD. He told me to take as much money as I needed and to buy 

everything, and said goodbye, and that is all. 

After the police had already come, I noticed that Lee had left his wedding ring. 

Mr. RANKIN. You didn’t observe that that morning when your husband had 

left, did you? 

Mrs. O~WALII. No. 
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~lr. RASKIN. Do you know approximately \\-hat time your husband left that 

morning? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I have written it there, but I have now forgotten whether 

lt waS Seven or eight. But a quarter to eight---I don’t know. I hare now 

forgotten. 

Mr. RASKIS. What time was he due for work? 

hfrs. Oswa~u. He was due at work at 8 or S30. At 7:l.T he was already 

gone. 

Mr. RASKIN. Do you know whether he rode with Wesley Frazier that 

morning? 

Jlrs. OS~ALI). I don’t know. I didn’t hear him leave. 

hlr. RANKIN. Did you ever see a paper bn:: or cover for the rifle at the f’aine’s 

residence or garage? 

Mrs. Oswun. So. 

Jlr. RANKIN. Did you ever see a bag at any time? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 

Mr. RANKIX. Where did your husband have his lunch? Did he take a sand- 

wich to the depository, or did he go home to his rooming house for lunch? 

Do you know? 

Mrs. 0sw~1.n. He usually took sandwiches to lunch. But I don’t know 

whether he would go home or not. 

Mr. RAXKIX. Had your husband ever left his wedding ring at home that 

way before? 

Mrs. OSWALD. At one time while he was still at Fort Worth, it was incon- 

venient for him to work with his wedding rin, (7 on and he would remove it, 

but at work-he would not leave it at home. His wedding ring was rather 

wide, and it bothered him. 

I don’t know now. He would take it off at work. 

Mr. RANKIN. Then this is the first time during your married life that he 

had ever left it at home where you live? 

hlrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do sou know whether ~CJW husband carried any package with 

him when he left the house on Sorember 22nd? 

Mrs. Oswa~o. 1 think that he had a package with his lunch. But a small 

package. 

Mr. RANKIS. Do you know whether he had any package like a rifle in some 

container? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 

Mr. RAR’~CIN. What did you do the rest of the morning, after you got up on 

November 22d? 

Mrs. OSw.4r.u. When I got up the television set was on, and 1 knew that 

Kennedy was coming. Ruth had gone to the doctor with her children and 

she left the television set on for me. And I watched television all morning, 

even without having dressed. She was running around in her pajamas and 

watching television with me. 

Mr. RANKIN. Before the assassination, did you ever See your husband exam- 

ining the route of the parade as it was published in the paper? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 

Jlr. RANKIN. Did you ever see him looking at a map of Dallas like he did 

in connection with the Walker shooting? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 

Mr. RANKIN. How did you learn of the shooting of l’resident Kennedy? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I was watching television, and Ruth by that time was already 

with me, and she said someone had shot at the President. 

Mr. RANKIN. What did you say? 

Mrs. OSWALD. It was hard for me to say anything. We both turned pale. 

I went to my room and cried. 
Mr. RANRIN. Did you think immediately that your husband might have been 

involved? 

Mrs. OEWALD. No. 
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Mr. RANKIN. Did Mrs. Paine say anything about the possibility of your hus- 

band being involved? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Ko, but she only said that “By the way, they fired from the 

building in which Lee is working.” 

My heart dropped. I then went to the garage to see whether the rifle 

was there, and I saw that the blanket was still there, and I said, “Thank 

God.” I thought, “Can there really be such a stupid man in the world that 

could do something likie that?’ But I was already rather upset at that time 

I don’t know why. Perhaps my intuition. 

I didn’t know what I was doing. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you look in the blanket to see if the rifle was there? 

Mrs. Oswa~o. I didn’t unroll the blanket. It was in its usual position, and 

it appeared to have something inside. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you at any time open the blanket to see if the rifle was 

there? 

Mrs. OSWALE No, only once. 

Mr. RAEKIN. You have told us about that. 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Mr. RAKKIN. And what about Mrs. Paine ? Did she look in the blanket to 

see if the rifle was there? 

Mrs. OSWALD. She didn’t know about the rifle. 

Perhaps she did know. But she never told me about it. 

I don’t know. 

Mr. RANKIN. When did you learn that the rifle was not in the blanket? 

Mrs. OSWALD. When the police arrived and asked whether my husband had a 

rifle, and I said “Yes.” 

Mr. RANKIN. Then what happened? 

Mrs. OSWALD. They began to search the apartment. When they came to the 

garage and took the blanket, I thought, “Well, now, they will find it.” 

They opened the blanket but there was no rifle there. 

Then, of course, I already knew that it was Lee. Because, before that, while 

I thought that the rifle was at home, I did not think that Lee had done that. 

I thought the police had simply come because he was always under suspicion. 

Mr. RANKIN. What do you mean by that-he was always under suspicion? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Well, the FBI would visit US. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did they indicate what they suspected him of? 

Mrs. OSWAL.L They didn’t tell me anything. 

Mr. RANKIN. What did you say to the police when they came? 

Mrs. OSWALJL I don’t remember now. I was so upset that I don’t remember 

what I said. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you tell them about your husband leaving his wedding ring 

that morning? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, because I didn’t know it. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you tell them that you had looked for the gun you thought 

was in the blanket? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, it seems to me I didn’t say that. They didn’t ask me. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you watch the police open the blanket to see if the rifle was 

there? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did Mrs. Paine also watch them? 

Mrs. OSWALD. It seems to me, as far as I remember. 

Mr. RANKIN. When the police came, did Mrs. Paine act as an interpreter for 

you? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. She told me about what they had said. But I was not 

being questioned so that she would interpret. She told me herself. She very 

much loved to talk and she welcomed the occasion. 

Mr. RANKIN. You mean by that that she answered questions of the police and 

then told you what she had said? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
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Mr. RANKIN. And what did she tell you that she had said to the police? 
Mrs. OSWALD. She talked to them in the usual manner, in English, when they 

were addressing her. 
But when they addressed me, she was interpreting. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall the exact time of the day that you discovered the 

wedding ring there at the house? 
Mrs. OSWALD. About 2 o’clock, I think. I don’t remember. Then everything 

got mixed up, all time. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did the police spend considerable time there? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you remember the names of any of the officers? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, I don’t. 

Mr. RAXKIN. How did they treat you? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Rather gruff, not very polite. They kept on following me. 

I wanted to change clothes because I was dressed in a manner fitting to the 
house. And they would not even let me go into the dressing room to change. 

Mr. RANKIN. What did you say about that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Well, what could I tell them? 

I asked them, but they didn’t want to. They were rather rough. They kept 
on saying, hurry up. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did they want you to go with them? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you leave the house with them right soon after they came? 
Mrs. OSWALD. About an hour, I think. 

LMr. RANKIN. And what were they doing during that hour? 
hIrs. OSWALD. They searched the entire house. 
Mr. RANKIX. Did they take anything with them? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes+verything, even some tapes-Ruth’s tapes from a tape 

recorder, her things. I don’t know what. 

hIr. RANKIN. Did they take many of your belongings? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I didn’t watch at that time. After all, it is not my business. If 

they need it, let them take it. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did they give you an inventory of what they took? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. You have never received an inventory? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you now know what they took? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. I know that I am missing my documents, that I am miss- 

ing Lee’s documents, Lee’s wedding ring. 
Mr. RANKIN. What about clothing? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Robert had some of Lee’s clothing. I don’t know what was 
left of Lee’s things, hut I hope they will return it. No one needs it. 

Mr. RAXKIX. What documents do you refer to that you are missing? 

Mrs. OSWALD. My foreign passport, my immigration card, my birth certificate, 
my wedding certificate-marriage certificate, June’s and Rachel’s birth cer- 
tificates. Then various letters, my letters from friends. Perhaps something that 
has some bearing-photographs, whatever has some reference-whatever refers 
to the business at hand, let it remain. 

Then my diploma. I don’t remember everything now. 

Mr. RANKIN. What documents of your husband’s do you recall that they took? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I didn’t see what they took. At least at the present time I 

have none of Lee’s documents. 
Mr. RANKIN. The documents of his that you refer to that you don’t have are 

similar to your own that you described? 
Mrs. Oswa~o. Yes. He also had a passport, several work books, labor cards. 

I don’t know what men herr-what sort of documents men here carry. 
Mr. RAXKIX. Mr. Chairman, it is now 12: 30. 
The CHAIR~~~N. I think we will recess now for lunch. 
(Whereupon, at 12: 30 p.m., the Commission recessed.1 
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Afternoon Session 

TESTIMONY OF MRS. LEE HARVEY OSWALD RESUMED 

The President’s Commission reconvened at 2 p.m. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Commission will be in order. Mr. Rankin, you may 

continue. 
Mr. R.ANKIN. Mrs. Oswald, we will hand you Exhibit 19, which purports to 

be an envelope from the Soviet Embassy at Washington, dated Piovember 4, 
1963, and ask you if you recall seeing the original or a copy of that. 

Mrs. OSWALD. I had not seen this envelope before, but Lee had told ine that 
a letter had been received in my name from the Soviet Embassy with congratu- 
lations on the October Revolution--on the date of the October Revolution. 

Mr. RANKIN. And you think that that came in that Exhibit 19, do you? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, because the date coincides, and I didn’t get any other 

letters. 
Mr. FLANKIN. We offer in evidence Exhibit 19. 
The CHAIRMAN. It may be in the record and given the next number. 
(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 19, and 

received in evidence.) 
Mr. RANKIN. In some newspaper accounts your mother-in-law has intimated 

that your husband might have been an agent for some government, and that 
she might hav+-did have information in that regard. 

Do you know anything about that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. The first time that I hear anything about this. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you ever know- 
Mrs. OSWALD. That is all untrue, of course. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you ever know that yo’ur husband was at any time an 

agent of the Soviet Union? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you ever know that your husband was an agent of the 

Cuban government at any time? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you ever know that your husband was an agent of any 

agency of the United States Government? 
Mrs. OEWALD. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you ever know that your husband was an agent of any 

government? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you have any idea of the motive which induced your husband 
to kill the President? 

Mrs. OSWALD. From everything that I know about my husband, and of the 
events that transpired, I can conclude that he wanted in any way, whether 
good or bad, to do something that would make him outstanding, that he wduld 
be known in history. 

Mr. RANKIN. And is it then your belief that he assassinated the President, 
for this purpose? 

Mrs. OSWALD. That is my opinion. I don’t know how true that is. 
Mr. RANKIN. And what about his shooting at General Walker? Do you 

think he had the same motive or purpose in doing that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I think that, yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. After the assassination, were you coerced or abused in any 

way by the police or anyone else in connection with the inquiry about the 
assassination? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you see or speak to your husband on November 22d, follow- 

ing his arrest? 
Mrs. OSWALD. On the 22d I did not see him. 
On the 23d I met with him. 
Mr. RANKIN. And when you met with him on the 23d, was it at your request 

or his? 
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Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t know whether he requested it, but I know that I 
wanted to see him. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you request the right to see your husband on the 22d, 
after his arrest? 

Mrs. OswaLn. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. And what answer were you given at that time? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I was not permitted to. 
hlr. RANKIN. Who gave you that answer? 
Urs. OSWALD. I don’t know. The police. 
Mr. RANKIS. You don’t know what officer of the police? 
317-s. OSWALD. 30. 
l\lr. RANKIS. Where did you spend the evening on the night of the assassina- 

tion? 
JIrS. OSWALD. On the day of the assassination, on the 2Ld, after returning 

from questioning 1)~ the police. I spent the night with Jlrs. Paine, together with 
Lee’s mother. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you receive any threats from anyone at this time? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did any law enforcement agency offer you protection at that 

time? 
Mrs. OSWALD. So. 
hlr. RANKIS. When you saw your husband on November 23d, the day after 

the assassination, did sou have a conversation with him? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. And where did this occur? 
Mrs. OSWALD. In the police department. 
Mr. RANKIN. Were just the two of you together at that time? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, the mo.ther was there together with me. 
hir. RANKZN. At that time what did you say to him and what did he say to you? 
Mrs. OSWALD. You probably know better than I do what I told him. 
Mr. RANKIN. Well, I need your best recollection, if you can give it to us, 

Mrs. Oswald. 
hfrs. OSWALD. Of course he tried to console me that I should not worry, that 

everything would turn out well. He asked about how the children were. He 
spoke of some friends who supposedly would help him. I don’t know who 
he had in mind. That he had written to someone in New York before that. 
I was so upset that of course I didn’t understand anything of that. It was 
simply talk. 

hlr. RANKIN. Did you say anything to him then? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I told him that the police had been there and that a search 

had been conducted, that they had asked me whether vve had a rifle, and I had 
answered yes. 

And he said that if there would be a trial, and that if I am questioned it 
would be my right to answer or to refuse to answer. 

Mr. GOPADZE. She asked me if she talked about that thing, the first evening 
when I talked to her with the FBI agents, she asked me if she didn’t have to 
tell me if she didn’t want to. And warning her of her constitutional rights, 
telling her she didn’t have to tell me anything she didn’t want tc+at that 
time, she told me she knew about that, that she didn’t have to tell me if she 
didn’t want to. 

hlrs. OSWALD. And he then asked me, “\Vho told you you had that right?” 
.4nd then I understood that he knew about it. 

hlr. GOPADZE. At that time I did not know. 
hfrs. OSWALD. I thought you had been told about it because the conversation 

had certainly been written down. I am sure that while I was talking to Lee- 
after all, this was not some sort of a trial of a theft, but a rather important 
matter, and I am sure that everything was recorded. 

Mr. RANKIN. Let me see if I can clarify what you were saying, 
As I understand it, Jlr. Gopsdze had talked to yen with the FBI agents after 

the assassination, and they had cautioned you that you didn’t have to talk, in 
arcordnnce lvith your constitutional rights. is that correct? 

Mrs. GSW-4LD. Yes, that is right. 
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Mr. RANKIN. And you told Mr. Gopadze you already knew that? 
Mrs. OEWALD. I don’t remember what I told him. 
Mr. GOPADZE. Mrs. Oswald, on her own accord, asked me, or told me that 

she didn’t have to tell us anything she didn’t want to. 
I said, “That is right.” 
Mrs. OSWALD. I disliked him immediately, because he introduced himself as 

being from the FBI. I was at that time very angry at the FBI because I thought 
perhaps Lee is not guilty. and they have merely tricked him. 

Mr. GOPADZE. Mr. Rankin. may I, for the benefit of the Commission-I would 
like to mention that I didn’t represent myself as being an FBI agent. I just 
said that I was a government agent. with the FBI. And I introduced both 
agents to Mrs. Oswald. 

Mr. RANKIN. And, Mrs. Oswald, you thought he was connected with the FBI 
in some way, did you? 

Mrs. OSWALD. He had come with them, and I decided he must have been. 
Mr. RANKIR’. And your ill feeling towards the FBI was- 
Mrs. OSWALD. He did not tell me that he was with the FBI, but he was with 

them. 
Mr. RANKIN. Your ill feeling towards the FBI was due to the fact that you 

thought they were trying to obtain evidence to show your husband was guilty 
in regard to the assassination? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. But you have said since the assassination that you didn’t 

want to believe it, but you had to believe that your husband had killed President 
Kennedy, is that right? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. There were some facts, but not too many, and I didn’t 
know too much about it at that time yet. After all, there are in life some 
accidental concurrences of circumstances. And it is very difficult to believe 
in that. 

Mr. RANKIN. But from what you have learned since that time, you arrived 
at this conclusion, did you, that your husband had killed the President? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. Unfortunately, yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. And you related those facts that you learned to what you already 

knew about your life with him and what you knew he had done and appeared 
to be doing in order to come to that conclusion? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. When you saw your husband on November 23d, at the police 

station, did you ask him if he had killed President Kennedy? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you ask him at that time if he had killed Officer Tippit? 
hIrs. OSWALD. No. I said, “I don’t believe that you did that, and everything 

will turn out well.” 

After all, I couldn’t accuse him-after all, he was my husband. 
Mr. RANKIN. And what did he say to that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. He said that I should not worry, that everything would turn 

out well. But I could see by his eyes that he was guilty. Rather, he tried to 
appear to be brave. However, by his eyes I could tell that he was afraid. 

This was just a feeling. It is hard to describe. 
hlr. RANKIX. Would you help us a little bit by telling us what you saw in 

his eyes that caused you to think that? 
hIrs. OSWALD. He said goodbye to me with his eyes. I knew that. He said 

that everything would turn out well, but he did not believe it himself. 
Mr. RANKIN. How could you tell that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I saw it in his eyes. 
Mr. RANKIX. Did your husband ever at any time say to you that he was 

responsible or had anything to do with the killing of President Kennedy? 
Mrs. OSWALD. After Kennedy-I only saw him once, and he didn’t tell me 

anything, and I didn’t see him again. 
Mr. RANKIN. And did he at any time tell you that he had anything to do 

with the shooting of Officer Tippit? 
Mrs. OSWALD. So. 
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Mr. RAKKIN. Did you ever ask your husband why he ran away or tried to 
escape after the assassination? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I didn’t ask him about that. 
Mr. RASKIS. On either Sovember 22d, or Saturday, November 23d, did any- 

one contact you and advise you that your husband was going to be shot? 
Mrs. OSWALD. R’o. 
Mr. RASKIS. Where did you spend the evening of November 23d? 
Mrs. OS~ALI). After seeing Lee, we went with some reporters of Life Maga- 

zinc who had rented a room, but it turned out to be-in a hotel-but it turned 
out to be inconvenient because there were many people there and we went to 
another place. We were in a hotel in Dallas, but I don’t know the name. 

Mr. RANKIS. Who was with you at that time? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Lee’s mother. 
Mr. RAPTKIN. Anyone else? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Xo-June and Rachel. 
Mr. RAXKIS. Was Robert with you at all? 
Mrs. Oswar.~. I saw Robert in the police-at the police station, but he did 

not stay with us at the hotel. 

Mr. RASKIX. Sow, the evening of November 22d, were you at Ruth Paine’s 
house? 

Mrs. Oswxo. Yes. 

Mr. RASKIS. At that time did the reporters come there and the Life re- 
porters, and ask you and your mother-in-law and Mrs. Paine about what had 
happened? 

Mrs. Osw~~n. Yes. 
Mr. RASKIN. We have a report that there was quite a scene between Mrs. 

Paine and your mother-in-law at that time. Was there such an event? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I did not understand English too well, and I did not know 

what tht>y were quarreling about. I know that the reporters wanted to talk to 
me, but his mother made a scene and went into hysterics, and said I should not 
talk and that she would not talk. 

Xr. RAKKIN. Did she say why she would not talk? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Perhaps she said it in English. I didn’t understand. She 
talked to the reporters. 

Mr. RANKIK. Did she say anything about being paid if she was going to tell 
any story? 

Xrs. OSWALD. She has a mania-only money, money, money. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you understand that she was quarreling with Ruth Paine 

about something concerning the interview? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. It appeared to be a quarrel, but what they quarreled 

about, I don’t know. 
Mr. RANKIN. And after the quarrel, did you leave there? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I went to my room. But then I showed Lee’s mother the 

photograph, where he is photographed with a rifle, and told her he had shot at 
Walker and it appeared he might have been shooting at the President. She 
said that I should hide that photograph and not show it to anyone. 

On the next day I destroyed one photograph which I had. I think I had 
two small ones. When we were in the hotel I burned it. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you say anything to her about the destruction of the photo- 
graphs when she suggested that? 

Mrs. OSWALD. She saw it, while I was destroying them. 
Mr. RANKIN. After the assassination, did the police and FBI and the Secret 

Service ask you many questions? 
JIrs. OSWALD. In the police station there was a routine regular questioning, 

as always happens. And then after I was with the agents of the Secret Service 
and the FBI, they asked me many questions, of course-many questions. Some- 
times the FBI agents asked me questions which had no bearing or relationship, 
and if I didn’t want to answer they told me that if I wanted to live in this 
country, I would have to help in this matter, even though they were often 
irrelevant. That is the FBI. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you know who said that to you? 
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Mrs. OEWALD. Mr. Heitman and Bogoslav, who was an interpreter for the 
FBI. 

Mr. RANKIN. You understand that you do not have to tell this Commission 
in order to stay in this country, don’t you, now? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RAXKI~;. You are not under any compulsion to tell the Commission here 

in order to be able to stay in the country. 
Mrs. OSWALD. I understand that. 
Mr. RANKIN. And you have come here because you want to tell us what you 

could about this matter, is that right? 
Mrs. OSWALD. This is my voluntary wish, and no one forced me to do this. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did these various people from the police and the Secret Service 

and the FBI treat you courteously when they asked you about the matters that 
they did, concerning the assassination and things leading up to it? 

Mrs. OBWALD. I have a very good opinion about the Secret Service, and the 
people in the police department treated me very well. But the FBI agents were 
somehow polite and gruff. Sometimes they would mask a gruff question in a 
polite form. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you see anyone from the Immigration Service during this 
period of time? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you know who that was? 
Mrs. OSWALXJ. I don’t remember the name. I think he is the chairman of 

that office. At least he was a representative of that office. 
Mr. RAKKIN. By “that office” you mean the one at Dallas? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I was told that he had especially come from New York, it 

seems to me. 
Mr. RANKIN. What did he say to you? 
Mrs. OSWALL That if I was not guilty of anything, if I had not committed 

any crime against this Government, then I had every right to live in this coun- 
try. This was a type of introduction before the questioning by the FBI. He 
even said that it would be better for me if I were to help them. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did he explain to you what he meant by being better for you? 
Mrs. OSWALD. In the sense that I would have more rights in this country. 

I understood it that way. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you understand that you were being threatened with de- 

portation if you didn’t answer these questions? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, I did not understand it that way. 
You see, it was presented in such a delicate form, but there was a clear 

implication that it would be better if I were to help. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you- 
Mrs. OSWALD. This was only felt. It wasn’t said in actual words. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you feel that it was a threat? 
Mrs. OSWALD. This was not quite a threat-it was not a threat. But it was 

their great desire that I be in contact, in touch with the FBI. I sensed that. 
Mr. RANKIN. But you did not consider it to be a threat to you? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did anyone indicate that it would affect your ability to work 

in this country if you cooperated? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Excuse me. No. 

Mr. RANKIN. Is there anything else about your treatment by law enforce- 
ment officials during this period that you would like to tell the Commission 
about? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I think that the FBI agents knew that I was afraid that after 
everything that had happened I could not remain to live in this country, and 
they somewhat exploited that for their own purposes, in a very polite form, so 
that you could not say anything after that. They cannot be accused of any- 
thing. They approached it in a very clever, contrived way. 

Mr. RANKIN. Was there anyone else of the law enforcement officials that you 
felt treated you in that manner? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. As for the rest, I was quite content. Everyone was very 
attentive towards me. 
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Air. RANICIS. Where were you on the morning of November 24th when your 
husband was killed? 

Mrs. OSWALD. The night from the 23d to the 24th I spent at a hotel in Dallas, 
together with the mother. She wanted to make sure that the Life reporters 
who had taken this room would pay for it, as they had promised. But they 
disappeared. Then she telephoned Robert, it seems to me, and Gregory-no, 
1lr. Gregory. And I know that he came with Robert, and Robert paid for the 
room. And, after that, after we left the hotel, we met with the Secret Service 
agents. I wanted to see Lee, and we xvere supposed to go to the police station 
to see him. 

Mr. RASKIS. That was on Sovember 24th, on Sunday? 
Nrs. Oswarn. Yes. 
Mr. RANRIN. And then what happened? 
Xrs. OSWALD. I don’t remember whether we went to Ruth to take my things 

or perhaps-in general, I remember that en route, in the car, Mike Howard 
or CharleF Kunkel said that Lee had been shot today. 

At first he said that it wasn’t serious-perhaps just not to frighten me. I 
was told that he had been taken to a hospital, and then I was told that he had 
been seriously wounded. 

Then they had to telephone somewhere. They stopped at the house of the 
chief of police, Curry. From there, I telephone Ruth to tell her that I wanted 
to take several things which I needed with me, and asked her to prepare them. 
And that there was a wallet with money and Lee’s ring. 

Soon ‘after that-Robert was no longer with me, but Gregory was there, and 
the mother, and the Secret Service agents. They said that Lee had died. 

After that, we went to the Motel Inn, the Sia Flags Inn, where I stayed for 
several days-perhaps two weeks-1 don’t know. 

Mr. ~XKIN. Do you recall what time of the day you heard that your husband 
had been shot? 

JLrs. Oswarn. Two o’clock in the afternoon, I think. 
hlr. RAKKIN. And where were you at that time? 
Mrs. Oswa~u. I was in a car. 
,\Ir. RASKIR’. Just riding around, or at some particular place? 
&lx OSWALD. No, not at two o’clock-earlier. Lee was shot at 11 o’clock. 

It was probably close to 12 o’clock. He died at one. 
Jlr. RASKIS. And where was the car that you were in at that time? 
Xrs. OSWALD. We were on the way to Chief Curry, en route from the hotel. 
Mr. R~SKIX. What did you do after you went to the motel? 
Jlrs. 0swar.o. I left with Robert and we prepared for the funeral. 
Then Ruth Paine sent my things to me via the agent. 
Mr. GOPADZE. She would like a recess for a little while. She has a headache. 
The Cnarauan. Yes, we will recess. 
(Brief recess) 
The CHAIRNU. The Commission will be in order. Do you feel refreshed now, 

Jlrs. Oswald, ready to proceed? 
;Ilrs. Oswa~o. Yes, thank you. 
The CHAIRJIBS. Very well. 
Mr. Rankin? 
.\Ir. RASKIN. Mrs. Osnald, I asked you if you asked your husband about his 

efforts to esc’alje, why he did that. I will ask you now whether in light of what 
you said allout his seeking notoriety in connection with the assassination, in 
your opinion how you explain his efforts to escape, which would presumably 
not give him that notoriety. 

Jlra. Oswa~n. When he did that, he probably did it with the intention of be- 
coming notorious. But after that, it is probably a normal reaction of a man to 
try and escape. 

hlr. RBXKIN. You will recall that in the interviews, after the assassination, 
you first said that you thought your husband didn’t do it, do you? 

Mrs. Oswar,n. I don’t remember it, but quite possibly I did say that. 
You must understand that now I only speak the truth. 
Mr. R~SKIS. Recently you said that you thought your husband did kill 

President Kennedy. 
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Mrs. OSWALD. I now have enough facts to say that. 
Mr. RAPITKIE. Can you give us or the Commission an idea generally about 

when you came to this latter conclusion, that he did kill President Kennedy? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Perhaps a week after it all happened, perhaps a little more. 

The more facts came out, the more cwnvineed I was. 
Mr. RANKIK. You have stated in some of your interviews that your husband 

would get on his knees and cry and say that he was lost. Do you recall when 
this happened? 

Mrs. OSWALD. That was in Xew Orleans. 
Mr. RANKIN. Was it more than one occasion? 
Mrs. OSWALD. When he said that, that was only once. 
Mr. RAPI’EZIN. And do you know what caused him to say that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t know. 
Mr. RANKIN. You don’t know whether there was some occasion or some 

happening that caused it? 
Mrs. 0s~~. No. 
Mr. RAXKIE. Did your mother-in-law ever indicate that she had some par- 

ticular evidence, either oral or documentary, that would decide this case? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, she always said that she has a pile of papers and many 

acquaintances. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you ever ask her to tell you what it was that would be so 

decisive about the case? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I would have liked to ask her, but I didn’t speak any English. 

And then I didn’t believe her. What documents could she have when she had 
not seen Lee for one year, and she didn’t even know we lived in New Orleans? 

I think that is just simply idle talk, that she didn’t have anything. 
Perhaps she does hare something. 
But I think that it is only she who considers that she has something that 

might reveal, uncover this. 
Mr. RASKIK. Has there been any time that you wanted to see your mother- 

in-law that you have been prevented from doing so? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Sever. 
I don’t want to see her, I didn’t want to. 
Mr. RANKIN. sirs. Oswald, I am going to ask you about differences between 

you and your mother-in-law, not for the purpose of embarrassing you in any 
way, but since we are going to ask her to testify it might be helpful to the Com- 
mission to know that background. 

I hope you will bear with us. 
Have you had some differences with your mother-in-law? 
Mrs. OS~AI.D. I am sorry that you will devote your time to questioning her, 

because you will only be tired and very sick after talking to her. I am vexy 
much ashamed to hare this kind of relationship to my mother-in-law. I \vould 
like to be closer to her and to be on better terms with her. But when you get 
to know her, you will understand why. I don’t think that she can help you. 

But if it is a formality, then, of course. 
Mr. RANRIN. Mrs. Oswald, can you describe for. the Commission your dif- 

ferences so the Commission will be able to evaluate those differences? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Well, she asserts, for example, that I don’t know anything, 

that I am being forced to say that Lee is guilty in everything, that she knows 
more. 

This is w,hat our differences are. 
Mr. RANKIN. And have you responded to her when she said those things? 
Mrs. OSWALD. She said this by means of newspapers and television. 
I haven’t seen her. 
I would like to tell her that, but it is impossible to tell her that, because 

she would scratch my eyes out. 
Mr. RAXKIK. Are there any other differences between you and your mother-in- 

law that you have not described? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, there are no more. 
Mr. RASKIX. Do you know of any time that your husband had money in excess 

of what he obtained from the Jobs he was working on? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
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Mr. RANKIN. He had his unemployment insurance when he was out of work. 

Is that right? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. And then he had the earnings from his jobs, is that right? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. R~NKIX. Now, beyond those amounts, do you know of any sum of money 

that he had from any source? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 

Mr. RAXKIX. Do you know whether he was erer acting as an undercover agent 

for the FBI. 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. 

Mr. RAXKIN. Do you beliere tbat he was at any time? 

hhs. OSWALD. NO. 

Mr. RAN-KIN. Do you know whether or not he was acting as an agent for the 

CIA at any time? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you believe that he was? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you know Jack Ruby, the man that killed your husband? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 

Mr. RAXKIN. Before the murder of your husband by Jack Ruby, had you ever 

known of him? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, never. 

Mr. RASKIX. Do you know whether your husband knew Jack Ruby before the 

killing? 

Mrs. Oswa~n. He was not acquainted with him. Lee did not frequent night- 

clubs, as the papers said. 

Mr. RANKIN. How do you know that? 

hlrs. OSWALD. He was always with me. He doesn’t like other women. He 

didn’t drink. Why should he then go? 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you know any reason why Jack Ruby killed your husband? 

Mrs. OSWALD. About that, Jack Ruby should be questioned. 

Mr. RASKIN. I have to ask you, Mrs. Oswald. 

Mrs. OSWALD. He didn’t tell me. 

Mr. RANKIK. And do you know any reason w-by he should? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t know, but it seems to me that he was a sick person at 

that time, perhaps. At least when I see his picture in the paper now, it is an 

abnormal face. 

Mr. RANKIN. Has your husband erer mentioned the name Jack Ruby to you? 

Mrs. OswaLo. No. 

3Ir. RANRIN. He nrrer at any time said anything about Jack Ruby that you 

can recall? 

hlrs. OSWALD. So, never. I heard that name for the first time after he killed 

Lee. 

I would like to consult with Mr. Thorne and Mr. Gopadze. 

The CHAIRMAN. You may. 

(Brief recess) 

The CHAIRMAN. All right. 

Mr. RAXKIN. hIrs. Oswald, would you like to add something to your testimony? 

hIrs. OSWALD. Yes. This is in connection with why I left the room. I will 

tell you why I left the room. 

I consulted with my attorney, whether I should bring this up. This is not 

a secret. The thing is that I hare written a letter, eren though I have not 

mailed it yet, to the attorney-to the prosecuting attorney who will prosecute 

Jack Ruby. I wrote in that letter that eren-that if Jack Ruby killed my 

husband, and I felt that I have a right as the widow of the man he billed to 

say that, that if he killed him he should be punished for it. But that in ac- 

cordance with the laws here, the capital punishment, the death penalty is im- 

posed for such a crime, and that I do not want him to be subjected to that 

kind of a penalty. I do not want another human life to be taken. And I don’t 

want it to be believed because of this letter that I had been acquainted with 

Ruby, and that I wanted to protect him. 
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It is simply that it is pity to-1 feel sorry for another human life. Because 

this will not return-bring back to life Kennedy or the others who were killed. 

But they have their laws, and, of course, I do not have the right to change 

t.hem. That is only my opinion, and perhaps they will pay some attention to it. 

That is all. 

Mr. RANKIX. Had you ever been in the Carousel Nightclub? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I have never been in nightclubs. 

Mr. RAEKIN. Did you know where it was located before your husband 

was killed by Jack Ruby? 

Mrs. Oswarn. No, I don’t know it now either. 

Mr. RANKIN. Can you tell us whether your husband was right handed or 

left handed? 

Mrs. OSWALD. So, he was right handed. 

His brother writes with his left hand and so does--his brother and mother 

both write with their left hand. 

And since I mentioned Jack Ruby, the mother and Robert want Ruby to be 

subjected to a death penalty. And in that we differ. 
Mr. RANKIN. Have they told you the reason why they wanted the death 

penalty imposed? 
Mrs. OSWALD. In their view, a killing has to be repaid by a killing. 

In my opinion, it is not so. 

Mr. RASKIN. Is there anything more about the assassination of President 

Kennedy that you know that you have not told the Commission? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, I don’t know anything. 

Mr. RAHKIN. Is there anything that your husband ever told you about pro- 

posing to assassinate President Kennedy that you haven’t told the Commission? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, I don’t know that. 

Mr. RANKIN. Now. Mrs. Oswald, we will turn to some period in Russia, 

and ask you about that for a little while. 

Can you tell us the time and place of your birth? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I was born on *July 17, 1941, in Sever0 Dvinsk, in the 

Arkhangelskaya Region. 

Mr. RANKIN. Who were your parents? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Names? 

Mr. RANKIN. Yes, please. 

Mrs. OSWALD. My mother was Clogia Vasilyerna Proosakova. She was 8 

laboratory assistant. 

Mr. RANKIN. And your father? 

Mrs. OEWALD. And I had a stepfather. I had no father. I never knew 

him. 

Mr. RANKIN. Who did you live with as a child? 

Mrs. OSWALD. With my stepfather, with my mother, and sometimes with 

my grandmother-grandmother on my mother’s side. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you live with your grandparents before you went back 

to live with your mother and your stepfather? 

Mrs. OGWALD. Yes, I lived with my grandmother until I was approxi- 

mately five years old. 

Mr. RANKIN. And then you moved to live with your mother and your 

stepfather, did you? 

Mrs. OEWALD. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. And was that in Leningrad? 

Mrs. OSWALD. After the war, we lived in Moldavia for some time. After 

the war it was easier to live there, better to live there. And then we 

returned to Leningrad where we lived with my stepfather’s mother-also 

with my half brother and half sister. 
Mr. RANKIN. What was your stepfather’s business? 

Mrs. OBWALD. He was an electrician in a power station in Leningrad. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you have brothers and sisters? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. How many? 

Mrs. OSWALD. One brother, one sister-from my mother’s second marriage. 

Mr. RANKIN. How old were they? 
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Mrs. OSWALD. How old are they, or were they? 
Mr. RANKIN. Are they-1 mean in comparison with your age. Were they 

three or four years older than you? 
Mr. OSWALD. My brother is 5 years younger than I am. My sister 

is probably 9 years younger than I am. About four years between brother 
and sister. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you know whether your stepfather was a member of 
the Communist Party? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. That is, you don’t know, or you know he was not? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, I know that he was not a member. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you live for a period with your mother alone? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. After my mother’s death, I continued to live with my 

stepfather, and later went to live in Minsk, with my uncle-my mother’s 
brother. 

Mr. RANKIN. What was your stepfather’s name? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Alexandr Ivanovich Medvedev. 
Mr. RANKIN. When did you leave the home of your stepfather? 
Mrs. OSWALD. In 1961. No-1959. 
Mr. RANKIN. What was your grandfather’s occupation? 
Mrs. OSWALD. On my mother’s side? 
Mr. RANKIN. Yes. 
Mrs. OSWALD. He was a ship’s captain. 
Mr. RANKIN. Was he a member of the Communist Party? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. He died shortly after the war. 
Mr. RANKIN. Which war? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Second. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you get along well with your grandparents? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, I was their favorite. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you get along with your stepfather? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. I was not a good child. I was too fresh with him. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did your mother and your stepfather move to Zgurltsa? 
Mrs. OSWALD. That is in Moldavia, where we lived. That is after the war. 

It was a very good life there. They stiil had some kulaks, a lot of food, 
and we lived very well. 

After the war, people lived there pretty well, but they were dekulakised 
subsequently. 

By the way, I don’t understand all of that, because these people worked with 
their own hands all their lives. I was very sorry when I heard that everything 
had been taken away from them and they had been sent somewhere to Siberia 
where after living in the south it would be very cold. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did your mother have any occupation? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, laboratory assistant-I said that. 
Mr. RANKIN. Was she a member of the Communist Party? 
Mrs. OSWALK No. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall when your mother died? 
Mrs. OSWALD. In 1957. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you receive a pension after your mother’s death? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. How much was it? 
Mrs. OSWALD. All children received pensions. 
We received for it 3520 rubles, the old rubles. 
Mr. RANKIN. Was that called a children’s pension? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. It was paid up to majority, up to the age of 18. 
Mr. RANKIN. And was it paid to you directly or to your stepfather? 
Mrs. OSWALD. It was paid to me directly. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did your brother and sister get a similar pension? 
Mrs. OSWALLL Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did your stepfather adopt you? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, I was not adopted. 
Mr. RANKIN. What was your relationship with your half brother? Did you 

get along with him? 
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Mrs. OSWALD. I loved them very much, and they loved me. 
Mr. RANKIN. And your half sister, too? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. They are very good children. Not like me. 
Mr. RANKIN. Will you tell us what schools you went to? 
Mrs. OSWALD. At first I went to school in Moldavia, and later in Leningrad, 

in a girl’s school and then after finishing school I studied in a pharmaceutical 
institute-pharmaceutical school, rather than institute. 

Mr. RANKIN. Where was the pharmaceutical school? 
Mrs. OSWALD. In Leningrad. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you go through high school before you went to the pharma- 

ceutical school? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall the names of any of your teachers? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Dmitry Rossovsky. I remember the director of the school, 

Nadelman Matvey Akimovich. It is hard to remember now. I have already 
forgotten. I have had good teachers. They treated me very well, they helped 
me after my mother died. Knowing my difficult nature, they approached me 
very pedagogically. But now I would have changed that nature. 

Mr. RANKIN. Were you a good student? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I was capable but lazy. I never spent much time studying. 

You know, everything came to me very easily. Sometimes my ability saved me. 
My language, you know-1 talk a lot, and get a good grade. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you work part-time while you were going to school? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. The money which I received on the pension was not 

enough, and therefore I had to work as well as study. 
Mr. RANKIN. And what did you do in working? 

Mrs. OSWALD. At first I worked in a school cafeteria, school lunchroom. This 
was good for me, because I also got enough to eat that way. 

And then I felt the work was not for me, that it was too restricted, and then 
I worked in a pharmacy. Then when I graduated I worked in a pharmacy as 
a full-fledged pharmacist-as a pharmacist’s assistant. 

Mr. RANKIN. Before you graduated, how much were you paid for your work? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I think I received 36 per month-this is new rubles-at that 

time it was still 360 old rubles. But I could eat there three times a day. And 
then this was a lunchroom that was part of a large restaurant where everyone 
liked me and I always was treated to all sorts of tidbits and candy. I re- 
member they had some busboys there who always saved something for me. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you save any money while you were working before you 
graduated? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t know how to save money. I like to make presents. 
Mr. RANKIN. Where did you work after you graduated? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I was assigned to work in Leningrad, but my stepfather didn’t 

want me to remain with him because he thought perhaps he would marry again, 
and, therefore, I left. 

But he hasn’t married up until now. 
Mr. RANKIN. I hand you Exhibit 20, and ask you if you know what that is. 
Mrs. OSWALD. This is my diploma. My goodness, what did they do with my 

diploma ? 
I can’t work with it. The government seal is missing. Who will give me a new 

diploma? 
Mr. RANKIN. Mrs. Oswald, I want to explain to you-the Commission hasn’t 

done anything to your diploma. We are informed that- 
Mrs. OSWALD. They should have treat4 it a little more carefully, though. 
Mr. RANKIN. The process was trying to determine fingerprints. It wasn’t 

our action. 
Mrs. OSWALD. There must be many fingerprints on there. All of my teachers 

and everybody that ever looked at it. I am sorry-it is a pity for my diploma. 
Mr. RANKIN. We offer in evidence Exhibit 20. 
The CHAIBMAN. It may be marked. 
(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit NO. 20, and 

received in evidence.) 

86 



Mr. RAIVKIN. Do you know why on Exhibit 20 there is no date of admission 
to the school? 

Mrs. OSWALD. There is no entrance date on it, but it does show the date of 
issue and the date of graduation. 

Mr. RANKIN. Isn’t there a place for admission, though? 
Mrs. OWALD. Yes, there is a place for it. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you know when you were admitted to the school? 
Mrs. OEWALD. In 1955. 
Mr. KRIMER. I might mention the place here is for the year only, not for a full 

date. 
Mr. DULLES. 1955. did you say? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, 1955. 
Mr. RANKIN. In this job that you obtained after you left the school, what 

were your duties? 

Mrs. OSWALD. When I worked in the pharmacy? 
Mr. RANKIN. Yes. 

Mrs. OSWALD. I worked in a hospital pharmacy. I prepared prescriptions. 
After the rounds every day, the doctors prescribed prescriptions, and the nurses 
of each department of the hospital enter that in a book, and turn it over to the 
pharmacy for preparation, where we again transcribed it from the nurses’ book 
as a prescription and prepared it. 

Mr. RANKIX. Were you assigned to a particular job or did you go out and 
get the job? How was that arranged? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Generally upon graduation there is an assignment. I was sent 

to work to a drug warehouse in Leningrad. But this work was not very inter- 
esting, because everything was in packages. It is more of a warehousing job. 
.4nd, therefore, if I had wanted to change I could have changed to any pharmacy. 
This assignment is only performed in order to guarantee that the graduate has 
a job. But the graduate can go to work somewhere else. 

Mr. RANKIR. How long did you stay in this first job? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I was there for three days, which is a probationary period. 

intended to have the employee familiarize himself with his duties. I didn’t like 
that work, and I went to Minsk, and worked there. I worked there in my own 
specialty with pleasure. But the reference which I received after I was going 
to the United States was not very good, because they were very dissatisfied 
with the fact that I was going to the United States. They could not understand 
how could it be that a good worker could leave. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you select Minsk as a place to go and work yourself? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. You were not assigned there, then? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. Could you have selected other places that you wished to go to 

and work? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, but the registration is very difficult. In Russia you cannot 
settle in a large city if you are not registered. 

Mr. RANKIN. What do you mean by that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. If I lived in Leningrad, I had the right to work there. But if 

someone would come there from a village he would not have the right to work, 
because he was not registered and he would not be permitted to. But to move 
from a larger city to a smaller one, then they may register, such as Minsk. 

Mr. RANKIN. By register, do you mean that if you want to go to a place 
like Leningrad, you had to be recorded some way in the city? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, that is, registered in the police department. 
Mr. RANKIN. And if you were not registered, they would not give you a job, 

is that what you mean? 
Mrs.“OswALn. Yes. 
No, you would not get a job. There are people who want to come to Leningrad. 

The housing problem has not been solved. 
Mr. RANKIN. Can you tell us how you get registered if you would like to be 

registered in Leningrad from some other point? 
Mrs. OSWALD. E’irst you must have relatives who might have some spare living 
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space for a person. Sometimes people who have money-buy that. You know 
money does a great deal everywhere. 

Mr. RANKIN. And then after you have shown that you have a place to live, 
do they register you as a matter of course, or do you have to have something 
else? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Not always. One has to have connections, acquaintances. 
Mr. RANKIN. Were you registered in Leningrad before you left there? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, of course. But if I had spent one year not living in Lenin- 

grad, and were to return, I would not be registered. 
Mr. RANKIN. But since you were registered there, you could have found a 

position in some pharmacy or pharmaceutical work there, could you? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Oh, yes, of course. 
Mr. RANKIN. Then, can you tell us how you decided to go to Minsk instead 

of staying in Leningrad? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I was very sorry to leave Leningrad, but there were family 

circumstances. 
What can one do? 
It is not very pleasant to be a sty in the eye of a stepfather. 
Mr. RANEIN. So it is because you liked to leave your stepfather’s home that 

you sought some other city in which to work? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. I had no other place to live in Leningrad, and I did not 

have enough money to pay for an apartment. 
I received 45 and I would have had to pay 30 for an apartment. 
Mr. RAXKIN. Could you have gotten a job in Leningrad if you stayed there 

that would pay you so you could have an apartment? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Pharmaceutical workers received comparatively little, which 

is quite undeserved, because they have to study so long, and it is responsible 
work. Teachers and doctors also receive very little. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you conclude that you could not get a job that would pay 
you enough to live in your own apartment in Leningrad, then? 

Mrs. OSWALD. If I had an apartment in Leningrad. I would have had to 
work overtime hours in order to be able to pay for it, because the normal workday 
is only 6% hours, because they consider that to be hazardous work. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you have a social life while you were in Leningrad? 
Mrs. OSWALD. What do you mean by social life? 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you have friends that you went out with in the evening, 

pleasant times? 
Mrs. OSWALD. An awful lot. 
Mr. RANKIN. So that except for the problem of your stepfather, you enjoyed 

it there? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Oh, yes, of course. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you have any vacations while you were in Leningrad? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. After working in Minsk for one year I received a vaca- 

tion and went to a rest home near Leningrad. 
Mr. RANKIN. How long did you stay there on vacation? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Three weeks. Three weeks in the rest home, and one week I 

spent in Leningrad with some friends. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall the name of the rest home? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you have to ask anyone in Leningrad in order to be able 

to leave there to go to Minsk, or you just go to Minsk and ask the people there 
to register you? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I simply bought a ticket and went to Minsk, to my uncle. 
Mr. RANKIN. And were you registered there then? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. What kind of pay did you get when you worked in Minsk? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Forty-five, as everywhere. 
Mr. RANKIN. Was that per week? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, that is a month. That is not America. 
Mr. RANICIN. Is that 45 rubles? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Per month? 
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Mr. DULLES. Old rubles or new rubles? 
Mr. RANKIN. Is that old rubles? 
Mrs. OSWALD. New rubles. 
Mr. RANKIN. What were your hours in this work? 
Mrs. OSWALD. 10 a.m., to 430 p.m. 
Mr. RATKIN. When you said this same pay was paid all over, did you mean 

to say that you got the same amount regardless of whether you were in a big 
city or a small city? 

Mrs. OSWALD. This is the pharmacists rate everywhere. Unless you work in 
a specialized sort of an institution, such as a military hospital-there the pay 
is higher. 

Mr. RANKIN. What was the nature of your work? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Preparation of prescriptions. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you supervise the preparation of the prescriptions, or did 

you just put them up yourself? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I prepared them myself. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you have a supervisor? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I was in charge of myself. If I was working at a table, I was 

responsible for it. 
Of course every institution is in charge of a supervisor who does not prepare 

medications-he is only an administrator. 
Mr. RANKIN. How many days of the week did you work on this job? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Six days. Except if a holiday falls upon a weekday. Then I 

didn’t work. 
Mr. RANKIN. Were these prescriptions prepared only for patients in the 

hospital? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. Sometimes we prepared something for ourselves or for 

friends, or somebody would ask us. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you pay anything to your uncle and aunt for staying there? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. They had-they were well provided for, and my uncle 

wanted that I spend the money on myself. 
Mr. RANKIN. What was the name of this uncle? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Ilva Vasilyevich Proosakov. 
Mr. RANKIN. What was the nature of his work? 
Mrs. OSWALD. He works in the Ministry of the Interior of the Byelorussian 

SSR. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did he have something to do with lumbering? 
Mrs. OSWALD. He is an engineer. He is a graduate of a forestry institute. 

Technical institute. 
Mr. RANKIN. Is he an officer? 
Mrs. OSWILLD. He was a colonel-a lieutenant colonel or colonel, I think. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did he have a nice apartment compared with the others? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, very nice. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did he have a telephone in the apartment? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Were you supporting yourself during this period except for 

the fact you didn’t pay anything for your room and board? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you save money? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. I would receive my pay and I would spend everything in 

one day-three days tops. 
Mr. RANKIN. What would you spend it for? 
Mrs. OSWALD. First all the necessary things which I had to buy-shoes, an 

overcoat for winter. It is cold there, and, therefore, you have to wear warm 
clothes. 

Mr. RANKIN. Was your uncle a member of the Communist Party? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, he is a Communist. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you belong to any organizations during this period in Minsk? 
Mrs. Oswa~n. First I was a member of the-Trade Union. Then I joined the 

Comsomol, but I was discharged after one year. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you know why you were discharged? 
Mrs. 0s~~. I paid my membership dues regularly, and at first they didn’t 
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know who I was or what I was, but after they found out that I had married an 

American and was getting ready to go to the United States, I was discharged 

from the Comsomol. They said that I had anti-Soviet views, even though I 

had no anti-Soviet views of any kind. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you think that they thought you had anti-Soviet views be- 

cause you married an American? 
Mrs. OSWALD. They didn’t say that. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did they give any reason, other than the fact that you had 

them? 

Mrs. OSWALD. They never gave that as a direct reason, because the Soviet 

Government was not against marrying an American. But every small official 

wants to keep his place, and he is afraid of any troubles. I think it was sort 

of insurance. 

Mr. RAPFKIN. Was there any kind of a hearin g about your being let out of 
the Comsomol? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Oh, yes. 

Mr. RAKKIN. Did you attend? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I didn’t go there, and they discharged me without me-1 was 

very glad. There was even a reporter there from Comsomol paper, Comsomol 

Pravda, I think. He tried to shame me quite strongly-for what, I don’t know. 

And he said that he would write about this in the paper, and I told him “Go ahead 

and write.” 

But he didn’t write anything, because, after all, what could he write? 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you make any objection to being removed from the 

Comsomol? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you belong to any social clubs there? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you belong to any culture groups? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you go out with groups of students in the evening? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Of course. 

Mr. RANKIN. After you came to the United States, did you correspond with 

some of these friends? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, but these were not the same friends. They were generally 

some girl friends before I was married and some friends we made later. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you have a social life there at Minsk? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Of course. 

Mr. RANKIN. What did that social life consist of ? Did you go to parties or 

to the opera or theater, or what? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Sometimes we met at the home of some friends. Of course 

we went to the opera, to the theater, to concerts, to the circus. To a restaurant. 
Mr. RANKIN. When did you first meet Lee Oswald? 

Mrs. OSWALD. The first time when I went to a dance, to a party. And there 
I met Lee. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall the date? 

Mrs. OSWALD. On March 4th. 

Mr. RANKIN. What year? 

Mrs. OSWALD. 1961. 

Mr. RANKIN. Where did you meet him? 

Mrs. OSWALD. In Minsk. 

Mr. RANKIN. Yes-but can you tell us the place? ’ 

Mrs. OSWALD. In the Palace of Trade Unions. 

Mr. RANKIN. What kind of a place is that. 7 Is that where there are public 

meetings? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Sometimes they do have meetings there. Sometimes it is also 

rented by some institutes who do not have their own halls for parties. 

Mr. RANKIN. They have dances? 

Mrs. Oswacn. Yes. Every Saturday and Sunday. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did someone introduce you to him? 

Mrs. 0swar.n. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Who introduced you? 
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Mrs. OSWALD. I had gone there with my friends from the medical institute, 

and one of them introduced me to Lee. 

Mr. RANKIN. What was his name? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yuri Mereginsky. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you know by what name Lee Oswald was introduced to you? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Everyone there called him Alec, at his place of work, because 

Lee is an unusual, cumbersome name. For Russians it was easier-this was 

easier. 

Mr. RANKIN. Is Alec a name close to Lee, as far as the Russian language is 

concerned? 

Mrs. OSWALD. A little. Somewhat similar. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you know that Lee Oswald was an American when you first 

met him? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I found that out at the end of that party, towards the end of 

that party, when I was first introduced to him, I didn’t know that. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did that make any difference? 

Mrs. OSWALD. It was more interesting, of course. You don’t meet Americans 

very often. 

Mr. RANKIN. After this first meeting, did you meet him a number of times? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. Can you describe just briefly how you met him and saw him? 

Mrs. OSWALD. After the first meeting he asked me where he could meet me 

again. I said that perhaps some day I will come back here again, to the Palace. 

About a week later I came there again with my girl friend, and he was there. 

Mr. RANKIN. And did he have a period that he was in the hospital there? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I had arranged to meet with him again. I had already given 

him a telephone number. But he went to a hospital and he called me from there. 
We had arranged to meet on a Friday, and he called from the hospital and said 

he couldn’t because he was in the hospital and I should come there, if I could. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you learn what was wrong with him then? 

Mrs. OSWALD. He was near the ear, nose and throat section and it seems that 

he had something wrong with his ears and also the glands or polyps. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you visit him regularly for some period of time? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, quite frequently, because I felt sorry for him being there 

alone. 

Mr. RANKIN. And did you observe a scar on his left arm? 

Mrs. OSWALD. He had a scar, but I found that out only after we were married. 

Mr. RANKIN. What did you find out about that scar? 

Mrs. OSWALD. When I asked him about it, he became very angry and asked 

me never to ask about that again. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did he ever explain to you what caused the scar? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you ever learn what caused the scar? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I found out here, now, recently. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you learn that he had tried to commit suicide at some time? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I found that out now. 

Mr. RANKIN. During the time Lee Oswald was courting you, did he talk about 

America at all? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, of course. 

Mr. RANKIN. What do you recall that he said about it? 

Mrs. OSWALD. At that time, of course, he was homesick, and perhaps he was 

sorry for having come to Russia. He said many good things. He said that his 

home was warmer and that people lived better. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did he talk about returning? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Then? No. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did he describe the life in America as being very attractive? 

Mrs OSWALB. Yes. At least in front of others he always defended it. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did he-- 

Mrs. OSWALD. It is strange to reconcile this. When he was there he was 

saying good things about America. 

Mr. RANKIN. And when he was talking only to you, did he do that, too? 

Mrs. Oswa~n. Yes. 
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Mr. RANKIN. Before you were married, did you find out anything about his 
plans to return to America? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you learn anything before you were married about the fact 

that there might be some doubt whether he could return to the United States? 
Mrs. Osw~~n. Once before we were married we had a talk and I asked him 

whether he could return to the United States if he wanted to, and he said no, 
he could not. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did he tell you why? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. At that time, he didn’t. He said that when he had arrived, 

he had thrown his passport on a table and said that he would not return any 
more to the United States. He thought that they would not forgive him such 
an act. 

Mr. RANKIN. Before you were married, did you ever say to him you would 
like to go to the United States? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. Can you tell us what attracted you to him? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t know. First, the fact that he was--he didn’t look like 

others. You could see he was an American. He was very neat, very polite, not 
the way he was here, not as you know him here. And it seemed that he would 
be a good family man. And he was good. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you talk about many things when you were together, when 
he was courting you? 

Mrs. OSWALD. We talked about everything, about the moon and the weather. 
Mr. RANKIN. Where was he living at that time? 
Mrs. OSWALD. In Minsk. Hy the way, on the same street where I lived. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did he have an apartment? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. By the way, this was the same apartment where I had 

dreamed to live. I didn’t know about it yet. It had a very beautiful balcony, 
terrace. I would look at that building sometimes and say it would be good LO 
visit in that building, visit someone there, but I never thought that I would wind 
up living there. 

Mr. RANKIN. Can you describe the number of rooms there were in his apart- 
ment? 

Mrs. OSWALD. We had a small room-one room, kitchen, foyer, and bathroom. 
A large terrace, balcony. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you know what he paid for rent? 
Mrs. OSWALD. For two it was quite sufllcient. Seven and a-half rubles per 

month. 
Mr. RANKIN. Wasn’t that pretty cheap for such a nice apartment? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, it was cheap. 
Mr. RANKIN. Was this apartment nicer than most in this city? 
Mrs OSWALD. No, in that city they have good apartments because the houses 

are new. That is, on a Russian scale, of course. You cannot compare it to 
private houses people live in here. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did he have an automobile? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Oh, no. In Russia this is a problem. In Russia it is difficult 

to have an automobile. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did he have a television set? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. Only a radio receiver, a record player. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you have a telephone? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No-I don’t like television. 
Mr. RANKIN. Why? 
Mrs. OSWALD. The programs are not always interesting, and you can get into 

a stupor just watching television. It is better to go to the movies. 
Mr. RANKIN. What was his occupation at this time? 
Mrs.. OSWALD. He worked in a radio plant in Minsk. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you know what his work was? 
Mrs. OSWALD. As an ordinary laborer-metal worker. From that point of view, 

he was nothing special. I had a greater choice in the sense that many of my 
friends were engineers and doctors. But that is not the main thing. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did others with a similar job have similar apartments? 
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Mrs. OSWALD. The house in which we lived belonged to the factory in which 
Lee worked. But, of course, no one had a separate apartment for only two per- 
sons. I think that Lee had been given better living conditions, better than others, 
because he was an American. If  Lee had been Russian, and we would have had 
two children, we could not have obtained a larger apartment. But since he was 
an American, we would have obtained the larger one. It seems to me that in 
Russia they treat foreigners better than they should. It would be better if 
they treated Russians bptter. Not all foreigners are better than the Russians. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did he say whether he liked this job? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, he didn’t like it. 
Mr. RANKIN. What did he say about it? 
Mrs. OSWALD. First of all, he was being ordered around by someone. He didn’t 

like that. 
Mr. RANKIN. Anything else? 
Mrs. OSWALD. And the fact that it was comparatively dirty work. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did he say anything about the Russian system, whether he liked 

it or not? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. He didn’t like it. Not everything, but some things. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did he say anything about Communists and whether he liked 

that ? 
Mrs. OSWALD. He didn’t like Russian Communists. He said that they joined 

the party not because of the ideas, but in order to obtain better living conditions 
and to get the benefit of them. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did it appear to you that he had become disenchanted with the 
Soviet system? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, he had expected much more when he first arrived. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did he ever tell you why he came to Russia? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. He said he had read a great deal about Russia, he was 

interested in seeing the country, which was the first in the Socialist camp about 
which much had been said, and he wanted to see it with his own eyes. And, 
therefore, he wanted to be not merely a tourist, who is being shown only the 
things that are good, but he wanted to live among the masses and see. 

But when he actually did, it turned out to be quite diflicult. 
The CHAIRMAN. I think we better adjourn now for the day. 
(Whereupon, at 4 :30 p.m., the President’s Commission recessed.) 

Thursday, February 6, 1964 

TESTIMONY OF MRS. LEE HARVEY OSWALD RESUMED 

The President’s Commission met at 10 a.m. on February 6, 1964, at 
200 Maryland Avenue NE., Washington, D.C. 

Present were Chief Justice Earl Warren, Chairman; Senator John Sherman 
Cooper, Representative Hale Boggs, Representative Gerald R. Ford, and 
Allen W. Dulles, members. 

Also present were J. Lee Rankin, general counsel; Melvin Aron Eisenberg, 
assistant counsel ; Norman Redlich, assistant counsel ; William D. Krimer, and 
Leon I. Gopadze, interpreters; and John M. Thorne, attorney for Mrs. Lee 
Harvey Oswald. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Commission will be in order. We will proceed again. 
Mr. Rankin? 

Mr. RANKIN. Mrs. Oswald. if I may return a moment with you to the time 
that you told us about your husband practicing with the rifle at Love Field. 
As I recall your testimony. Lou said that he told you that he had taken 
the rifle and practiced with it there, is that right? 
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Mrs. OSWALD. The house in which we lived belonged to the factory in which 
Lee worked. But, of course, no one had a separate apartment for only two per- 
sons. I think that Lee had been given better living conditions, better than others, 
because he was an American. If  Lee had been Russian, and we would have had 
two children, we could not have obtained a larger apartment. But since he was 
an American, we would have obtained the larger one. It seems to me that in 
Russia they treat foreigners better than they should. It would be better if 
they treated Russians bptter. Not all foreigners are better than the Russians. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did he say whether he liked this job? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, he didn’t like it. 
Mr. RANKIN. What did he say about it? 
Mrs. OSWALD. First of all, he was being ordered around by someone. He didn’t 

like that. 
Mr. RANKIN. Anything else? 
Mrs. OSWALD. And the fact that it was comparatively dirty work. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did he say anything about the Russian system, whether he liked 

it or not? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. He didn’t like it. Not everything, but some things. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did he say anything about Communists and whether he liked 

that ? 
Mrs. OSWALD. He didn’t like Russian Communists. He said that they joined 

the party not because of the ideas, but in order to obtain better living conditions 
and to get the benefit of them. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did it appear to you that he had become disenchanted with the 
Soviet system? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, he had expected much more when he first arrived. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did he ever tell you why he came to Russia? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. He said he had read a great deal about Russia, he was 

interested in seeing the country, which was the first in the Socialist camp about 
which much had been said, and he wanted to see it with his own eyes. And, 
therefore, he wanted to be not merely a tourist, who is being shown only the 
things that are good, but he wanted to live among the masses and see. 

But when he actually did, it turned out to be quite diflicult. 
The CHAIRMAN. I think we better adjourn now for the day. 
(Whereupon, at 4 :30 p.m., the President’s Commission recessed.) 
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Also present were J. Lee Rankin, general counsel; Melvin Aron Eisenberg, 
assistant counsel ; Norman Redlich, assistant counsel ; William D. Krimer, and 
Leon I. Gopadze, interpreters; and John M. Thorne, attorney for Mrs. Lee 
Harvey Oswald. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Commission will be in order. We will proceed again. 
Mr. Rankin? 

Mr. RANKIN. Mrs. Oswald. if I may return a moment with you to the time 
that you told us about your husband practicing with the rifle at Love Field. 
As I recall your testimony. Lou said that he told you that he had taken 
the rifle and practiced with it there, is that right? 
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Mrs. OSWALD. I knew that he practiced with it there. He told me, later. 

Mr. RANKIN. And by practi:ing with it, did you mean that he fired the rifle 

there, as you understood it? 

Mrs. OBWALD. I don’t know what he did with it there. He probably fired it. 

But I didn’t see him. 

Mr. RANKIN. And then you said that you had seen him cleaning it after he 

came back, is that right? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Mr. RAXKIS. Kow, do you recall your husband having any ammunition 

around the house at any time? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. And where do you remember his having it in the places 

you lived? 

Mrs. OSWIPLD. On Neely Street, in Dallas, and New Orleans. 

Mr. RAKKIX. Do you know whether that was rifle ammunition or rifle and 

pistol ammunition? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I think it was for the rifle. Perhaps he had some pistol 
ammunition there, but I would not know the difference. 

Mr. RASKIS. Did you observe how much ammunition he had at any time? 
Mrs. OSWALD. He had a box of about the size of this. 

Mr. RASKIN. Could you give us a little description of how you indicated 
the box? Was it 2 or 3 inches wide? 

Mrs. OSWALD. About the size here on the pad. 
Mr. RANKIN. About 3 inches wide and 6 inches long? 

hlrs. Osw.4~~. Probably. 
Mr. RANKIN. Now, do you recall that you said to your husband at any 

time that he was just studying Marxism so he could get attention? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Mr. RAXKIN. In order to cause him not to be so involved in some of these 

ideas, did you laugh at some of his ideas that he told you about, and make 

fun of him? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Of course. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did he react to that? 

Mrs. OSWALD. He became very angry. 

Mr. RANKIN. And did he ask you at one time, or sometimes, not to make 

fun of his ideas? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. Now, returning to the period in Russia, while your husband 

was courting you. did you talk to him, he talk to you, about his childhood? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, not very much. Only in connection with photographs, 

where he was a boy in New York, in the zoo. Then in the Army-there is a 

snapshot taken right after he joined the Army. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did he tell you about anything he resented about his 

childhood? 

Mrs. OSWALD. He said it was hard for him during his childhood, when he 

was a boy, because there was a great age difference between him and Robert, 

and Robert was in some sort of a private school. He also wanted to have a 

chance to study, but his mother was working, and he couldn’t get into a pri- 

vate school, and he was very sorry about it. 

Mr. RANKIN. In talking about that, did he indicate a feeling that he had 

not had as gbod an opportuni,: as his brother Robert? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. When he talked about his service in the Marines, did he tell 

you much about what he did? 

Mrs. OSWALIJ. He didn’t talk much about it, because there wasn’t very 

much there of interest to me. But he was satisfied. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did he indicate that he was unhappy about his service with the 

Marines? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, he had good memories of his service in the Army. He said 

that the food was good and that sometimes evenings he had a chance to go out. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did he say anything about his mother during this period of time? 

Mrs. OSWALD. This was before we were married. I had once asked Lee whether 
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he had a mother, and he said he had no mother. I started to question him as to 

what had happened, what happened to her, and he said that I should not question 
him about it. 

After we were married, he told me that he had not told me the truth, that he 

did have a mother. but that he didn’t love her very much. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did he tell you why he didn’t love her? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 

Mr. RAIVKIX. Do you recall anything more he said about his brother Robert 

at that time? 

Mrs. OSWALD. He said that he had a good wife, that he had succeeded fairly 

well in life, that he was smart and capable. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did he say anything about having any affection for him? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, he loved Robert. He said that when Robert married Vada 

that his mother had been against the marriage and that she had made a scene, 

and this was one of the reasons he didn’t like his mother. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did he say anything about his half brother, by the name of 

Pie-1 guess the last name was Pie-Robert Pie? 

Mrs. OSWALD. He said that he had a half brother by the name of Pie from 

his mother’s first marriage, but he didn’t enlarge upon the subject. It is only 

that I knew he had a half brother by that name. 

He said that at one time they lived with this John Pie and his wife, but that 

his wife and the mother frequently had arguments, quarrels. He said it was 

hard for him to witness these scenes, it was unpleasant. 

Mr. RAXKIN. Did you regard your husband’s wage or salary at Minsk as high 

for the work he was doing? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. He received as much as the others in similar jobs. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did your husband have friends in Minsk when you first met 

him? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. How did he seem to get along with these friends? 

Mrs. OSWALD. He had a very good relationship with them. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did he discuss any of them with you? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. Will you tell us when you married your husband? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Spril 30, 1961. 

Mr. RANKIN. Was there a marriage ceremony? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Not in a church, of course. But in the institution called Zags, 

where we were registered. 

Mr. RANKIN. Was anyone else present at the ceremony? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, our friends were there. 

Mr. RANKIN. Who else was there? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No one besides my girlfriends and some acquaintances. My 

uncle and aunt were busy preparing the house, and they were not there for that 

reason. 

Mr. RANKIN. After you were married did you go to live in your husband’s 

apartment there? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you buy any new furniture? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. When was your baby born? 

Mrs. OSWALD. February 15, 1962. 

Mr. RANKIN. What is her name? 

Mrs. OSWALD. June Lee Oswald. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you stop working before the birth of the baby? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you return to work after the baby was born? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 

Mr. RANKIN. How did you and your hnsband get along during the period that 

you were in Minsk, after you were married? 
Mrs. OSWALD. We lived well. 

Mr. RANKIN. Were you a member of the trade union at Minsk? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
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hIr. RANKIN. Did you have a membership booklet? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, a booklet. 

Mr. RATKIK. I hand you Exhibit 21 and ask you if that is the trade union 

booklet that you had there. 

Mrs. OSWALD. I never have a good photograph. 

Mr. RANKIN. I offer in evidence Exhibit 21. 

The CHAIR>CAN. It may be admitted and take the next number. 

(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 21 and re- 
ceived in evidence.) 

hlr. RAXKIN. Did you pay dues to the trade union? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Mr. RASKIS. We didn’t notice any notation of dues payments in this booklet, 

Exhibit 21. Do you know why that was? 

Mrs. OSU’ALD. I forgot to paste the stamps in. 

Mr. RANKIS. That is for the period between 1956 and 1959, they don’t seem to 

be in there. 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Mr. RAAKIK. But you made the payments-you just didn’t put the stamps in, 

is that right? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. Simply because this is not important. I got the stamps, 

but the stubs remained with the person to whom I made the payment. 

Mr. RANKIN. We noted that the book shows a birth date of 1940 rather than 

1941. Do you know how that happened? 

Mrs. OBWALD. The girl who prepared this booklet thought that I was older 

and put down 1940 instead of 1941. 

hlr. RANKIN. The booklet doesn’t seem to show any registration in Minsk. 

Do you know why that would occur’! 

Mrs. OSWALD. Because the booklet was issued in Leningrad. 

Mr. RANKIN. Is it the practice to record a registration in a city that you move 

to, or isn’t that a practice that is followed? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 

Mr. RANKIX. Did your husband engage in any Communist Party activities 

while he was in the Soviet Union? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Not at all-absolutely not. 

hIr. RANKIN. Do you know whether he was a member of any organization 

there? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I think that he was also a member of a trade union, as every- 

body who works belongs to a trade union. Then he had a card from a hunting 

club, but he never visited it. He joined the club, apparently. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did he go hunting while he was there? 

Mrs. OSWALD. We only went once, with him and with my friends. 

Mr. RAKKIN. Was that when he went hunting for squirrels? 

Mrs. OSWALD. If he marked it down in his notebook that he went hunting for 

squirrels, he never did. Generally they wanted to kill a squirrel when we went 

there, or some sort of a bird, in order to boast about it, but they didn’t. 

Mr. RANKIN. Were there any times while he was in the Soviet Union after 

your marriage that you didn’t know where he went? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 

Mr. RANKIN. When did you first learn that he was planning to try to go back 

to the United States? 

hlrs. OSWALD. After we were married, perhaps a month after. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you discuss the matter at that time? 

Mrs. OSWALD. We didn’t discuss it-we talked about it-because we didn’t 

make any specific plans. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall what you said about it then? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I said, “Well, if we will go, we will go. If we remain, it 

doesn’t make any difference to me. If we go to China, I will also go.” 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you and your husband make a trip to Moscow in connection 

with your plans to go to the United States? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. We went to the American Embassy. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did your husband make a trip to Moscow alone before that? 

About his passport? 
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Mrs. OSWALD. He didn’t go alone. He actually left a day early and the fol- 
lowing morning I was to come there. 

Mr. RANKIN. I understood that he didn’t get any permission to make this 
trip to Moscow away from Minsk. Do you know whether that is true? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t know about this. I know that he bought a ticket and 
he made the flight. 

Mr. RANKIN. According to the practice, then, would he be permitted to go to 
Moscow from Minsk without the permission of the authorities? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t know whether he had the right to go to Moscow. Per- 

haps he did, because he had a letter requesting him to visit the Embassy. But 

he could not go to another city without permission of the authorities. 
Mr. RANKIN. When the decision was made to come to the United States, did 

you discuss that with your family? 
Mrs. OBWALD. First when we made the decision, we didn’t know what would 

come of it later, what would happen further. And Lee asked me not to talk 
about it for the time being. 

Mr. RANKIN. Later, did you discuss it with your family? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Later when I went to visit the Embassy, my aunt found out 

about it, because they had telephoned from work, and she was offended because 
I had not told her about it. They were against our plan. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you tell your friends about your plans after you were 
trying to arrange to go to the United States? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Was there some opposition by people in the Soviet Union to your 

going to the United States? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Somewhat. You can’t really call that opposition. There 

were difficult times. 
Mr. RANKIN. Can you tell us what you mean by that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. First, the fact that I was excluded from the Komsomol. This 

was not a blow for me, but it was, of course, unpleasant. Then all kinds of 
meetings were arranged and members of the various organizations talked to 
me. My aunt and uncle would not talk to me for a long time. 

Mr. RANKIN. And that was all because you were planning to go to the United 
States? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Were you hospitalized and received medical treatment because 

of all of these things that happened at that time, about your leaving? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
What? 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you have any nervous disorder in 1961 that you were hos- 

pitalized for? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I was nervous, but I didn’t go to the hospital. I am nervous 

now, too. 
Mr. RAN=. Then you went to Kharkov on a vacation, didn’t you? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
If you have a record of the fact that I was in the hospital, yes, I was. But 

I was in the hospital only as a precaution because I was pregnant. I have a 
negative Rh factor, blood Rh factor, and if Lee had a positive they thought- 
they thought that he had positive--even though he doesn’t. It turned out that 
we both had the same Rh factor. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you receive a promotion about this time in the work you 
were doing? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, no one gets promoted. You work for 10 years as an as- 
sistant. All the assistants were on the same level. There were no sub-man- 
agers, except for the manager who was in charge of the pharmacy. 

Mr. RANKIN. What I am asking is your becoming an assistant druggist. Was 
that something different? 

Mrs. OSWALD. At first I was-1 have to call it-an analyst. My job was to 
check prescriptions that had been prepared. There was no vacancy for an 
assistant, pharmacy assistant at flrst. But then I liked the work of a pharma- 
cist’s assistant bdtter, and I changed to that. 
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Mr. RANKIN. I will hand you Exhibit 22 and ask you if that is a book that 
shows that you were promoted or became an assistant druggist. 

Mrs. OSWALD. The entry here said, “Hired as chemist analyst of the 
pharmacy.” 

The next entry says, “Transferred to the job of pharmacy assistant.” 
These are simply different types of work. But one is not any higher than the 

other-not because one is a type of management and the other is not. If some- 
one prepared a prescription and I checked it, that was no different from the 
other work. There is a difference, of course, but not in the sense of a grade of 
service. 

Mr. RANKIN. I offer in evidence Exhibit 22. 
The CHAIRMAN. It may be admitted and take the next number. 
(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 22, and re- 

ceived in evidence. ) 
Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I ask leave at this time to substitute photostatic 

copies of any documentary evidence offered, and photographs of any physical 
evidence, with the understanding that the originals will be held subject to 
the further order of the Commission. 

The CHAIRMAN. Very well. That may be done. 
Mr. RANKIN. Were you aware of your husband’s concern about being prose- 

cuted with regard to his returning to the United States? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, he told me about it. He told me about it, that perhaps he 

might even be arrested. 
Mr. RANKIN. Was he fearful of prosecution by the Soviet Union or by the 

United States? 
Mrs. OSWALD. The United States. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall any time that the Soviet authorities visited your 

husband while you were trying to go to the United States? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. What was the occasion for your traveling to Kharkov in 1961? 
Mrs. OSWALD. My mother’s sister lives there, and she had invited me to come 

there for a rest because I was on vacation. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did anyone go with you? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. How long did you stay? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Three weeks, I think. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you write to your husband while you were gone? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Was your aunt’s name Mikhilova? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Mikhilova, yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Was there any reason why you took this vacation alone and 

not with your husband? 
Mrs. OSWALD. He was working at that time. He didn’t have a vacation. 

He wanted to go with me, but he could not. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you know what delayed your departure to the United States? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. There was some correspondence with the Embassy about your 

husband returning alone. Did you ever discuss that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. What did he say about that, and what did you say? 
Mrs. OSWALD. He said that if.he did go alone, he feared that they would not 

permit me to leave, and that he would, therefore, wait for me. 
Mr. RANKIN. What did you say? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I thanked him for the fact that he wanted to wait for me. 
Mr. RANKIN. Where did you stay in Moscow when you went there about your 

visa? 
Mrs. OSWALD. At first, we stopped at the Hotel Ostamkino. And then we 

moved to the Hotel Berlin, formerly Savoy. 
Mr. RANKIN. How long were you there on that trip? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I think about 10 days, perhaps a little longer. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you ever have any status in the armed forces of the 

Soviet Union? 
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Mrs. OSWALD. No. But all medical workers, military, are obligated-all medi- 
cal workers have a military obligation. In the event of a war, we would be in 
first place. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you ever learn from your husband how he paid his ex- 
penses in Moscow for the period prior to the time you went to Minsk? 

Mrs. 0s~~. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. I hand you Exhibit 23 and ask you if that is a booklet that 

records your military status. 
Mrs. OSWALD. I didn’t work. It is simply that I was obligated. There is 

an indication there “non-Party member”. 
Mr. RANKIN. I offer in evidence Exhibit 23. 
The CHAPMAN. It may be received. 
(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 23, and 

received in evidence.) 
Mr. RANKIN. As I understand you, you did not serve in the armed forces of 

the Soviet Union, but because of your ability as a pharmacist, you were obli- 
gated, if the call was ever extended to you, is that right? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, that is correct. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you know any reason why your husband was permitted to 

stay in the Soviet Union when he first came there? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t know. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you know why-- 
Mrs. OSWALD. Many were surprised at that-here and in Russia. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you know why he went to Minsk, or was allowed to go to 

IMinsk? 
Mrs. OSWALD. He was sent to Minsk. 
Mr. RANKIN. By that, you mean by direction of the government? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did your husband do any writing while he was in the Soviet 

Union that you know of? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, he wrote a diary about his stay in the Soviet Union. 
Mr. RANKIN. I hand you Exhibit 24 and ask you if that is a photostatic copy 

of the diary that you have just referred to. 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, that is Lee’s handwriting. It is a pity that I don’t under- 

stand it. 
Is that all? It seems to me there was more. 
Mr. RANKIN. Mrs. Oswald, that is all of the historic diary that we have re- 

ceived. There are some other materials that I will call your attention to, but 
apparently they are not part of that. 

I offer in evidence Exhibit 24. 
The CHAIRMAN. It may be admitted and take the next number. 
(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 24, and re- 

ceived in evidence. ) 
Mrs. OSWALD. That is all that only has reference to this? Or is that every- 

thing that Lee had written? 
Mr. RANKIN. No, it is not all that he ever wrote, but it is all that apparently 

fits together as a part of the descriptive diary in regard to the time he was in 
Russia. 

Do you know when your husband made Exhibit 24, as compared with doing 
it daily or from time to time-how it was made? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Sometimes two or three days in a row. Sometimes he would 
not write at all. In accordance with the way he felt about it. 

The &AIRMAN. Mrs. Oswald, you said a few moments ago it was a pity 
that you could not read this. Would you like to have the interpreter read it 
to you later, so you will know what is in it? 

You may, if you wish. 
Mrs. OSWALD. Some other time, later, when I know English myself perhaps. 
The CHAIRMAN. You may see it any time you wish. 
Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I just heard Mr. Thorne ask if there was any 

reason why they could not have photocopies of the exhibits. I know no reason. 
The CHAIRMAN.. No, there is no reason why you cannot. You may have it. 
Mr. THORNE. Thank you. 
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Mr. RANKIN. Mrs. Oswald has raised the question about whether this was 

complete. And this was all that was given us, as Exhibit 24, but we are going 

to check back on it to determine whether there was anything that may have 

been overlooked by the Bureau when they gave it to us. 
Mrs. Oswald, your husband apparently made another diary that he wrote on 

some paper of the Holland America Line. Are you familiar with that? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 

Mr. RANKIN. I will hand you Exhibit 25 and ask you if you recall having 

seen that. 
Mrs. OSWALD. I know this paper, but I didn’t know what was contained in it. 

I didn’t know this was a diary. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you know what it was? 

Mrs. OSWAL.D. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. Possibly I misdescribed it, Mrs. Oswald. It may be more ac- 

curately described as a story of his experiences in the Soviet Union. 

Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t know even when he wrote this, whether this was 

aboard the ship or after we came to the United States. I only know the paper 

itself and the handwriting. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you know whether it is your husband’s handwriting’! 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. I offer in evidence Exhibit 25. 

The Chairman. It may be admitted. 

(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 25, and 

received in evidence. ) 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall how much money you and your husband had in 

savings when you left Moscow for the United States? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t know, because Lee did not tell me how much money he 

had, because he knew that if he would tell me I would spend everything. But 

I think that we might have had somewhere about 300 rubles, or somewhat more, 

350 perhaps. 

Mr. RANKIN. How- did you travel from Moscow to the United States? 

Mrs. OBWALD. I told you-from Moscow by train, through Poland, Germany, 

and Holland, and from Holland by boat to New York. From New York to 

Dallas by air. 

Mr. RANKIN. I think you told us by another ship from Holland. I wonder 

if it wasn’t the SS Maasdam. Does that refresh your memory? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Perhaps. I probably am mixed up in the names because it is 

a strange name. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall that you exchanged United States money for 

Polish money during this trip? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, in Warsaw, on the black market. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you buy food there? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. Some good Polish beer and a lot of candy. 

By the way, we got an awful lot for one dollar, they were so happy to get it. 

More than the official rate. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did your husband drink then? 

Mrs. OBWALD. No. He doesn’t drink beer, he doesn’t drink anything, he 

doesn’t like beer. I drank the beer. I don’t like wine, by the way. 

Mr. RANICIN. Do you recall that you or your husband were contacted at any 

time in the Soviet Union by Soviet intelligence people? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 

Mr. RANKIN. During the time your husband was in the Soviet Union, did 

you observe any indication of mental disorder? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 

Mr. RANKIN. How did he appear to get along with people that he knew in the 

Soviet Union? 

Mrs. OSWAI.D. Very well. At least, he had friends there. He didn’t have 

any here. 

Mr. RANKIN. How much time did you spend in Amsterdam on the way to the 

United States? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Two or three days, it seems to me. 

Mr. RANKIN. What did you do there? 
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Mrs. OSWALD. Walked around the city, did some sightseeing. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did anybody visit you there? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you visit anyone? 
Mrs. OEWALD. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. What hotel did you stay in? 
Mrs. OBWALD. We didn’t stop at a hotel. We stopped at a place where they 

rent apartments. The address was given to us in the American Embassy. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall what you paid in the way of rent? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, Lee paid it. I don’t know. 
Mr. RANKIN. How did your husband spend his time when he was aboard the 

ship? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I was somewhat upset because he was a little ashamed to walk 

around with me, because I wasn’t dressed as well as the other girls. Basically, 
I stayed in my cabin while Lee went to the movies and they have different 
games there. I don’t know what he did there. 

Mr. RANKIN. In Exhibit 25, the notations on the Holland American Line 
stationery, your husband apparently made some political observations. Did 

he discuss these with you while he was on the trip? 
Mrs. OSW~D. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, it is time for a recess. 
The CHAIFGMAN. Yes. We will take a recess DOW. 
(Brief recess.) 
The CHAIRMAN. The Commission will be in order. 
We will continue. 
Mr. RANKIN. Mrs. Oswald, can you tell us what your husband was reading 

in the Soviet Union after you were married, that you recall? 
Mrs. OSWALD. He read the Daily Worker newspaper in the English language. 
Mr. RANKIN. Anything else? 
Mrs. OSWALD. It seems to me something like Marxism, Leninism, also in the 

English language. He did not have any choice of English books for reading 
purposes. 

Mr. RANKIN. Was he reading anything in Russian at that time? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, newspapers, and nothing else. 
Mr. RANKIN. No library books? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. It was very hard for him. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did he go to any schools while he was in the Soviet Union 

that you know of? 
Mrs. CSWALD. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. I hand you Exhibit 26 and ask you if you can tell us what that is. 
Mrs. OSWALD. The title of this document is shown here, “Information for 

those who are departing for abroad. Personal data-name, last name, date of 
birth, place of birth, height, color of eyes and hair, married or not, and purpose 
of the trip.” 

Mr. RANKIN. What does it say about the purpose of the trip-do you recall? 
Mrs. Oswa~n. Private exit. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall what members of your family are referred to 

there under that question? 
Mrs. OSWALD. It shows here “none.” I think before this was filled out- 

this was before June’s birth. 
Mr. RANKIN. That doesn’t refer then to members of your family, like your 

uncles or aunts, or anything like that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I offer in evidence Exhibit 26. 
The CHA~XAN. It may be admitted. 
(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 26, and 

received in evidence.) 
Mr. RANKIN. Now, I hand you Exhibit 27 and ash you if you can recall what 

that is. 
Mrs. OBWALD. This is a questionnaire which has to be filled out prior to 

departure for abroad. 
Mr. RANKIN. I offer in evidence Exhibit 27. 
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The CEAIEMAN. It may be admitted. 

(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 2’7, and 
received in evidence.) 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall what relatives you referred to when they asked 
for close relatives? 

Mrs. OSWALD. It must be shown there. I don’t remember. Probably my uncle. 
Mr. RANKIN. Mrs. Oswald, can you tell us the handwriting on this exhibit, 

No. 27? 
Mrs. OSWALD. This is my handwriting. 
Mr. RARKIN. You say it is all your handwriting? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Now, can you tell ‘us what Exhibit 28 is? 
Mrs. OSWALD. That is the same thing. This was a draft. 
Mr. RANKIN. You mean a rough draft? 
Mrs. OSWALD. A rough draft of the same thing. 
Mr. RANKIN. And the other one is the final? 
Mrs. OSWAILL I don’t know. Perhaps there were several drafts, I don’t know 

whether this is from the Embassy or from some other source. These are drafts, 
because the original would have had to have my photograph. Lee and I were 
playing. 

Mr. RANKIN. Then, Mrs. Oswald, you think both Exhibit 27 and 28 are 
drafts, since neither one has your photograph on them? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. We were playing dominoes, and this is the score. 
Mr. RANKIN. I ask that Exhibit 28 be received in evidence, Mr. Chairman. 
The Crrarrr~an. It will be admitted. 
(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 28, and 

received in evidence.) 

Mr. RA~VKIX. I hand you Exhibit 29 and ask you if you can tell us what 
that is? 

Mrs. OSWALD. This is a residence permit, passport-a passport for abroad. 
This is a foreign passport for Russians who go abroad. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you understand that you had six months in which to leave 
under that passport? 

Mrs. 0s~~. Yes. This all has to be filled out before you are allowed to 
go abroad. 

Mr. RAI~KIN. Whose handwriting is in Exhibit 2!3? 
Mrs. OSWALXI. I don’t know who wrote that. It is not I. Olllcials who issue 

the passport. 
Mr. RANKIN. I offer in evidence Exhibit 29. 
The CEAIBMAN. It may be admitted. 
(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 22, and 

received in evidence.) 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you know any reason why the passport was made valid 

until January 11, 1964? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Because the passport which I turned in and for which I re- 

ceived this one in exchange was valid until 1964. 
Mr. RANKIN. You had a passport prior to this one, then? 
Mrs. OswaLD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Had you obtained that before you were married? 
Mrs. 0swar.n. All citizens of the U.S.S.R. 16 and over must have a passport. 

It would be good if everyone had a passport here. It would help the Govem- 
ment more. 

Mr. R.ANKIN. Mrs. Oswald, you have told us considerably about your husband’s 
unhappiness with the United States and his idea that things would be much 
better in Cuba, if he could get there. Do you recall that? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall what he said about what he didn’t like about the 
United States? 

Mrs. OSWALD. The problem of unemployment. 
Mr. RANKIN. Anything else? 
Mrs. OSWALIL I already said what he didn’t like-that it was hard to get 
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an education, that medical care is very expensive. About his political dis- 
satisfaction, he didn’t speak to me. 

Mr. RANRIN. Did he ever say anything against the leaders of the government 
here? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Uhairman, that is all we have now except the physical 

exhibits, and I think we could do that at 2 o’clock. 
The CHAIRMAN. Mrs. Oswald, we are going to recess now until 2 o’clock. You 

must be quite tired by now. And this afternoon we are going to introduce some 
of the physical objects that are essential to make up our record. 

When we finish with those, I think your testimony will be completed. 
And I think we should 5nish today. 
You won’t be unhappy about that, will you? 
Mrs. OSWALIX No. Thank you. 
The CHAIRMAN. 2 o’clock this afternoon. 
(Whereupon, at 11:35 a.m., the President’s Commission recessed.) 

Afternoon Session 

TESTIMONY OF MRS. LEE HARVEY OSWALD RESUMED 

The President’s Commission reconvened at 2 p.m. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Commission will be in order. Mr. Rankin, you may 

continue. 
Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I understand that Mrs. Oswald has examined 

a considerable volume of correspondence during the recess. In order to be 
helpful, she has identi5ed it, and she is able to tell, through her counsel, 
by a number for each exhibit, who the letter was to or from as the case may be. 

And, after I offer the exhibits, or as part of the offer, I will ask Mr. Thorne 
if he will tell the description of the recipient and the writer of the letter in 
the various cases. These exhibits are Exhibits 30 through 65, inclusive. 

Mr. THOBNE. Exhibit No. 30 is a telegram from a former fiance’s mother. 
Exhibit No. 31 is a letter from her friend who studied with her, by the 

name of Ella Soboleva. 
Exhibit No. 32 is a letter from the Ziger family, who are friends. 
Exhibit No. 33 is another letter from Alexander Ziger. A friend of the 

family’s, 
Hxhibit No. 34 is a letter concerning departure to the United States by 

Marina and her husband. She doesn’t know who sent the letter or who received 
it. It is merely some material that she has. 

Exhibit No. 35 is an envelope from a friend which contained a letter which 
is not shown. 

Exhibit No. 36 is a letter from a former 5ance’s mother, the same one that 
sent the telegram, and Exhibit No. 39. 

Exhibit No. 37 is a letter from Marina to Lee while she was in the hospital, 
during the birth of June Lee. 

Exhibit No. 38 is a letter from Olga Dmovskaya, a friend. 
Mr. RANKIN. When you say 5ance, do you mean she was engaged to someone 

else? 
Mr. THOBNE. This is what I understand-prior to her relationship to Lee. 
Exhibit No. 39 is another letter from Ella Soboleva. 
Exhibit No. 40 is a letter from Lee Harvey to Marina while she was in the 

hospital with June Lee, during the birth of the baby. 
Exhibit No. 41 is a letter from her Aunt Valya. 
Exhibit No. 42 is a letter from their friend Pavel. 
Exhibit No. 43 is the start of a letter by Marina which was never 5nished. 
Exhibit No. 44 is the start of a letter by Marina which was never dnished. 
Exhibit No. 45 is a letter from Olga Dmovskaya, the same person who sent 

a letter in Exhibit No. 38. 
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Eghibit No. 46 is a letter-is another letter from Aunt Valya. 
Exhibit No. 47 is a letter from a friend by the name of Tolya. 
Exhibit No. 48 is an address of one of Marina’s friends. 
Exhibit No. 49 is Marina’s draft of a letter to the consulate. 
May I see Exhibit 49? I am trying to clear up a point. 
Mr. DULLEE. What is the date of that? 
Mrs. OEWALD. That is not a letter. That is an autobiography. 
Mr. THORNE. Yes, that is correct. It is the draft of an autobiography for 

the Russian Consulate. 
Exhibit No. 50 is a letter from a friend Erick Titovetz. 
Exhibit No. 51 is another letter from Aunt Valya. 
Exhibit No. 52 is a letter received by Marina while she was in the hospital 

with June Lee. 
Exhibit No. 53 is Lee Harvey Oswald’s writing. 
Exhibit No. 54 is a letter from a friend, Laliya. 
Exhibit No. 55 is a letter from Lee Harvey Oswald to Marina while she was 

in Kharkov. 
Exhibit No. 56 is the same. 
Elxhibit No. 57 is a letter from Aunt Valya. 
Hxhibit No. 58 is a letter from Lee Harvey Oswald to Marina while she was 

in the hospital with June Lee. 
Exhibit No. 59 is the same. 
Exhibit No. 60 is the same. 
Exhibit No. 61 is the same. 
Exhibit No. 62 is a letter from Anna Meller, who lives in Dallas, to Marina. 
Exhibit No. 63 is a letter from Lee Harvey Oswald to Marina while she was 

in the hospital, giving birth to June Lee. 
Exhibit No. 64 is a letter from Lee Harvey Oswald-is a letter to Lee from 

Erick Titovetz. 
Exhibit No. 65 is the second page of Exhibit No. 62. That completes the 

exhibits. 
Mr. RANEIN. We offer in evidence Exhibits 30 through 65, incluMve. 
The CHAIRMAN. They may be admitted and take the appropriate numbers. 
(The documents referred to were marked Commission Exhibit Nos. 30 through 

65, inclusive, and received in evidence.) 
Mr. RANKIN. Mrs. Oswald, you remember I asked you about the diary that 

your husband kept. You said that he completed it in Russia before he came to 
this country, do you remember that? 

Mrs. Of3WALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you know whether or not the entries that he made in that 

diary were made each day as the events occurred? 
Mrs. OEWALD. No, not each day. 
Mr. RANKIN. Were they noted shortly after the time they occurred? 
Mrs. OSWALIL Not all events. What happened in Moscow I don’t think that 

Lee wrote that in Moscow. 
Mr. RANKIN. What about the entries concerning what happened in Minsk? 
Mrs. OSWALD. He wrote this while he was working. 
Mr. RANKIN. And you think those entries were made close to the time that 

the events occurred? 
Mrs. Oswann. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. As I understand you, you think that the entries concerning the 

time he was in Moscow before he went to Minsk were entered some time while 
he was in Minsk, is that right? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I think so, but I don’t know. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you know why your husband was sent to Minsk to work and 

live after he came to the Soviet Union, instead of some other city? 
Mrs. OEWALD. He was sent there because this is a young and developing city 

where there are many industrial enterprises which needed personnel. It is an 
old, a very old city. But after the war, it had been almost completely built 
anew, because everything has been destroyed. It was easier in the sense of 
living space in Minsk-it was easier to secure living space. Many immigrants 
are sent to Minsk. There are many immigrants there now. 
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Mr. RANKIN. Were there many Americans there? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Americans? No. But from South America, from Argentina, 

we knew many. Many Argentinians live ther+comparatively many. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did your husband say much about the time he was in Moscow 

before he went to Minsk and what he did there? 
Mrs. OEWALD. He didn’t tell me particularly much about it, but he said that 

he walked in Moscow a great deal, that he had visited museums, that he liked 
Moscow better than Minsk, and that he would have liked to live in Moscow. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did he say anything about having been on the radio or television 
at Moscow? 

Mrs. OHWAW). He said that he was on the radio. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did he tell you anything about any ceremonies for him when 

he asked for Soviet citizenship? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. When he was not granted Soviet citizenship, did he say any- 

thing about the Soviet Government or his reaction towards their failure to give 
him citizenship? 

Mrs. OSWALD. When I read the diary, I concluded from the diary that Lee 
wanted to become a citizen of the Soviet Union and that he had been refused, but 
after we were married we talked on that subject and he said it was good that he 
had refused to accept citizenship. Therefore, I had always thought that Lee 
had been offered citizenship-but that he didn’t want it. 

Mr. RANKIN. What diary are you referring to that you read? 
Mrs. OSWALD. The diary about which we talked here previously-in the 

preceding session. 
Mr. RANKIN. The one that was completed in Russia that you referred to? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. And when did you first read that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I had never read it, because I didn’t understand English. But 

when I was questioned by the FBI, they read me excerpts from that diary. 
Mr. RANKIN. And that was after the assassination? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. When you and Lee Oswald decided to get married, was there a 

period of time you had to wait before it could be official? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you file an application and then have a period to wait? 
Mrs. OEWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. How long was that period of waiting? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Ten days. 
Mr. RANKIN. After it was known in Minsk that you were to marry this Ameri- 

can, did any officials come to you and talk to you about the marriage? 
Mrs. OSWaLD. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. Mrs. Oswald, we have Exhibits 66 through 91 that we are going 

to ask your counsel to show to you, and after you have looked at them and are 
satisfied that you can identify them, then we will ask you to comment on them. 

Mrs. OSWALD. This is from Lee when I was in the hospital. 
Mr. RANKIN. What exhibit is that? 
Mr. THORNE. These are all part of Exhibit 66. They are various miscellaneous 

pkeB of writing involved in this particular exhibit. 
Mrs. OSWALD. It was not in June that I was in the hospital. He didn’t know 

that I was in the hospital. 
Mr. RANKIN. By “he” do you mean your husband Lee Oswald? 
Mrs. OSWAL.D. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. And when did he not know that you were in the hospital? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Because I was going to work when I began to feel ill, and I 

was taken to the hospital. 
Mr. RANKIN. And what time was that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. In the morning, about 10 a.m. 
Mr. RANKIN. I mean about what day or month or year? 
Mrs. OSWALD. September 1961. 
Mr. RANKIN. Is that before you went to Kharkov? 
Mrs. Oswann. Yes. 
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Mr. RANKIN. And we have already discussed, or I have asked you about that 
time you were in the hospital. 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. I was there twice. 
Mr. RANKIN. By twice, you mean this time you have described before you 

went to Kharkov and the other time when you had the baby? 
Mrs. OSWALD. This is a lerter from Iresse Yakhliel. 
Mr. RANKIN. That is Exhibit 67? 
Mr. THOBNE. No, sir, these are all part of Exhibit 66. 
Mr. DULLES. I wonder if these should not be marked in some way, because 

you won’t be able to find out what they are in the future-A, B, C, D, or some- 
thing of this kind. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Redlich. will you mark those as 66-A. B, C, and D, or 
however they run? 

Mr. Thorne, when you say the first one marked “A”, will you make it clear 
what that is? 

Mr. THOBNE. The exhibit marked “A’‘-let me hasten to point out that all of 
these pieces of paper have a mark “159R”. We are denoting individually these 
papers by starting with A, B, C, and so on. 

“A” represents the first piece of paper that was identified earlier in this 
testimony by Mrs. Oswald, referring again specifically to Exhibit 66, which 
is composed of many such pieces of paper. 

Exhibit B was the second piece of paper that was identified by Mrs. Oswald. 
I believe this is the third. 
Mrs. OSWALD. This is a letter from Inessa Yakhliel. 
Mr. THOBNE. This will be identified as C. 
Mrs. OSWALD. The envelope of a letter that Lee wrote me, to Kharkov. 
Mr. THOBNE. That is identified as Exhibit D. 
Mrs. Oswat~. From Inessa Yakhliel. 
Mr. THOBNE. This is identified as Exhibit E. 
Mrs. OSWALD. This is from Inessa Yakhliel. 
Mr. THOBNE. This is identified as Exhibit F. 
Mrs. OSWALD. This is from Lee. 
Mr. THOBNE. Identified as Exhibit G. 
Mrs. OSWALD. From my Aunt Luba. e 
Mr. THOBNE. This is identified as Exhibit H. 
Mrs. OSWALD. This is a letter from Lee. 
Mr. THOBNE. Exhibit I. 
Now, so there is no confusion, let’s state again that these are sub-exhibits, 

letters, and marked 159, from A through I, all part of Exhibit 66. 
Mrs. OSWALD. I would like to obtain these letters, to preserve them. I don’t 

mean now. 
The CHAIBMAN. She may see and have copies of any of the letters she de- 

sires connected with her testimony. 
Mr. THOBNE. This is Exhibit 67. 
Mrs. OSWALD. A photograph of Galiya Khontooleva. 
Mr. THOENE. Exhibit 68. Exhibit 68 is two postcards, and they probably 

need to be identhled as A and B. 
Let’s identify A. 
Mrs. 0s~~. That is a letter from Lee from New Orleans to Irving-to the 

home of Mrs. Paine. 
And this is a letter from the mother, Lee’s mother. 
Mr. THOBNE. This will be identified as Exhibit 68-B. Exhibit 69 is composed 

of two postcards. Exhibit 69-A- 
1Mrs. OSWALD. This is from Lee, from New Orleans, addressed to me, when 

I lived with Ruth Paine. 
Mr. THOBNE. AndExhibit 69-B? 
Mrs. OSWALD. A letter from a girl friend from Russia, Ludmila Larionova. 
Mr. THOBNE. Exhibit No. 70, a postcard. 
Mrs. OSWALD. From my grandmother, from the mother of my stepfather. 
Mr. THOBNE. Exhibit No. 71. Two envelopes. 71-A- 
Mrs. OSWALD. From Pave1 Golovachev, addressed to the address of Ruth 

Paine. And this is an envelope from Ruth Paine. 
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Mr. THOBNE. That is Exhibit B. 
Mrs. OSWALD. A letter to me. 
Mr. THORXE. Exhibit 72 is a writing. In Russian. 
Mrs. OSWALD. This is a reply to Lee’s letter about the fact that he wanted 

to study at the Trnirrrsity of Peoples Friendship, and he was refused. 
Mr. THORSE. Exhibit 73 contains two pieces of paper. 73-A is identified 

as- 
Mrs. OSWALD. This is from the time that June was a little baby, a certificate 

of the fact that she was vaccinated for smallpox. 
Mr. THORNE. Exhibit B? 
Mrs. OSWALD. This is Anna Meller’s address and telephone number. 
Mr. THORNE. Exhibit 74? 
Mrs. OSWALD. This is Lee’s library card of the State Library. I think in 

Moscow-the State Library. 
Mr. THOBNE. Exhibit 75 contains a writing and an envelope. 
Xrs. OSWALD. A letter from Galiya Khontooleva, and an envelope. 
Mr. THORNE. Exhibit 76 contains three pages of writing, together with an 

envelope. 
Mrs. OSWALD. This was when Lee and I visited his brother in a city in 

Alabama, he 1s studying to be a clergyman. There we met a young man who 
was studying Russian, and he wrote me this letter. 

These are all his letters. 
Mr. THORNE. This is three pages of one letter together with the envelope. 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Mr. THORNE. Exhibit 77 contains an envelope and two written page-two 
separate pages of writing. 

Mrs. OSWALD. This is from Galiya Khontooleva, and the envelope. 

Mr. THORNE. Exhibit 78 contains an envelope and two handwritten pages of 
writing. 

Mrs. OSWALD. This is a letter from Ruth Paine to New Orleans. 
Mr. THOBNE. Exhibit No. 79 contains an envelope and one page of writing. 
Mrs. OSWALD. This is a letter from Pave1 Golovachev, from Minsk. 
Mr. THOBNE. Exhibit No. 80, two handwritten pages. 
Mrs. OSWALD. I was forced by the FBI to write an account of how much 

money I had received through them. 
Mr. THORNE. Exhibit 81 contains one page of writing. 
Mrs. OSWALD. The same. 
Mr. THORNE. By the same, you mean what? 
Mrs. OSWALD. A receipt for the receipt of money through the FBI. 
Mr. THORNE. Are these donations? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. THOBNE. Exhibit 82 contains a page in handwriting. 
Mrs. OSWALD. A letter from Ruth. 
Mr. THORNE. Exhibit 83 is a photograph. 
Mrs. OSWALD. The son of Ludmila Larionova. 
Mr. THORNE. Exhibit 84 contains an envelope. 
Mrs. OSWALD. Simply an envelope. 
Mr. THORNE. Exhibit 85 contains an envelope. 
Mrs. OSWALD. Lee wrote to me in Kharkov. 
Mr. THOBNE. Exhibit 86 contains an envelope. 
Mrs. OSWALD. From Titovetz, a letter from the Soviet Union. 
Mr. THORNE. Exhibit 87 contains an envelope. 
Mrs. OSWALD. From Pave1 Golovachev. 
Mr. THORNE. Exhibit 88 contains an envelope and one page of writing. 
Mrs. OSWALD. A letter from Ella Soboleva. 
Mr. THORNE. And the letter arrived in the envelope? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. THOBNE. Exhibit 89 contains one sheet of writing. 
Mrs. OSWALD. Also from Soboleva. 
Mr. THORNE. Exhibit No. 90. 
Mrs. OSWALD. I think from Ruth. 
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Mr. THORNE. This contains several pages--several sheets-three sheets which 
seem to be one continuous letter. 

Mrs. OSWALD. A letter from Ruth Paine. 
Mr. THORNE. A three-page letter. Exhibit No. 91 contains an envelope. 
Mrs. OSWALD. From Erick Titovetz. 
Mr. RANKIN. We offer in evidence Exhibits 66 through 91, inclusive. 
The CHAIRMAN. You have looked over all these, have you, Mr. Thorne, and 

your client has identified them? 
Mr. THORNE. Yes, sir. 
The CHAIRMAN. They may be admitted. 
(The documents referred to were marked Commission Exhibit Nos. 66 through 

91, inclusive, and received in evidence.) 
Mr. HANKIN. Mrs. Oswald, we will show you photostatic copies of various 

writings of your husband. As you look at them, would you tell us what each 
one is, insofar as you recognize them, please? 

Mr. THORNE. This is Exhibit 92, which is a writing, a photocopy of a writing. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you recognize that exhibit, Mrs. Oswald? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Lee’s handwriting. But I have never seen this. More cor- 

rectly, I have seen it, but I have never read it. 
Mr. RANKIN. So you don’t know what it purports to be, I take it. 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. That is, you do not? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. But you do recognize his handwriting throughout? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. THORNE. May I point out to the Commission, please, this is in English. 

This is handwritten in English and it is typewritten in English. 
Mr. RANKIN. We offer in evidence Exhibit 92. 
The CHAIRMAN. It will be admitted. 
(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 92, and 

received in evidence.) 
Mr. RANKIN. I should like to inform the Commission that Exhibit 92 purports 

to be the book that Lee Oswald wrote about conditions in the Soviet Union. 
The CHAPMAN. The one that was dictated to the stenographer? 
Mr. RANKIN. Yes, that is right. 
Mr. REDLICH. He had had written notes, and she transcribed them. 
Mr. THORNE. The next exhibit is Exhibit No. 93, many pages, handwritten, 

in English. 
Mr. RAI~KIN. Mrs. Oswald, will you tell us what that is, if you know. 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, I don’t know. 
Mr.. RANKIN. Do you know whether it is in the handwriting of your 

husband ? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, this is Lee’s handwriting. These are all his papers. I 

don’t know about them. Everything is in English. I don’t know. 
Mr. RANKIN. We offer in evidence Exhibit 93. 
The CHAIRMAN. Exhibit 93 may be admitted. 
(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 93, and 

received in evidence.) 
Mr. RANKIN. I should like to advise *the Commission that this Exhibit 

93 purports to be a resume of his Marine Corps experience, and some additional 
minor notes. 

Mr. THORNE. Exhibit No. 94 is photocopies of many pages of handwriting, 
which is in English. 

Mrs. OSWALD. I dont know what that is. It is Lee’s handwriting. 
Mr. RANKIN. We offer in evidence Exhibit 94. 
The CHAIIU~AN. It may be admitted. 
(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 94, 

and received in evidence.) 
Mr. DULLES.. Do we know what that is? 
Mr. RANKIN. Exhibit 94 consists of handwritten pages on which the book 

about Russia, Exhibit 92, was typewritten. 
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Mr. THOBNE. Exhibit No. 95 is a photocopy of many pages of typewriting, 
typewritten words, which are in English. 

Mrs. OSWALD. I also don’t know. 
Mr. RANKIN. Mrs. Oswald, I will ask you, on Exhibit 95, can you identify 

the handwriting on that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. It is Lee’s handwriting. 
Mr. RANKIN. And did you ever see the pages of that Exhibit 95 as a 

part of his papers and records? 
Mrs, OSWALD. No. Perhaps I saw them, but I don’t remember them. 
Mr. RANKIN. But you know it is his handwriting, where the handwriting 

appears? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. We offer in evidence Exhibit 95. 
The CHAIRMAN. It may be admitted. 
(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 95, and 

received in evidence.) 
Mr. THOBNE. Exhibit 96 is a photocopy of two pages that are handwritten 

and in English. 
Mrs. OSWALD. I also don’t know what that is. For me, that is a dark 

forest, a heap of papers. 
Mr. RANKIN. With regard to Exhibit 95 that has been received in evidence, 

I should Like to inform the Commission that that is also material con- 
cerning the book, regarding conditions in Russia.. 

Mrs. Oswald, will you tell us with regard to Exhibit S&-do you recog- 
nize the handwriting on those pages? 

Mrs. OSWALD. This is all Lee’s handwriting. 
Mr. RANKIN. We offer in evidence Exhibit 96. 
The CHATRMAN. It may be admitted. 
(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 96, and 

received in evidence.) 
Mr. RANKIN. Exhibit 96 purports to be notes for a speech or article, on 

“The New Era.” 
Mr. THORNE. Exhibit 97 is a photocopy of several pages, both printed and 

in writing, handwriting. 
Mrs. OSWALD. It is amazing that Lee had written so well. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you recognize the handwriting? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, I do. 
Mr. THOENE. This is also in English. 
Mrs. Oswald, you state he had written so well. By that you mean what? 
Mrs. Osw~rn. Neatly. And legibly. 
Mr. RANKIN. I offer in evidence Exhibit 97. 
The CHAIRMAN. Exhibit 97 may be admitted. 
(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 97, and 

received in evidence.) 
Mr. THORNE. Exhibit 98 is three photocopy pages of handwriting in English. 
Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t know what that is. 
Mr. THOBNE. Do you recognize the handwriting? 
Mrs. OSWAUJ. That is Lee’s handwriting. 
Mr. RANKIN. Exhibit 97 appears to be a critique on the Communist Parts 

in the United States by Lee Oswald. 
The CHAIBMAN. It may be admitted. 
Mr. R.ANKIN. We offer in evidence Exhibit 98. 
The CHAPMAN. It may be admitted. 
(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 

received in evidence.) 
Mr. RANKIN. Exhibit 98 purports to be notes for a speech. 
Mr. THORNE. Exhibit 99 is one photocopy page of handwriting in 
Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t know what that is. 
Mr. THORNE. Is this Lee’s handwriting? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. We offer in evidence Exhibit 99. 
The CHAIBMAN. It may be admitted. 
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(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 99, and 
received in evidence.) 

Mr. THORNE. Exhibit No. 100 purports to be four pages, photocopy pages, of 
handwriting, in English. 

Mrs. OEWALD. Lee’s handwriting. But what it is, I don’t know. I am sorry, 
but I don’t know what it is. 

Mr. RANKIN. We offer in evidence Exhibit 100. 
The CHAIRMAN. It may be admitted. 
(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 100, and 

received in evidence.) 
Mr. RANKIN. I wish to inform the Commission that this purports to be an- 

swers to questionnaires, and shows two formats, one showing that he is loyal to 
the country and another that he is not so loyal. 

Mr. THORNE. Exhibit 101 is a photocopy of one page which is printed and 
handwritten in English. 

Mrs. OSWALD. Lee’s handwriting. But what it is, I don’t know. 
Mr. RANKIN. We offer in evidence Exhibit 101. 
The CHAIRMAN. It may be admitted. 
(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 101, and 

received in evidence.) 
Mr. RANKIN. This purports to be a portion of the diary and relates to his 

meeting at the Embassy on October 31,195s. 
Mr. THOBNE. Exhibit 102 is photocopies of two pages, handwritten, in 

English. 
Mrs. OSWALD. Lee’s handwriting. I don’t know what it is. 
Mr. RANKIN. We offer in evidence Exhibit 102. 
The C’HAIEMAN. It may be admitted. 
(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 102, and 

received in evidence.) 
Mr. RANEIN. I wish to call the CommisGon’s attention to the fact that Exhibit 

102 purports to be a draft d memoranda, at least, for a speech. 
Mr. THOBNE. Exhibit 103 is two pages, two photocopy pages, of handwriting, 

in English. 
Mrs. OSWALD. From the address I see that it is a letter-it is Lee’s letter, 

but to whom, I don’t know. 
Mr. RANKIN. I offer in evidence Exhibit 103. 
The CHAIBMAN. It may be admitted under that number. 
(The document referred to was marked Commission- Exhibit No. 103, and 

received in evidence.) 
Mr. RANKIN. I wish to call the attention of the Commission to the fact that 

Exhibit 103 is a purported draft of the letter that Lee Oswald sent to the 
Embassy, the Soviet Embassy, which you will recall referred to the fact that 
his wife was asked by the FBI to defect-had such language in the latter part 
of it. This draft shows that in this earlier draft he used different language, 
and decided upon the language that he finally sent in the exhibit that is in the 
record earlier. The comparison is most illuminating. 

Mr. THOBNE. Exhibit 104 is photocopy pages of a small notebook. 
Mrs. OSWALD. This is my notebook, various addresseewhen I was at the 

rest home, I simply noted down the addresses of some acquaintances. 
Mr. DULLES. Is this in Russia, or the United States? 
Mrs. OSWALD. In Russia. 
Mr. RANKIN. We offer in evidence Exhibit 104. 
The CHAIBMAN. It may be admitted. 
(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 104, and 

received in evidence.) 
Mr. THOBNE. Exhibit 105 is a notebook- 
Mr. RANKIN. Exhibit 104 purports to be a small notebook of Mrs. Oswald. 
Mr. THORNE. Exhibit 105 is the original of a notebook containing various 

writings in English and in Russian. 
Mrs. OSWALD. This is when Lee was getting ready to go to Russia, and he 

made a list of the things that he wanted to buy and take with him. 
Fnrther, I don’t know what he had written in there. 
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Mr. DULLES. Was this the time he went or the time he didn’t go? 

Mrs. OSWALD. When he didn’t-when he intended to. 

Mr. RANKIN. In Exhibit 105, Mrs. Oswald, I will ask you if you noted that 

your husband had listed in that “Gun and case, Price 24 REC. 17.” 

Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t know what that is. Unfortunately, I cannot help. 1 
don’t know what this means. 

Mr. RANKIN. But. you do observe the item in the list in that booklet, do you? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Now I see it. 
Mr. RANKIN. I offer in evidence Exhibit 105. 

The OHAIRMAN. That will be received. 

(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 106, and 

received in evidence.) 

Mr. RANKIN. With regard to Exhibit 102, I should like to inform the Com- 

mission that as a part of this transcribed record, as soon as we can complete it, 

we will have photostatic copies of these various exhibits for you, along with 

photographs of the physical material. But I think you will want to examine 

some of it very closely. 

I call your particular attention to this draft of a proposed speech. One of 

the items, No. 1, states, “Americans are apt to scoff at the idea that a military 

coup in the U.S. as so often happens in Latin American countries, could ever 

replace our government. But that is an idea that has grounds for considera- 

tion. Which military organization has the potentialities of exciting such 

action? Is it the Army? With its many conscripts, its unwieldy size, its score 

of bases scattered across the world? The case of General Walker shows that 

the Army at least is not fertile enough ground for a far-right regime to go a 

very long way, for the size, reasons of size, and disposition.” 

Then there is an insert I have difficulty in reading. 
“Which service, then, can qualify to launch a coup in the U.S.A.? Small size, 

a permanent hard core of officers and few bases as necessary. Only one outfit 

fits that description, and the U.S. Marine Corps is a rightwing-infiltrated orga- 

nization of dire potential consequences to the freedom of the United States. I 

agree with former President Truman when he said that ‘The Marine Corps 

should be abolished.’ ” 

That indicates some of his thinking. 

The CHAIRMAN. We will just take a short break. 

(Brief recess.) 

The CHAIBMAN. The Commission will be in order. 

Mr. THOBNE. Exhibit 106 for identification is a notebook. 

Mrs. OSWALD. This is my book, some poems by- 

Mr. THOBNE. It contains handwriting in Russian. 

Mr. RANKIN. How did you happen to write that, Mrs. Oswald? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I simply liked these verses. I did not have a book of poems. 

And I made a copy. 

Mr. RANKIN. I offer in evidence Exhibit 106. 

The CHAIRMAN. It may be admitted. 

(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 106, and 

received in evidence.) 

Mr. THOBNE. Exhibit 107 contains a small piece of cardboard with some 

writing in Russian on it. 

Mrs. OSWALD. This is Lee’s pass from the factory. 

Mr. RANKIN. I offer in evidence Exhibit 107. 

The CHAIRMAN. It may be admitted. 

(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 107, and 

received in evidence.) 

Mr. THORNE. Exhibit 108 is an original one sheet of paper, with handwriting 

in ink, in Russian, on one page. 

Mrs. OSWALD. These are the lyrics of a popular song. 

Mr. RANKIN. A Russian popular song? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. This is Armenian-an Armenian popular song. 

Mr. RANKIN. I offer in evidence Exhibit 108. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is admitted. 
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(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 108, and 

received in evidence. ) 

Mr. THORNE. Exhibit 109 is one sheet with handwriting in ink on b&h sides, 

an original. 

Mrs. OSWALD. This was simply my recollection of some song lyrics and the 

names of some songs that people had asked me. 

Mr. RANKIN. I offer Exhibit 109. 

The CHAIBMAN. It may be admitted. 

(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 109, and 

received in evidence.) 
Mr. THORNE. Exhibit 110 is a yellow legal sized sheet with handwriting in 

Russian which seems to be interpreted in English below it, together with a 

little stamp. I can explain the stamp. It says FBI Labor&tory. 

Mrs. OSWALD. This is when George Bouhe was giving me lessons. I trans- 

lated from Russian into English-not very successfully-my first lmons. 

Mr. RANKIN. I offer Exhibit 110. 

The CHAIRMAN. It may be admitted. 

(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 110, and 

received in evidence.) 

Mr. RANKIN. When was it that George Bouhe was teaching you English and 

you wrote this out? 

Mrs. OSWALD. This was in July 1962. I don’t remember when I arrived-in 

‘62 or ‘61. 

Mr. RANKIN. Is the handwriting in Exhibit 110 in the Russian as well as 

the English in your handwriting? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. The Russian is written by Bouhe, and the English is 

written by me. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you make the translation from the Russian i&o the English 

by yourself? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, I had to study English. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you have a dictionary to work with? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

3Ir. RANKIN. So you were taking a Russian-English dictionary and trying to 

convert the Russian words that he wrote out init0 English, is that right? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Mr. THOBNE. Exhibit 111 is a book written in Russian, a pocket book. 

Mrs. OSWALD. This is my book. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you notice some of the letters are cut out of that book, 

Exhibit ill? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Letters? 

I see that for the first time. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you know who did that? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Probably Lee was working, but I never saw that. I don’t know 

what he did that for. 

Mr. RANKIN. You never saw him while he was working with that? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. I would have shown him if I had seen him doing that to 

my book. 

Mr. RANKIN. You know sometimes messages are made up by cutting Out 

letters that way and putting them together to make words. 

Mrs. OSWALD. I read about it. 

Mr. RANKIN. You have never seen him do that? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 

Mr. RANKIN. I offer Exhibit 111. 

The CHAIRNAN. It may be admitted. 
(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit NO. 111, and 

received in evidence.) 

1Llr. THORNE. Exhibit 112 is an apparent application-an applicant’s driving 

record. 

Mrs. OSWALD. I have never seen this. 

Mr. THORNE. It is in English. 

Mr. RANKIN. That is not your driving record, then? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
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Mr. RANKIN. You don’t know whether it was your husband’s? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t know. 
Mr. THORKE. May I clarify the exhibit. 7 It is an application for a Texas 

driver’s license. Standard form application. 
Mr. RANKIN. We offer in evidence Exhibit 112. 
The CHAIRMAN. It may be admitted. 
(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 112, and 

received in evidence.) 
Mrs. OSWALD. It is quite possible that Lee prepared that, because Ruth Paine 

insisted on Lee’s obtaining a licen’se. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you hear her insist? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. She said it would be good to have. 
Mr. RANKIN. And when was that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. October or November. 
Mr. RANKIN. X962? 
Mrs. OSWALD. ‘63. 
Mr. THORNE. Exhibit 113 is a driver’s handbook published by the State of 

Texas. 
Mrs. OSWALD. We had this book for quite some time. George Bouhe had 

given that to Lee if he at some time would try to learn how to drive. 
Mr. RANKIN. I offer in evidence Exhibit 113. 
The CHAIRMAN. It may be admitted. 
(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 113, and 

received in evidence.) 
Mr. RANKIN. Was your husband able to drive a car? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, I think that he knew how. Ruth taught him how. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did he have a driver’s license that you know of? 
Mrs. OSWAL,D. No. 

This is a Russian camera of Lee’s-binoculars. 
Mr. THORNE. Exhibit 114 is a leather case containing a pair of binoculars. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you remember having seen those binoculars, known as Exhibit 

114, before? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. We had binoculars in Russia because we liked to look 

through them at a park. 
b%r. RANKIN. Do you know whether your husband used them in connection 

with the Walker incident? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t know. 
Mr. RANKIN. He never said anything about that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. We offer in evidence Exhibit 114. 
The CHAIRMAN. It may be admitted. 
(The article referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 114, and received 

in evidence.) 
Mr. THORNE. Exhibit 115 is a box containing a stamping kit. 
Mrs. OSWALD. That is Lee’s, 1Vhen he was busy with his Cuba, he used it. 
Mr. RANKIN. You mean when he was working on the Fair Play for Cuba, he 

used this? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. I offer in evidence Exhibit 115. 
The CHAIRMAN. It may be admitted. 
(The article referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 115, and received 

in evidence.) 
Mr. RANKIN. How did he use that kit in Exhibit 115 in connection with his 

Fair Play for Cuba campaign? 
Mrs. OSWALD. He had leaflets for which he assembled letters and printed his 

address. 
Mr. RANKIN. And he used this kit largely to stamp the address on the letters? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Not letters, but leaflets. 
Mr. RANKIN. He stamped the address on the leaflets? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Handbills, rather. 
Yes. 
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Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall whether be stamped his name on the handbills, too? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. What name did be stamp on them? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Lee Harvey Oswald. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did be use tbe name Hide11 on those, too? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t remember. Perhaps. 
Mr. THORNE. Exhibit 116 is a Spanish to English and English to Spanish 

dictionary. 
Mr. RANKIN. Have you seen that before? 
Mrs. OSWALD. When Lee came from Mexico City I think be bad this. 
Mr. RANKIN. I offer in evidence Hxbibit 116. 
The CHAPMAN. It may be received. 
(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 116, and 

received in evidence. ) 
Mr. THOBNE. Exhibit 117 is one sheet of paper withsome penciled markings 

on it. 
Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t know what that is. I don’t know. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you recognize any of the writing on that exhibit? 
Mrs. OSWALIX Lee’s handwriting. 
Mr. RANKIN. I offer in evidence Exhibit 117. 
The CHAIBMAN. It may be admitted. 
(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 117, and 

received in evidence.) 
Mr. THORNE. Exhibit 118 is a clipping from a newspaper. There are some 

notations on it. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall seeing that clipping, Exhibit 118, before? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you recognize any of the handwriting on it? 
Mrs. OSWILLD. As far as it is visible, it is similar to Lee’s handwriting. 
Mr. RANKIN. I offer Exhibit 118. 
The CHAIBMAN. 118 may he admitted. 
(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 118, and 

received in evidence.) 
Mr. RANKIN. I call attention to the members of the Commission that Exhibit 

118 has a reference to the President, with regard to the income tax, and the 
position of the Administration as being favorable to business rather than to the 
small taxpayer in the approach to the income tax. 

Mr. THORNE. Exhibit 119 contains a key with a chain. 
Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t know what this is a key to. 
Mr. RANKIN. It appears to be a key to a padlock. Do you recognize it? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I can see that it is a key to a padlock, but I have never used 

such a key. 
Mr. RANKIN. Have you ever seen your husband use such a key? 
Mrs. OSWALD. It is bard to remember what key be used. I know be bad a key. 
(The article referred to was marked as Commission Exhibit No. 119 for 

identification.) 
Mr. THORNE. Rxbibit 120 purports to be a telescope-15 power telescope. 
Mrs. OSWALD. I have never seen such a telescope. 
Mr. RANKIN. You never saw it as a part of your husband’s things? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
(The article referred to was marked for identification as Exhibit No. 120.) 
Mr. THORNE. Dxbibit 121 is a Russell Storer candy box filled with miscel- 

laneous assortment-medicines of all kinds. 
Mr. RANKIN. Mrs. Oswald, can you help us in regard to that Exhibit 121? 

Are those your medicines or are those your husband’s? 
Mrs. OSWALD. These are all my medications. 
(The article referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 121 and re- 

ceived in evidence.) 
Mr. THORNE. Exhibit 122 is a cardboard box containing an assortment of 

items. 
Mrs. OSWALD. These are all his things. I think be used this to clean the 

rifle. 
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Mr. RANHIN. You are showing us pipe cleaners that you say your husband 
used to clean the rifle, as you remember it? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. How often did he clean it, do you remember? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Not too often. I have already told you. 
Mr. RANKIN. I offer in evidence Exhibit 122. 
The CHAIRMAN. It will be received. 
(The article referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 122, and re- 

ceived in evidence.) 
Mr. THORNE. Exhibit 123 contains seven small one ounce dark brown bottles. 
Mrs. OSWALD. Lee’s brother is a pharmacist. He gave this to us. 
Mr. THORNE. As well as the apparent boxes that they came in. 
Mr. RANKIN. Which brother is a pharmacist? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Murret. 
Mr. RANKIN. You mean his cousin? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. In the Russian the word cousin is second brother. 
Mr. RANKIN. We offer in evidence Exhibit 123. 
The CHAIRMAN. It may be received. 
(The article referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 123, and re- 

ceived in evidence.) 
Mr. THORNE. Exhibit 124 is a hunting knife in a sheath, approximately a 

4- or 5-inch blade. 
Mrs. OSWALD. I have never seen this knife. 
It is a new knife. And that telescope is also new. 
(The article referred to was marked as Commission Exhibit No. 124 for 

identification.) 
Mr. THORNE. Exhibit 125 is a file cabinet for presumably three by five or five 

by seven inch cards. 
Mrs. OSWALD. Lee kept his printing things in that, pencils. 
Mr. RANKIN. The things that he printed his lair Play for Cuba leaflets on? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Pencils and materials that he used in connection with that 

matter ? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did he have any index cards in that metal case? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, he had some. 
Mr. RANKIN. You don’t know what happened, to them? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you know what was on those index cards? 
Mrs. OSWAUI. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. A list of any people that you know of? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. I don’t know. 
Mr. RANKIN. Were those leaflets about Pair Play for Cuba printed? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. And then did he stamp something on them after he had them 

printed? 
Mrs. OSWALD. He would print his name and address on them. 
Mr. RANKIK I will offer in evidence Exhibit 125. 
The CHAIRMAN. It may be admitted. 
(The article referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 125, and received 

in evidence.) 
Mr. RANKIN. You don’t know what happened to the cards that were in that? 
Mrs. OSWALKI. No. 
Mr. THORNE. Exhibit 126 is a small hand overnight bag, canvas zipper bag. 
Mrs. OSWALD. That is Lee’s handbag, and he arrived with it from Mexico 

City. 
Mr. RANKIN. It is one of the bags that you described when you were telling 

about his bringing one back from Mexico City? 
Mrs. OSWALD. He only had this one. 
Mr. RANKIN. Exhibit 126 was the only bag that he brought back? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. We offer in evidence Exhibit 126. 
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The CHAIRMAN. It may be admitted. 
(The article referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 126, and received 

in evidence.) 
Mr. THORNE. Exhibit 127 is a suitcase. 
Mrs. OSWALD. A Russian suitcase. 
Mr. RANKIN. You have seen that before, have YOU? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Of course. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you know whether he took Exhibit 127 to Mexico? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. You don’t know, or you don’t think he did? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I know that he did not take it. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you know when he used Exhibit 127? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t think that he would have used it. 
Was this taken in Lee’s apartment? 
Mr. RANKIN. We cannot tell you that, Mrs. Oswald. We don’t know which 

place it was taken from. 
You have seen it amongst his things, though, have you not? 
Mrs. Oswil~n. No. I think these things were in Ruth Paine’s garage. 
Mr. RANKIN. You don’t know whether it is his or Mrs. Paine’s? 
Mrs. OSWALD. That is my suitcase. 
Mr. RANKIN. And did you use it to come from the Soviet Union? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. THOBNE. This is not Lee’s suitcase, then-this is your personal suitcase? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. Ours, or mine. 
Mr. RANKIN. We offer in evidence Exhibit 127. 
The CHAIBMAN. Do you need that? That is hers. She may want it. DO you 

think we need it? 
Very well. It may be admitted. 
(The article referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 127, and received 

in evidence.) 
Mr. THOBNE. Exhibit 128 is a Humble Oil and Refining Company courtesy 

map of the Dallas-Fort Worth area. 
Mr. RANKIN. I call your attention, Mrs. Oswald, to the markings in ink, in 

the area where the assassination took place. 
Mrs. Oswann. This map Lee acquired after returning to Irving. Before that, 

he had another map. 
That doesn’t tell me anything. I did not use this map. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you ever see your husband use it? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. I think that this was in his apartment, where he lived. 

Perhaps he used it there. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you ever see him put those markings on it? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, I have never seen him use this specific map. Possibly he 

marked this place, not because of what happened there, but because this was 
the place where he worked, I don’t know. He had a habit to note down the 
addresses of all acquaintances where he worked. 

Mr. RANKIN. Can you tell whether the writing on the side of the map there 
is in your husband’s handwriting? 

Mrs. OSWALD. It doesn’t look like his handwriting. 
(The document referred to was marked for identification as Commission Ex- 

hibit No. 128.) 
Mr. THORNE. Exhibit 129 purports to be some type of an official document in 

Russian. 
Mrs. OSWALD. That is my birth certificate. 
Mr. R~NKIN. Do you know why it was issued at that date, rather than pre- 

sumably the one that was issued when you were born? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Because mine was lost somewhere, and it was reissued. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you have to go there to get it? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, simply write a letter. 
Mr. RANKIN. And they mailed it to you? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. I offer that exhibit in evidence. 
The CHAIBMAN. It may be admitted. 
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(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 129, and 
received in evidence.) 

Mr. THORNE. Exhibit 130 seems to be an original instrument in Russian. 
Mrs. OSWALD. This is a copy of a birth certificate which a notary issues. 
Mr. THORNE. Whose certificate? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Mine. 
Mr. RANEIN. I offer in evidence Exhibit 130. 
The CHAIRMAN. It may be admitted. 
(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 130, and 

received in evidence.) 
Mr. THORNE. Dxhibit 131 is a one-sh&t document in Russian. 
Mrs. OSWALD. The same thing. 
Mr. RANKIN. Why did you have these other copies? 
Mrs. OSWALD. These documents were needed for regularizing all the docu- 

ments in connection with the trip abroad. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you know why the date was rewritten from July 14 to Jnly 19 

on them ? 
Mrs. OSWALD. In which? 
Mr. RANKIN. In the original. 
Mrs. OSWALD. I didn’t see that. 
It says July 17, 1941. The certificate is issued July 19, 1961. 
Mr. KRIIIIER. The transcript shows 17th of July 1941. 
May I explain it, sir? 
Mr. RANKIN. You explain it, Mr. Krimer. and then ask her if you are ex- 

plaining it correctly. 
Mr. KRIMER. I have esplained it correctly, and she says it iS correct. 
This st,ates she was born on July 17, but that an entry was made in the register 

about that on August 14, 1961. This accounts for the change in the digit. And 
this was issued on July 19, 1941. 

Mr. RANKIN. I offer that in evidence. 
The C~AIR~\ILN. That will be admitted. 
(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 131, and 

received in evidence.) 
Mr. THORXE. 132 is a two-sheet, eight-page letter with an envelope. This is 

written in Russian. 
Mrs. OSWALD. The envelope is from Sobolev, and the letter is from Golorachev. 

I simply kept them together. 
Mr. RANKIS. There is a reference in the last full paragraph of that letter, 

Mrs. Oswald, where it said, “By the way, Marina, try to explain to Paul that the 
basic idea of Pagodzin’s play ‘A man with a rifle’ is contained in words”-and 
then goes on. Do you know what was meant by that? 

It says “Sow we do not have to fear a man with a rifle.” Who is Paul? 
Mrs. OSWALD. This is only that the word “rifle” scares you, but it is quite harm- 

less. This is Peter Gregory, Paul. He is also studying Russian. And he had 
to make a report at the institute about Pagodzin’s play “Man with a Rifle”. This 
play is about the revolution in Russia, and there is a film. I helped him with it. 

Mr. RANKIN. You are satisfied that has nothing to do with the assassination? 
RIrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. I offer in evidence Exhibit 132. 
The CHAIRMAN. It may be admitted. 
(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 132, and re- 

ceived in evidence.) 
Mr. THORNE. Exhibit 133 contains two photographs. 
These are pictures of Lee Harvey Oswald with a rifle and pistol. 
Mrs. OSWALD. For me at first they appeared to be one and the same, at first 

glance. But they are different poses. 
Mr. RANKIN. You took both of those pictures, did you, in Exhibit 1.33? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. And are those the pictures yon took when you were out hanging 

up diapers, and your husband asked you to take the pictures of him? 
hlrs. 0smaL.n. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. With the pistol and the rifle? 
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Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. We offer in evidence Exhibit 133. 

The CHAIR?~~AN. It may be admitted. 

(The documents referred to were marked Commission Exhibit So. 133, and 

received in evidence.) 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall whether these pictures in Exhibit 133 were taken 

before or after the Walker incident? 

Mrs. Oswa~o. Before. 

Mr. THORKE. Exhibit 134 is an enlargement of one of these picture-what 

purports to be an enlargement. 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. this is an enlargement of that photograph. 

Mr. RASKIX. Mrs. Oswald, in Exhibit 133, in one of the pictures your husband 

has a newspaper. it appears. 

Jlr. DULLES. I think in both of them. 

Mr. RAXKIS. I want to correct that. 

In both he appears to have a newspaper. In one of them he has the newspaper 

in the right hand and in the other in the left hand. Do you know what newspaper 

that is? 

Mrs. OSWALD. It says there “Militant.” But I don’t know what kind of a 

paper that is-whether it is Communist, anti-Communist. 

hlr. RANKIS. Do you recall how much earlier than the Walker incident you 

took these photographs? 

Mrs. OSWALD. About two weeks. 

Mr. RANKIN. Was the enlargement of one of those pictures, Eshibit 134, made 

by you, or by someone else? 
Mrs. OSWALD. So, I don’t know who made the enlargement. 

3Ir. RANKIS. Hare you seen Exhibit 134, the enlargement, before this? 

Mrs. OswaLD. No. I have been shown an enlargement, but I don’t know 

whether this is the one I have been shown. 

Mr. RANKIN. Who showed that to you? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Apart from Jlr. Gopadze, somebody else showed me an en- 

largement. 

Mr. RANKIN. Does this appear to be like the enlargement that you saw? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. I think it was specially enlarged for the investigation. 

Mr. RANKIN. I offer in evidence Exhibit Xo. 134. 

The CHAIRMAN. It may be admitted. 

(The document referred to was marlied Commission Exhibit No. 134, and 

received in evidence.) 

Mr. THORAE. Exhibit No. 136 purports to be a clipping from a newspaper. 

It is a clipping of an advertisement, a mail coupon. 

Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t know what that is. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you recognize the handwriting on it? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Lee’s handwriting. 

Mr. RANEIN. I offer in evidence Exhibit 135. 

The CHAIRMAN. It will be admitted. 

(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 135, and 

received in evidence.) 

Mr. RANKIN. I call the Commission’s attention to the fact that this is the 

coupon under which it appears the rifle was ordered, showing an enclosed $10 

notation-“Check for $29.95, A. G. Hidell, age 28, post office box 2915, Dallas, 

Texas.” 

And it is marked, “One-quantity. Point 38 ST. W. 2 inch barrel, 29.95.” and 

underlined is 29.95, and an arrow at that point. 

?Ir. THORNE. Exhibit 136 is a camera contained within a leather case. 
Mrs. OSWALD. This is a Russian camera. 

Mr. RANKIN. Is that the camera you used to take the pictures you have 

referred to? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t remember exactly whether it was an American camera 

or this. 

Mr. RANKIN. But this was one of your cameras, or your husband’s cameras? 

Mrs. OSWALD. My husband’s camera. 

Mr. RANKIN. I offer in evidence Exhibit 136. 

118 



The CHAIRMAN. It may be admitted. 

(The article referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 136, and 

received in evidence.) 

Mr. THOKSE. Exhibit 137 is a camera in a leather case. 

Mr. RANKIN. Have you ever seen that camera before? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 

Mr. DULLES. Is that a Russian camera? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 

(The article referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 137 for 

identification.) 

Mr. THORNE. Exhibit 138 is a flash attachment for some type of camera. It 

is an Ansco flash attachment. 

Mrs. Oew~~o. I hare never seen it. 

(The article referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 138 for 

identification.) 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you know what happened to the American camera that you 

referred to? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t know. 

Mr. RANKIN. Was this Ansco flash equipment an attachment for that camera? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I have never seen it. It seems to me that it is new. 

Mr. THORNE. Exhibit 139. 

Mrs. OEWALD. This is the fateful rifle of Lee Oswald. 
Mr. RASKIN. Is that the scope that it had on it, as far as you know? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. I offer in evidence Exhibit 139. 

The CHAIRDKAN. It may be admitted. 

(The article referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 139, and 

received in evidence.) 

Mr. THORNE. Exhibit 140 apparently is a blanket. 

Mr. RANKIN. Hare you seen that before, Mrs. Oswald? 

Mrs. OSWALD. This is still from Russia. June loved to play with that blanket. 

Mr. RANKIN. Was that the blanket that your husband used to cover up the 

rifle? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. We didn’t use this blanket as a cover. He used it for the 

rifle. 

Mr. RAIVKIN. And it was the blanket that you saw and thought was covering 

the rifle in the garage at the Paine’s, is it? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did he use it as a cover for the rifle at other places where you 

lived? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 

Mr. RANKIN. I offer in evidence Exhibit 140. 

The CHAIRMAN. It may be admitted. 

(The article referred to was maxked Commission Exhibit No. 140, and 

received in evidence.) 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you say that June played with this blanket, Exhibit 140? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. I would put that on the floor to make it softer-on a 

balcony, for example, when June was playing on it. 

Mr. RANKIN. Is that in this country or in Russia? 

Mrs. OSWALD. She didn’t crawl yet in Russia. 

Mr. RANKIN. What balcony was that-what house? 

Mrs. OSWALD. On Neely Street, in Dallas. 

Mr. THORNE. Exhibit 141 is an envelope that contains a bullet. 

Mr. RANKIN. Have you ever seen bullets or shells like that that your husband 

had? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I think Lee’s were smaller. 

Mr. RANKIN. If that was the size for his gun, would that cause you to think 

it was the same? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Probably. 

Mr. RANPIN. Where did you see his? 

Mrs. OSWUD. In New Orleans, and on Neely Street. 
Mr. RANKIN. In the box, or laying loose some place? 
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Mrs. OSWALD. In a box. 
Mr. RAKKIE. I offer in evidence Exhibit 141. 
The CIUIRX~N. It may be admitted. 
(The article referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 141, and received 

in evidence.) 
Mr. THORXE. Exhibit 142 is some kr:lft paper, brown wrapping paper. 
hlrs. OSWAI.D. It wasn’t brown before. 
Mr. RASKIN. Did you ever see that before? 
Mrs. OSWAI.D. The FBI questioned me about this paper, but I don’t knom- 

I have never seen it. 
Mr. RANKIN. At one time it was kraft color, before they treated it to get 

fingerprints. 
Did you ever see anything like that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Everybody sees such paper. But I didn’t see that with Lee. 
Mr. RANKIN. You have never seen anything like that around the house, then? 
hlrs. OSWALD. No. We have wrapping paper around the house. 
Mr. RANKIN. That Exhibit 142 is more than just wrapping paper. It was 

apparently made up into a sack or bag. 
Mrs. OSWALD. I didn’t see it. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you ever see him make up a bag or sack or anything like 

that, to hold a rifle? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
(The article referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 142, for identifi- 

cation.) 
Mr. THORNE. Exhibit 143 is a pistol. 
Mrs. OSWALD. Lee Oswald’s. 
Mr. RANKIN. You recognize that as a pistol of your husband? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. I offer in evidence Exhibit 143. 
The CHAIRMAN. It may be admitted. 
(The article referred :o was marked Commission Exhibit No. 143, and 

received in evidence.) 
Mr. THORNE. Exhibit 144 is a leather pistol holster. 
Mrs. OSWALD. That is a holster for Lee’s pistol. 
Mr. RAXKIN. Is Exhibit 144 the same holster that is in those pictures that 

you took? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
hIr. RANKIN. And the pistol is the same pistol as in those pictures? 
Mrs. OGWALD. As much as I can tell. 
Mr. RANKIN. At least they appear to be, as far as you can tell? 
Mrs. OBWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. And the rifle is the same, or appears to be, is it not? 
Mrs. OEWALD. Yes. 
The CHAIRMAN. It may be admitted. 
(The article referred to was marked Commission Exhibit So. 144, and received 

in evidence.) 
Mr. THORPI‘E. Exhibit 145 is a small cardboard box containing two bullets, 

38 caliber. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you recognize those as appearing to be the size of the 

bullets that your husband had for the pistol? 
Mrs. OSWALD. It is hard for me to tell, because I don’t understand about this. 

I never looked at them, because I am afraid. 
Mr. RANKIN. But you have seen bullets like that, have you, in your husband’s 

apartment or rooming house, or in the Neely apartment or at Mrs. Paine’s? 
Mrs. OSWAI.D. At Mrs. Paine’s I never saw any shells. 
On Neely Street, perhaps it is similar-New Orleans. It looks like it. If 

they fit Lee’s pistol, then they must be the right ones. 
Mr. RANKIN. I offer in evidence Exhibit 145. 
The CHAIRMAN. Admitted. 
(The article referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 145, and received 

in evidence.) 
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The CHAIRMAN. We will take a short recess. 
(Brief recess.) 
The CHAIRMAN. We will be in order, please. 
Mr. RANKIN. Mrs. Oswald, would you step over with the interpreter to this 

desk and point out the different pieces of clothing as we ask you about it, please? 
Do you know the shirt that Le’e Oswald wore the morning that he left? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t remember. What else interests you? What do you 

want? 
Mr. RANKIN. Can you tell us whether any of this clothing set out on this desk 

belonged to Lee Oswald? 
Mrs. OSWALD. These are Lee’s shoes. 
Mr. RANKIN. When you say the shoes, you pointed to Exhibit 149? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. This is a pair of shoes of which Exhibit 149 is a photograph. 
Mrs. OSWALD. These are his bath slippers. 
Mr. RANKIN. Exhibit 148 are his bath slippers? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Japanese bath slippers. These shoes I have never seen. 
Mr. RANKIN. That is Exhibit 147, you say those are shoes you have never 

seen ? 
How about Exhibit 146? 
Mrs. OSWALD. These are his, yes. These are all Lee’s shirts. 
Mr. RANKIN. Exhibits 150, 151- 
Mrs. OSWALD. These are his pajamas. 
Mr. RANKIN. Exhibits 150, and 151 are Lee Oswald’s shirts, is that right? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. And Exhibit 152 is a pair of his pajamas? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. And Exhibit 153-you recognize that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. That is his shirt. 
Mr. RANKIN. And Exhibit 154? Is that one of his shirts? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANXIN. Exhibit 155? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, also. Why is it all torn? 
Mr. RANKIN. We are advised it was when he was hurt, they cut into some 

of these. 
Do you recall whether or not he was wearing Exhibit-the shirt that I point 

to now, the morning of the 22d of November-Exhibit 150? 

Mrs. OIWALD. Yes, it was a dark shirt. 
Mr. RANKIN. You think that was the one? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. I call your attention to Exhibit 156. Is that a pair of his pants? 
Mrs. OSWALD. These are his work pants. 
Mr. RANKIN. And 157? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Also work pants. These are all work pants. 
Mr. RANKIN. 158? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Why were both of those cut? I don’t understand. 
Mr. RANKIN. I have not been informed, but I will try to find out for you. 
Mrs. OBWALD. It is not necessary. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall which of the pants he was wearing on the mom- 

ing of November 22, X363? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I think the gray ones, but I am not sure, because it was dark 

in the room, and I paid no attention to what pants he put on. 
Mr. RAN,KIN. By the gray ones, you are referring to what I point to as Exhibit 

157, is that right? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Can you tell us about Exhibit 159, a sweater? 
Mrs. OSWALD. That was my gift to Lee, a sweater. 
Mr. RANKIN. 160? 
Mrs. OSWALD. That is Lee’s shirt. 
Mr. RANXIN. 161? 
Mrs. OSWALD. This is a pullover sweater. This is his pullover sweater. 
Mr. RANKIN. 162? 
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Mrs. OSWALD. That is Lee’s-an old shirt. 
Mr. RANKIN. Sort of a jacket? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. 163? 

Mrs. OSWAI.D. Also. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you recali which one of the sweaters or jackets he was 

wearing on the morning of Sorember 22, 1963? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t remember. 

Mr. RANKIN. When was the last time that you saw this jacket, Exhibit 163? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t remember. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you remember seeing it on the morning of November 22, 

1963 ? 

Mrs. OSWALD. The thing is that I saw Lee in the room, and I didn’t see him 

getting dressed in the room. That is why it is difficult for me to say. But I 

told him to put on something warm on the way to work. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall whether the jacket, Exhibit 163, is something 

that he put on in your presence at any time that day? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Not in my presence. 

Mr. RANKIN. And you didn’t observe it on him at any time, then? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 

Mr. RANKIN. Is it possible that Exhibit 163 was worn by him that morning 

without your knowing about it? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Quite possible. 

Mr. RANKIN. Now, at the time you saw him at the Dallas jail, can yo’u tell 

us what clothing of any that are on this desk he was wearing at that time? 

Mrs. OSWALD. None of these. He had on a white T-shirt. What trousers he 

was wearing, I could not tell, because I only saw him through a window. 

Mr. RANKIN. Would you examine the collar on the shirt? 

Mrs. OSWALD. This is Lee’s shirt. 
Mr. RANKIN. It has a mark “Brent long tail sanforized.” 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, I know this shirt. I gave it to him. The sweater is also 

his. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall any of these clothes that your husband was wear- 

ing when he came home Thursday night, November 21,1963? 

Mrs. OSWALD. On Thursday I think he wore this shirt. 

Mr. RANKIN. Is that Exhibit 150? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you remember anything else he was wearing at that time? 

Mrs. OSWALD. It seems he had that jacket, also. 
Mr. RANKIN. Exhibit 162? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. And the pants, Exhibit 157? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. But I am not sure. This is as much as I can remember. 

Mr. RANKIN. Thank you. 

Mr. THORNE. I identify this photograph, which is marked Exhibit 164 as 

being a true photograph of the shirt displayed to Mrs. Oswald, and recognized 

by her as being a shirt that she gave to Lee Harvey Oswald. 

Mr. RANKIN. I offer all of the Exhibits, Nos. 146 to 164, inclusive. 
The CHAIRMAN. They may be admitted. 

(The articles referred to were marked Commission Exhibit Nos. 146 to 164, 

inclusive, and received in evidence.) 

Mr. RANKIN. Mrs. Oswald, do you remember any information or documents 

under your control or in your possession which would relate to or shed any light 

on tne matters we have been examining which you have not presentgd here? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I have nothing else. Everything has been taken from me. 

Mr. RANKIN. Some of the Commissioners have a question or two, or a few 

questions. If you will permit them, they would like to address them to you. 

Representative Booos. Mrs. Oswald, this question has already been asked 
you, but I would like to ask it again. 

I gather that you have reached the conclusion in your own mind that your 
husband killed President Kennedy. 

Mrs. OSWALD. Regretfully, yes. 
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Representative BO~GE. During the weeks and months prior to the assassi- 
nation-and I think this question has also been askedAid you ever at any time 
hear your late husband express any hostility towards President Kennedy? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. 
Representative Booos. What motive would you ascribe to your husband in 

killing President Kennedy? 
Mrs. OSWALD. As I saw the documents that were being read to me, I came to 

the conclusion that he wanted in any-by any means, good or bad, to get into 
history. But now that I have heard a part of the translation of some of the 
documents, I think that there was some political foundation to it, a foundation 
of which I am not aware. 

Representative BDGGS. By that, do you mean that your husband acted in 
concert with someone else? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, only alone. 
Representative BOGGS. You are convinced that his action was his action alone, 

that he was influenced by no one else? 
Mrs. Osw&n Yes, I am convinced. 
Representative BOGGS. Did you consider your husband a Communist? 
Mrs. OSWALD. He told me when we were in New Orleans that he was a 

Communist, but I didn’t believe him, because I said, “What kind of a Communist 
are you if you don’t like the Communists in Russia?” 

Representative B~IJGS. Did he like the Communists in the United States? 
Mrs. OSWALD. He considered them to be on a higher level and more conscious 

than the Communists in Russia. 
Representative B~IJGS. Did you consider your husband a normal man in the 

usual sense of the term? 
Mrs. OSWALD. He was always a normal man, but where it concerned his ideas, 

and he did not introdme me to his ideas, I did not consider him normal. 
Representative BOGGS. Maybe I used the wrong terminology. Did you consider 

him mentally sound? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes; he was smart and capable. Only he did not use his capa- 

bilities in the proper direction. He was not deprived of reason-he was not a 
man deprived of reason. 

Representative BOGUS. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Thank you. 
The CHAIRMAX. Senator Cooper, did you have any questions to ask? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No one knows the truth, no one can read someone else’s 

thoughts, as I could not read Dee’s thoughts. But that is only my opinion. 
Senator COOPER. Mrs. Oswald, some of the questions that I ask you you may 

have answered-because I have been out at times. 
I believe you have stated that your husband at times expressed opposition to 

or dislike of the United States or of its political or economic system, is that 
correct? 

Mrs. OSWAL.D. -4s far as I know, he expressed more dissatisfaction with 
economic policy, because as to the political matters he did not enlighten me as to 
his political thoughts. 

Senator COOPER. Did he ever suggest to you or to anyone in your presence 
that the economic system of the United States should be changed, and did he 
suggest any means for changing it? 

Mrs. OSWALD. He never proposed that, but from his conversations it followed 
that it would be necessary to change it. But he didn’t propose any methods. 

Senator COOPER. Did he ever say to you or anyone in your presence that 
the system might be changed if officials were changed or authorities of our 
country were changed? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, he never said that to me. 
Senator COOPER. Did he ever express to you any hostility towards any partic- 

ular official of the United States? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I know that he didn’t like Walker, but I don’t know whether 

you could call him an official. 
Senator COOPER. May I ask if you ever heard anyone express to him hostility 

towards President Kennedy? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, never. 
Senator COOPER. More specifically, I will ask-did you know Mr. Frazier? 
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Representative BOGGS. Wesley Frazier. 
Mrs. OSWALD. Oh, yes, that is the boy who took him to work. 
Senator COOPER. You never heard him or anyone else express to your husband 

any hostility towards President Kennedy? 
Mrs. OSWALD. So. 

Senator COOPER. Mrs. Paice? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. 

Senator COOPER. That is all I have. 
The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Dulles, have you anything further you would like to ask? 
Mr. DULLES. Mr. Chief Justice, I only have one question. Mr. Rankin has 

kindly asked several questions I had during the course of this hearing, these 
hearings the last 3 days. 

Apart from trying to achieve a place in history, can you think of any other 
motive or anything that your husband felt he would achieve by the act of as- 
sassinating the President? That he was trying to accomplish something? 

Mrs. OSWAI.D. It is hard for me to say what he wanted to accomplish, because 
I don’t understand him. 

The CHAIRMAN. Congressman Ford, did you have anything further? 
Representative FOHI). Mrs. Oswald after President Kennedy was assassinated, 

your husband was apprehended and later questioned by a number of authorities. 
In the questioning he denied that he kept a rifle at Mrs. Paine’s home. He de- 
nied shooting President Kennedy. And he ‘questioned the authenticity of the 
photographs that you took of him holding the rifle and the holster. 

Now, despite these denials by your husband, you still believe Lee Oswald 
killed President Kennedy? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Representative FORD. That is all. 
Representative Booos. Mr. Chairman, just one or two other questions. 
The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 
Representative B~~Gs. Mrs. Oswald, when you lived in New Orleans with your 

husband, and he was active in this alleged Cuban committee, did you attend any 
meetings of any committees-was anyone else present? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, never. 
Representative B~~Gs. Were there any members of the committee other than 

your husband? 
h1rs. OSWALD. There was no one. There was no ore. There was no orga- 

nization in Sew Orleans. Only Lee was there. 
Representative BOGOS. One other question. Did he also dislike Russia when 

he was in Russia? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Representative BOGGS. Thank you. 
The CHAIRMAN. Well, Jlrs. Oswald, you hare been a very cooperative witness. 

You have helped the Commission. We are grateful to you for doing this. We 
realize that this has been a hard ordeal for you to go through. 

Mrs. OSWALD. It was difficult to speak all the truth. 
The CHAIRSIAN. We hope you know that the questions we hare asked you 

have-none of them hare been from curiosity or to embarrass you, but only to 
report to the world what the truth is. 

Now, after you leave here, you may hare a copy of everything you hare testi- 
fied to. You may read it, and if there is anything ‘hat you think was not cor- 
rectly recorded, or anything you would like to add to it, you may do so. 

Mrs. OSWALD. I unfortunately-I cannot-since it will be in English. 
The CIIAIRMAN. Your lawyer may read it for you, and if he points out some- 

thing to you that you think you should hare changed, you may feel free to do that. 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, he will read it. 
The CIIAIRMAN. And if in the future we should like to ask you some more ques- 

tions about something that develol)s through the investigation, would you be 
willing to come back and talk to us again? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
The CHAIR~~AP~. We hope it won’t be necessary to disturb you. But if it is, 

you would be willing to conle, would you not? 
hIrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
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The CIIAIRXAS. Thank you very much. 
Representative FORD. Mr. Chairman-I would just like to suggest that if 

Mrs. Oswald does wish to revise any of her testimony, tlmt this be called to the 
attention of the Commission through her attorney. l\Ir. Thorne. 

The CH.\IRJIAN. Yes, of course. That is the proper lnocedure. 
Sow, Mr. Thorne, you have been very coolpratire with the Commission. VV’e 

appreciate that cooperation. We hop+ that if anything ne’\v should come to your 
attention that would be hell)ful to the Commission, you would feel free to COIW 

municate with us. 
Mr. THORNE. Certainly, Mr. Chairman. 
The CHAIRNAX. Do you care to say anything at this time? 
Mr. THORNE. Mr. Chairman, if I may, I would like to make a closing statement. 
The CHAIR~~AK. Yes. And may I say, also, if you have any questions yen 

would like to ask Jlrs. Oswald before you make your statement, you may do that. 
Mr. THORSE. There are none. 
Representative Boots. Mr. Chairman, I would just like to say Mr. Thornr 

has been very helpful. 
Mr. TIIORSE:. During the noon recess, Mrs. Oswald made four requests of me 

to make before this Commission. 
You have anticipated several of them, but I think there are one or two that 

need to be covered. 
To begin with, she wanted me to express to you, Mr. Chairman. and members 

of your Commission, her extreme gratitude to you for the consideration and 
kindness that has been shown to her in these proceedings. She feels you have 
certainly gone out of your way to make her comfortable, and she has been COII~- 
fortable, in spite of the sad and tragic events we have been discussing. 

Point Ko. 2, she did want to make it quite clear to the Commission that in 
the event her testimony was needed for rebuttal or whatever on down the line, 
she would be available, and at your wish would come to Washington as con- 
venient for you when it was again convenient. 

The third point you have already covered. She did request that she be given 
a copy of these proceedings, which I told her she would receive, and, of course, 
copies of the exhibits would be attached for her identification and examination. 

Mrs. OBWALD. And copies of some of the letters? 
Mr. TKORIVE. This will all be attached as exhibits. 
And the final point was this. She has been, as you know, under protective 

custody of the Secret Service from shortly after the assassination. She has 
been most grateful for this protection. The Secret Service have shown her 
every courtesy, as everyone has in this matter. She is extremely grateful for 
this protection they have given her. 

I haven’t had personally enough time to think this thing out myself. I don’t 
know. It is her request, however, that, at this point she feels the protection is 
no longer necessary. She feels that at this time she can walk among people 
with her head held high. She has nothing to hide. She is not afraid. 

She feels that the Secret Service has performed a noble service to her. And 
this is not meant by way of saying for some action on their part she wants 
to get rid of them. 

I have noticed that since we have been in Washington she resents being guided. 
She feels she can find her way by herself. 

And, if the Commission would give this matter consideration-we don’t know 
whom to go to. I haven’t thought about it. I don’t know who has suggested 
the Secret Service continue protecting her. It is a matter, of course, that ought 
to be considered. 

But it is her request that as soon as it is practical, she would like to be a free 
agent and out of the confines of this protection. 

I point out to you gentlemen that she is living, as you well know, with Mr. and 
Mrs. Martin. They have a rather modest home. Three bedrooms. It has a 
den and it has a combination living and dining room. The house is not ex- 
tremely large, but there are always two men in the house. This does burden 
the family. This is not a request on the part of the Martins. They welcome 
this protection. This is something she thinks in terms of herself that she does 
not want to feel that she is being held back. 
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Is that correct? 
Mrs. OSWALD. What I wanted to say, Mr. Thorne has said. 
Mr. TI~ORXE. For my own part, gentlemen, thank you. 
The CHAIR~~AS. Mr. Thorne, we can understand Mrs. Oswald’s desire to live 

a perfectly normal life with her children. Whatever has been done, as you 
recognize, has been done for her protection, and for her help during these terrible 
days that she has been going through. 

But she may feel from this moment on that she is under no protection, except 
what she might ask for. And so you are perfectly free, hlrs. Oswald, to live 
your normal life without any interference from anyone. And should anyone 
interfere with you, I hope you would call it to the attention of the Commission. 

Mrs. OSWALD. Thank you very much. 
hfr. THORNE. Mr. Chairman, may I add one point, please? 
For our purposes, I would appreciate it if this matter of removal, assuming 

lhat it is to be removed shortly, is kept secret, also. 
I would prefer generally for the public to feel that-at least temporarily- 

that this protection is available. I don’t feel any qualms myself. I don’t feel 
there are any problems. But I think the matter of hlrs. llIarguerite Oswald has 
come up. There may be some problem from some sources. 

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Thorne, I think the correct answer to that would be-and 
it would be the answer we would give-that hIrs. Oswald, in the future, will be 
given such assistance and only such assistance as she asks for. 

Mr. THORNE. Thank you very much, sir. 
The CIIAIRMAN. I want to say also before the session adjourns that we are 

indebted to Mr. Krimer for the manner in which he has interpreted. Next to 
the witness, I am sure he has had the hardest position in this whole hearing. 
And we appreciate the manner in which he has done it. 

Mr. KRIMER. Thank you very much, sir. 
Mrs. OBWALD. He is a very good interpreter. 

The CHAIRMAN. Very well. If there is nothing further to come before the 
session, we will adjourn. 

Mrs. OSWALD. I am very grateful to all of you. I didn’t think among Ameri- 
cans I would find so many friends. 

The CHAIR~~AN. You have friends here. 
Mrs. OSWALD. Thank you. 
(Whereupon, at 5 : 50 p.m., the President’s Commission recessed.) 

Monday, February 10, I964 

TESTIMONY OF MRS. MARGUERITE OSWALD 

The President’s Commission met at 10 a.m. on February 10, 1964, at 200 
hlaryland Avenue NE., Washington, D.C. 

Present were Chief Justice Earl Warren, Chairman: Senator Richard B. 
Russell, Representative Hale Boggs, Representative Gerald R. Ford, and Allen W. 
Dulles, members. 

Also present were J. Lee Rankin, general counsel ; Wesley J. Liebeler, assistant 
counsel; John F. Doyle, attorney for hIrs. Marguerite Oswald; and Leon 
Jaworski, special counsel to the attorney general of Texas. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Commission will come to order. 
Let the record show that Senator Russell and I are present, and we convened 

today for the purpose of taking the testimony of Mrs. Oswald. 
Mrs. Oswald, would you rise and be sworn, please? 
Do you solemnly swear that you will tell the truth, the whole truth, and 

nothing but the truth, so help you God, throughout this proceeding? 
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Is that correct? 
Mrs. OSWALD. What I wanted to say, Mr. Thorne has said. 
Mr. TI~ORXE. For my own part, gentlemen, thank you. 
The CHAIR~~AS. Mr. Thorne, we can understand Mrs. Oswald’s desire to live 

a perfectly normal life with her children. Whatever has been done, as you 
recognize, has been done for her protection, and for her help during these terrible 
days that she has been going through. 

But she may feel from this moment on that she is under no protection, except 
what she might ask for. And so you are perfectly free, hlrs. Oswald, to live 
your normal life without any interference from anyone. And should anyone 
interfere with you, I hope you would call it to the attention of the Commission. 

Mrs. OSWALD. Thank you very much. 
hfr. THORNE. Mr. Chairman, may I add one point, please? 
For our purposes, I would appreciate it if this matter of removal, assuming 

lhat it is to be removed shortly, is kept secret, also. 
I would prefer generally for the public to feel that-at least temporarily- 

that this protection is available. I don’t feel any qualms myself. I don’t feel 
there are any problems. But I think the matter of hlrs. llIarguerite Oswald has 
come up. There may be some problem from some sources. 

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Thorne, I think the correct answer to that would be-and 
it would be the answer we would give-that hIrs. Oswald, in the future, will be 
given such assistance and only such assistance as she asks for. 

Mr. THORNE. Thank you very much, sir. 
The CIIAIRMAN. I want to say also before the session adjourns that we are 

indebted to Mr. Krimer for the manner in which he has interpreted. Next to 
the witness, I am sure he has had the hardest position in this whole hearing. 
And we appreciate the manner in which he has done it. 

Mr. KRIMER. Thank you very much, sir. 
Mrs. OBWALD. He is a very good interpreter. 

The CHAIRMAN. Very well. If there is nothing further to come before the 
session, we will adjourn. 

Mrs. OSWALD. I am very grateful to all of you. I didn’t think among Ameri- 
cans I would find so many friends. 

The CHAIR~~AN. You have friends here. 
Mrs. OSWALD. Thank you. 
(Whereupon, at 5 : 50 p.m., the President’s Commission recessed.) 

Monday, February 10, I964 

TESTIMONY OF MRS. MARGUERITE OSWALD 

The President’s Commission met at 10 a.m. on February 10, 1964, at 200 
hlaryland Avenue NE., Washington, D.C. 

Present were Chief Justice Earl Warren, Chairman: Senator Richard B. 
Russell, Representative Hale Boggs, Representative Gerald R. Ford, and Allen W. 
Dulles, members. 

Also present were J. Lee Rankin, general counsel ; Wesley J. Liebeler, assistant 
counsel; John F. Doyle, attorney for hIrs. Marguerite Oswald; and Leon 
Jaworski, special counsel to the attorney general of Texas. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Commission will come to order. 
Let the record show that Senator Russell and I are present, and we convened 

today for the purpose of taking the testimony of Mrs. Oswald. 
Mrs. Oswald, would you rise and be sworn, please? 
Do you solemnly swear that you will tell the truth, the whole truth, and 

nothing but the truth, so help you God, throughout this proceeding? 
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Mrs. OSWALD. I do-so help me God. 
The CH~IR~~AN. You may be seated. 
Now, Mrs. Oswald, you are here represented by an attorney, are you? 
hlrs. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; Mr. Doyle is r’epresenting me. 
The CIIAIRMAN. Mr. Doyle is representing you. Mr. Doyle was appointed, 

was he not, at your request? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, I asked to be represented by counsel. 
The CHAIRJIAX. Yes. And the record may show that Mr. Doyle was appointed 

to represent her at the request of Mrs. Oswald by the president of the Bar 
Association of the District of Columbia, Mr. Pratt. 

That is correct, is it not, Mr. Doyle? 
Mr. DOYLE. It is, sir. 
The CHAIRMAN. hIrs. Oswald, you are appearing voluntarily before the Com- 

mission, are you not? 
Mrs. OSWILD. Yes, voluntarily. 
The CHAIRJIAN. You requested to do so. 
In order that you may have a full opportunity to testify in your own manner, 

and tell us everything that you know, and particularly because we do not know 
what you know, I am going to ask you if you would like first, in your own 
way, and in your own time, to tell us everything you have concerning this case. 

You would like to do that, would you? 
Mrs. OSWAI,D. Yes, Chief Justice W’arren. I would like to very much. 
However, there are three things that I have asked that should be brought 

before the Council, three requests of mine. One has already been granted- 
that is the counsel, Mr. Doyle, And I do appreciate that fact. 

I have stated publicly that I believe in the American way of life and justice 
for all men, which is our American way of life. 

My son, Lee Harvey Oswald, was tried and convicted within a few hours 
time, without benefit of counsel. And so I am appealing to the Board that my 
son, Lee Harvey Oswald, be represented by counsel. I am being represented 
by counsel. My daughter-in-law Marina was represented by counsel. And I 
understand that all other witnesses will have the privilege of being represented 
by counsel. 

However, the main object of the Commission is Lee Harvey Oswald, in the 
murder of President Kennedy. So I strongly heliere that Lee should be repre- 
sented by counsel. 

Now, my reasons for wanting this done this way is, I will state, that Marina 
has testified. JIarina has testified, according to the papers-and I am assuming 
that this is correct-that IRK. wanted to live in Russia and Cuba, and that is 
why he went to Mexico. 

I happen to know differently-because Marina has told me the Erst day I 
was with her, “Mama, I write to Russian consul. I want go back to Russia. I 
like America. But Lee no get work.” 

So you see, had a counsel been there in behalf of my son, when Marina said 
that-it doesn’t have to be a court trial or a cross-examination. All I am ask- 
ing is that this man sit quietly, and when he knows of different facts, then he 
could say, “Well, Mrs. Oswald, isn’t it true that you wrote the Russian consul 
yourself, wanting to go back to Russia?” 

And in this way, gentlemen, I believe you would have both sides and a true 
picture. 

I cannot see how you can come to a true conclusion by taking individual 
testimony. 

Now, I, myself, am here today to testify. I have been sworn in. But that 
doesn’t mean that I can tell the whole story. I may forget something. And 
the counsel would know. 

We have investigators all over the country, the reporters are interested, the 
public. I have over 1,500 letters, people espressing their opinion of the way 
this case is being handled. And, believe me, gentlemen, they are not satisfied. 

I can produce these documents for you. 
They think, like I think, that the American way of life, both sides should be 

heard. 
I don’t think that seven men of this Commission can come to a true conclusion. 
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What it will be, it will be an analysis of what the FBI and the Secret Service 
and the Dallas police hare-mainly, speculation and opinion of other people. 

NOW, Sir. Lane has atlidavits, I understand, from the same witnesses that have 
made statements to the Dallas police, which are contrary to those particular 
statements. 

I implore you-1 implore you, in the name of justice, to let my son, Lee Harvey 
Oswald, who is accused of assassinating the President, and I, the mother of this 
man, who is the accused’s mother, be represented by counsel. 

We have information pertinent to this case. 
My daughter-in-law is the only one who has testified. 
The things that came out in the paper-I know, I have documents. I am not 

asking you to believe me as a mother. I can prove the statements that I say. 
And I believe in this way you will have a true picture, and a much better 

picture, because as you are going along you will be having both sides, and won’t 
have to wait to analyze the situation in the end, as the testimony is being given 
by each individual, right then and there-you will have the other party’s 
testimony. 

Now, there is another- 
The CHAIR~~AN. Before you leave that, Mrs. Oswald, may I say to you, first, 

that the Commission is not here to prosecute your dead son. It is not here and 
it was not established to prosecute anyone. 

It is the purpose and the province of the Commission to obtain all the facts 
that it can obtain, and then make an impartial report-not as a prosecutor, but 
as an impartial Commission-on the manner in which the President came to his 
death. 

We are trying to recognize the individual rights of all persons who are called 
before the Commission, to let them have their lawyers, and let their lawyers 
have an opportunity to examine them, as well as the Commission. 

You may be sure that if Mr. Lane has any evidence of his own knowledge, 
or has any accumulation of affidavits from others, to the effect-to any effect, 
concerning this trial, that he will have an opportunity to come here, just as you 
are here, in order to present those to the Commission. 

But so far as his being here at all times before the Commission to cross-examine 
or to be present when all witnesses are testifying-that is not in accordance with 
the procedures of the Commission. 

But I assure you that if .\Ir. Lane has any evidence of any kind bearing upon 
the assassination of the President, he will be accorded the same opportunity 
that you have to come here and present them, and we will give him an opportu- 
nity in his own way to tell his story, and present his own evidence. And should 
he want counsel, he may have counsel, also. 

Now? you may go to your second point. 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, I am not finished with my first, please. 
I appreciate and I understand exactly what you have’told me, Chief Justice 

Warren. 
But there is one thing-and, of course, I will have to accept your decision, and 

will be most happy to have Mr. Lane present his testimony the way you have 
suggested. 

However, I am not in agreement with you. One point I want to make clear. 
We do not know the questions that you are asking of myself or Marina or the 

other witnesses. And I contend that you cannot ask them the pertinent ques- 
tions because you don’t know what I know, and what Mr. Lane knows. And 
so you will still have an analysis in the long run, a conclusion. 

I am going to go back to Marina. As I say, Marina made her statements- 
The CHAIRMAN. On that particular thing, may I say this: It is true that we 

don’t know how to examine you at the present time because we don’t know what 
you have to present to this Commission. But we are affording you the opportu- 
nity before we ask you any questions to tell your story, in your own way. 

Then we should know what questions we want to ask of you. 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I understand that thoroughly. 
But I am a human being, going through a life story from childhood, and I may 

forget something that my counsel would know. And that applies to witnesses. 
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They may forget to testify something that my counsel has facts on. I will have 
to accept your verdict, but I don’t do it graciously. 

I want that for record. 
The CHAIRX~N. Yes. Well, that is all right, Mrs. Oswald. You may state 

that for the record. 
1Irs. OSWALD. I have documents, and I would like to ask, please-1 will not 

leave any documents out of my hand. I carry them with me wherever I go. Even 
Mr. Doyle has been told that the documents stay with me. 

I have had documents stolen from me. I have had newspaper clippings stolen 
from me in my home, by the Secret Service. 

I make the statement perfectly plain. And so the documents stay with me. 
Now, these are originals. I want, and you will want, copies of every original 

I have, and I will be more than happy to let you have them. However, I want 
to be present when these copies are made and the original returned to me. 

I will under no circumstances let anyone hare my originals for an hour or two, 
and then return them to me-if I am making myself plain. 

I would like to request that, please. 
The CHAIRMAN. We will accommodate you in that respect. 
Mrs. OBWALD. Then I hare one other stipulation or request. 

When I tell my story, I will be including people in my story that possibly 
you don’t know of. I request that I hare the nrivileze, through you, of course, 
to subpena these people that are in connection with the story that I tell, if 
you do not have the names already. 

And I feel sure that I hare some information that you don’t know about, 
and there are some people involved. 

I also request that after my testimony, that Marina Oswald will be sub- 
penaed-not subpenaed but will then testify again, if you see fit. And I believe 
that I have contrary testimony to her testimony that would make it necessary 
for her to be recalled. 

I ask that that be granted. 
The CHAIR~~AN. Well, Mrs. Oswald, of course you have no power of subpena, 

and we have no power to give you the power of subpena. But you may be 
sure that if your evidence produces anything that is critical to this investiga- 
tion, that we will pursue it to the end, in order to determine the weight of the 
testimony for our final report. You may be sure of that. 

Mrs. OSWALD. I appreciate that. 
The CHAIRMAN. But as to how we do it, or when we do it, you will just 

have to leave that to the Commission. 
Mrs. OBWALD. You will give me the assurance that these people I name, 

regardless of title--I am liable to name some very important people-- 
The CHAIRMAN. No, we cannot give you any assurance, because we don’t 

know- 
Mrs. OSWALD. I see no reason, then, for my testimony. 
The CHAIRMAN. Well, Mrs. Oswald-you cannot commit us to subpenaing 

anybody. We don’t know. You are talking to us, and we are in the dark. 
You cannot commit this Commission to doing something that might be improper, 
it might not even be helpful .in any way, shape, or form. The Commission 
will be reasonable in every respect. We hare no desire to p’rotect anyone. 
We have no desire to injure you or anyone else in this matter. And certainly 
you ought to have some confidence in a commission that is appointed by the 
President, and not try to tie our hands ip a way that would be contrary to 
the manner in which commissions normally proceed. 

Mrs. OSWALD. Now, Mr. Warren, you made a statement that you in no way- 
I cannot quote your words-intimidate me. But you did not include my son. 
RIy son is being accused of the murder of President Kennedy. And I think 
that my son should be considered in this. He is dead. But we can show cause 
that my son is not the assassin of President Kennedy. And so I would like 
my son-he is the main object of the Presidential Commission, is he not, sir? 

The CHAIRMAN. No, no, he is not, Mrs. Oswald. The purpose of. this Com- 
mission is to determine what the facts are in the assassination of. President 
Kennedy. 

129 



It is not an accusation against your son. There was an accusation against 
your son in the Texas courts. That is an entirely different proceeding. 

We are here to do justice and be fair to everyone concerned in this matter. 
Bnd I assure you that that is our main and our only purpose in serving on 
this Commission. None of us cherish this responsibility. 

Mrs. OSWALD. I am sure, sir. 
The CHAIRMAN. And the only satisfaction we can derive from it is to be 

fair to all concerned. 
And I assure you that is our objective in the matter. 
Mrs. OSWALD. I do not mean to imply that this Commission will not be fair. 

I know about the men on the Commission. And they are all very fine men, in- 
cluding yourself, Chief Justice Warren. If I have implied that, I will-will now 
say I do not imply. But I do state a fact thai I do not think that you can come 
to a true conclusion. I want that for record. 

Now, I am going to produce-and this will be a fact-and this is on the 
basis- 

The CHAIRMAN. Kow, we have finished the three things that you are talking 
about, and we are going to your testimony? 

Mrs. OBWALD. This is in connection with this, Chief Justice Warren. And 
I think it is very important to present a picture. 

And then if you allow me these few minutes, I will be through. 
Is that satisfactory, sir? 
The CHAIRMAN. Yes, go right ahead. 

Mrs. OBWALD. Now, I believe you mentioned that you would not have the 
power or give me the power to subpena them. But if I could produce the facts 
in my story, then I believe we should have these people called. 

R’ow, here is an article in the Washington paper-and the date happens to 
be torn off, but I can get it-that Senator John G. Tower had made. And I 
have outlined here--- 

The CHAIRMAN. I wonder, Mrs. Oswald-before we get into any details of 
this kind, let’s settle this situation as to whether the Commission will say 
to you now that it will subpena anyone you ask. 

I must say to you that you cannot put that burden on the Commission. 
The Commission will have to exercise its own discretion as to who it subpenas 
and when. 

Mr. DOYLE. Mr. Chief Justice, may I say something? I was wondering if 
whether or not what Mrs. Oswald is addressing respectfully to the Commission 
is her confidence that if in the course of her own testimony and the actual facts 
that she is producing, she expresses confidence that if those facts recommend 
the subpena of additional witnesses, or the recall of others, she expresses her 
confidence that that would be done, if the facts she outlines so require. 

The CHAIRMAN. She may be very sure of that, as I tried to tell her. 
But the only thing-I would not want Mrs. Oswald to leave here and say, 

“I gave the Commission a list of witnesses and they did not call all of them.” 
Now, that is a matter that will have to be in the province of the Commission, 

and not in the province of a witness. 
And I say that without any combative-not in a combative spirit. Because, 

as your counsel states, I think we are not far apart on it, Mrs. Oswald. 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. And I appreciate the fact- 
The CHAIRMAN. But fairness will have to judge our actions. And we propose 

to be fair. 
Mrs. OSWALD. Now, I guess I am a very stubborn person. I am a very aggres- 

sive person, as you know by now. 
I would like-this would be just 2 minutes, and it would bring a point, and 

then I would be through, if I may. 
The CHAIRMAN. Very well. 
Mrs. OSWALD. Senator Towner has dates here, and the main part of the arti- 

cle is that he had received a letter from the State Department. 
Now, I would like-1 have information from the State Department, I have 

documents from the State Department which is contrary to the dates and con- 
trary to Senator Tower’s public statement. 
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And I would like to have the letter that he has from the State Department, 
and the name of the man that wrote it, because it is contrary to what I have. 

He could have been, to use an American slang, shooting his mouth off, because 
he said if he went to Russia let him stay there, I would not help him-is what he 
said. 

But then again he may have this very important letter from this man in 
the State Department, which is incorrect, from what I have. 

Now, he claims-and if you would like to read that-and that is what I was 
trying to bring out. 

The CH.\IR~XAN. I think you will have to leave that to the wisdom of the 
Commission and its sense of fair play, and what is necessary, all facts considered. 

Mrs. Oswa~n. Well, I have had my say, gentlemen, and I will most graciously 
continue. 

However. I am not too happy that I will not have counsel for my son, 
because I believe my son would also be entitled to counsel. 

The CH~IR~%AK. Very well, you may continue. 

Mrs. OSWALD. Now, I will start- 
The CHAIRM.%X. Mrs. Oswald, may I introduce Congressman Ford, also a 

member of the Commission. 
Now, i\Irs. Oswald-Mr. Lee Rankin will be in charge of the hearing from 

this point on. He is our General Counsel, as you know. 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Mrs. Oswald, will you proceed to produce the papers and tell us 

about them, and then I will ask the Commission after we get them, to permit us 
to substitute copies, and in acczordance with your request n-e will let you be 
present at the time we make the photostats. 

The CHAIRMAN. You may start to tell your story in your own way. 
Mrs. Oswa~n. I have three different stories. I understand from hir. Rankin’s 

letter that my life is to be told from the very start, and so is Lee’s life, from 
the very start. So which will I start first? 

I believe it would be easier for me and of more benefit to the counsel if I 
would continue with one life, the whole story, and then continue with the- 
whichever way you would suggest I do it. 

Mr. RANKIN. If you could start out and tell us within the period that Lee 
Oswald returned from the Soviet Union on, whatever you know about it, in 
your own way, and then we will go back to the other matters later. 

Is that all right? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, sir-anything is just fine. I am willing to help in any 

way possible. 
I wanted to state it clearly in the beginning. 
I received a speedletter from the State Department stating that Lee would 

leave Moscow, and how he would leave and arrive in New York-on June 13, 
1962. I was on a case in Crowell, Tex. I am a practical nurse. And I was 
taking care of a very elderly woman, whose daughter lived in Fort Worth, Tex. 

So I was not able to leave and meet Lee. 
Robert, his brother, met him, and Lee went to Robert’s home. 
Approximately about a week later-I could not stand it any more-1 called the 

daughter and had her come to take care of her mother, and took 3 days off, 
and went to Fort Worth to see Lee and Marina. 

Marina is a beautiful girl. And I said to Lee, “Marina, she doesn’t look 
Russian. She is beautiful.” 

He says, “Of course not. That is why I married her, because she looks like 
an American girl.” 

I asked her where he had met her, and he said he met her at a social func- 
tion, a community function. 

I said, “You know, Lee, I am getting ready-I was getting ready to write a 
book on your so-called defection. 

“I had researchtil it and rame to Washington in 1961, and, by the way, asked 
to see President Kennedy, because I had a lot of extenuating circumstances at 
the time because of the defection.” 

He said, “Mother, you are not going to write a book.” 
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I said, “Lee, don’t tell me what to do. I cannot write the book now, because, 
Honey, you are alive and back.” 

But, at the time, I had no way of knowing whether my son was living or 
dead, and I planned to write the book. 

“But don’t tell me what to do. It has nothing to do with you and Marina. 
It is my life, because of your defection.” 

IIe said, “Mother, I tell you you are not to write the book. They could kill 
her and her family.” 

That was in the presence of my son Robert Oswald and his wife. 
Mr. R~XKIS. Can you tell us about what date that was? 
JIrs. OsnAI.u. Let’s see. Lee arrived in Sew York on June 13, aird-now, I 

have a letter stating, from Lee, that he is arriving in Sew York on June 13th. 
IIonerrr, he plans to go to Washington for a day or two. So I have no way of 

knowing, Mr. Rankin, whether he came straight from Sew York to my son’s 
home, or if he stayed in Sew York and came to Washington a few days. 

But I have the letter stating that. 
Rut I have no way of knowing. 
Mr. RANKI?;. Was this conversation within about a week of the time that he 

came back? 
Mrs. OS~~\LU. Yes, approximately. That is correct. 
So I stayed in Fort Worth 2 or 3 days. I did not live at Robert’s home. I 

rented a motel. In fact, the lady of the mother I was taking care of paid my 
motel ex-penses while I was in Fort Worth. But I went there every day. 

While I was there-Marina is a pharmacist. I have a medical book, and Lee 
was saying that he was losing his hair, and how he had become bald, because 
of the cold weather in Texas. 

So I got the medical book, looking up baldness, and the treatment for bald- 
ness, and Marina came by and she read the prescriptions. 

So I said, “Lee, she reads English,” and he said, “Mother, that is Latin, of 
course, that is universal.” 

So because it was a medical conversation, Lee said he had an operation while 
in the Soviet Union on his throat. 

I am sorry-but all of the confusion of myself being there and the daughter- 
in-law, the Russian girl-that was never gone into. That is all I know. 

But that was also said in the presence of my son Robert-that he had an 
operation on his throat while in the Soviet Union. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did he say when that was? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Xo, sir; that was all that was said. 
as I say, with all the confusion of Marina, we were so tnrilled with Marina, 

with the children and all, there was quite a bit of confusion. 
Kow, I left, and I went back to Crowell on my job. 
While I was in Robert’s home, Lee immediately was out job-hunting. And I 

felt very bad about that, because they had come 10,000 miles by ship, by plane, 
and by train, which was an awfully hard trip with a young baby, and I thought 
he should at least have a week or two before he would look for work. 

But I want you to know that immediately Lee was out looking for work. 
.4nd this is the time that Lee had gone to the public stenographer, made the 

statement that he was writing a book. 
You probably have that information. It was highly publicized. 
I, myself, gave him the $10 that he gave the public stenographer. 
I bought Marina clothes, and brought clothes to her while at 111y daughter-in- 

law’s house, bought diapers for the baby. Snd Marina had more clothes when 
she arrived in the States than I uow have. 

So what I am trying to state is as we go further into the story, it has been 
stated that. my son neglected Marina, and that she didn’t have any clothes. The 
Russian people have stated that all throughout Texas in the papers. And that 

is not, true. I happen to know, because I, myself, bought Marina three dresses. 

-4nd my daughter-in-law bought dresses, and my daughter-in-law’s sister, which 
I would like to have as a witness, bought clothes for Marina. So there is this 
conflicting testimony. 

Mr. RAXKIX. What daughter-in-law was that? 
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Mrs. OSWALD. Robert’s wife. And Robert’s wife’s sister, who is a school- 
teacher, bought clothes for Marina. 

Mr. R~NKIX. Is she married? 
Mrs. OSWALD. So. She is a schoolteacher. She is single. 
So that story there is incorrect. 
So then I went back to Crowell, Tex., and I was not satisfied in my mind be- 

cause the way they lived. They only had a two-bedroom house. As you know. 
Robert has two children. And there was another couple with another child. 

So Lee immediately began looking for work. 
So I decided that I would quit this job and help the children all I could. So 

I did. I gave notice. And I came to Fort Worth, and I rented an apartment 
at the Rotary Apartments, which is on West 7th and Summit. And Lee and 
Marina then came to live with me. 

Mr. RASKIX. How long did they stay at Robert’s? 
Xrs. OSWALD. They stayed at Robert’s approximately 2 or 3 weeks, sir. 
So then they came to live with me. 
While there, I said to Lee-I am ahead of my story. 
Lee and Marina had sent me wonderful gifts, and I have the gifts, from 

Russia. A box of tea, very fine tea, a Russian scarf, pure linen napkins, em- 
broidered with my initial, a box of candy for Christmas that has a Russian Santa 
Claus on it. 

I said to Lee. “Lee, I want to know one thing. Why is it you decided to re- 
turn back to the United States when you had a job in Russia, and as far as 
I knom you seemed to be pretty well off, because of the gifts that you have sent 
me. And you are married to a Russian girl. and she would be better off in her 
homeland than here. I want to know.” 

He said. “Mother. not even Marina knows why I hare returned to the United 
States. 

And that is all the information I ever got out of my son. 
“Not even JIarina knows why I have returned to the United States.” 
Mr. RASKIS. Hove did you get along when you were there together with 

Xarina and your son? 
Mrs. OSWALIL Well. that was a very lialq~y month. Jlr. Rankin. Marina was 

very happy. She had the best home, I believe, that she had ever had. And 
Lee-I was taking Lee out to work every morning, looking for work, through 
the unemployment commission, and ads in the paper. And I was taking 
care of the baby and doing the cooking, and Marina vvas helping clean up. 
And she would wash the dishes. And Lee and Marina vvould go for long 
walks every afternoon, and 1 would take care of the baby. Marina would 
sing around the house. and watch the television and comment on different 
programs, programs that she had seen in Russia. 

She knevv-there wax a lncture with (Gregory I’eck. and she said, “Nanm. 
I know Gregory Peck.” 

And she vvas singing Santa T,ucia. 
And here again in my stupidity, I said to Lee, “Lee, she knows English, she 

is singing Santa Lucia.” 
He said, “Mother. that is an international song.” 
Marina was very balqy. and I was very lialq)F to hare the c~liildrrn. 
And Lee desperate17 looked for work. 
He was offered several good jobs from the State Employment Otlice of 

Texas. One in particular, I remember he said that he regretted not getting 
the job, but they told him because his wife was not an American citizen, that 
they would not be able to hire him. 

He met obsla~les all tbr vvay. 
This one particular woman at the Texas employment agency took an inter- 

est in I,ee and went out all the n-a-v to give I,ce clues for jobs. And I. IllJwlf. 

tooli Lee job-bunting every day. 
And it is through the eml>loyment offire that he l~c~amr rml)loyed 3 weeks 

later, after he was in n1.r home, by the Leslie JIanufacturing Co. in Fort 
n’ortli. whic.11 is a sliretmet;ll ljlace. 

JR-. Ras~rs. So\v. while Jfarina was living with sou there, and your son. 
and the little baby-- 
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Mrs. OSWALD. June. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you talk to Marina, and did she speak English to you? 
Mrs. Oswa~u. Yes, she spoke English, JIr. Rankin. Like she ~oulcl say- 

and we used the dirtionary when she didn’t understand. 
She would say-1 would say. “Marina. you now nurse your baby.” 
“Yes, Mama. The time.” 
Or “X0 time.” 
With motions-“no time. Jlanna.” 
She spoke English. 
Mr. RAXKIX. What I would like to find out for the Commission, if we can. 

in regard to slleaking English, ditl you think she was able to talk English 
fluently, or did you think she was in the process of learning it? 

Mrs. 0swa1.n. She \vas in the lnocess of learning. But she understood 
more than she could talk. 

And I have a letter from Lee stating that ~Inrina also speaks and undrr- 
stands French, that she had learned at grammar school. 

Mr. RASRIS. Ilid you know French? 
Mrs. Oswar,n. So. sir. 
Mr. RASKIS. So you c~~uld not tell? 
Mrs. Osn-ar.n. I could not tell. 
And I didn’t think a thing of it. 
And. of course. Jlarina and Lee sl)Oke Russian all the time, even in front 

of me. 
And you asked about this time-it was a very hal)l)y time. They nould 

sit at the table. They were playing a game, and I said to Lee, “What is it 
you are doing?” 

Because they mere always talking in Russian. 
“Jlother. we are lnnying a game wbicb is aintilar to American tic-tat-toe.” 
And they also taught earh other. They had books. They are both chil- 

dren-very intelligent and studious. I.ee was teac.hing 1larina English, and 
Marina was teaching him some things that he wanted to know about Russia, 
in my home. 

Mr. RANKIN. Now, you were saying that he got this job at the Leslie Manu- 
facturing Co. 

Mrs. 0swar.n. Yes. sir. 
hnd then his first pay-he keln his first ljay. And then the second pay. 

he rented the home on Mercedes Street, whicah is the south side, and approxi, 
matelg 10 blo~~ks from where I lived at the Rotary .Alztrtment, and almrosi- 
mately 10 blocks from nherr he n->-as to work. 

Lee had no car. and Lee walked to and back from work. which helped to 
save money. 

Now, you must understand that this couple had no money, and had nothing. 
I gave them some dishes, and some silverware, and just a few little things 
that I could he111 out with. 

But Lee did have the first week’s pay. 
And then the second week’s pay. And he rented this home which was $59.50 

a month. It was a nice little one-bedroom furnished duples, in a nice neighbor- 
hood, convenient to his work. 

But then that leaves the boy broke. 
I brought foot1 into the house. I never like to talk about the other members 

of the family, because to me that is speculation. But I know that Robert 
brought food, also, in the house. And they were not in want. Marina nursed 
June. 

Now, it has been stated in the paper that the Russian friends have gone into 
the home and they are talking about this home, and found that they were in 
desperate straits, that there was no food in the house, and no milk for the baby. 

I say Marina nursed thtx baby. 
They may hare walked into this horn?, where maybe they didn’t hare at that 

particular time any milk in the bos. Maybe Lee was going to bring groceries 
home. But I know they were not in destitute circumstances in that respect. 

They had no money and didn’t have anything. 1 brought groceries, and I 
brought a roll of scotch toweling. I had bought two ljacks and I gave them one. 
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And the next day when I went by, the scotch toweling was in the kitchen. on 
a coat hanger, with a nail. 

Bnd I think that is real nice, a young coul)lr that doesn’t have any money, 
that they can use their imagination, and put up the scotch toweling to use on a 
coat hanger. They are just starting marrie,l life in a new country. And they 
have no money. But here is the point. The Russian friends, who were estab- 
lished, and had cars and fine homes, could not see this Russian girl doing without. 
They are the ones that interfered. They are the ones that, interfered, ant1 
were not happy the way this Russian girl-and within a short time, then, this 
Russian girl had a playpen, had a sewing machine, had a baby bed, and a Taylor 
Tot. And this all came out in the paper--that they supplied this to the girl, 
because she was in need of these things. 

I say it is not necessary for a young couple to have a olaypen for a babr. We 
have millions and millions of American couples in the United States that cannot 
afford playpens for the children. I, myself, have been in that position. 

So I think those things were immaterial. 
The point I am trying to bring out is that these Russian friends have inter- 

fered in their lives. and thought that the RusGan girl should have more than 
necessary. 

And my son could not supply these things at that particular time. He was just 
starting to work. 

This, to me, is very strong in my mind, that there are a lot of Russian friends 
that were made immediately, that have interfered and have publicly stated- 
a circle of friends, approximately eight or nine, that would not give their names 
in the paper, they were interviewed by Mr. Tinsley of the Star Telegram-that 
has downed Lee for every way possible. 

So these are the Russian friends who are established with cars, and didn’t 
think that the Russian girl was getting a good break in America. 

Mr. RANKIN. Were there any differences between you and Lee Oswald or 
Marina while they were in your home ? Did you hare any quarrels? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, sir, no, sir, none at all. 
Now, there was one thing. And I will point out the character of my son, and 

what I am saying about the playpen and so on. 
Now, this was all done within a few weeks time. They moved there--they 

left my home in July, and they moved there in August, and then they moved to 
Dallas in October. So it was in this period of time that all these things were 
accumulated from Russian friends. 

And no man likes other people giving-interfering in his way of living, and 
giving all these things to his wife that he himself cannot supply. This is a 
human trait, I would say. 

Now, I want to bring this story up. 
I could not afford to buy a bed for my grandchild, because I have worked prior 

to this for nothing. The job that I had quit I was making $23 a week, gentle- 
men-a 24-hour live-in job. The jobs prior to this I worked for $10 a week, 7 
days a week, a live-in job. 

Because of Lee’s so-called tlefection. and my accident, the way I was treated, 
left destitute, without any medical or compensation, I decided to devote my life 
to humanity, and I became a practical nurse. And I hare worked for $5 a week, 
living in the, place. 

So I had no money, I had $200 saved, when I came to Fort Worth, and that is 
what I rented the house with, and brought the food with. 

So then that leaves me broke. 
So I gave up a job in order to help this girl. 
,So to get back now to the home, Mr. Rankin-we had no quarrels. This 

month was beautiful. Marina was very happy. 
I had the car and the television, and we went around. 
As I say, they were free to go and come like they want. They would take 

long walks. 
If  you are not familiar with Fort Worth, Tex., from the Rotary Apartment 

to Leonard Brothers is apl)rosimntrly 3 miles, and they used to walk there, 
and they came home-Marina came home with a Cancan petticoat and some 
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hose that Lee bought here with a few dollars that Robert and I had given him- 
he spent on his wife. 

So that was a very happy time. 
Now, when they lived in the home on Mercedes Street that he rented, I was 

employed as an OB. a nurse, in Fort Worth, Trs.. at an OB’s salary. And that 
salary, gentlemen, will astonish you. I worked, lived in, for $0 a day, 24 hours 
duty. 

On an OR vase1 am very busy with the baby all day long because proplr 
are coming in and out. giri11g prese11ts and so on. I have a 10 o’clock feeding 
for the baby. And it is approsimatcly 11 o’clock before I am through and in 
bed.. The baby is ul) again at 2 o’clock. It is approximately 3 : 30 before l 
am through again with the baby. The baby is up again at 5: 30. And it 
is approsimatelS-then my day starts. I am stressirlg the point that I 
worked for $9 a day during all that. a $0 a day job. So that is 7 dars a 
week, $63. 

Now, this is the first ti111t, I hare had a nurse’s salary, I n-ant you to 
understand. 

So with my first pay, I bought Marina clothes, I bought the baby clothes, and 
I brought food into this home. 1 went all out for Marina. I just love her, 
and was just thrilled to death with her. And I bought a highchair. I 
could not afford a bed, because I didn’t have enough money to buy the 
bed. So that is why I bought the clothes and things of that sort. Rut I 
bought the baby a highchair. 

Mr. RAKKIS. How did l\Inrina treat you then? 
Mrs. OSWALD Fine . . But then Marina was not satisfied with the things that I 

bought her. 
As you see, the way I am properly dressed-I don’t say I mean to be the 

height of fashion, but I hare-before beco1ning a nurse I was in the business 
world, and I have been a manager in the merchaiidise field. So I do know 
clothes. 

And I bought her some shorts. And she wanted short shorts, like the Ameri- 
cans.. She pictured America in her mind evidently. 

And I bought her a little longer shorts. 

And “I no like llama.” 
I said, “Mari& you are a married woman and it is proper for you to have 

a little lo11grr shorts than the younger girls.” 
“No, alama.” 

And I will stress this-that Marina was never too happy-“No, Mama, no 
nice, no, Mama, no this.” 

That was perfectly all right. I thought she didn’t understand our ways. I 
didn’t feel badly about it. 

I am going to get back to the highchair, to give you a picture of my Son. 
I bought the highchair and brought it over there, and Lee was not at 

home.. And Marina didn’t know what a highchair was. And she told me in 
Russian. I said, “How do they feed babies in Russia?” By this time, June 
was 4 or 5 months old. just getting ready to sit up. 

“We put baby on lap, Mama, and baby eat on lap.” 
And so a highchair to me’. I think, was new to Marina. 
So approximately 2 or 3 days later I go over there and Lee says to me. 

“Now, Mother, I want you to understand right here and noxv-I want YOU 
to stop giving all these gifts to me and my wife. I want to give Marina 
whatever is necessary, the best I can do. I want you to keep your money 
and take care of yourself, because today or tomorrow you take sick, and you 
spend all your money on us, I will have to take care of you.” Which nlalirs 
very good sense. 

But he strongly put me in my place about buying things for his wife that 
he himself could not buy. 

Mr. RAKKIK. What did you say to that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I agreed with him. And I said-the shock of it-1 realize 

what a mother-in-law I was in i11terfering. And. of course, that is part that 
we mothers-in-law do unconsciously. \Ve try to help out our children, and 
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in a way we are interfering in their life. They ~-onld rather have their own 
way of doing things. 

And I realixt~ that I had interfered. and the boy wanted to take care of 
his wife. So no more was said about it. 

I go into many homes. being a nurse, and I see this i~roblem also, where 
the mothers and mothers-in-law bring things. and the men strongly object to 
it-they would rather do lvithout, and have their wife do without, and they 
thcmselves be the master of the home. 

So then I realized I was being a foolish mother-in-law. and that he was 
prrff&ly right. 

I should save my money and take care of myself. He had a wife and 
baby to take care of. If I didn’t have any money, he might have to take 
care of me. So I agreed with that. 

Mr. RAXKIS. Did Marina say anything about that? 
Mrs. OSWALI). Well, no, Marina didn’t knoTv---unless she understood the 

English llart. I have no way of knowing. you see. 
Mr. R~SKIS. All right. Tell us what happened after that, then. 
JIrs. OSWALD. sow, let me think jUSt a minute. 
This, gentlemen, is very emotional to me, because it is a humanitarian side 

that I am trying to bring out. Material things are involved to me that 
are of no consequen(*e. Ant1 I am trying to point out the fact that these Rus- 
sian peol~le seemed to think that the Russian girl should have material things. 

And all through my story, I can prove things that have happened of this 
nature. 

Yes-1 will continue. 
I was on the OR case for very wealthy people. I then became a nurse 

and by word of mouth I had worked in the finest homes in Fort Worth at 
this salary. I have worked for Ammon Carter, Jr., who is the owner of 
the Star Telegram. I have worked in his home. I have worked for Dr. 
Ross seven weeks in his home. I have worked for Mayor Vandergriff. 
I took care of his last baby in his home. And I can go on and on. 

So I have been employed in over 266 homes at this salary. So I know the 
difference of working in very poor homes, people on welfare, that I worked 
in, and then working in the rich homes. So I have experience, gentlemen, 
is what I am trying to say. 

So I mentioned to Mrs. Rosenthal that Lee and Marina didn’t have a baby 
bed, and Lee didn’t have work clothes. He had had his suits from the United 
States yet with him when he went to Russia. But he needed work clothes 
since he got this job. 

She said, “Mrs. Oswald, what build is he?” 
And I told her. And he was about the same build as her husband. 
So she got out a lot of work clothes that her husband didn’t want. However, 

she asked me $10 for 12 pairs of used pants. And I would not buy-give her $12. 
Here is a very wealthy woman, and she knows the story. And she knows that 
I have no money. And yet she expects me to pay for his used clothing. And 
so I have this principle about me. And I did not buy the used clothing, the 
clothiug for Lee. 

Sow, Lee is having a birthday, which is October 18th. And this is approxi- 
mately the (5th or 7th of October. 

Sow, this Sunday, October 12th, I went-this is very important, gentleman- 
I went to this home and I was there-1 asked to get off an hour or two to see 
the children, from this OR case at the Rosenthals. I went to see my son and 
dattghter-in-law, and they were nicely dressed. And while there, about 10 
minutes. a young couple came into the home, approximately the same age as 
1Iariua and J,ee, and they had a little boy who I would say was about 6 or 8 
months older than .June. The woman put the little boy in the playpen with 
.Junc. and .June went to touch him, and Marina got up and said, “Oh, no, hurt 
I~l)g.” She sl)oke in English. So I said, “Do you speak Russian?” to this 
coul~le. And they said, “So, we don’t. We are Americans. But my father”- 
and I will have to say this-“or grandfather”-1 do not know which-“is a 
Russian, from Siberia, and that is how we know Marina and Lee.” 

So the conversation was general. And in the general conversation-now, 
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this couple was froui Dallas. visiting my family in Fort Worth. Thcl conrersa- 
tion was general. 

Alltl she said. “T,txe. 111y filtllrr has this lllace of business iu Dallas, and will 
offer you a job iu 1)allas.” 

I said. “I,CLCL. I tlitltt’t know that vou wautrd to give ul, your job and 
work in Dallas. because thcl Rosenthals that I mu working for. her father owns 
the nieatpacking house iu Dallas. ant1 she has told me that he etul)lo.vs hundreds 
of lpople, autl if ever any time that you are in uecd. to go see her father, that 
she would be sure that he would give you a job” 

So. gentlenten. this was on a Sunday. 
I madr roffre. and the house was iu order. There was uothiug packetl. 
IJee got l)aitl on a Fritlng, frcuu the 1,eslie Sheetuletal Wot~ks. 
JI0uda.r Lee and JIariun packed their belongiugs aud went to Dallas. 
The ljoiut I am bringing. is that Lee had no idea of qnittiug his job in Fort 

Worth, hecause he was not lztckrd. This was on a Sunday. And this couple 
offeretl a job iu Dallas. Autl their father. her grandfather, was a Russian. and 
I,re went to Ilallas on a Jlnnday. autl worketl for the Arts Graphic. I do not 
know-hut you probably have that information. His very first jnb there. 

Mr. R~ssrs. Do you kuow whether he was discharged by the Leslie people? 
Mrs. Oswar,o. So, sir, 11~ n-as not tlischargetl h$ the I,eslie peoplf,. He just 

didn’t show up. He was paid ou a Friday, and that Jlonday hc did not show up 
for work, because he came to Dallas. 

The lmint I atu hringiug nut is this job was also offered to Lee from a Russian 
father. He had no idea of moviug. There was nothing packed. 

Sow. I untlerstand that my son Rohert helpetl him to move. A1x1 the way 
I know this-1 wetit there on a Tuesday. and the children had gone, hcc:~nrr 

they had left on a Monday. So then I went to Robert’s home, and Robert was 
at work. So I was all nljset. They didn’t tell me they were leaving. 

I said to J7eda. “JIarina and I,re are no longer there. the house is vacant.” 
Mr. R~JKIS. You spoke someone’s name. 
Mrs. Osw~.n. Yeda, V-e-d-a. Robert’s wife is Veda. I said thev had to 

move yesterday. 
She said “Robert helped them to more. ant1 they gave us the food in the 

refricyerator.” m 
I said it came up all of a sn&lm, and I told the story about the couple being 

there. 
111. R~SKIS. Do you know the name of that couple? 
JIrs. OSWALIL So, sir. And I have not been able to find out. 
I have asked JIrs. Paine recently. and she said she does not remember. And 

the night I was in Mrs. Paine’s home. I asked JIarina and Mrs. Paine, and they 
did say a name. Marina would know the name of the couple. Rut I do not 
have that information. 

Xr. RANKIX. And was he the owner of this business? 
Mrs. OSXALD. The father was the owner of the business. And this was an 

American couple. And they did not speak Russian, either one. The father was 
a Russian, or the grandfather-that owned this place of business. 

Mr. RANKIX. I think you said the grandfather before. 
Jlrs. OSWALD. I said either the father or the grandfather. I cannot be sure. 
It was the girl’s father or grandfather, and not the boy. 
So I told IUS daughter-inlaw about this, and she knew about it. 
So now here is something that I would like to have my daughter-in-law as a 

Witness. 
It has been stated in the paler that my son was giving Marina hIark eyes and 

possibly had beat her. And this is by the Russian people. 
Sow, living in this home in Fort Worth, I had gone by several times I had a 

day off, and Marina was not at home. 
I said to her, “Marina. ;\Iam:r come to see you yesterday. Ton no home.” 

She didn’t answer. 
I said, “hlarina, Mama come see pn. You no home, Marina.” 
“No. I go to lady’s house to take English lessons.” 
Mr. RASKIN. Do xou know who she was speaking of? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I do not know for a fact. But my son Robert will know. 
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And that is why it is important to call him. That is what I am trying to say, 
Chief Justice Warren. These others will know this part of my story, give you 
the facts. 

I am assuming it is Jlr. Peter Gregory’s wife that startetl these lessons. 
But Marina was taking English lessons. 

Now, they lived at a corner house, and there is Carol Street, and opposite Carol 
Street is a parking lot for JIontgomery Ward. They live approsimatelg two 
blocks from Montgomery Ward. So I had gone by. as I am stating, several 
times. You have to understand-this is just 6 or 7 weeks that they are in this 
home. 

Mr. RANKIN. You say “they.” I am sorry to interrupt. 
Mrs. OSXALD. Marina and Lee, in this home. 
Then Marina was not home. I could not understand where so fast that 

they could have so many friends, that this Russian girl didn’t speak English 
and know her way about, could be gone all day long. That worried me. 

So I sat in the car on Jlontgomery Ward’s parking lot, where I could see the 
house, because I wanted to see who Marina was going to come home with. 

The door was open. I went in the house and no one was there. 
By this time, I was wondering how she could be gone all the time, being a 

stranger in town. 
I sat in the car all day long. She didn’t show up. 
Finally, I went home, had my supper, left my apartment, and on the way 

going back to the house he was leaving Montgomery Ward. 
Now, they did not have a phone. I am just assuming-this is not a fact- 

that Lee went to a telephone trying to locate his wife, because I was coming 
from Montgomery Ward. He got in the car with me, and we had about a block 
to go. I entered the home with Lee, and I said, “Lee where is Marina?” Of 
course, I knew that she wasn’t home, because I had stayed in the car all day. 

He said, “Oh, I guess she is out with some friends.” 
“Would you like me to Ex your supper?” 
“No, she will probably be home in time to 6x my supper?” 
So I left. I am not going to interfere in their married life. But I did offer 

to fix him supper. And I went back to make sure Marina still wasn’t home. 
I walked in the home with my son. 
So approximately 2 days later-not approximately, but 2 days later I went to 

the home and my son was reading, he read continuously-in the living room, 
and Marina was in the bedroom, I could not see Marina. And I said to Lee, 
“Tell Marina, I am here.” 

Marina made no appearance. 
So I went into the bedroom, and she was nursing June with her head down. 

And I started to talk. And she still had her head down. And I came around 
to the front and I saw Marina with a black eye. 

Now, gentlemen, I don’t think any man should hit his wife, as is stated in 
the paper, or beat his wife. But I will say this. There may be times that a 
woman needs to have a black eye. I am not condoning the act. But I strongly 
am saying that this girl was not home. And this man was working. And I 
saw, myself, that this man came home and didn’t have any food. This couple 
doesn’t have a maid or anyone to give this working man food. And I think it 
was her duty to be home and have his supper ready. 

That is a little thing, maybe. But to me it shows the character of what I am 
trying to bring out. 

And so there may have been reasons that the children fought. And I also 
know that many, many couples fight, of our finest people, because I made it 
clear before that I have worked in these very Ene homes, and hare seen very 
fine people fight. I have seen a gentleman strike his wife in front of me. We 
know this happens. It is not a nice thing to do. But it happens in our finest 
homes. I am not condoning the act. But I am telling you that there probably 
was reasons, we will say. The woman has a black eye, and he is a louse- 
he gave her a black eye, but we must consider why did he give her a black eye. 
We always must consider the second aspect of the case. 

Mr. RANKIX. Did she take the baby with her when you looked--- 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, sir, she took-always the baby was with her. 
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Mr. RAKKIN. Did you ask Marina how she got the black eye or anything 
about it? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, in the bedroom. I was shocked. 
“Mama-Lee.” Just like that. 
So I went in the living room and I said. “Lee, what do you mean by striking 

Jlarina?” 
He said. “Mother, that is our affair.” 
And so that ended. I wasn’t going to interfere any further. 
Now, this has been publicly stated by the Russian friends, that he beat his 

wife. I don’t know if he did beat his wife. I happened to see the black eye. 
I know that he hit her and gave her a black eye. Marina said so, and my son 
has said so. But how many times does this happen, I don’t know. 

But I am trying to point out that I don’t approve of it. Rut I am trying to 
point out that everything is not according to Hoyle, as we say in our American 
way of life. 

Mr. RANKIN. Is there any other time that you recall that you saw that she 
had bruises or a black eye? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, sir; that is the only time. 
And then the children moved to Dallas. 
Now, this will end that part of the story. 
I have accepted and I hare the public papers, in 19.79, when Lee went to 

Russia-I made a statement that as an individual I thought he had a right 
to make up his own mind in the decision to do what he wanted. I am of that 
nature, because, gentlemen, today or tomorrow I may decide to go to Russia, 
I will go. \Ve are taught that in America, that we have the right to do what 
we want as an individual. So I publicly stated in 1959 that Lee had a right, 
if he wanted to live in that country. And I think it was courage that he did 
so, instead of staying in America and talking about America, ant1 living here 
and downing his country. It took courage to go and live where he wanted to live. 

I was criticized highly for making that statement. And it is published in 
1959-as far back as that. 

So I will get back now to when the children left. 
They did not tell me they had left. 
So I accepted the fact that my son Lee did not want me to know that he was 

in Dallas. 
Why I accepted the fact is because of Lee’s so-called defection. 
I have had it very hard, Mr. Rankin, ancl gentlemen-I have lost jobs, I was 

in a position, if I was in a home and television was on, and something political 
was on television, and the peolne commented, I felt it was necessary to keep 
quiet, because of it. Because of the defection I thought if I would express my 
views they might think I was a Communist like my son was supposed to be. 
And in many a home I have been in-after three or four days they would tell 
me my services were not needed. 

I cannot say. sure it was because of Lee’s defection. However, I feel sure 
that it is, because I am a respected person, and a very good nurse, as has been 
stated in the paper. And my jobs were gotten from word of mouth. 

But you must understand that I deal with a lot of people. So naturally 
it is natural that some of them would feel resentful against me because of my 
son defecting to Russia and presumably being a Communist. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you ever find out where ,\Iarina was that day that you 
tried to locate her? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, sir, no sir, that ended that. 
So I respected my son’s wish, since he didn’t want to tell me where he was 

in Dallas, that I would accept that fact. 
Now, gentlemen, this may seem hard that I accept these things. But it is not. 

I am self-supporting. I have a life of my own. And if Lee decides that that 
is the way he wants it, I am not going to grieve and worry about it. I have 
to get my sleep in order to work. I have the ability of accepting things, the 
ability granted me by the grace of God, because of my difficulty in life. I have 
been a widow. I have had many. many obstacles, and I have had to face them. 
And my faith gets stronger. I do accept things. 
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As now, I accept the death of my son. I don’t brood over that. I have that 

ability of doing that. 
So I just accepted the fact-when Lee gets ready to let me know where he is. 

fin-up until that time, it is his privilege to do what he wants. 
Now, that is the last contact I have had with JIarina and Lee until the news 

broke in Dallas that Lee was picked up because of the assassination of President 

Kennedy. 
Mr. RANKIN. Tell us about this period you were talking about, when he went 

to Dallas. Was that before or after the time he went to New Orleans? 
Mrs. OSWALD. That was before the time, sir-hc liretl-fr:mi my apartment, 

the Rotary Apartments, when Lee got the job he lived on Mercedes Street from 
the end of July, I would sag, or the beginning of Srptember, until October, w-he11 

he left to go to Dallas. 
Mr. RAYKIS. What year was that? 
Mrs. Oswald. That was in l!X3. 
JIr. RANKIN. You mean ‘@? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I am sorry-19Ci2. And that was the last I had seen of Marina 

and Lee. 
Mr. RAXKIR-. Did you ever find \vhere they were in Dallas? 
Mrs. OS\VAI.D. No, sir. I explained before that I made no attemlu. I thought 

when they get ready to let me know, that is line. Cl) until theu, I had to do 
my own work and take care of myself. And I do reslject other people’s priri- 
leges. If that is the way they want it, fine. 

When they get ready to let me know, I will welcome them. If not, I will 
go about my own business. 

Mr. RAXKIS. Had you learned they had gone to New Orleans? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I had not learned of that until after the assassination. I knew 
nothing, I had no contact with them. 

So, then, the nest thing we should start then would be the Dallas-the 
assassination. 

Mr. RANICIN. Whatever you know. 
Mrs. OSWALD. Well, I was on a case in a rest home, and I had a 3 to 11 shift. 

I was dressed, ready to go to work. I was watching-I am a little ahead of 
my story. 

I watched the television in the morning before I was dressed. And Richard 
Nixon was in Dallas, and he made a television appearance approximately 2 
hours before President Kennedy was to arrive in Dallas. And, as a layman, 
I remember saying. “Well, the audacity of him, to make this statement against 
President .Kennedy just an hour or two before his arrival in Dallas.” 

And then 1 had my lunch, and I dressed, with my nurse’s uniform on, to go 
to work, for the 3 to 11 shift. And I have to leave home at 2:30. So I had 
a little time to watch the Presidential procession. 

And while sitting on the sofa. the news came that the President was shot. 
And there was a witness on television, a man and a little girl on television. 
However, I could not continue to watch it. I had to report to work. 

So I went in the car, and approximately seven blocks away I turned the radio 
on in the car. I heard that Lee Harvey Oswald was picked up as a suspect. 

I immediately turned the car around and came back home, got on the tele- 
phone, called Acme Brick in Fort Worth, and asked where Robert was, because 
he had been traveling, and I must get in touch with Robert iminediately, because 
his brother was picked up as a suspect in the assassination. So they had Robert 
call me. 

Robert. didn’t know that Lee was picked up. 
JIr. RANKIN. Was this the day of the assassination? 
Mrs. 0SwAr.n. Yes. sir. the dar of the assassination, theF picked I,ee up. 
Mr. RAXICIX. And 3 to 11-that is in the afternoon? 
Mrs. OSWALD. This was 2: 30, because I was on mg nay to work, and I had 

to be at work at 3 o’clock. 
Mr. RANIZIY. Three in the afternoon is when you had to be at work? 
Jh. ~)S\rAI.D. Yes. Sir. XId it WRS 2: 30 1 beard the news and went back 

home. 
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I had Acme Brick call Robert to give him the news, and Robert called me, and 
he had not heard his brother was picked Up. 

sow, Robert is in Denton. So I called the Star Telegram, and asked that- 
if they could possibly have someone escort me to Dallas, because I realized 
I could not drive to Dallas. And they did. They sent two men to escort me 

to Dallas. 
The name of one is Bob Shieffer, the other name I will have for SOU gentlemen. 
Mr. RANKIN. Who are those? Are those reporters? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Star Telegram reporters, sent by the Star Telegram editor to 

escort me to Dallas. 
how, upon arriving in Dallas, I did not ask-1 did not want to talk to the 

police. I asked specifically to talk to FBI agents. JIy wish was granted, I was 
sent into a room. I have to backtrack my story. 

The policemen do not know I am here-“1 want to talk to FBI agents.” 
M?r, RAKKIN. What time of the day is this? 
Mrs. OSWALD. This is approximately 3: 30. So I am escorted into an office, 

and two Brown FBI agents, they are brothers, I understand, am1 there was 
another man that I do not know the name. 

Mr. RANKIPI’. By that you mean their names were Brown? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Their names were Brown. And I have the correct names, also. 

But we were in this room, and I told them who I was. And I said, “I want to 
talk with you gentlemen because I feel like my son is an agent of the government, 
and for the security of my country, I don’t want this to get out.” 

But, first, I said to them, “I want to talk to FBI agents from Washington.” 
“Mrs. Oswald, we are from Washington, we work with Washington.” 
I said, “I understand you work with Washington. But I want officials from 

Washington,” and I believed they would be in town because of protecting the 
President. 

I said, “I do not want local FBI men. What I have to say I want to say to 
Washington men.” 

Of course they wanted the news. They said, “Well, we work through Wash- 
ington.” 

I said, “I know you do. But I would like Washington men.” 
So I had no choice. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you tell them why you thought he was an agent? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, sir. I am coming to this. 
So I said, “I have information that”-1 told him who I was. 
I said, “For the security of my country, I n-ant this kept perfectly quiet until 

you investigate. I happen to know that the State Department furnished the 
money for my son to return back to the United States, and I don’t know if that 
would be made public what that would involve, and so please will you investigate 
this and keep this quiet.” 

Of course that was news to them. 
They left me sitting in the office. 
And I also told them that Congressman Jim Wright knew about this. 
“You can be sure we will question Jim Wright.” 
And I gave them the names of the four men I had talked with while in 

Washington. 
Would you like those four names now? 
Mr. RANKIN. Yes. 
Mrs. OSWALD. One is Mr. Roster, who was special counsel in charge of Soviet 

affairs. 
One was Nr. Stanfield. I should know the names. 
Well, gentlemen. Mr. Doyle will see that I give you the uames of these men. 

I had it in a little card and carried it all these years from my Washington trill 
and gave it to the FBI men to investigate. 

So they left me. 
Air. RASKIS. When you sag you uuderstautl that the State ljepartment paid 

your son’s way back from the Soviet Union---- 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. RAXKIX. Did you erer learn that that was a loan? 
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Mrs. OSWALD. 1 hare the document to state that they loaned Lee the money 
to come back. 

Mr. RANKIS. But you didn’t know that at the time? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Tes, sir. But 1 stated--you see, I wax worried about the 

security of my country. I didn’t know if the public would find out-how they 
would take the news that the State Department loaned him the money, since 
now he is a Jlarxist and an ac.cusetl assassin. 

1 was worried about my country. And I didn’t want the public to know. 
1 wanted the FBI, not the police, to know. 

JIr. RAFTKIN. Did you know anything else that you told them about why you 
thought he was an agent? 

Jlrs. OSW.~I~. No, 1 didn’t tell them anything. But they questioned me, 
started to question me. 

One of them said, “You know a lot about your son. When was the last time 
you were in touch with him ?” 

That \vasn’t the Browns. That was the other man. 
1 ksaid, “I hare not seen my son in a year.” 
He said sarcastically, “Sow, Mrs. Oswald, are we to believe you have not been 

in touch with your son in a year? You are a mother.” 
I said, “Believe what you want. But 1 have not been in touch with my son 

in a year. My son did not want me involved. He has kept me out of his 
activities. That is the truth, God’s truth, that 1 have not seen my son in a year.” 

And the gentleman left, and 1 did not see them after that. 
They .sent the stenographer that was in the outer office to sit with me, and she 

started to question me. 
I said, “Young iady, 1 am not going to be questioned. You msay just as well 

make up your mind that 1 am just going to sit here. What 1 want, if you will 
relay-hare these two Star Telegram men come in here, please. 1 would like 
to ask them something.” 

So they came in. And 1 said, “Bob, I have rights and 1 want to see Lee.” 
Of ~~mrse the men didn’t answer. 
But 1 sat in the offiicae approximately 2 or 3 hours alone, gentlemen, with this 

woman who came in and out. 
1 said, “If you think you are going to question me or get information from me, 

you are not.” 
And 1 sat in the office 2 or 3 hours. 
Every now and then 1 would walk up to the outer corridor and say to whoever 

was there, “Now, listen, 1 am getting tired of this. 1 want to see Lee.” 
Mr. RASKIN. \Vhat office was this? 
Mrs. Osma~o. The courthouse in Dallas. 
Mr. R~SKIN. \Vhose office was it in? Do you know? 
Mrs. Oswa~n. So, 1 don’t, knuw. It was a private office that lead-for 

instance, it would be like in the corner, a glass-rmlosed office. And then you 
coul(l see the outer corridor where the stenogral)hers and the police and every- 
body was. 

Mr. RANKIX. You don’t know whose office it was’! 
Mrs. Oswa~o. No, sir, 1 do not. So 1 sat there al~l~roxiniately 3 hours. And 

1 never did get to see Lee. 
So at 5:3&then Robert came in. And he was questioned by the FBI. 
1Ir. UNKIN. Mere you there when he was questioned? 
Mrs. Oswar,n. Ko, sir, 
And 1 will state now emphatically that 1 have never been questioned by the 

FBI or the Secret Sen-icenever, gentlemen. If they can produce my voice or 
anything, they can produce it. 

So then 1 was eworted into the office where Marina and 31~ Paine was. And, 
of (aour,se. 1 started crying right away, and hugged Marina. And Marina gave 
me Rachel, whom 1 had never seen. 1 did not know 1 had a second grandchild, 
until this very moment. So 1 started to cry. Marina started to cry. And 
Mrs. Paine said, “Oh, Mrs. Oswald, 1 am so glad to meet you. Marina has often 
espres.sed the desire to contact you, especially when the baby was being born. 
But Lee didn’t want her to.” 

And 1 said, “Mrs. Paine, you spoke English. Why didn’t you contact me?” 
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She said Marina tlitln’t know how to get in touch with me. 
She said, “Well, because of the way they lived, he lived in Dallas, and came 

home to my home on weekends. I didn’t feel like I wanted to interfere.” 
And she artetl as--+xcuse me. gentlrlnrn. Ilut this is very. very emotional. 
The CIIAI~M.~~. That is all right. 
3Irs. OS\\~LD. She actetl as interpreter for JIarina. We are in the courthomse 

now, in the jailhouse. 
So her testimony-, gentlemen. the testimony that the Dallas police have, is 

the testimony of Mrs. Paine, that Marin:c assumed Lee had given her. 
Could we state now maybe it is not the correct testimony that Marina gave- 

just one interpreter, and Jlarina’s friend, is the testimony that the Dallas police 
has. 

I have no way of knowing. and you have no way of knowing. gentlemen, 
whether it is the correct testimony. 

So Mrs. I’aine told me that she acted as interljreter. 
And I said. “I don’t know n-hat I am going to do. I want to stay in Dallas 

and be near Lee. so that I can help with this situation as much as possible.” 
She said, “Mrs. Oswald, you are welmme in my hom+if you care to sleep on 

the sofa.” 
I said, “Thank you very much, Mrs. Paine. I will accept your offer. I will 

sleep on the floor in order to be near Dallas.” 
So we left. We went to hlrs. Paine’s home. 
I am going to say again I did not see my son. 
S-1 had my nurse’s uniform on for 3 days. 
hlr. RANKIN. What day was this at Mrs. Paine’s? 
hlrs. OSWALD. This was the night of Friday, Sovember 22d. We arrived 

there approximately 6 o’rlock. Upon entering the home, about 5 minutes after 
I was in the home, there was a knock on the door. 

Now, this is a little vague. On the way leaving the courthouse we may have 
been in the company of the two Life representatives. They may have taken 
us to Mrs. Paine’s home. I did not ask who was taking us to Mrs. Paine’s home, 
because I was holding my grandbaby and talking to Marina, and sitting in the 
back of the car. And it didn’t interest me at the time how I was getting to Mrs. 
Paine’s home. 

Why I am bringing this up was because after I was in her home, about 5 
minutes, there was a knock on the door, and these two Life representatives 
entered the home. 

The name of the men, one is Allan Grant, and the other is Tommy Thompson. 
And I was not introduced. 
Mr. RANKIN. Had you ever seen them before? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, I had never seen them before. As I say, they could have been 

the men driving the car. But I want you to understand at the time I didn’t 
notice that, because I was holding my new grandbaby, and comforting my 
daughter-in-law, and talking to hlrs. Paine in the back seat of the car. 

So Mrs. Paine sat on the floor. And she said to the photographer-he had a 
camera in front of him-“Sow, I hope you have good color film, because I want 
good pictures.” 

Mr. RANKIN. What time of the day was this? 
Mrs. OSWALD. This was approximately 6:30. We had just arrived in hfrs. 

Paine’s horn+-1 would say 6 and 7 o’clock, approximately, between that time. 
We are home 5 mintites when they knocked on the door. 

Mrs. Paine immediately says, “Gentlemen, I hope you have colored film so 
we will have some good pictures.” 

I didn’t know who they were. 
But then I knew they were newsmen, because of her statement and the 

camera. 
So Tommy Thompson started to interview Mrs. Paine. He said “Mrs. Paine, 

tell me, are Marina and Lee separated, since Lee lives in Dallai?” 
She said, “So, they are a happy family. Lee lives in Dallas because of neces- 

sity. He works in Dallas, and this is Irving, and he has no transportation, 
and he comes every weekend to see his family.” 

“Well,” he said, “What type family man is he?” 
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She said, “A normal family man. He plays with his children. Last night 
he fed June. He watches television and just normal things.” 

She went on. 
So he said, “Mrs. Paine, can you tell me how Lee got, the money- to”-1 am 

sorry-“can you tell me how Lee was able to return back to the United States 
financially?” 

She said, “Oh, yes. he sqvcd the money to come back to the United States.” 
Now, while this little episode went on. I was fuming, gentlemen, because I 

didn’t want this type of publicity. I thought it was uncalled for. immediately 
after the assassination, and the consequent arrest of my son. 

But I was in Mrs. Paine’s home. 
Now I had an opportunity to be gracious. I spoke up and I said-1 am ahead 

of myself. 
She answered that he saved the money. 
I spoke ‘up and I said, “Now, Mrs. Paine, I am sorry. I am in your home. 

Snd I appreciate the fact that I am a guest in your home. But I will not have 
you making statements that are incorrect. Because I happen to know you have 
made an incorrect statement. To begin with, I do not approve of this publicity. 
And if we are going to have the life story with Life magazine”-by that time 
I knew what it was-“1 would like to get paid. Here is my daughter-in-law with 
two small children, and I, myself, am penniless, and if we are going to give 
this information, I believe we should get paid for it.” 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you think Mrs. Paine was trying to get paid for it? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Possibly. But I do know this. It was prearranged. That is 
the point that is important. That after a few hours time, the Life representa- 
tives were invited to her home, into her home, because she expected them, you 
see. 

Mr. RANKIN. You think she arranged it, then? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, sir, possibly with Marina’s help. 
I do not know. It was arranged-1 am positive-the way they entered the 

home. She invited them in, without even introducing me. And immediately 
said she hoped they had color dim. 

Mr. RANKIN. Were they talking to each other, Marina, and Mrs. Paine, while 
you were there? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, they talked in Russian. And that is a difficult part. I 
didn’t know Russian. 

Then, with that, the Life representative got up and said, “Mrs. Oswald, I will 
call my office and see what they think about an arrangement of your life 
story.” 

So he did call the office. He closed the door and called in private. And 
nothing was said-in the living room. 

When I say nothing was said, it was between myself and the other repre- 
sentative. Xrs. Paine was talking to my daughter-in-law in Russian. I was 
talking to my daughter-in-law in English. It was a regular general conversation, 
as far as I knew. 

He came out from the telephone conversation and said, no, that the company 
would not allow him to pay for the story. What they would d-they would 
pay our expenses while in Dallas, and our food and expenses, hotel accommoda- 
tion. 

So I told him that I would think about it. 
Now, they continued to hang around. And they were taking pictures con- 

tinuously, all the while this was going on-the photographer, Jlr. Allen was 
continuously taking pictures. I was awfully tired and upset. I rolled my 
stockings down, and the picture is in Life Magazine. And he stopped that. 
So I got up and said, “I am not having this invasion of privacy. I realize 
that I am in Mrs. Paine’s home. But you are taking my picture without my 
consent, and a picture that I certainly don’t want made public.” It is the 
worst-with me rolling my hose. I wanted to get comfortable. 

He followed hlarina around in the bedroom. She was undressing *June. 
He took pictures of everything. And Airs. Paine was in her glory-1 will say 
this. Mrs. Paine was very happy all these pictures were taken. And I had to 
go behind Marina to see that the photographers were not taking her, and they 
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were taking me. And it was just a regular-the home was a living room and 
a hall and a bedroom and kitchen, and we were all going around in circles. 

And the photographer was taking pictures, until finally I became indignant. 
and said, “I have had it. Sow, find out what accommodatioIis you can make 
for us, for my daughter-in-law and I so that we can be in Dallas to help Lee, and 
let me know in the morning.” 

So they left. 
However, about an hour later there was a telephone call to Mrs. Paine from 

a Life representative. I know by her conversation who she was talking to. 
Mr. RANKIN. Who was that? 
Mrs. Osw~.n. One of the men-either Allen Grant or Tommy Thompson. 
And after the conversation. I said to her. “Was that one of the Life repre- 

sentatives?” 
And she said, “Oh, yes, he just was a little upset about what happened.” 
So I got no information there. 
The CHAIRXAS. \T’ould you like to take a short recess, Mrs. Oswald? 
Mrs. OSWALI). Yes, I am getting thirsty. 
The CHMRMAS. Suppose we do. We will take one for about 10 minutes. 

(Brief recess.) 
The CHAIRMAS. The Commission nil1 be in order. Mrs. Oswald, you may 

continue with your statement. 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, sir. Sow, we are in Jlrs. Paine’s home yet. 
The CHAIRMAS. Yes. This is on the day of the assassination? 
Mrs. OSWALI). Yes, sir-the 22d, Friday, the 22d. 

I am worried because Lee hasn’t had an attorney. And I am talking about 
that, and Mrs. Paine said, “Oh, don’t, worry about that. I am a member of the 
Civil Liberties Union. and Lee will have an attorney, I can assure you.” 

I said to myself but when ? Of course, I didn’t want to push her, argue with 
her. But the point n-as if she was a member of the I’nion. why didn’t she see 
Lee had an attorney then. So I wasn’t too happy about that. 

Now, gentlemen, this is some very important facts. 

My daughter-in-lax spoke to Mrs. Paine in Russian, “JIamma.” she says. 
So she takes me into the bedroom and closes the door. She said, ‘Xamma, I 
show you.” She opened the closet, and in the closet. was a lot of books and 
papers. And she came out with a picture-a picture of Lee, with a gun. 

It said, “To my daughter June”-written in English. 

I said, “Oh, Marina, police.” I didn’t think anything of the picture. 
Now, you must understand that I don’t know what is going on on television- 

T came from the jailhouse and everything, so I don’t know all the circumstances, 
what evidence they had against my son by this time. I had no way of knowing. 
But I say to my daughter, “To my daughter, June,” anybody can own a rifle. 
to go hunting. You yourself probably bare a rifle. So I am not connecting 
this with the assassination-“To my daughter. .June.” Because I would ini- 
mediately say, and I remember-1 think my son is an agent all the time-no 
one is going to be foolish enough if they mean to assassinate the President. or 
even murder someone to take a picture of themselves with that rifle, and leave 
that there for evidence. 

So, I didn’t think a thing about it. And it says “To my daughter, June.” 
I said, “The police,” meaning that if the police got that. they would use that 
against my son, which would be a natural way to think. 

She says, “You take, Mamma.” 
I said “No.” 
“Yes, iIamma, you take.” 
I said “Ko Marina. 1 , Put back in the book.” So she put the picture back in 

the book. Which book it was, I do not know. 
So the next, day, when we are at the courthouse-this is on Saturday-she- 

we were sitting down, waiting to see Lee. She puts her shoe down, she says, 
“Mamma, picture.” She had the picture folded up in her shoe. 

h’ow, I did not see that it Was the picture, but I know that it was, because 
she told me it was, and I could see it was folded up. It wasn’t open for me to 
see. I said, “Marina.” Just like that. So Robert came along and he says, 
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“Robert”-1 said, “No, no hlarina.” I didn’t want, her to tell Robert about the 
picture. Right there, you km)\\-. That was about the picture. 

Mr. RANKIX. Did you ever tell her to destroy the picture:’ 
Mrs. OSWALU. So. Sow, I hare to go into this. I want to tell you about 

destroying the picture. 
Sow, that was in Jlrs. l’aine’s home. 
I want to start to renlellllter-bec,ause when we leaye l\lrs. Paine’s home, JYP 

go into another phase, where the ljicture (*onles in again. So I have to tell the- 
unless you want to ask me slmific questions. 

hIr. RASKIX. So, you go right ahead. 
Jlrs. OSWALLI. hlrs. Paine, in front of me, gave ~1arina $10. Sow, >rrs. 

Paine, when I said, after the representatives left-1 said, “You know, I do want 
to get paid for the story, becilnse I am destitute. and here is a girl with-her 
husband is going to be in jail, we will nerd money for attorneys, with two babies.” 

She said, “You don’t have to worry about JIarina. Marina will always hare 
a home with me, beeaus-ra Rlarina helps.” 

Xow, hlrs. Paine speaks Russian fluently. “She helps me with my Russian 
language. She babysits for me and helps me with the housework, and you never 
hare to worry about Marina. She will always have a home with me.” 

Sow, Jlr. and Jlrs. Paine are separated. Jlr. Paine does not live here. So it 
is just the two women. 

So, Mrs. Paine didn’t graciously do anything for Narina. as the paper statrd- 
that Lee never did pay Mrs. Paine for room or board. JIrs. Paine owes them 
money. That is almost the kind of work that I do, or the airline stewardesses do, 
serve food and everything. hfarina was earning her keep, and really should hare 
had a salary for it-what I am trying to say, gentlemen, Mrs. Paine had hlarina 
there to help babysit with the children, with her children-if she wanted to go 
running around and everything. 

So actually she wasn’t doing my son or Marina the favor that she claims she 
was doing. 

But the point I am trying to stress is that she did tell me Jlarina would never 
have to worry, because Xarina would hare a home with her. 

At this particular moment, I cannot remember anything of importance in the 
house. Otherwise, about the picture I have stated. And Mrs. Paine with t,he 
Life representative, and her saying that Lee would have an attorney, and Mrs. 
Paine giving Marina a $10 bill. 

Oh, hlurina told me, “Mamma, I have this money.” It was money in an en- 
relolein the bedroom, when she showed me the picture. I said, “How much 
money, Marina.” 

“8bout how much?” I asked her. 
“About $100 and some.” 
Now, Mrs. Paine has stated to the Life representative that Lee and Marina 

were saving his pay in order to have a home for themselves for Christmas timp, 
because they had never been in a home of their own at Christmas time-in order 
to celebrate Christmas. So, the hundred and some odd dollars isn’t a big sum, 
considering that Lee paid $8 a week room in Dallas-and it has been stated by 
the landlady that Lee ate lunchmeat or fruit. And Lee n-as very, very thin 
when I saw him. And Lee gave his salary to his wife in order to save to have 
this home for Christmas. 

SO, that is not a lot of money to have in the house-1 n-ould not think so, 
because I believe Lee was earning about $N a week. And let’s say he could live 
for about $10 or $12. And he gave the rest of the money to his wife. 

ilnd so I reported this money to the Secret Service while we were in Six 
Flags-that hlarina had the money. I wanted them to know. She showed me 
the money. 

I cannot think now-1 did think of the money after going back-but I cannot 
think of anything at this particular moment that would be of any benefit that 
happened in this house. 

hIr. RASKIN. In regard to the l)hotograph, 1 will show you some photographs, 
hlaybe you can tell me whether they are the ones that you are referring to. Here 
is Commission’s Exhibit 134. 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, sir, that is not the picture. 
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llr. RASKIN. hid 133. consists of two different pictures. 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. sir. that is not the picture. He n-as holding the rifle up, 

and it said, “To my daughter, June, with love.” He was holding the rifle up. 
Mr. RANKIX. By holding it up. You mean- 
Mrs. OSWALD. Like this. 
RIr. RASKIN. Crossxisp, with both hands on the rifle? 
Mrs. OSWALD. With both hands on the rifle. 
Mr. RANKIN. Abore his head? 
Mrs. Oswar,n. That is right. 
JIr. RBNKIN. Did You ever see these picbtures, Exhibits 133 and 134? 
Mrs. OSWAI.D. Xo, sir, I have never seen those pictures. 
Mr. RANKIX. Sow, You were going to tell us about some further discussion 

of the picture You did see? 
%Irs. OSWAI.D. ITes-all right. 
Sow, so the nest morning the two representatives of the Life Magazine, 

Mr. Allen Grant and 1\Ir. Tommy Thompson come by at 9 o’clock with a woman, 
Russian interpreter. a doctor sonlebody. I have not been able to find this woman. 
I have called the universities, thinking that she was a language teacher, and I- 
maybe You have her name. But she is very, rerY importaut to our story. 

And I do want to locate her, if possible. 
During the night, I had decided I was going to take up their offer, because I 

would be besieged bg reporters and everything. So xvhY not go with the Life 
representatives, and let them paY mY room and board and my daughter-in-law’s. 
TheY came by at 9 o’clock, without calling, with this Russian interpreter. So 
Marina was getting dressed and getting the children dressed. He was taking 
pictures all the time. 

Mr. RAXKIX. They came by where? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Mrs. Paine’s home. And there was no hurry, though, to leave 

the home, because Mrs. I’aine was most anxious for the Life representatives to 
talk to her and get these 1)ictnres and el-erpthing-whether Marina has any part 
in this I don’t know, because they spoke Russian, and she didn’t tell me about 
it. But I know Xrs. I’aine did. 

We left with the two Life representatives. They brought us to the Hotel 
Adolphus in Dallas. I immediatelY upon entering the hotel picked up the phone 
and called Captain Will Fritz, to see if Marina and I could see Lee at the 
jailhouse. 

Mr. RAEKIN. Who is he? 
Mrs. OSWALD. He is one of the big men in Dallas on this case. 
Mr. RASKIN. The Chief of Detcctires. or something like that? 
3Irs. OSWALD. Yes. And I called him from the hotel, and the man that 

answered the phone said he would relaY mY message to him, that I wanted to see 
if Marina and I could see Lee. I waited on the phone. He came back and said, 
“Yes, Mrs. Oswald, (‘aptain Fritz said yen may see Lee at 12 o’clock today.” 

We arrived at the Adolphus Hotel between 9 :30 and 10 90. 
Mr. RANIiIS. This was xhat day? 
Mrs. OSWALD. This was Saturday, Sorember 23, the morning of Saturday, 

November 23. 
While we were there, an FBI agent, Xr. Hart Odum entered the room with 

another agent, and wanted Marina to accompany him to be questioned. 
Mr. RASKIN. U’ere these FBI agents? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Pes, sir: Mr. Hart Otlmn is an FBI agent. And I said, “R’o, 

we are going to see Lee.” \Ve were all eating breakfast when he came in. I 
said, “So, we have beeu promised to see Lee. She is not going with YOU.” 

So he said. “Well, will you tell Mrs. Oswald, please”-to the interpreter, “I 
would like to cluestiou her and I would like her to come with me to be questioned.” 

I said, “It is no good. Tou don’t need to tell the interpreter that, because my 
dallgllter-ill-lan- is uot going with You. We have been promised to see Lee. And 
besides Marina has testified, made her statement at the courthouse yesterday, 
and anY further statements that Marina n-ill make n-ill be through counsel.” 

Mr. Odum said to the interpreter, “Mrs. Oswald”-to the interlueter-“will 
you tell Mrs. Oswald to decide what she would like to do and not listen to her 
mother-in-law.” 
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I said, “It is no good to tell my daughter-in-law, because my daughter-in-law is 
not leaving here with you, Mr. Odum, without counsel.” 

And I had been telling Marina, “No, no.” 
She said, “I do, Mamma,” she kept saying. 
Just then my son, Robert, entered the room, and Mr. Odum said, “Robert, we 

would like to take Marina and question her.” 
He said, “No, I am sorry, we are going to try to get lawyers for both she and 

Lee.” 
So he left. 
We went to the courthouse and we sat and sat, and while at the courthouse 

my son, Robert, was being interviewed by-1 don’t know whether it was Secret 
Service or FBI agents-in a glass enclosure. We were sitting-an office, a glass 
enclosed office. \Ve were sitting on the bench right there. 

Mr. RAXKIS. Where was this? 
Mrs. OS~ALI). In the Dallas courthouse, on Saturday. 
So we waited quite a while. One of the men came by and said “I am sorry 

that we are going to be delayed in letting you see Lee, but we have picked up 
another suspect.” 

I said, to Marina, “Oh, Marina, good, another man they think maybe shoot 
Kennedy.” 

Mr. RANKIS. Did you ask anything about who this suspect was? 
JIrs. Osw~~u. No, sir ; I did not. He just give the information why we would 

be delayed. We sat out there quite a while. The police were very nice. They 
helped us about the baby. We went into another room for privacy, for Marina 
to nurse Rachel. It was 2 or 3 hours before we got to see Lee. We went up 
stairs and were allowed to see Lee. This was in the jail-the same place I had 
been from the very beginning, and we were taken upstairs. And by the way, 
they only issued a pass for Marina and myself, and not for Robert. And Robert 
was very put out, because he thought he was also going to see his brother. 
Whether Robert saw his brother or not, I do not know, Mr. Rankin. 

Jlr. RANKIX. About what time of day was this? 
1Irs. OSWALD. Just a minute now. We arrived there at 12 o’clock. This would 

be about 4 or 4 :30 in the afternoon, before we got to see Lee. 
Mr. RANKIX. Was anyone else present when he saw you? 
Mrs. OS~AI,~. No. Marina and I were escorted back of the door where they 

had an enclosure and telephones. So Marina got on the telephone and talked to 
Lee in Russian. That is my handicap. I don’t know what was said. And Lee 
seemed very severely romposed and assured. He was well-beaten up. He had 
black eyes, and his face was all bruised and everything. But he was very calm. 
He smiled with his wife, and talked with her, and then I got on the phone and I 
said, “Honey, you are so bruised up, your face. What are they doing?” 

He said, “Mother, don’t worry. I got that in a s&he.” 
Now, my son would not tell me they had abused him. That was a boy’s way 

to his mother-if he was abused, and it was shown in the paper his black eyes- 
he wouldn’t tell how he got that. He said that was done in the scuffle. So 
I talked and said, “Is there anything I can do to help you?” 

He said, “No, Mother, everything is fine. I know my rights, and I wiil have 
an attorney. I have already requested to get in touch with Attorney Abt, I 
think is the name. Don’t worry about a thing.” 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you say anything to him about another suspect? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, sir, I did not. That was my entire conversation to him. 
Gentlemen, you must realize this. I had heard over the television my son 

say, “I did not do it. I did not do it.” 
And a million of the other people had heard him. I say this. As a mother- 

I heard my son say this. But also as a citizen, if I had heard another man 
say, I didn’t do it, I will have to believe that man, because he hasn’t been- 
hasn’t had the opportunity to present his side of the case. So here is my son. 
When I saw him people had said, “Did you ask him if he did it?” 

No, sir. I think by now you know my temperament, gentlemen. I would not 
insult my son and ask him if he shot at President Kennedy. Why? Because I 
myself heard him say, “I didn’t do it, I didn’t do it.” 

So, that was enough for me, I would not ask that question. 
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Mr. Rasmx. \Vho told you that there was-they had found another suspect? 
Jlrs. OSWALD. One of the officers. That, sir, I don’t know. He just walked 

in real fast while we were sitting down and said they had picked up another 
suspect, and it was in the paper that they had picked up another suspect at 
that particular time, which would have been approximately 1 o’clock that day. 

Mr. RAliIiIS. But you don’t remember the officer’s name? 
Mrs. OSWALD. So, sir, that is all he said and he left. He was just relaying 

why we would be delayed. But it was also published. I do not have the paper 
or the information. But I do know from the reporters, when I told my story, 
that part to them-they said that substantiates the newspaper story that they 
did pick up a suspect at that time. 

Mr. RANKIN. About how long did you and Marina spend there with your son? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I would say I spent about 3 or 4 minutes on the telephone, and 

then Marina came back to the telephone and talked with Lee. So we left. So 
Marina started crying. Marina says, “Mamma, I tell Lee I love Lee and Lee 
says he love me very much. And Lee tell me to make sure I buy shoes for 
June.” 

Now, here is a man that is accused of the murder of a President. This is 
the next day, or let’s say about 24 hours that he has been questioned. His 
composure is good. And he is thinking about his young daughter needing shoes. 

Now, June was wearing shoes belonging to Mrs. Paine’s little girl, Marina 
told methey were little red tennis shoes, and the top was worn. They were 
clean, and the canvas was showing by the toe part, like children wear out their 

toes. 
I ask you this, gentlemen. If Marina had a hundred and some odd dollars 

in the house, why is it necessary that my son has to tell her at the jailhouse, 
remind her to buy shoes for his baby, for their child? Just a few dollars out 
of that hundred and some odd dollars would have bought shoes for this 
particular child. 

Another way to look at this, as I stated previously-that the boy is con- 
cerned about shoes for his baby, and he is in this awful predicament. So he 
must feel innocent, or sure that everything is going to be all right, as he told me. 

Mr. RANKIN. Sow, in this telephone conversation, when you talked to your 
son, can you explain a little bit to the Commission how that is? Was your 
son on the other side of a wall or something? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, sir. My son was on the other side of the wall, and then 
back of the wall was a door with a peephole, where an officer was. 

Now, we are going to come from the door, with the peephole and the officer, 
to my son. Then a glass partition and then glass partitions like telephone 
booths. But not really inclosed-just a little separation. 

Mr. RANKIN. So you could not reach in there and take your son’s hand? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, sir. We talked by telephone. 
Mr. RANKIN. And he had a telephone on his side, and- 

Mrs. OSWALD. And he had a telephone. 
Mr. RANKIN. And you talked back and forth? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Back and forth, that is right. That is the way we talked. And 

the boy was badly beat up. I have proof in the papers-his face, black eyes, 
all scratched up, his neck was scratched. He was badly beat up. But he 
assured me they were not mistreating him, that he got some of the bruises in 
the scuffle. As I say, the boy, if he was being mistreated, would not tell his 
mother that. 

Mr. RANKIN. And whatever Marina said to him was in Russian, and you didn’t 
understand it? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, sir, I did not understand. But I would say this, it seemed 
to be just an ordinary pleasant conversation. He was smiling. And she told 
me he said he loved her very much, she said she loved him, and told about 
buying the shoes for the baby. That is all she said. She did not tell me any 
other part of the conversation. And they talked quite a while. She talked 
with him twice. She talked with him the first time. I got on the phone. Then 
she talked to him again. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did it sound like there was any dispute or argument? 

150 



Mrs. OSWALD. So. It was a pleasant conversation. But she did not volun- 
teer to tell me what was said, and I did not ask her what was said. 

Mr. RANKIN. What did you do after that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. So then after that we went back to the Adolphus Hotel. And 

upon arriving at the hotel-I am a little ahead of my story. 
The police and the detectives at the Dallas jail were most courteous to 

Marina and I. There were hundreds of reporters out in the corridor. And 
we were getting ready to leave, so they said that they would take us down the 
back way-incidentally, the same place where my son was shot. And they had 
arranged for two to go down and to get a car and to bring into this basement, 
and take us down the back elevator, and try to avoid the reporters. And there 
were approximately six or seven in the elevator. When we got down there, 
there were just a few reporters, and they went way out of their way to elude 
any reporters. We were at the Adolphus Hotel as I explained to you. And 
instead of from the jail going straight to the Adolphus Hotel, they drove 
around 20 or 2.5 minutes time in circles in order to lose anybody who might 
be following Marina and I. 

So, as we got to the floor of the Adolphns Hotel, we knocked on the door 
where we were, and no one answered. \Ve were with two men. Immediately 
around the corner comes Mr. Tommy Thompson, the Life representative. 

Mr. RAXKIK. What two men were you with? 
Xrs. OSWALD. Two men from the Dallas courthouse. 

Mr. R.UYKIN. From the police? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, from the police. 
So Mr. Tommy Thompson came and they asked for his credentials. I had 

never even-as thorough as I am trying to be-1 am trying to tell you there are 
some things I don’t know because of the confusion-I didn’t ask for the cre- 
dentials. I could have been with anybody. I just assumed they were Life 
representatives. I had not asked. But these Dallas detectives or police, in 
plain clothes, asked Mr. Tommy Thompson for his credentials, and then left 
us in his care again. 

Immediately Mr. Tommy Thompson said, “Mrs. Oswald, what do you plan 
to do now?” 

The interpreter was gone, and so was the other representative, Mr. Allen 
Grant. 

I said, “Well, the arrangement was that we were going to stay here in the 
hotel for a few days, and you were going to pay expenses.” 

He said, “But you have not given us any facts.” 
They were not interested-and to me it seems very strange that they were 

not interested in my conversation at the jail with my son. They did not even 
ask if we ssw Lee. Pet they knew we left the Adolphus Hotel in order to go 
see Lee. But they did not even ask if we saw Lee. And I have often wondered 
about that. 

So when I told him that we expected to stay there, he said, “Well, Mrs. 
Oswald, the reporters will be coming in flocks, they know where you are. Just 
a minute.” 

He got on the telephone. Mr. Allen Grant-they had a Life-the Life repre- 
sentatives had a room on the ninth floor where they had a lot of men working 
on this case, and we were on the llth, I believe. So Mr. Allen Grant came down 
from the ninth floor with another man--I do not know his name-because the 
baby’s diapers had to be changed and things of this sort. He said, “Mrs. 
Oswald”-they left. Tommy Thompson said, “Mrs. Oswald, what we are going 
to do is get you on the outskirts of town, so the reporters won’t know where 
you are, and here is some money for your expenses in case you need anything.” 

Well, I took the bill, and I put it in my uniform pocket without looking at it. 
That may sound strange to you gentlemen, but this is confusion. I knew it was 
money, and I just put it in my uniform pocket. 

So Mr. Allen Grant escorted my daughter-in-law and I out of the hotel, the 
Adolphus Hotel, and took us to the Executive Inn, which is on the outskirts of 
Dallas. We sat in the car. He went in and came out, then, and said, “Mrs. 
Oswald, I have arranged for you all to stay here for 2 or 3 days. I have to be 
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back in San Francisco. Anything you want you have your cash that Air. 
Tommy Thompson gave you. And he will be in touch with you.” 

Well, I didn’t think too much of it. He escorted us with a porter up to 
our room. 

We had two beautiful suites-two, not one--completed rooms and baths, 
adjoining, at the Executive Inn. And that was the last time I had seen either 
representative. I was stranded with a Russian girl and two babies. I didn’t 
realize in the beginning. But then it was time for food, and I had to order 
food. I told hIarina to stay aside and that I would let the man in. She stayed 
in her room. I let this man in with the food, and then I became uneasy, that he 
might know who we were is what I was uneasy about, because I didn’t realize 
the danger actually hlarina and I were in. 

I sensed we were alone. And there I was with a Russian girl. And I didn’t 
want anybody to know who we were, because I knew my son had been nicked up. 

So this is where the picture comes in. 
While there, Marina-there is an ashtray on the dressing table. And hiarina 

comes with bits of paper, and puts them in the ashtray and strikes a match to it. 
4nd this is the picture of the gun that hlarina tore up into bits of paper, and 
struck a match to it. 

Now, that didn’t burn completely, because it was heavy-not cardboard-what 
is the name for it-a photographic picture. So the match didn’t take it 
completely. 

Mr. RANRIN. Had you said anything to her about burning it before that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, sir. The last time I had seen the picture was in Marina’s 

shoe when she was trying to tell me that the picture was in her shoe. I state 
here now that Marina meant for me to have that picture, from the very begin- 
ning, in Mrs. Paine’s home. She said-1 testified before-“Mamma, you keep 
picture.” 

And then she showed it to me in the courthouse. And when I refused it, 
then she decided to get rid of the picture. 

She tore up the picture and struck a match to it. Then I took it and flushed 
it down the toilet. 

Mr. RANKIN. And what time was this? 
Mrs. OSWALD. This-now, just a minute, gentlemen, because this I know is 

very important to me and to you, too. 
W’e had been in the jail. This was an evening. Well, this, then, would be 

approximately 5:30 or 6 in the evening. 
hlr. R~XKIX. What day? 
Mrs. OSWALD. On Saturday, Sorember 23. Now, I flushed the torn bits and 

the half-burned thing down the commode. And nothing was said. There was 
nothing said. 

Mr. RANKIN. That was at the Executive Inn? 
Mrs. OSWALD. L4t the Executive Inn. 
Now, Mr. Hart Odum, the same FBI agent, that insisted upon my daughter- 

in-law going with him from the Adolphus Hotel, knocked on the door at the 
Executive Inn. I had had my robe and slippers on, and I pushed the curtain 
aside when he knocked. He said, “This is hlr. Odum.” 

So, I opened the door. This is very important. I would like to not talk about 
it. I would like to show you what I did. This is so important. 

I opened the door just a little, because I had the robe off and I didn’t want 
anybody to come in. The door is just ajar. I am going to take my shoes off, 
gentlemen, because I have this worked out. This is my height. He said, 
“Mrs. Oswald, we would like to see hlarina.” 

I said, “JIr. Odum, I stated yesterday you are not going to see Marina. 
We are awful tired.” 

“Well, we just want to ask her one question.” 
“Mr. Odum, I am not calling my daughter. As a matter of fact, she is 

taking a bath.” 
She wasn’t. 
He said, “Mrs. Oswald, I would like to ask you a question.” 
I said, “Yes, sir.” The door is ajar. This is my height. I wear bifocals, 

which enlarges things. And in his hand-his hand is bigger than mine-in the 
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cup of his hand, like this, is a picture. And the two corners are torn off the 
picture. This is a very glossy black and white picture of a man’s face and 
shoulder. 

Now, Mr. Odum wasn’t too tall. I need somebodg else. Mr. Odum’s hand 
with the picture-what I am trying to say-he is facing this way-showing me. 
So my eyes are looking straight at the picture. And I have nothing else to see 
but this hand and the picture, because the door is ajar. And there is nothing on 
the picture but a face and shoulders. There is no background or anything. 
So I can identify this picture amongst millions of pictures, I am so sure of it. 
It was a glossy black and white picture. So I said, “So, sir, believe me. I have 
never seen this picture in my life.” 

With that, he went off. 
There was another man with him. 
About an hour later the telephone rang, and it was Jlrs. Paine. She said, 

“Mrs. Oswald, Lee called and he was very upset because 1Iarina was not with 
me, and he asked me to get a lawyer for him, a Mr. Abt. I would like to talk 
to Marina.” 

So I put hlarina on the telephone, and Marina said about two or three words. 
So when she got off the telephone, I said,-Now, Marina talks in Russian, 

gentlemen. I said, “Marina, hfrs. Paine told me that Lee called and you were 
not home at Mrs. Paine, and Lee tells hfrs. Paine to get a lawyer.” 

Marina didn’t answer. 
And I then sensed-well, now, why isn’t she answering me? This is very 

peculiar. 
And there was no more said about that conversation. 
hfr. RANKIN. Did you ask her about this lawyer? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Ask Marina? 
Mr. RANKIN. Yes. 
hlrs. OSWALD. No, sir. There was no more said about this conversation. 
Mr. R.~NKIIS. You didn’t say anything about Jlr. Abt to her then? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, sir. But here is the point to this whole thing. 
The FBI agent would have to know where we were, and Mrs. Paine would 

have to know where we were, because of these two Life representatives, who, I 
am assuming, probably went back to hlrs. Paine’s home in order to get more 
information. And she-they would have told her where we were, because no 
one knew where we were. This girl and I had no protection or anything. We 
were sent out there with this Mr. Allen Grant, the representative. And no one 
knew who we were. And Mr. Hart Odum would have to know where we were 
through Mrs. Paine, which is a normal procedure, let’s say. He might have 
gone to hfrs. Paine’s home looking for Marina there, and Mrs. Paine might have 
told him we were at the Executive Inn. I will grant that. 

But the point I am going to make is that the picture was tried to be shown to 
Marina before the telephone conversation. 

Now, if there are any questions why I say that, I would be happy to answer. 
Mr. RANKIN. Yes-why do you say that? 
Mrs. OSWAJ.D. Because they wanted hlarina- 
Mr. DULLES. Could we get what picture this is. 7 Is that the picture held in 

the hand? 
Mrs. OSWALIX Yes, sir-the picture that is held in the hand, that the FBI 

agent, Mr. Hart Odum showed me. 
Mr. RANKIN. I understand you didn’t recognize who the picture was at all. 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. I told Mr. Hart Odum I had never seen the man before, 

“Believe me, sir,” and he left. 
So the picture was shown-was tried-had tried to be shown to my daughter- 

in-law, but they were not successful. 
So then they received-Marina receives a telephone call. 
Now, I am under the impression, since I know it was Mr. Jack Ruby’s picture 

I saw-at the time I didn’t. 
Mr. RANKIN. How do you know that? 
Mrs. OSWAJ,D. Because I have seen his picture in the paper. Now I know 

it is Mr. Jack Ruby. 
I am under the impression that Marina was threatened- 
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Mr. RANKIN. What was the date now? 
Mrs. OSWALD. This is Saturday, November 23d. This is approximately 6% 

in the evening, that the FBI agent came. And the telephone call was later. 
Now, I have no way of knowing whether Lee had permission to use the 

telephone. Remember, Lee is in jail. 
Mr. RANKIN. About what time do you think the telephone call was? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I would say it was about 7 30, 8 o’clock in the night. 
Mr. RAKKIN. That was still on Saturday night? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, sir, still on Saturday night at the Executive Inn. And 

that was after the picture was shown to me-she received this telephone call, 
and became very silent. 

And the next day my son was shot. 
Now, it is now that I have done investigation of this case that I believe 

that the picture was meant for Marina to see, meant for Marina to see. 
Mr. RANKIN. Why do you think that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Because now it has been proven that Jack Ruby killed my son. 

And I think there is a connection there. Because Marina did not tell me about 
her conversation. And you men hold the answer whether Lee used the tele- 
phone from the jailhouse. I don’t know that. 

Mr. RANKIN. You base that on just your own conclusion that you arrive 
at now, do you? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes-because of the FBI agent, Mr. Hart Odum, insistence on 
taking my daughter-in-law-and he being the same agent that came and showed 
the picture. And Mr. Ruby being the man that shot Lee-yes, these are definite 
conclusions. 

Mr. RANKIN. That is what you base it oc? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, sir, that is what I base it on. 
Mr. DULLES. Do I understand correctly that Marina did not see the picture 

at any time? 
Mrs. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. But they tried awfully bard for Marina 

to see the picture. 
Mr. RANKIN. And when they could not show it to her- 
Mrs. OSWALD. They showed it to me-yes, sir. 
Mr. RANKIN. Have you ever seen that picture since? 
Mrs. OSWALD. On a Wednesday-Lee was shot on a Sunday-neither Marina 

nor I knew how he was shot. They kept it from us. You have to visualize 
this. 

We were at the Six Flags with approximately 18 to 20 FBI agents, Secret 
Service men running in and out, a woman with a Russian girl and two sick 
babies, and the girl and I do not know what is going on. 

Mr. RANKIN. When you had gotten over to the Six Flags, you must have 
skipped something there-you were in the Executive Inn before. 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. I was going to make a point about letting you know 
why I didn’t know. 

Mr. RANKIN. All right. 
Mrs. OSWALD. All right-let’s go back to the Executive Inn. 
So that night I was very upset and very worried. I realized that we were 

there alone. And we were not going to go in town, into Dallas. I wasn’t 
going to take this Russian girl and the two babies. And the babies were all 
chapped. We had no diapers. We were not prepared for this. And it was 
hectic, gentlemen. 

So all night long I am wonderin g how can I get in touch with Robert, what 
can I do. 

And I was a little suspicious of Mrs. Paine. I was suspicious of Mrs. Paine 
from the time I entered her home. 

Mr. RANKIN. Had you found out how much money the Life man gave you? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, not even yet. 
Mr. RANKIN. All right. 
Mrs. OSWALD. So I signed for the food. I called the operator and I asked 

the operator what name the room was registered under. She said, “Well, this 
is an unusual request. Dou’t you know what room-what name?” 
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I said, “Frankly, I don’t. We are three couples. I don’t know which name 
they used.” 

So she told me that the room was registered under Mrs. Allen Grant, which 
is the name of the Life representative. So I charged and signed. And they 
would have that for proof-Mrs. Allen Grant, on the food. 

Mr. RANKIN. Why did you say three couples? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I just said that to the operator, because I had to give her a 

reason why I didn’t know which name the room was registered under. 
So I just wanted to elaborate a little bit-let her know. I didn’t want 

to give my name. Because I was by this time a little concerned alaout the 
situation. 

During the night I thought-“We are in a position here, I am in a position 
with a Russian girl and two babies, and I just don’t know what to do.” 

I had no contact with Robert. Robert was trying to get an attorney. And 
I bidn’t know if Robe& knew where we were. And I did not want to call Mrs. 
Paine. I want& to stay clear of Mrs. Paine. 

So this is a very unusual coincidence. 
Now, I have to go back a little bit. But, believe me, gen’tlemen, the story will 

get together for you to understand. 
About 1 month prior to this, there was an ad in a Fort Worth paper that the 

public library was going to have language lessons, and one was Russian classes. 
Well, I then, as I told you-1 was employed for the 3 to 11 shift. And I was 

gett,ing a day off. And this would have been a steady job because this woman 
was not that sick, just an invalid. 

So I decided on my day off I wanted to do something. So I decided I would 
call up about it, and on my day off-make Tuesday my day off and take up 
Russian in case--because I had always hoped in my heart that Marina and 
Lee would contact me some day. After all, I am a mother first. 

So I went to the library. And Mr. Peter Gregory was the instructor. 
Now, you must remember-I did not know that he knew Marina and Lee. 

This is public notice for the Russian language. 

So Mr. Peter Gregory is the instructor. 
I went to the second class. My car broke down just one block from the 

library, and I had to have it towed, and I wen,t to the class. And Mr. Peter 
Gregory was there, and several of the women waiting for his classes to start. 
I said I don’t imagine I will learn anything, because my car has broken down 
and I am pretty upset. And Mr. Gregory said, “Where do you live, Mrs. Oswald? 
Maybe I could help you and take you home.” And the other couple said, “We 
would be happy”. 

And I said I live in Arlington Heights. And he happens to live about 10 
blocks away. 

Now, 1 have to go back. 
The point I am going to make is this: Mr. Peter Gregory is the engineer 

who knew my son Robert, who was friends with Lee and Marina. Yet when I 
registered for a class, and the librarian had come back down before the class, 
and read off the names of the people that were going to take the Spanish lesson, 
isn’t it peculiar that Mr. Gregory did not remember me as the mother of Lee- 
didn’t acknowledge me as the mother of Lee? I find that very peculiar. 

Even the second lesson, there was no acknowledgment. 
So I went home with Mr. Peter Gregory. And there was still no acknowledg- 

ment. 
So we were talking about the Russian language, that is is rery hard to learn. 

And I said, “I am sure I will never master it.” And I thought I think I will 
tell him why I want to take lessons is because of my Russian daughter-in-law, 
and my son speRks Russian. But I didn’t do it. 

But I am going to point out again that Mr. Gregory did not acknowledge me. 
I am going to give and take. Maybe he didn’t connect me. But it would 

seem very odd-Mrs. Marguerite Oswald was the name-that he didn’t connect 
aa Marina’s mother-in-law and Lee’s mother, when he was such a friend with 
them. 

Mr. RANKIN. I am not clear as to what lessons you were taking. 
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Mrs. OSWALD. Russian lessons at the public library in Fort Worth, Tex., and 
Mr. Gregory was the teacher. 

Mr. RANKIN. You said mmething about Spanish. 
Mrs. Oswa~n. Oh, did I? I am sorry. No, sir, the Russian language. 
The CHAIRJIAN. What days were these? 
hir. R~KKIN. What days were these that you talked to Mr. Gregory? 
Mrs. OSWALD. You mean the Russian language? 
Mr. RANKIN. Yes. 
Mrs. OSWALD. I do not have this information. But I can get it for you from 

the public library, because there was a public notice in the paper. 
hlr. R.~SKIN. Can you tell us approximately? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, it was just right before the assassination. I had taken 

two lessons. Yes, I had taken two lessons, and then I didn’t go for the third 
lesson, because this was on a Friday-the lessons were on a Tuesday. So I had 
taken two lessons, the two Tuesdays prior to the assassination. 

Mr. RANKIN. I see. 
So it would be around a little over 3 weeks before the assassination? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, sir. Two Tuesdays before, and then my next lesson would 

have been the Tuesday after the Friday of the assassination, 
Yes, sir, that is the time. 
So then I thought of hIr. Gregory. 
Now, believe me, gentlemen-and I will swear again, if you want me to- 

nothing was said about Mr. Gregory and Marina being friends. But I do have 
a guardian angel. And, as I go along, some of the things I know have been 
frozn this guardian angel. 

This was just a coincidence. 
I thought of calling Mr. Peter Gregory. I have no friends in Fort Worth. 

I never-1 live a very lonely life. I am not lonely. But I live to myself. I am 
kept very busy. I had my work, 24 hour duty. So really I have no friends, 
And because of Lee’s defection, I didn’t make any new friends. 

So I am racking my mind who can I call for help. And I think of Mr. Peter 
Gregory. So I call Mr. Peter Gregory at 6 :30 in the morning, Sunday, the 24th- 
Sunday morning ‘the 24th. 

And I didn’t want the hotel operator to know who I was. So I gave a fictitious 
name. He said, “I am sorry,“-1 said, “I can’t tell you who I am, Mr. 
Gregory.” 

I am ahead of my story. 
Marina, when I said, “Marina, we need help, honey. I am going to call a 

Mr. Gregory.” 
And I told her about me taking Russian lessons. 
“Oh, Mama, I know hlr. Gregory, Lee know Mr. Gregory, the man at the 

library that gives Russian lessons.” 
So I find that very much of a coincidence. 
So I called Mr. Gregory. I said, “Mr. Gregory, I won’t say who I am, but 

you know my son and you know my daughter-in-law, and I am in trouble, sir. 
I am over here.” 

He said, “I am sorry, but I won’t talk to anybody I don’t know.” 
Mr. RANKIN. What name did you give him? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I didn’t give him any name. 
He said, “I am sorry, but I won’t talk to anyone I don’t know.” 
And I said again, “Well, you know my son real well.” 
He said, “Oh, you are Mrs. Oswald.” 
I said, “Yes sir, this is hlrs. Oswald. We are at the Executive Inn in Dallas, 

stranded. And do you know of anyone who would give my daughter-in-law and 
I a home, and put us up for the time that this is going on, so we can be near Lee 
at the courthouse? I need help. Mr. Gregory.” 

He said, “Mrs. Oswald, what is your room number? I will help you. Hold 
still. Help will be coming.” 

And so that was the end of my conversation with Mr. Gregory. 
At 11:30 Sunday, November 23d, my son Robert and Mr. Gregory came to the 

Executive Inn, all excited. We had diapers strung all over the place. My 
uniform was washed. I had no clothes with me. 
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I went with the uniform. 
“Hurry up, we have got to get you out of here.” 
I am not one to be told what to do, and you gentlemen know that by this time. 

I said, “What’s your hurry? We have the diapers and all. I want to tell you 

what happened.” 
“Mother, Mother stop talking. We have to get you out of here.” 
Mr. Gregory said, “Mrs. Oswald, will you listen and get things together. We 

have to get you out of here.” 
I said, “That is all we have been doing since yesterday, running from one place 

to the other. Give us just a minute. We are coming, but we have to pack 
things.” 

“Hurry up.” 
I said, “I want you to know how we got here. I was shown a picture of a man 

last night. And Mrs. Paine called and said that Lee called.” 
I told him exactly. 
So Mr. Gregory and Robert knew about the things I told you. I told him that 

while I am gathering up the things. 
“Mrs. Oswald, we will talk later. We have to get you out of here.” 
I have found out since that my son was shot. But they did not tell us. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you have a television in this room? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Now, here is another Godsend. We watched the television, Marina and I. 

She watched more than I did. We were very busy, Mr. Rankin. The babies 
had diarrhea and everything. I was very busy with the babies and the Russian 
girl. And just like at the end of the Six Flags, we were just getting snatches of 
it. But Marina wanted to know, “Mama, I want see Lee.” She was hoping 
Lee would come on the picture, like he did. So this morning, Sunday morning, 
I said, “Oh, honey, let’s turn the television off. The same thing over and over.” 

And I turned the television off. So Marina and I did not see what happened 
to my son. 

We had the television off. 
So we did not know. 
But frantically Robert and Mr. Gregory kept insisting that we pack and run. 
So when we get downstairs, here was Secret Service men all over. 
Mr. RANKIN. Now, before you leave that, what did Robert say about the story 

about the picture, when you told him that? Did he say anything? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. He and Mr. Gregory both didn’t want to listen to me. I 

told them, but they didn’t want to hear my story. They wanted to get us out 
of here. 

Mr. RAXKIN. They didn’t say anything about it? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, sir, not that I can recall. And I don’t believe they did. 

They didn’t want to hear what I had to say. They kept fussing at me and 
saying “Mother, stop talking. Hurry up, we have got to get you out of here.” 

I kept saying, “All we have been doing is run from one place to the other. The 
diapers are wet.” 

I was kind of having my way about this. 
So when we get downstairs, there is Secret Service all around. 
I am ahead of my story. 
Robert went downstairs to pay the bill, and that is when I gave Robert the 

money, and it was a $50 bill that the Life representative had given to me. They 
gave me some money. I took it out- 

Mr. %NKIN. That is the first time you looked at it? 
Mrs. OSWALD. The first time I looked at it, sir. I charged the food, and I 

had no need for money. Wait a minut+-I am wrong. Yes. 
Representative FORD. Mrs. Oswald-didn’t you say you had washed your 

uniform? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Representative FORD. When you washed your uniform, didn’t you- 
Mrs. OSWALD. Just a minute, if you let me explain. I just said I was wrong. 

The first time-it was Puerto Rican that brought the dinner in. We needed 
baby lotion for the baby. And then I took the bill out and I saw it was a $50 
bill, because he went to the drug store-1 gave him the $50 bill, this Puerto 
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Rican, that brought the food in-the first food we had-to go to the drug 
store and pay for the necessities that Marina and I needed-really it was for 
the baby, the lotion and everything. And he came back and the drug store 
was closed-it was on a Sunday. And so I did know about the $50 bill before 
this time. 

And then when Robert came, I gave Robert the $50 bill and he went down- 
stairs to pay the bill. 

Now, the representatives had not paid the bill. Robert used the $50 to 
pay the bill. The bill was not paid. So we were really stranded. Those men 
left two women stranded. 

Now, let me see if there is anything I have forgotten. 
Mr. RANKIS. Where did you put the $50 after the Puerto Rican brought it 

back? 
Mrs. Oswva~n. In my uniform pocket, because that was all the clothes I had. 

I kept it in my pocket. 
hlr. RANKIN. When you washed your uniform--- 
Mrs. OBWALD. I naturally took it out of my pocket to wash my uniform, because 

I stated I gave Robert the $5Q bill to pay the hotel. But that was all the 
clothes I had. You have to visualize that all of this is really rush business. 
We are doing all this in a hurry. 

So I didn’t even put it in my pocketbook. And I would not be the type to 
put it in my pocketbook, because it is a $50 bill and all the money I have to 
get out of the hotel-I don’t know if I am going to get help-so I want to keep 
it on my person, just like I keep 111y important papers right now on my person. 

I took it out of my pocket to wash the uniform, I know. This can be proven 
by the bellhop who brought the food. And he went to the drug store, and 
the drug store was closed on Sunday. And we did not get the lotion. And I 
gave him the $50 bill to buy the things with. 

Mr. RANKIN. And then after you paid the bill there--- 
Mrs. OSWALD. Robert paid the bill. 
Mr. RANKIN. What happened next? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Nothing was said about the bill. I didn’t know then that the 

representatives had not paid the bill. Robert took the $50 and checked us out. 
Then the Secret Service--- 

Mr. DULLES. Could we have the time when you checked out? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes-approximately 11:30 to 12 o’clock, on Sunday. 
Mr. RANKIN. Can you tell us the amount of the bill? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. Since then I have called Robert and Robert said the 

amount of the bill was 40-some-odd dollars-about $48, I believe. That is what 
Robert told me. I have no way of knowing, otherwise than what Robert told me. 

And I would think so. If I remember correctly the rooms were $17.50. I 
told you before that they put us in exclusive suites, and two. And the rooms 
were $17.50. And we had some meals. So that would make it about IO-some- 
odd dollars. 

Mr. RANKIN. And then after Robert checked you out, what happened? 
Mrs. OSWALE Then Robert got in a car with Secret Service, and then Marina 

and I and Mr. Gregory were in another car, with two Secret Service agents in the 
front. 

Mr. RANKIN. And did you go some place? 
Mrs. OSWAI.D. Here comes me again. They wanted to take us-as soon as 

we got in the car Mr. Gregory says, “We are taking you to Robert’s mother-in- 
law’s house.” 

Now, they live out of Boyd, Tex., in the country. Boyd, Tex., is a little 
bit of country town. But they live in a little farm house. They are dairy 
people-Robert’s in-laws. And they wanted to take us there, which would have 
been approximately 45 miles from Dallas. 

And I said, “No, you are not taking me out in the sticks, in the country. 
I want to be in Dallas where I can help Lee.” 

“Well, for security reasons, this is the best place. Nobody would ever find it.” 
I said, “Security reasons? You can give security for me in a hotel room in 

town. I am not going out in this little country town. I want to be in Dallas 
where I can help Lee.” 
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And so I am not being well liked, because all the arrangements was made, 
that we were going to go to this little farm house. But I would not go. 

I could not survive if I was 40 or .50 miles away and my son was picked up as 
a murderer. I had to be right there in Dallas. 

Mr. RANKIN. Now, this was after- 
Mrs. OEWALD. When they left the Executive Inn, when we got in the car. 
Mr. RAKKIN. And this was after your son was killed? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Well, yes, but they didn’t know this. 
Mr. RANKIK. And Robert didn’t know that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. They kept it from us-1 guess being women. Marina and I 

did not even know he was shot. 
I will go on to that story and tell you. No, sir, we did not know. 
Mr. RAXKIS. The Secret Service people didn’t tell you either? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, sir; nothing was said. They wanted us for security rea- 

sons- 
Mr. DLTLLES. If the time is 11 :3+ 
Mr. RAKKIN. They left at 12 or 12 :30, I thought. 
Mr. DULLES. You said 11 :30 to 12. 
Mrs. Oswa~. Approximately that time. 
Mr. DULLES. It might not have taken mace. 
Mrs. OSWALD. I know Lee was shot. But at this time I am telling you I 

don’t know this. 
This has to go in sequence, sir. Lee was shot, or else we wouldn’t have had 

all these Secret Service men around. But I know then after that Lee was shot. 
Not now-1 do not know this. 

Are there any questions? I am willing to answer anything you want to ask. 
If you will bear with me, I can go intrr--- 
Mr. RANKIS. Did you later learn at what time of that Sunday he was shot? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, sir; I did not. 
Mr. RANKIN. You never did? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Not until about 3 days later. That is what I was telling 

you about Six Flags. I am trying to explain to you why I don’t know these 
things is because we did not sit down and watch television and read papers. 
Marina and I-I had two sick babies there. There was a doctor coming in 
twice a day. I was a very busy woman. And the men were not telling us 
anything. They were not interested in us. 

Mr. RANKIN. Sow, after you told them that you wanted to stay in a hotel, 
you could be protected there, what happened? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Then, of course, nothing was said that they were going to give 
me my way. But we needed clothes-Marina and the baby needed clothes. So 
t.hen they decided that they should go to Irving, through my suggestion and so 
on, and pick up clothes for Marina and the baby, because we were short on 
diapers. So they are going to Irving. 

We got to Irving. There is police cars all around. So that is why I feel 
sure my son was shot. 

Mr. RANKIN. How far away is that from this Executive Inn? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I would think-now, this is just hearsay. But I would think 

it is about 12 to 15 or 18 miles. 
When we reached there, they brought us to the chief of police’s home. And 

there were cars all around. 
As soon as the car stopped, the Secret Service agent said, “Lee has been shot.” 
And I said, “How badly?” 
He said, “In the shoulder.” 
They brought Marina into the house. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you ask him how he knew that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. It came over-1 thought he had the radio in the car, Secret 

Serviceman, and he had talked to someone. This was all set up, sir, and I can 
prove to you. They didn’t want us to know. They are now telling us this, 
Marina and I. 

He talked, and then he turned around and said, “Lee has been shot.‘, 
I said, “How badly?’ 
He said, “In the shoulder.” 
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I cried, and said, “Marina, Lee has been shot.” 
So Marina went into the chief of police’s at Irving home, to call Mrs. Paine, 

to get the diapers and things ready. They decided and told us, with me in the 
car and Marina, that it would not be a good thing for us to go to Mrs. Paine’s 
home and get these things, that Marina should go in the chief of police’s home 
and call and tell Mrs. Paine what she wanted. 

And one or two of the agents would go and get the things for Marina. 
So I am sitting in the car with the agent. Marina is in the home now- 

remember. 
So something comes over the mike, and the Secret Service agent says, “Do not 

repeat. Do not repeat.” 
I said, “My son is gone isn’t he?” 
And he didn’t answer. 
I said “Answer me I want to know. If my son is gone, I want to meditate.” 
He sa\d, “ Yes, Mrs. Oswald, your son has just expired.” ’ 
Mr. RANKIN. Now, which agent told you this? 
Mrs. OSWALD. This is the agent that was also now sent to me to protect me 

in Fort Worth, Tex.-Mr. Mike Howard, who was the agent that rode in the 
car with President Johnson, who was the agent that was at Six Flags, that 
was in charge, who was the agent that was assigned to protect Baine Johnson 
at the dormitory. He is also the same agent that was sent to protect me in 
Fort Worth, Tex. 

Mr. RANKIN. Now, who was the other agent that was with you that day? 
Was there another Secret Service agent with you? 

Mrs. OSWALD. He went into the home-he escorted Marina into the chief of 
police’s home, and I do not know his name. And he is not the other agent that I 
want to know the name of. 

Wait just a minute. 
I don’t know this man’s name. But he is not the other agent that is involved. 

Mr. RANKIN. Now, about what time on that Sunday did you learn of your 
son’s death? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Well, now, here is your time element. I said Robert and Mr. 
Gregory and the Secret Service were there approximately from 11:30. And I 
knew nothing about the shooting. And then we had to go to Irving and every- 
thing. Then they told us Lee was shot. So now we are bringing up to the 
time--it all fits in-which was 1 o’clock or 1:30. 

As a matter of fact, then when I got the news, I went into the home, and I 
said, “Marina, our boy is gone.” 

We both cried. And they were all watching the sequence on television. The 
television was turned to the back, where Marina and I could not see it. They 
sat us on the sofa, and his wife gave us coffee. And the back of the television 
was to us. And the men and all, a lot of men were looking at the television. 
It probably just happened, because the man said, “Do not repeat.” And I 
insisted. 

They gave us coffee. 

And then it later came out in the paper that-a story about the chief of 
police. how it was set up for the women, that we should not know. 

We were to go to his house. There was a story about that from this chief of 
police of Irving. 

Mr. RANKIN. What paper is that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. The Star Telegram paper. 
All of my papers were taken out of my home by Secret Service men. While 

at Six Flags, they saved the papers for me. We would not let the maids take 
the papers. And I brought all of those papers from the Six Flags, from the 
very beginning, to my home in Fort Worth, Tex. And every piece of paper out 
of my home was taken. So I did not-believe me, gentlemen, this seems strange, 
but it was 2 weeks later before I saw the picture of the way my son was shot. 

Mr. Blair .Justice of the Star Telegram gave me the back issues of papers. 
And it wasn’t until then that I actually knew the tragedy, how my son was shot. 
Recause they took all the papers, all my clippings and everything. I was left 
stranded, without any papers. And until Mr. Blair Justice brought me these 
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back issues, some 2 weeks later, was the first time that I saw exactly the tragic 
way my son was shot. 

Mr. RANKIN. Was there any discussion between you and Marina about this? 
Jlrs. OSWALD. About the shooting? 
Jlr. RANKIK. Yes. 
Mrs. OSWALD. So. We didn’t know. I was with Xarina at the Executive Inn 

from the 22d until the shooting, the Z-Zth-as I told you. 
Then we left. And from the 24th to the 2&h, at the Inn of the Six Flags, the 

agents and my son kept this from us. We did not know. We knew Lee was 
shot and dead. But we didn’t know how. We didn’t get to read a paper or 
watch television. We just had snatches of the television. 

Mr. RANKIX. Well, when sou both learned that he was shot on that Sunday 
afternoon, did sou and Marina say anything to each other? 

Xrs. OSWALD. Oh, yes. That is another story. 
Immediately I said, “I want to see Lee.” And Marina said, “I want see 

Lee, too.” 
And the chief of police and Mr. Gregory said, “Well, it would be better to 

wait until he was at the funeral home and fixed up.” 
I said, “So, I want to see Lee now.” 
hlarina said, “Me, too, me want to see Lee.” 
They led us to believe that now they have taught her to do like this. But 

Marina has always spoken like that. I hare acted as an interpreter for her, as 
I stated before, for an FBI agent. And she understood me. And he was satis- 
fied that he didn’t need an interpreter. 

So she said, “I want to see Lee, too.” 
They didn’t want us to see Lee, from the ugliness of it evidently. But I in- 

sisted, and so did Narina. So they could not do anything about it with the 
two women. So they decided to pacify us. 

We got in the car. On the way in the car they are trying to get us to change 
our minds. And he said, Mr. Mike Howard-he was driving the car-“Mrs. 
Oswald for security reasons it would be much better if you would wait until 
later on to see Lee because this is a big thing.” 

I said, “For security reasons I want you to know that I am an American 
citizen, and even though I am poor I have as much right as any other human 
being, and Mrs. Kennedy was escorted to the hospital to see her husband. And 
I insist upon being escorted, and enough security to take me to the hospital to 
see my son.” 

Gentlemen, I require the same privilege. 
So hlr. hlike Howard said, “All right, we will take you to the hospital. 
“I want you to know when we get there we will not be able to protect you. 

Our security measures end right there. The police will then have you under 
protection. We cannot protect you.” 

I said, “That is fine. If I am to die, I will die that way. But I am going 
to see my son.” 

Mr. Gregory says-and in the most awful tone of voice, I will always remember 
this-remember, gentlemen, my son has been accused, I have just lost a son. 

He said, “Mrs. Oswald, you are being so selfish. You are endangering this 
girl’s life, and the life of these two children.” 

J want to elaborate on this. He is not thinking about me. He is thinking 
about the Russian girl. I am going to bring this over and over-that these 
Russian people are always considering this Russian girl. He snapped at me. 

I said, “Mr. Gregory, I am not talking for my daughter-in-law. She can do 
what she wants. I am saying I want to see my son.” 

And so they brought us to the hospital. And Marina said, “I too want to see 
Lee.” 

After Mr. Gregory said that-“I, too, want to see Lee.” 
So then they did leave us at the entrance of the hospital, the Secret Service 

men, and then the police took over. We were escorted by the police in the 
hospital. 

Mr. RANKIN. About what time was that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Well, I would not think it would be more than between 2 and 

3 o’clock. 
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Mr. RANKIN. Sunday afternoon? 
~rs. OSWALD. Sunday, November 24th. 
m-. RANKIS. And then what happened? 
)frs. &W&D. Then Mr. Perry, the doctor, came down. We Were escorted into 

a room. And he came in. He said, “Sow, you know the Texas law is that we 

have to have an autopsy on a body.” 
I said, “Yes, I understand.” 
Bnd Marina understood. 
Marina is a registered pharmacist. 
So alarlna understands these things. .4nd Marina understood. 
And he said, “&ow, I will do whatever you ladies wish. I understand that 

you \vlsh to see the body. However, I will say this. It will not be pleasant. 
All the blood has drained from him, and it would be much better if you would 
see him after he was fixed up.” 

1 said, “I am a nurse. I have seen death before. I want to see my son now.” 
&farina-as I am trying to say-, she understands English--she said, “I want to 

see gee, too.” So she knew what the doctor was saying. 
We were escorted upstairs into a room. They said it was a morgue, but it 

wasn’t. Lee’s body was on a hospital bed, I would say, or a table-a table like 
you take into an operating room. And there were a lot of policemen standing 
around, guarding the body. And, of course, his face was showing. And Marina 
went first. She opened his eyelids. Now, to me-1 am a nurse, and I don’t 
think I could have done that. This is a very, very strong girl, that she can 
open a dead man’s eyelids. And she says, “He cry. He eye wet.” To the 
doctor. And the doctor said, “Yes.” 

Well, I know that the fluid leaves, and you do have moisture. So I didn’t even 
touch Lee. I just wanted to see that it was my son. 

So on the way, leaving the body in the room-1 am in the room- 
Mr. RANKIN. You were satisfied it was your son? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, sir. That is why I wanted to see the body. I wanted to 

make sure it was my son. 
So while leaving the room, I said to the police-“1 think some day you will 

hang your heads in shame.” 
I said, “I happen to know, and know some facts, that maybe this is the unsung 

hero of this episode. And I, as his mother, intend to provide this if I can.” 
And, with that, I left the room. 
Then we were escorted into a room downstairs, and introduced to the chaplain. 

I have asked several reporters to give me the chaplain’s name, because I wanted 
to have all this information for you. But you have to realize I just knew Thurs- 
day. And I have three times as many papers as I have here. So it has been 
a chore for me to do all of this. But that is easy to find out-the name of the 
chaplain at Parkland Hospital. So I asked to speak to the chaplain in private. 
So I spoke to the chaplain in private, and I told him that I thought my son was 
an agent, and that I wanted him to talk to Robert. Robert does not listen to 
me, never has, and I have had very, very little conversation with Robert, ever 
since Robert has joined the Marines, because of the way our-life has intervened. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you tell the chaplain why you thought your son was an 
agent 1 

,Mrs. OSUTALD. NO, sir, but this is what I told the chaplain. N-1 am always 
thinking of my country, the security of my country before 1 would say anything 

like that. 
And 1 told YOU why I told the FBI men, because of the money involved, and 

I didn’t know how the public would take this, because they helped a Marxist. 
So 1 didn’t tell him. But I did say I wanted him to talk to Robert, because 

we financially were in very poor straits. And then I wanted my son buried in 
the Arlington Cemetery. 

Now, gentlemen, 1 didn’t know that President Kennedy was going to be buried 
in Arlington Cemetery. All I know is that my son is an agent, and that he 
deserves to be buried in Arlington Cemetery. So I talked to the chaplain about 
this. I went into quite detail about this. I asked him if he would talk to 
Robert, because when I talked to Robert about it, as soon as I started to say 
something he would say, “Oh, Mother, forget it.” 
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So I asked the chaplain to talk to Robert about Lee being buried in the Arling- 

ton Cemetery. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did he report to you about it? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Xo, sir. But he did call Robert in. We were getting ready. 

The police were getting ready to escort us out of his office, and he said, “If you 
don’t mind, I would like to talk to Robert Oswald just a minute.” 

So he brought Robert into the room he had taken me, and stayed in there a 
little while with Robert. So I feel sure that the chaplain relayed my message 
to him, because we were getting ready to leave, and he asked the police if he 
could talk to Robert. 

Mr. RANKIN. The chaplain never told you anything more about it? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Xo, sir, I have not seen the chaplain since. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did Robert say anything about it? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, sir, Robert says nothing. I have tried to contact Robert 

for important matters, and Robert will not talk. 
Lee was left handed. Lee wrote left handed and ate right handed. And I 

wanted to know if Lee shot left handed. Because on Lee’s leaves, as I stated. 
they live out in the country, and Robert goes squirrel hunting, and all kinds of 
hunting. And on leaves from the Marines, Lee has gone out to this farmhouse, 
to Robert’s family house, and he and his brother have gone squirrel hunting. 
And so Robert would know if Lee shot left handed, and he would not give me 
the information, gentlemen. 

Mr. RANKIN. Is Robert left handed? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, Robert is left handed. I am left handed. 

Mr. RANKIN. Is *John Pie left handed? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, John is not. 
Mr. RAXKIN. But you are? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 

Now, I write left handed, but I do everything else with my right hand. 
But Lee was more left handed than I am. 
I write left handed, but I do everything else with my right hand. But Lee 

was left handed. 
Mr. RANKIN. Was Lee Oswald’s father left handed? 

Mrs. OSWALD. That I do not remember, Jlr. Rankin. No-I am the left 
handed one. I would say no. 

Now, there is another story. And we have stories galore, believe me-with 
documents and everything. 

A gun will be involved in this story, that Tee had bought. But I don’t want 
to confuse the committee. That is another part that we will have to go into, 
that I will have to lead up to. The only way I can do this and not forget 
things is to do the way I am doing it. And if you have any questions, if you 
feel the story I have told SO far-1 would like to know, myself, if I have forgotten 
anything. 

It is awfully hard for me to remember everything. If you want to question 
me, I am more than happy, if I know the facts, to give them to you. 

Mr. RANKIN. Well, you go ahead and tell us in your own way. 
Mrs. OSWALD. May I have some fresh water, please? 
Mr. RANKIN. You have never told us about the Walker matter. Did you 

know something about that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, I didn’t know about that. 
The CHAIRNAN. You are going to let her finish this other, are you not? 
Mr. RANKIN. Yes. 
Mrs. OSWALD. I didn’t know about that until it Came out in the paper. But 

I have a story on that. 
air. RANKIN. YOU want to finish this incident about the gun you are talking 

about? 
Mrs. OSWALD. About Robert knowing about the gun-1 have already said that. 
About Lee being left handed, and he and Robert going squirrel hunting. 
Mr. RANKIN. You said there was another gun matter. 
Mrs. OSWALD. That is a long, long story, 
The CHAIRMAN. I think she has gotten to the point-- 
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Mrs. OSWALD. I got to the point I finished this story, really, don’t you think- 
about the gun? 

The CHAIRJIAN. I don’t know. 
Mrs. OSWALD. I think about Robert knowing Lee was left handed. 
The CHAIRMAN. Has anything happened since that, that you care to call to 

our attention, things that you know about? 
Mrs. OSWALD. On the particular story that I have said this morning-you 

mean of Lee? 
This is where it gets confusing. 
Representative FORD. Where did you go after the Parkland Hospital? What 

happened then? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Oh, yes. This is interesting. 
After the Parkland Hospital, then this hlikr Howard said, “Well, what we 

will do, we have a place, and this is where we will take them.” 
And they took us to the Inn of the Six Flags, which is on the outskirts of 

Arlington, Tex. They took us there. 
And I am assuming that it is a Secret Service hideout or something, because 

they had made no arrangements or anything. We just were welcomed right 
in the Inn. They knew where to go. 

Mr. RANKIN. What happened there? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Well, now, Mr. Rankin, that is so important-if we are going 

to recess, I am going to ask not to start that story, because that is a very long, 
important story to this Commission. 

Mr. DULLES. How far is that from Dallas-the Six Flags Inn? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Well, it is in between Dallas and Fort Worth, Tex. It is near 

Arlington, Tex. 
The CHAIRMAN. We will recess now until 2 o’clock. 
(Whereupon, at 12 :55 p.m., the President’s Commission recessed.) 

Afternoon Session 

TESTIMONY OF MRS. MARGUERITE OSWALD RESUMED 

The President’s Commission reconvened at 2 p.m. 
The CHAIRYAN. The Commission will be in order. Mrs. Oswald, you may 

continue with your statement. 
Mrs. OSWALD. On the way leaving, I remarked to Mr. Doyle that I had for- 

gotten one very important factor in the story. 
I had in Mrs. Paine’s home, when Marina closed the door, and I was in the 

room-before she showed me the picture-she told me at the police station 
that they had showed her Lee’s gun and asked her if that was Lee’s gun, 
and she said she didn’t know, that Lee had a gun, but she could not say whether 
that was Lee’s gun or not. Rut that she knew that Lee had a gun. 

Mr. RANKIN. When was this? 
Mrs. OSWAI,D. This was in Mrs. Paine’s home the night of November 22, when 

we came from the jail. She told me that she told the police. I am going to 
explain, because I don’t want to be put in why I didn’t say it. 

Mr. Nark Lane had hoped to come before the Commission, and he wanted to 
ask me two questions. He didn’t say what the questions were. But I know 
the affidavit presented to the Warren Commission passed on that. And so that 
is why I had put that particular thing off my mind, thinking hlr. Lane would 
bring it up. But I immediately told Mr. Doyle when I left, that Mr. Lane 
not being here I should have made that statement. 

Was there something else I told you? 
Mr. DOYLE. So. I think that was the matter you had mentioned to me, ma’am. 
Mr. RANKIN. You mean the gun or the picture of the gun? 
Mrs. OS~AI.D. So-the gun. The police showed Marina a gun-showed Ma- 

rina a gun, and asked Marina if that was Lee’s gun, because Marina had 
testified at the police station, she told me that Lee had a gun in Mrs. Paine’s 
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garage, and this was the gun that was presumably used to assassinate the 
President, that the police had-and showed it to Marina, and asked Marina 
if that was Lee’s gun that was in the garage. She said she didn’t know-that 
Lee had a gun in the garage, but she did not know whether that was the gun or 
not. 

Mr. RANRIN. Did you have any discussion with Marina about the gun after 
that? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, sir-when she said that, that was it. Any comments-as 
I said before-that was it. 

Now, where did I finish, please, so I can continue? 
Mr. RANKIN. Well, you had gotten to the Six Flags, and you had heard about 

your son being killed. And then you had gotten to the Parkland Hospital. 
Mrs. Oswar,~. We were through at the Parkland Hospital. 
Mr. RANKIN. You had gotten through with the Parkland Hospital. 
JIrs. Osw.\~n. And then we got to the chief of police’s home in Irving. And 

we finished t.hat. So now we are at the Six Flags. 
Mr. RANKIN. Correct. 
Mrs. OSWAI.D. So the FBI agent took us to the Six Flags. 
I was never questioned by the Secret Service or the FBI at Six Flags. My 

son, in my presence, was questioned and taped, and Marina was continuously 
questioned and taped But I have never been questioned. 

I had all the papers from the State Department, and all of my research from 
Lee’s I say so-called defection. And I wanted them to have them. All the 
papers were at home. 

I told them I thought I could save a lot of manpower, while they were getting 
the original papers, because I know that each department in the State De- 
partment had a reference on Lee. and I had the whole thing condensed, and 
by them having my papers, they could get the picture. They were not interested 
in any papers I had. They were not interested. 

Mr. RANKIN. Were you not questioned on November 22, 1963? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, sir. Here is what you may have on tape. 
I insisted so much that they talked to me, because I had all this-that Mr. 

Mike Howard finally agreed-not 22d, though. 
Mr. RANKIN. This is Mr. Harlan Brown and Mr. Charles T. Brown? 
Mrs. OSWALD. That is the two FBI agents, Mr. Brown, questioned me in the 

office. But all they wanted to know is how did I know my son was an agent. 
and how did I know that he had the money from the State Department. And 
I told them Congressman ITright knew, and that they would investigate Con- 
gressman Wright. That was a very short questioning. I mean I explained 
that before. I told them I wanted to talk to the FRI, and I did. And it was 
the two Mr. Browns, and there were two other men. 

Mr. RANRIN. Then Mr. Howard was what date? 
Mrs. OSWAI.D. Mike Howard? Mike Howard was toward the end, because I 

wag so persistent in t.hem talking to me, that flnally he decided he would put 
me on tape. Rut I do not consider this questioning. It was the date of the 
funeral-I remember now. 

Mr. RANRIN. November 25th? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Was that the day of the funeral? If this was the day of the 

funeral-I can tell you why. He decided he would put me on tape. So I 
started to tell him about my having the papers, and Lee’s defection. And then 
Robert came out of the room and was crying bitterly. I saw Robert crying. 

Wait, I am ahead of my story. 
You have to understand this. As a family, we separated-not maybe for 

any particular reason, it is just the way we live. I am not a mother that has a 
home that the children can come to and feed them and so on. I am a working 
mother. I do 24hour duty. So I am not that type mother, where I am a 
housewife with money, that the children have a home to come to. 

So I said to Mike Howard, “I would like Robert to hear this. Maybe he 
will learn something.” Bwcouse Robert never did want to know about my 
trip to Washington. He doesn’t know. Robert never was interested in any- 
thing. Lee did not want to know about my trip to Washiugton. So I thought 
well now this is an opportunity, since the tragedy has happened. for Mr. Robert 
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Oswald to know some of these things that his mother has known all of these 
years. 

So I started. 
Then Robert had a phone call and he came out of the room, and he was crying 

bitterly. So I ended the tape-1 would say I talked approximately 10 minutes. 
I ended the tape saying, “I’m sorry, but my thoughts have left me, because my 
son is crying.” 

I thought for a moment that Robert was crying because of what I was 
saying, and he was sorry that he had not listened to me before, because I tried to 
tell him about the defection and my trip to Washington. But Robert was crying 
because he received a telephone call that we could not get a minister at my son’s 
grave. 

They had three ministers that refused to come to the ceremony at my son’s 
grave-for church. And that is why Robert was crying bitterly. So that 
ended the testimony. That little while I testified, that ended it. 

3Ir. RANKIN. Sow, that questioning was a question and answer. You were 
questioned by the FBI agent, Jlr. Howard--- 

Jirs. Oswa~u. So, sir. I was just talking. 
JIr. RSSKIN. The Secret Service man? 
Mrs. Oswar,~. 3Ir. Mike Howard. I was talking on tape. 
JIr. RANKIS. Didn’t he ask you questions? 
JIrs. OSWALD. I don’t recall him asking any questions. It could be. But I 

frankly do not rec*all him asking any questions. But it was a very short session. 
And that is the way I ended the tape. I said, “My thoughts have left me because 
I see any son crying bitterly.” 

That is the way I ended the tape. And it was a very short tape. I do not 
remember him questioning me. I think I started to tell my story. And that is 
the only time. 

It was from my persistence that I got on tape just that little while. They 
did not want to hear anything from me. 

Air. RaNKIN. You don’t think, then, that at that time there were questions 
and answers for about 28 pages taken from you? 

Mrs. OSWAI,D. From me-no, sir. Deflnitely not. If they have that, what they 
have is my talkiug, like I said, when I saw on television. They said-they 
were showing Lee’s gun. And I was not watching television-I am getting 
snatches of it, and I said, “Now, how can they say, even though it is Lee’s 
gun, that Lee shot the President. Even being his gun doesn’t mean that he shot 
the President. Someone could have framed him.” 

If they have 2s pages of that, they have me doing that kind of talking, and 
had the room bugged, or whatever you want to say. But no, sir, I did not sit 
and testify. I swear before God 10 times I never have. And that is the point 
that has bothered me. 

Even before Lee’s defection no one came along to the house. I called 
Jlr. John Fain in the FBI myself to make friends with him. If they have 20 
pages of testimony-that is when they got it, my talking. They got it with a 
tape recorder going. But I did not, no, sir. 

Mr. RANKIN. Well, then, what happened after that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Sow-we got off of that. About Robert crying? 
JIr. RANKIS. You said that that ended the interview with Mr. Howard. 
1Irs. OSWALD. Yes, that ended the interview with Mr. Howard, because 

Robert was crying. I was not consulted. I want you to know this, too. I was not 
consulted about the graveyard services or any part of my son’s funeral. 

What I know-when my son was goin, * to be buried-it was approximately I 
hour before the time for my son to be buried. My son Robert knew. 

Jlr. RANKIN. Do you know whether Marina was consulted? 
Jlrs. OSWALD. I do not know. And I am assuming that she was. YOU see, 

Jlr. Gregory taught Russian to Jlarina. And I believe 1Iarina might have been 
consulted. But I do not know whether she was consulted or not. But I was not 
consulted. And since then-we will go on to the story. They have put a marker 
on the grave. I have not been consulted. I have found out my son is eIlCaSed 
in cement, and I did not kuow anything about it until I investigated and asked 
the man at the cemetery. 

166 



They did not consult me about anything, never have. I want that made clear- 
because that is the part I cannot understand. 

Jlr. RASKIN. You don’t know whether the laws of Texas give the widow 
the right to say what shall be done? 

Jlrs. OSWALD. Well, naturally, she is his wife, and I am just the mother. But 
from a moral standpoint, what are they doing to me? Law and right-but from 
a moral standpoint, I should go out to the graveyard and see a marker? I should 
find out from strangers that my son is now in a concrete vault? 

Mr. RANKIN. Well, then, did you go to the funeral? 
Jfrs. OSWALD. Well, let me get-we will get to the story of the ministers. 
Jfr. RBNKIN. All right. 
Jlrs. (OSWALD. Now, 1 was not consulted. Had Robert asked me-they are 

Lutheran, we are raised Lutherans. I have no church affiliation. I have learned 
since my trouble that my heart is my church. I am not talking arainst the 
church. But I go to church all day lon,g, I meditate. And my work requires 
that I don’t go to church. I am working on Sunday most of the time, taking 
care of the sick, and the people that go to church, that I work for, the families. 
have never once said. “Well, I will stay home and take care of my mother and 
let you go to church, Xlrs. Oswald, today.” 

Pan see, I am experted to work on Sunday. 
So that is why-1 have my own church. And sometimes T think it is better 

than a wooden structure. Because these same people thit espert me to work on 
Sunday, while they go to church, and go to church on Wednesday night-I don’t 
consider them as good a Christian as I am-1 am sorry. 

Well-I would not have let R(>brrt he so upset tryinrr to cret a Lutheran 
minister. If he could not get a Lntheran minister. I wonld have called upon 
another minister, because there would have bern many, many ministers of 
many denominations that would have been happy to come and help the sorrowing 
family. 

Well, a Reverend French from Dallas came out to Six Flags and we sat on 
the sofa. 

Reverend F’rench was in the center, I and Robert on the side. And Robert 
was crying bitterly and talking to Reverend French and trying to get him to 
let Lee’s body go to church. And he was quoting why he could not. 

So then I intervened and said, “Well, if Lee is a lost sheep, and that is why 
you don’t want him to go to ~hurc*h, he is the one that should go into church. 
The good people do not nred to go to church. Let’s say he is caalled a mur- 
derer. It is the murderers and all we should be concerned about”. 

And that agent-T am going ahead of my story a little bit-that man 
right her- 

hlr. RAKKIS. Ton are pointing to-- 
Mrs. Oswa~o. This agent right here. You may pass the picture around. 
&lr. RANKIN. The figure on the left hand of the picture you have just 

produced ? 
Jlrs. 0swar.n. Yes, sir. I do not know his name. The man had the decency 

to stay at the far end of the room, near the entrance door, while the minister 
and myself and Robert were sitting on the sofa. And when I said to the 
minister abnut the lost sheep, this agent, who I will have a much longer 
story to talk abnnt. left the group and came and sat on the other sofa- 
there were two sofas and a cocktail table-and he said, “Jlrs. Oswald, be 
quiet. Tou are making matters worse.” 

Now, the nerve of him-to leave the group and to come there and scold me. 
This Mr. French. Reverend French. agreed that we would have chapel 

services. that he could not take the hody into the church. And we compro- 
mised for chapel services. 

However, when we arrived at the graveyard, we went to the chapel. 
There is the body being brought into the rhapel. There is another picture. 
Here is another picture of the rhapel. 

JTr. RANKIX. Before we go ori--- 
Mrs. OSWALD. And the chapel was empty. 11s son’s body had been 

brought into the chapel, but Reverend French did not show up. And because 
there was a time for the funeral, the Star Telegram reporters and the police, 
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as you see in the picture, escorted my son’s body from the chapel and put it 
at the grave site. And when we went to the cemetery, we went directly to 
the c.haI)el. bernuse we were lnomisrtl to have chapel services. And the chapel 
was empty. My son’s body was not in it. Robert cried bitterly. 

Mr. Rasms. 1Irs. Oswald. (‘a11 I interrnln a minute? 
We will have the reporter identify this photograph that you just referred 

to. where the FBI agr~llt is in thcx lefthantl (ornt’r. 
(The photograph referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 165 for 

identifi~ntion.) 
Mr. Rasxrs. The photogral)h I have just referred to is Exhibit 165, is it? 
Mrs. 0sw~1.1). Exhil,it 16.5. 
Mr. RAXKIS. And the FBI agent you refer to is in the uIq,rr lefthand corner 

of that exhibit. 
Mrs. 0swar.1~. That’s right. And this is the other FBI agent. JIr. Mike 

Howard, who is going to be involved quite a bit. He is the one that was 
taking care of Baine .Johns;on. He is the one that they have now seut to 
protect me in Fort Worth. He was the lead man at Six Flags. 

1Ir. RASKIS. And he stands right behind you there in that picture? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, that is JIr. Mike Howard. 
JIr. RASKIS. Isn’t he a Secret Service man? 
Mrs. Osw~~r~. Remet service Iuali-they are both Secret service. 
Representative FORD. That was the point I wanted to make. because she had 

said he was an FBI agent. 
Mrs. OswA-ar.I). Yes-l)lcilse iuterrul)t. It is awful hard for me to remember 

and say things. So I appreciate you doing that. It is a long story. And 
I have many stories. gentlemen. I have many stories that I am sure you do 
not have. 

Mr. RAIVKIN. Mrs. Oswald, 1’11 ask the reporter to mark the other picture 
with the chapel and the casket as Exhibit 166. 

(The photograph referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 166 for 
identification.) 

Mr. RANKIN. Can you tell us if Exhibit 166 is a photograph showing the 
removing of the casket? 

Mrs. OSWALD. The way the men are coming this way, they are leaving 
the chapel. That is the way I would assume. They are leaving the chapel. 
But the body was not at the chapel. What an awful thing we went through, 
gentlemen. 

Mr. RANKIN. We offer in evidence Exhibits 165 and 166, and ask to substi- 
tute copies. 

The CHAIRMAN. They may be admitted. 
(The documents heretofore marked’ Commission Exhibits Nos. 165 and 166 

were received in evidence.) 
Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Reporter, I will ask you to mark the picture of the chapel 

with the casket apparently going in as Exhibit 167. 
(The photograph referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 167 for 

identification.) 
Mr. RANKIN. And the picture of the chapel and the casket being placed on 

a carrier in front of it, as Exhibit 168. 
(The photograph referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 168 for 

identification.) 
Mr. RANKIN. Mrs. Oswald, do you recall that Exhibit 167 is the picture of 

them taking the casket into the chapel? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. And Exhibit 168 is apparently a picture in front of the chapel 

where they are putting the casket on a carrier? 
Mrs. OswAnn. Yes, sir. 
Mr. RANKIN. We offer in evidence Exhibits 167 and 168 and ask leave to 

substitute copies. 
The CHAIRMAN. They may be admitted. 
(The photographs previously marked Commission Exhibits Nos. 167 and 168 

for identification were received in evidence.) 
Mrs. OSWALD. Now, I don’t remember if I stated while at Six Flags that 



this particular agent identified as being to the left of the picture, while the tele- 
vision was on continuously-I have stated before I never did sit down and 
watch it, because we were quite busy. And this vvas published in the Star 
Telegram by Mr. Blair *Justice, and also on the radio. 

He was very, very rude to me. Anything that I said, he snapped. And I 
took it for quite a while. At this particular time that they showed the gun 
on television, I said, “How can they say Lee shot the President? Even 
though they would prove it is his gun doesn’t mean he used it-nobody sari 
him use it.” 

He snapped back and he said, “Mrs. Oslvald, we knolv that he shot the 
President.” 

I then walked over to Mr. Xike Howard and I said, “What’s wrong with that 
agent? That agent is about to crack. All he has done is taunt me ever since 
1 have been here.” 

He said, “Mrs. Oswald, he was personal body guard to Mrs. Kennedy for 30 
months and maybe he has a little opinion against you.” 

I said, “Let him keep his personal opinions to himself. He is on a job.” 
Sow, there was another instance with this same agent. He followed Marina 

around continuously. I’m going to make this plain. He followed Marina around 
continuously. The pictures will always show him by Marina. 

We were in the bedroom, and he was in the bedroom. And we were getting 
ready for the funeral. 

Marina was very unhappy with the dress-they bought her two dresses. 
“Mama, too long.” “Mama, no fit.” And it looked lovely on her. You can see 
I know how to dress properly. I am in the business world as merchandise 
manager. And the dress looked lovely on Marina. But she was not happy 
with it. 

I said, “Oh, honey, put your coat on, we are going to Lee’s funeral. It will 
be all right.” 

And we had 1 hour in order to get ready for the funeral. 
I said, “We will never make it. Marina is so slow.” 
She said, “I no slow. I have things to do.” 
I am trying to impress upon you that Marina understands English, and has 

always talked broken English. 
Now, this agent was in the room and Robert was on the telephone. That is 

why he was allowed in the bedroom. 
While Marina was complaining about her dress, my little grandbaby, 2 years 

old-and she is a very precious little baby, they are good children-was stand- 
ing by her mother. And Marina was very nervous by this time. She was not 
happy with the dress. And Xarina was combing her hair. She took the comb 
and she hit June on the head. I said, “Marina, don’t do that.” And this agent- 
I wish I knew his namesnapped at me and said, “Mrs. Oswald, you let her 
alone.” I said, “Don’t tell me what to say to my daughter-in-law when she was 
hitting my grandbaby on the head with a comb” in front of Robert Oswald.. 

Now, why did this man do these things? 
Mr. RAXKIN. Are you saying that the agent did anything improper, as far as 

Marina was concerned? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Sow, what do you mean when you say improper? 
Mr. RARKIS. Was there any improper relationship between them, as far as 

you know? 
Mrs. OSWALD. So. I am saying-and I am going to say it as strongly as I 

can-that I-and I have stated this from the beginning-that I think our 
trouble in this is in our own Government. And I suspwt these two agents of 
conspiracy with my daughter-in-law in this plot. 

The CHAIRMAN. With who? 
Mrs. OSWALD. With Marina and Mrs. Paine-the two women. Lee was set 

up, and it is quite possible these two Secret Service men are inrolrtxl. 
Mr. RANKIN. Which ones are you referring to? 
Mrs. OSU’ALD. Mr. Mike Howard and the man that I did not-did not knon 

the name, t.he man in the picture to the left. I have reasnn to think so because 
I was at Six Flags and these are just snme instances that happened-1 have 
much more stories to tell you of my conclusions. I am not a detective, and I 



don’t say it is the answer to it. But I must tell you what I think, because I am 
the only one that has this information. 

Now, here is another instance 
Mr. RA~VKIX. What kind of a conspiracy are you describing that these men 

are engaged in? 
Mrs. OSWALD. The assassination of President Kenuedy. 
Mr. RASKIN. You think that two Secret Service agents and Marina and Mrs. 

Paine were involved in that, in the conspiracy? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, I do. Besides anot,her high official. I will tell you the 

high official I have in mind when we go through that part of the story, if you 
please. 

Mr. RANKIN. Well, now, could you tell us what you base that on-because 
that is a very serious charge. 

Mrs. OSWALD. It is a very serious charge, and I realize that. I base that on 
what I told you, the attitude of this man, and Mike Howard’s attitude also. 

Now, I have to continue. 
Mr. RANKIN. Have you described that? 
Mrs. OSWAI.D. Yes. I have to continue. 
While at Six Flags, hlarina was given the red carpet treatment. hlarina 

was Marina. And it was not that Marina is pretty and a young girl. Marina 
was under-what is the word-1 won’t say influence-these two men were to 
see that Marina was Marina. I don’t know how to say it. Are you getting the 
point? Let me see if I can say it better. 

Mr. RAYKIN. You mean they were taking care of her, or were they doing more 
than that? 

Mrs. OSWALD. More than taking care of hfarina. 
Mr. RAXKIS. Well, now, describe what more. 
Mrs. OSWALD. All right, I will describe it for you. 
I am not quite satisfied with the way I said that. Let me get my thoughts 

together. 
I noticed that-and of course as I have testified, the way the man treated 

me-and I was told he was a body guard for Mrs. Kennedy. We were at Six 
Flags on Sorember 24th, at Lee’s death, and on November 26th Marina and I- 
before November ZBth-Marina and I were very, very friendly, very loving, 
everything was “hlama’‘-“Mama has a big heart.” And we planned to live 
together. 

I had an insurance policy that had expired on Lee. I was not able to keep 
up the premium. And I had $863. But however I had not looked at the policy 
for some years, and I was not quite sure that it was in force. But otherwise 
I had no money and no job. I had given up my job to come to the rescue. So 
I was very anxious to get home and get my papers and let them see the copies 
of everything I had, and to find out if I had my insurance policy, if it was in 
force, and also get some clothes. 

From the 24th until the 26th I lived in my uniform, gentlemen. I did not 
have any clothes at the Six Flags. Yet Robert Oswald was taken to his home 
a couple of times to get clothes. And when I wanted to go home and get 
clothes, they put me off. One time I broke down crying. I said, “I don’t un- 
derstand it. You won’t do anything for me, yet you drove Robert all the way 
to Denton to get clothes.” 

So the night of the 26th they took me home, and I got my papers. I found 
that my insurance policy was in force. So I said to hlarina, “Marina, we all 
right. llama has insurance policy, $860. You stay home with baby and mama 
work, or mama stay home with baby and you work, and at least we have a 
start.” 

“Okay, Mama. I not want big house, hlama. I want small place.” 
And this is the girl that has never had anything, and she only wanted small 

things. Fine. 
On the date of the 22d, approximately 10 o’clock-this was in the morning- 

I want to say something to Marina, and Marina shrugged me off and walked 
away. 

Mr. DVLLES. What date was this? 
Mrs. OSWALD. The Zith. That morning I had acted as interpreter for an 
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FBI agent, and Mr. Mike Howard said, “Would you like us to get a Russian 
interpreter?” And he said, “So, Mrs. Oswald is doing fine.” And he took the 
testimony from me as an interpreter. So, you see my daughter-in-law did un- 
derstand English and answered me in her Russian broken English, because the 
FBI man was satisfied. 

So when Marina shrugged me off, I thought right away that she thought- 
t~ecause I had to use the name Lee so many times-that I was hurting her 
husband. and maylle that is \vhy she felt this way. So I thought maybe I am 
just imagining things. So I waited quite a while, I would sag half an hour. 
I went to Marina again. .1nd she walked away and shrugged me off. 

So I walked into the livirr g room, where my son, Robert Oswald, and the 
Secret Service were and I said to Robert, “Robert, something is wrong with 
Jlarina. She won’t have anything to do with me.” 

Hc said, “I know why. Marinn has been offered :I home by a very wealthy 
I\-oman”-all of this was done without my knowledge-“by a very wealthy 
\voman who will give her children education, and she didn’t know how to tell 
p11.” 

I said, “\\‘ell. Robert, why didn’t you tell me?’ 
Of course \vhen I said it. I was emotionally upset. I said, “Robert, why 

didn’t you tell me ‘r” 
He said, “Because just the way you are acting now.” 
I said, “\\‘hat do you mean the way I am acting now? I am acting in a 

normal fashion. You are telling me that you are taking my daughter-in-law 
and my grandchildren away from me, and I have lost my son, and my grand- 
c,hiltlren and daughter are going to live with strangers. This is a normal 

rf,nction.” 

“\Vell, that is why we didn’t tell you. We knew you would take it that way.” 
And that is the last time I hare’talked to my daughter-in-law. Marina. And 

that is the rift between Marina and I. There is no rift, sir? \Ve were going 
to live together. But this home was offered Marina-and I will present this 
in evidence. 

SOW, Mr. Gregory is involved-Mr. Gregory did all the Russian talking. 
They all knew better but me. And I have more to the story. 

Yes, here it is. 
A\nd there are other offers Marina had-ther offers. 
So I was not able to be around Marina. The Secret Service saw to it. 

And they gloated. 
Gentlemen. I :~IU not inl:i#ining these things. These two men gloated of the 

fact that nom Marina is going to be fised-you know, she is fixed financially 
and otherwise. 

Mr. RANKIN. Is this Mrs. Pultz? 
Mrs. Oswam. I didn’t even read this, sir, believe me. This was handed to 

me by a reporter before I left, saying, “JIrs. Oswald, maybe these things”--- 
because he knows the story. This has all been published publicly in news- 
papers, what I am saying. The Star Telegram could give you all I am 
saying here. It has already been made public in the paper, all of this. 
And he handed that to me. I never did see that article until the other 
day. 

Mr. RASKIS. This article refers to Mrs. Oswald being offered a home, and 
apparently a newspaper account-a newspaper account of the offer, ac- 
rortling to this newspaper account-the offer was by a Xrs. Pultz. That 
is the one that you refer to when you handed this paper to us. 

>Irs. OSWALI). Yes, sir, that is offering her a home. 
Sow, I have not read that. I know she was offered a home by a woman and 

I will tell you further what I do kno\v about this. 
Mr. RASKIS. Mr. Reporter, I will ask you to identify this as the nest 

exhibit. 
(The document referretl to was mnrkcd Commission Exhibit No. 169 for 

identification.) 
Mr. RASKIS. JIrs. Oswald. the reporter has marked that Flshibit 169, the 

newspaper article you have just given us, is that correct? 
Mrs. 0swAI.D. Yes, sir. 
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Nr. RANKIS. I now offer in evidence Exhibit 169 and ask please to sub- 
stitute a copy. 

The CHAIRXAS. It may be admitted. 
(The document heretofore marked Commission Exhibit No. 169 for identi- 

fication was received in evidence.) 
Jlr. Ras~Ix. Do you recall the date? 
JIrs. OSW~LIL I left there on the 28th, so it would have to be the 27th. 

It would have to be the 27th. 

Mr. RAXKIX. Sow- 
Mrs. OSWALD. Now, there were other people that offered her homes. 
Jlr. RAXKIS. But you seemetI to think there was something improper or 

bad about your son Robert \vanting to get your daughter Jlarina taken care 
of in this manner. I don’t, understand that. Can you explain it,? 

3Irs. OSWALD. Yes. Well-no-as I have explained before. Robert and I 
are not close, n-e are not close as a family. But Robert is a very easy-going 
person. He is not opinionated, particularly like I am. hly older son and 
Tee are my disposition. But because you are a Secret Service man or some- 
body, if you tell him something, he will go along and yes you. So he was 
part of this arrangement. They probably had to have his consent. But 
he knew of the arrangement with Mr. Gregory and Marina. They all knew it 
but me. I was not consulted about this at all. 

Mr. RAKKIS. Do you think Robert was trying to do something bad by it, 
or just trying to look out for--- 

Mrs. OSWALD. He thought it was a good idea, that Marina should go and live 
in this home. But I took a different attitude. I am not interested in 
material things, gentlemen. I then went into my speech, that I thought, as 
a family, Xarina and I should stick together and face our future together. I 
could see no reason-and I made this at ‘the Six Flags. and have made it 
public in the newspapers, I could see no reason, no advantage of JIarina 
living with strangers. I said that before. I thought it would be better, 
original idea, Marina and I had made, to live in my apartment and do the 
best me can. And I even said-we have $863 to start with, and then if we 
don’t make it “What about you helping us?” 

“But give us a chance as a family. Don’t put the girl in a strange home, 
a Russian girl, a foreign girl. taken away from her Mama.” 

JIarina has no mother and father-she has a stepfather. But I was her 
Alama up until this time. And I could not see Marina in a strange home. 

Well, I am going to prove this story to you. It is a fantastic story. But. 
as I go along-I have witnesses-and that is why I asked you, sir, I would 
like these people called to back up these fantastic stories I am telling you. 
It can be proven, sir. 

So I had no further contact with my daughter-in-law---once they came out 
and said what they had planned. I had no inkling of it. That was the 
they wanted to keep her and the children away from me. 

That night, the night of November 27th-now, we were in a bedroom with 
twin beds that vve shared. They opened the studio couch in the living 
room, and rolled June’s bed, the baby bed in the living room, sir. 

Mr. RANKIN. What do you mean by “they”? 

Mrs. OSWALD. The Secret Service had the maid come in with sheets and 
everything and they go-opened the sofa into a bed. The Secret Service 
rolled the baby bed from the bedroom into the living room. And I knew that 
I was not wanted or involved. And I have a very dignified way about me. 
I didn’t say a word. What I did-1 sat up in a chair all night long in the 
living room, rather than to be so indignant as to sleep in the bedroom 
where they had taken my daughter-in-law from me. I sat up in a chair 
in the living room rather than be pushed aside like I was being pushed 
aside. 

.\Ir. R~SKIN. \Vell, now, what Secret Service men were these-Mr. Howard? 
Mrs. Oswa~u. JIr. IIoward was involved, and this other man. 
3fr. Itlrr~rs. The same nlan? 

Mrs. OSWALD. This same man. And my son is in this, too. Robert was part 
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of this conspiracy that they were going to let her go to a home, and they didn’t 
tell me-and JIr. Peter Gregory. 

Mr. RAKKIN. And did they move your daughter-in-law out into the living 
room ? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, sir, she slept on the sofa. And they moved June’s baby 
bed from the l)edroom into the lirin g room, by my daughter-in-law. And I sat 
in a chair. I can do that. I am a nurse, and I can do without sleep. And I had 
all the papers. I told you that the night before they took me home to get, rn> 
papers. And tlmt is why I knew I bad the insurance money. So I started to 
work on the papers. And I sat up all night long. 

Mr. RANKIX. What did JIarina say about t.hat arrangement? 
JIrs. OSWALD. There was nothing saitl between Jlarina and I. The last time 

I had seen Marina was when she shrugged me off, and then this came out why 
she shrugged me off. I have had no ront.act with Marina since. 

Jlr. RANKIX. Sow, why do you think there is a conspiracy about this? Can 
you explain that to us? 

Mrs. OSWALD. About this particular instance? 

Nr. RANKIN Yes. 
Jlrs. OSWALD. Well, I don’t say that is a particular instance. But it is 

certainty a very unusual way to do a thing, a very unusual way-not to consult 
me. Marina and I were friends. She was going to come and live with me. I 
was going to share my money with her. Aind then they went ahead and planned 
all this without my knowledge. 

Maybe you know the answer to it, I don’t know. But there was no hard 
feeling-l-en now I love Marina and I would take and help her any way I 
can. 

So I don’t understand these things. Rut I am telling you the way things 
happen, the way I was excluded. And your Secret Service agents had part of 
this. 

;\Ir. RAXKIS. *%nd you do not think Robert and the Secret Service agents 
could be acting in good faith to try to just help Marina and her children along? 

Mrs. OSWALD. \Vell, I cannot see from my point of view that it would be good 
that a foreign girl lives in a stranger’s home, a perfect stranger who has come 
to the police department and offered her a home. We are talking about a 
perfect stranger. If she is a perfect stranger-maybe she wasn’t. I have no 
way of knowing. But I am going to assume what I read. It would be much 
better for this girl to go live in this stranger’s home than to be with her family? 
This girl and my grandchildren needed a family, which I was that family. I 
cannot see that. 

Jlr. RANKIS. \Vhat I am asking you is : Do you think it is possible that Robert 
was just mis;taken when he and the Secret Service man, if they are involved, 
thought this might be a good plan. Isn’t it. possible they were trying to do the 
right thing? 

Airs. OSWALD. So. sir, I think it was deliberate. I am sure1 don’t think. 
I am positive it, was deliberate. And I will tell you why as we go along. 

Mr. R~SKIN. Now. you said you thought it was deliberate. 
Mrs. Oswa~n. I am trying to get everything in, so you ran get a clear picture. 

Mr. RASKIS. Well, this plan to have your daughter-in-law go and live with 
another lady-this Mrs. I’ultz-you said you did not think it could be innocent 
or in good faith? 

Jlrs. 0sw~r.n. Yes-because then this same Secret Service man, that 1 don’t 
know the nam+no~, I may be wrong about. this-just a moment. S-this 
is not the same man. 

One of the other Secret Service men had gone to talk to Robert’s boss, because 
Robert \vas worried about his job. So this hapl)ened in the afternoon. I had 
no contact with Jlarina. And he (‘ame in and in front of me be patted Robert 
on the shoulder and said, “Sow. Robert, I have talked to your boss and you are 
all right. I assured him you are not involved in any way.” 

So, gentlemen, Varina is taken care of; Robert is taken care of-1 am not 
feeling sorry for myself. believe me, bHause I can take care of myself. But 
here is a mother who has (‘oni8 to the rescue, lost her job, offered her good love 
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and insurance money, and nobody has wondered what is going to become of 
me. 

Mr. RANKIS. Well, did you think it was improper that the Secret Service man 
would go to Robert’s boss and tell him he was not involved, that there was 
nothing improper? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, sir; I do not. I think it was a fine gesture. And that is 
the ljoint I am trying to make out. \Vhy are these fine gestures to see that 
3Iarina is going to bare a home and be taken care of, and Robert’s job is 
secure-but I am nothing. I was not included in the plans. And what is going 
to become of me? I hare no inrome. I have no job. I lost my job. And 
nobody thought about me. 

I don’t mean to imply I’m sorry for myself. I am trying to bring out a point 
that through all of this, that I have not been considered, even as much as to 
testify. I want to know why. I don’t understand why. 

It is very strange. 
I packed during the night, sat up in the chair, as I said. 
So the nest morning I ant on my way home. I have no purpose to be there. 

I was helping my daughter-in-law, and helping the children. But now I am out 
of everything. so I insist on going home. 

Before going home, I asked to tell Marina goodby, and my grandchildren, and 
what they hare done this morning-they have taken her out of these quarters 
and brought her next door, to the other quarters of the Inn-it is just one door 
and a little courtyard to the other door. 

JIr. RASKIN. What day is this? 
JIrs. 0sw~r.o. This is the 28th. So the agent that was taking me home-I’m 

sorry, but I’m very bad at names, and there were so many agents, it is awfully 
hard for me to remember it all. I told him that I wanted to tell Marina that I 
was going. He knocked on the door. The Russian interpreter from the State 
Del,artment, Jlr. Gopadze, came to the door, and the agent said, “Mrs. Oswald 
is going home and wants to tell JIarina and the children goodby”. 

He said, “Well, we are interviewing her, and she is on tape. She will get in 
touch with you.” 

So I never saw Marina after that time. 
Sow. what worried me so was what did JIarina think. What did Marina 

know of this, and what did she think? Did she think J deserted her? Did they 
t,hink I left without telling her goodby ? This worried me very much. I could 
picture the girl. \Vhat did she think ? I didn’t even get to tell her goodblg. 

So I tried in vain to see JIarina. I hare called Mr. F. V. Sorrels over and 
over and over, and he has never told me that Jlarina did not want to see me. 
And this, gentlemen, I have proof of. He always said, “Well, Mrs. Oswald, I 
am not able to divulge where she is” and the regular push-around. He is not 
telling me plainly I am not going to see Marina, he is being very courteous to me, 
but not letting me see Jlarina-if I am making this plain. And I have publicly 
blasted that. Over and over I have tried unsuccessfully. 

Jlr. Mark Lane, who is representing my son, talked with Mr. Jim Martin and 
Jlr. Thorn-Jim Martin is Jlarina’s business manager, and Mr. Thorne is her 
attorney. And Mr. Jim Martin and Thorne have slated to Mr. Mark Lane that 
3Iarina did not want to talk to me. 

Sow, this is approximately a month ago, I would say, when I first engaged 
3Ir. Mark Lane. And 1\Ir. JIark Lane said to me that he was not satisfied, when 
he gave me the information. I said, “No, I want Marina to tell me that.” How 
did I know it was Jlarlna’s quote? 

RIr. Sorrels never told me that Marina did not want to talk to me. But this 
was told to JIr. SIark Lane. But I would not take that as a quote. I wanted to 
hear it from Marina. 

So we persistently tried to see JIarina. When I say we, almost every reporter 
in the city of Fort Worth and Dallas has tried to see Marina. hlr. hlark Lane 
has tried to see Marina. Mr. Olds, who is head of the Civil Liberties Associa- 
tioll--I don’t know if that’s the proper name-in Fort Worth has tried to see 
Marina. And there have been many prominent people trying to see Marina, be- 
cause they could not understand how Marina could be under such strict surveil- 
lance that no one could be allowed to see Marina. There have been many, many 
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people question this. It has been questioned, why Marina would be under 
strict seclusion for 6 weeks, with not a soul seeing Marina. I say not a soul. 
Jly son saw Marina at Christmas time, and probably had seen her before then. 

His family went with him-1 checked with my daughter-in-law, Dada, and 
she said she went with Robert for Christmas time. It came over the news 
in Fort Worth that Marina’s brother-in-law, I,ee’s brother, would be with her 
at Christmas time, and Mrs. Marguerite Oswald was unavailable for news. 

Gentlemen, I stayed home crying, hoping against hope that the Secret Service 
would come and let me be with my family for Christmas time, waiting there 
patiently. I was available for news. I had blasted this in the paper over and 
over. I waited for them to come get me. Rut there again, I am excluded. 

Do you know the answers to all these exclusions? I do not. 
The first time 1Iarina ever made any statement or public appearance was 

approximately 2 weeks ago, or maybe not that long. She was on an exclusive 
television program. Channel 4 in Fort Worth, Tex., when she stated publicly 
that in her mind she t.hought that Lee shot President Kennedy. What an awful 
thing for this 2%year-old foreign girl to think. She thinks in her mind. She 
doesn’t know. But she thinks, gentlemen. That tape can be sent back to you. 
That was her quote. I watched every television program, and I took it down in 
black and white. “In my mind, I think Lee shot President Kennedy.” 

She doesn’t know our American way of life. Lee Harvey Oswald will be 
the accused assassin of President Kennedy when this information is over with, 
believe me. 

She is a Russian girl, and maybe they do this in Russia. But what I am 
going to say is that Marina Oswald was brainwashed by the Secret Service, 
who have kept her in seclusion for 8 weeks-8 weeks, gentlemen, with no one 
talking to Marina. 

Marina does not read English. Marina knows none of the facts from news- 
paper account. The only way Marina can get facts is through what the FBI 
and the Secret Service probably are telling her, or some of the facts that Marina 
has manufactured since. 

I am sorry, gentlemen, but this is a true story. 

Mr. RASKIX. What do you base your claim on, that Marina was brainwashed? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Because for 8 weeks no one has been allowed to see Marina. I 

do not believe in my mind that t.hat is an American way of life. I question the 
fact that it is even legal, that they can keep her in strict seclusion with no one 
seeing her for 8 weeks, gentlemen. 

Now, there may be a reason for that. I don’t know. But the American 
people want some answer to that. I have over 1,500 letters questioning that. 
The papers have blasted it continuously. 

Mr. RANKIN. If she didn’t have somebody to look out for her, do you think 
the various people that wanted to see her would keep her so busy she could not 
even take care of the children? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Now, Mr. Rankin, I am not saying, even implying that the 
Secret Service should not protect my daughter-in-law. I am grateful for 
that, and I have expressed it. I am most grateful she has protection. But 
would there have been any harm for me to talk to Marina with the Secret 
Service around and let Marina tell me that she does not want to see me? 

Mr. RANKIN. Well, let’s leave you out of it. What about all the rest of the 
people that would want-or did want to see Marina? 

Mrs. OSWALD. All right. 
Mr. RANKIN. And take her time, while she had to take care of the children. 
Mrs. OSWALD. I agree with that. Marina should not see every Tom, Dick, 

and Harry. I think they are doing a wonderful job in protecting her. But 
when Mr. 1Iark Lane, who is an attorney, requested it, so we can solve this, 
to just let Marina tell him that she doesn’t want to see her mama, and Mr. 
Olds, who is head of Civil Liberties, was refused permission to see her, then 
we question it. 

So, I don’t think all the people should see Marina. But people are asking 
these questions, Mr. Rankin. They want to know why a high official cannot 
see Marina, to satisfy the public’s demand. 
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Mr. RANKIN. Well, Marina had her own counsel at that time, she said. Mr. 
Thorne was her attorney. 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. Now, we will get to Mr. Thorne. 
When I first contacted Mr. Thorne I said, “Mr. Thorne, how is my daughter- 

in-law and grandchildren?” 
And Mr. Thorne really apologized to me. He said, “Mrs. Oswald, they are 

fine. But I am unable to divulge their whereabouts.” 
He volunteered the information to me. 
And I said, “Well, sir; I am not asking where they are”-because I had 

already-by the time she got this attorney-by the time I had contacted him, 
we had been fighting this thing to see Marina. But he volunteered the infor- 
mation. He said, “Your daughter-in-law and grandchildren are fine, but I am 
not able to divulge their whereabouts.” 

I said, “I am not asking about their whereabouts.” I said that I had Lee’s 
Marine book, which is a big, colorful book, the life of a Marine, that Lee had 
sent to me, and Lee’s baby book; that I had had in my possession ever since he 
was a baby, that I gave to Marina and Lee when they returned to Russia, and 
my husband’s gold pocket watch I had all those years I gave to Lee. So I asked 
hlr. Thorne about these things and he said he would inquire about it. 

I said, “Mr. Thorne, while I am on the ‘phone I do want to bring something 
up. While I was at Six Flags, the day I left, the morning I left, is the first 
time that sympathy cards started coming in, and money. And these envelopes 
were addressed to hIrs. hlarina Oswald and Marguerite Oswald, or Mrs. Mar- 
guerite Oswald and Marina, to both.” 

The Secret Service started to open the envelopes, and there were checks and 
cash. Because of my prior story that they had pushed me aside, I said, “NOW, 
my moneys that come in that says ‘and mother’ I deflnitely want my share.” 

Believe me, gentlemen, I have never received 1 penny. 
Mr. RANKIN. What did he say about that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. They said yes-and my son was there when I said that-they 

said they would divide it. I f  it was a $10 bill and it said the mother of Lee 
and the wife, that I would get 5 and Marina would get 5. So when I talked to 
Mr. Thorne I said, “I want to tell you, Mr. Thorne, while I was at Six Flags, 
I know of moneys coming in, but I have never received a penny. But I want 
you to know that the Secret Service in my home, because they were in my home 
from the 28th until the 3d”-1 believe it was- 

Representative FORD. Third of what? 
hlrs. OSWALD. This would be December. Recause this was the 28th of No- 

vember-approximately the 3d. “The money that came into my home that 
way, ‘Mrs. Marguerite Oswald and hlarina Oswald’ the Secret Service divided 
right then and there. If  it was a $10 bill, I got 5 and they took 5 to give to 
Marina. Whether Marina ever got the money or not, I have no way of knowing. 
But the money in my home was divided and the share given to Marina. But I 
never did get the share from the Secret Service at this time. 

So 2 weeks later- 
Mr. RANKIN. How much did that amount to, that was divided in your home? 
Mrs. OGWALD. Very little. My contributions up to now are just a little over 

$9OGabout $905. That is the money that has been given direct to me, the 
mother of Lee Harvey Oswald. 

So about 3 weeks later-now, Mr. Lane comes in here. He has all of these 
documents and all of these dates and everything. I don’t know about the 
dates. 

Mr. Thorn+from Mr. Thorne’s office and Mr. Martin I receive an envelope 
about this size with mail for me, Mrs. Marguerite Oswald-not “and Marina”- 
everyone open, gentlemen-opened, no cash, hut checks, made out to Mrs. Mar- 
guerite Oswald, that nobody else of course could have any benefit from. This 
late date. And there were checks way in November, in the beginning of De- 
cember, that were held all this time. But until I complained, then they decided 
to send them to me. 

Mr. Lane has in his possession photostatic copies of my mail that has been 
opened by the Fort Worth Police. I had a tip from a reporter that my mail 
at the mayor’s office and the Fort Worth Police and the chief of police was being 
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photostatic copied. So I sent a telegram-and I have these things-you will 
have everything I hareto each one. the same telegram, saying that any mail 
addressed to ;\lrs. Marguerite Oswald should be forwarded to her inrmediately- 
to me immediately at 2’220 Thomas Place. I received no mail. 

Three days later-1 received no mail. 
So I called Jlr. Sorrels and told Mr. Sorrels about the tip that I had. And 

I knew it was a positive tile1 could feel sure this young man was giving me 
the right information. I had n1uc.h information that the public knows, that 
lhry have helped me in this vase, Mr. Rankin. So Mr. Sorrels sent Mr. Seals, 
I think his name was. a Secret Srrrire man clown and the chief of police gave 
JIr. Seals-we have this-my mail olw~ned and photostatic copies. I CRII pro- 
duce this evidence. 

Sow, what right-1 am not an attorney-but we have a moral issue all through 
this that I am fighting for. 

If the mail went to the chief of police, JIrs. l\Iarguerite Oswald, in care of 
the chief of policeit well could he that they have the legal right to open such 
mail. Rut they do not have the moral right, because I was an international 
figure. and everybody knew my address. And the chief of police and everybody 
else knew my address. And that. mail should have remained unopened. How 
much cash was taken out of those mails? I do not know. And I am not really 
saying there was. Rut there is quite a possibility that it was. 

Then I received another package from Mr. Thorne. and my mail was opened. 
I called Mr. Sorrels about that. He said he knew nothing about it. 

First I called Mr. Thorne ant1 he said that is the way he got the mail. So 
then I called ;\Ir. Sorrells and he said he knew nothing about it. I .said, “Mr. 
Sorrels, I’m getting awfully tired of this. JIr. Thorne doesn’t know how my 
mail is being opened. He says that he got the mail from the Secret Service. 
And now you are telling me that you do not give the mail to Mr. Thorne. Where 
does my mail rome from opened?” So nobody knows anything, the things 
that have happened to me. 

My rights have been invaded continuously-continuously. Every newspaper 
clipping was taken out of my home. Three letters from Lee, from Russia. I 
offered all 111y information. as I esl)lnined over and over, to the Secret Service. 
And while in my home, I was showing them things-because I was proud of 
the things I have, and I think, gentlemen, when you see everything I have you 
will see a different picture of this boy. 

There were three letters taken from my letters from Lee. And how I came 
to know that-a Sew York reporter had offered--he was going to write a story and 
had offered to buy three of my letters. I told him he could have his choice. And 
so he looked through the letters, and I looked through them with him, and 
I missed these three letters. These three letters would have been of importance 
to the Secret Service and to our government. 

Rut you must remember, I have offered over and river to give any information 
I have. 

One letter stated that Marina’s uncle was a c+olonel in the Russian Army-I 
may produce this now. Is that what we 1mx1 to do next-the letters? 

Representative BOGGS. Was a colonel in what? 
Jlrs. OSWALD. Pardon? 
Representative fbG~s. One letter said he was a colonel in what? 
Mrs. OSWALD. That Jlarina’s uncle was a colonel in the Russian i\rmy. 
\Vould you like to look at these letters while I continue, Jlr. Doyle? 
3lr. DUUES. Are these the lost letters? 
Mrs. OS~AI.D. So, sir, these are letters from Lee to me from Russia. 
Mr. Dnr.t.ns. I thought you *said three were lost. 
Jlrs. Os~arn. Yes, three were lost. The one about the Russian colonel was 

lost-that the Secret Service men tmk-three letters-that would be of im- 
portance for them. Rut I offered to glre it to them. Rut they were taken from 
my home. 

Representative Bnccs. How did you get them back? 
JIrs. OS\VALD. I am going to tell the story, and I have witnesses. 
So when I missed them, Mr. Jack I,angueth, who we can call as a witness, 

who is a reporter for the Sew York Times, wanted to pay me for letters-he 
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printed the story in the paper with the three letters that he bought from me, three 
different letters I am talking ahout now, and printed how many letters I had, 
including the three letters that the FBI man that Marina’s uncle was a colonel. 
He printed the things in the paper. 

So alq~rosimately 6 or 6 days later the Secret Service man-and I can find 
his picture probably--came to my home and returned the three letters and got 
a receipt from me for the three letters. 

Mr. I<as~r~. How much did this reporter offer to pay you for the letters and 
other things? 

JIrs. OSWALIJ. I got s.50 for each letter. And I have the receipt. 
JIr. Rask~s. I don’t understand yet. You offered to sell the letters to him, 

or let him have use of them for $.50 apiece? 
Jlrs. 0swar.n. Yes, sir. 
3Ir. RANKIN. $150. 
Mrs. OswALn. Yes, sir. 
Jlr. RASKIS. ilnd then he published them? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. Yes-he published the letters. It was published in the 

Sew York Times, the three letters. 
Mr. RASKIN. Then they were returned to you. 
Mrs. OSWALD. So, he never did take the letters. ;\Ir. Langueth never did 

take the letters he bought from me out of my hand. As I told you gentlemen, 
we went to a photostatic place and the letters were copied, and I kept the 
originals. He paid me $:sO. That was printed in the story. But the three 
letters that the Secret Service men had, he printed in the story about Marina’s 
uncle being a colonel in the Russian Army. And that is the letter that the 
Secret Service man had. 

Mr. RAXKIN. And you did not get paid for those at all? 
Mrs. OSWALD. So-these are different letters. So they returned those letters 

to me, the Secret Service, and I gave them a receipt for them. Rut they did 
not ask my permission to take them, or let me have a receipt, when they took 
them. So I am trying to 1)oint out the fitct that I pot the three letters back, 
I would think, because the story in the paper said that the Secret Service had 
these three letters rind parts of what they contained. So the three letters 
were returned to me, and I had to sign a receipt for those three !etters. 

Am I making that clear now? 
May I have snme water, l)leasev 
Representative Fnan. Are \ve going to get these letters in the record? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, sir. Let me get the letters in the record, then. I 
Mr. r)OYLE. I,et me go off the record a minute. 
(Discussion off the record. ) 
Mrs. OSWALI~. I am not al)le to go into the defection now, because I am not 

through with this ljart. The defection starts an entirely diffcbrent story, if 
you want to know the true facts. and it will take quite a while. 

What sticks in my mind is this one 1)articular letter about JInrinx’s uncle. 
The other two I am not quite sure. 

Representative Ik~ccs. What does it say about her unrle? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Well, I have to find the letter, sir. 
I want to say this, gentleman. And maybe you are not in agreement with 

me. But ail my life I have known and I liar-e thought that a title does not 
make a man. It may be prrsuml)tuous of me that I am accusing the Serret 
Xerricr-because they are the Secret Service. But there are men in our 
Government, and the Secret Ser\-ic,e, who are undesirable, just like in any 
other organization-let’s face it. We have such men as Bobby Baker, who 
was a citizen well thought of. Charles Van Doren who was well thought of. 
Mr. Fred Korth who was under investigation, he was a wnnderfnl citizen. 
I can go on and on. Yet these 111~11 turned out not to be the right type. 

I say this hecause my son was a self-styled Jlarsist, and a known defector, 
and that is why his guilt was 1)roren by the Dallas I’nlice. ,\nd my son-had 
he been a Senator or someone in the higher field, maybe they would not have 
l)icked him up so fast. Now, that is a fart of our way of life, of human nalure. 
Having a title doesn’t mean that you are the man back of the title. 

178 



Mr. RAKKIN. Could we take those letters now and have the reporter identify 
them? Here is the one about the uncale in the Army? 

Mrs. Oswa~a. That is one I am sure of. 
Sow, I did not finish the story of thp wo1ua11 offering Marina a home. I 

hare not finished that story. really. This affidavit that I showed you about 
the woman offering Marina the homr the morning of the 2&h--I picked up the 
newspaper and I read in the newspaper-1 will be through with this story in 
1 minute. I picked up the newspal)er on th6 1 28th of Sorember and I read in thtl 
newspaper where this WOI~~:~I~ had offered Narina a home. So I said to the agent 
that was sitting uve\-erybotly was sleeping. and as I told you I sat up all 
night--- 

Mr. RAXKIX. This was IN%. after the assassination? 
Mrs. OSWALD. 1963. Sorrmbrr 2% It was on the 27th that I knew my 

daughter was offered a home. riothing was said where. In fact, at the time 
I thoupht she was going to live in Mr. Gregory’s home. I just thought that. 
I did not ask. I was so hurt, I did not ask. 

But on the morning of the 28th I pirked up the leaper arid read this story 
about the woman going to the Dallas Police offering JIarina a home. so I 
said to this agent, “Eyidently that is who Jlarina is going to live with.” But 
I did not know. But on the 2Sth is when I saw the story of the woman offering 
Marina the home. 

Mr. RANKIN. Sow-, you hare produced a number of letters that you described 
as being letters received from your son, Lee Oswald, while he was in the 
Soviet Union. 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. RASKIN. And we have asked you if you could identify the three letters 

that the Secret Serrice brought back to you and asked you to give a receipt 
for. You said it is very dificuli, if not impossible, for you to do that. Is 
that right? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Xo, sir, I did not say that. I said that one letter I was sure 
of, because it stated that her uncle was an officer in the Soviet [Inion. That 
letter I am sure of. The other two letters-l would have to go through the let- 
ters. I think I could spot them, because it would be of importance to our country 
and the Secret Service to know-in other words, it was important for them to 
know she had an uncle in the Snoiet Vnion. And the other two letters would be 
on that order. And I believe maybe I could-I would not want to state a 
fact that these two letters-I think I would be pretty close to choosing the 
other two letters as the proper letters. 

Mr. RANKIX. Mrs. Oswald, I xonder if it would be agreeable to you if we 
would identify all of those letters that you received from your son while he was 
in the Soviet Union, and then possibly when we recess you could look them 
over and sew 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, sir, that’s perfectly all right. 

Mr. RANKIN. See if you can pick nut the ones you gave a receipt for. 
Mrs. OSWALD. That is perfectly all right. Any way you want to do it is all 

right with me. 
Mr. RANKIN. Xr. Reporter, I will ask you to mark them, and Mr. Liebeler, 

will you help in the marking, because the letters are covered with glassine, and 
it may be hard to mark them Rith ink. I think by putting those stickers on we 
can help you. 

Mrs. OSWALD. Sot all of the letters have dates. I think by taking the date 
on the back of the envelope it would be all right. And we had them in order. 
I don’t know if they are still in order. But we had them by the dates. 

Mr. RAXKIS. Mr. Reporter, I offer in evidence Exhibits 170 to 179, both 
inclusive, being pictures of the funeral and the casket that Mrs. Oswald has 
produced here for the Commission, and ask leave to substitute copies. 

The CHAIR~~AN. They may be so introduced. 
(The photngral)hs referred to were marked Commission Exhibits I$os. 170 to 

179 inclusive for identification, and receired in evidence.) 
Mr. RANICIS. I then offer the various letters that Mrs. Oswald produced, that 

she said were sent to her by her son, Lee Harvey Oswald, from the Soviet Union. 
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And I think it would be better for our record if I briefly state the date that the 
envelopes bear in each case, so it can be compared with the number. 

The CHAIRMAN. Very well. 
Mr. RANKIN. Exhibit 180 bears the date of July 18, 1961, on the envelope. 
Mr. DULLES. Mr. Rankin-is that the American or the Russian postmark? 
Mr. RANKIN. That is the American postmark. 
Mr. DULLES. Time of receipt in this country? 
Mr. RANKIN. That’s right. 
Sow, Mrs. Oswald, I understand from you there was one letter before the 

letter bearing the date July 18, 1961, on the American postmark on the envelope, 
and you do not have that here? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I may have it. I have many more papers and documents. I 
have a suitcase almost full that I have not yet opened. The suitcase was lost. 
We did not receive it until about 9 o’clock last night. 

Mr. RANKIN. You hare not produced it today, though. 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. But there is one more letter. It is the very first letter I 

received from Lee. 
Mr. RANKIN. I call the attention of the Commission to the statement in Ex- 

hibit 180, “She was living at her aunt’s place when I met her. They are real 
nice people. Her uncle is a major in the Soviet Army.” 

Exhibit 181, dated August 3, 1961, was the envelope postmarked United States, 
August 10, 1961. I also offer that. 

Exhibit 182, dated October 2, 1961, with the American postmark October 10, 
1961. I also offer that. 

In each case, Mr. Chairman, I ask leave to substitute copies in accordance 
with our understanding. 

The CHAIRXIAS. Yes. We will make a blanket ruling on all of them when 
you finish. 

Mr. RANKIN. Yes, sir. 
Exhibit l&3, dated October 22, 1959, with the American postmark on the en- 

velope October 30,1961. I offer it. 
Mr. DULLES. Did you say 1959 and then 1961? 

bZr. RANKIN. ‘61- 
Mr. DULLES. It is all ‘61? 
Mr. RANKIN. You are correct-October 22, 1959, is the date on the letter. 

Mrs. OSWALD. That is incorrect. 
Mr. RANKIN. And on the envelope it is October 30, 1961, Vernon, Tex. Mrs. 

Oswald, can you explain that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. Evidently Lee put the date incorrect-because I had no 

contact with Lee from the time-1 had one contact with Lee from the time that 
he defected to Russia. And the only contact was when he was at the Metropole 
Hotel in Moscow. Then the next contact was when the State Department wrote 
me his address, which was July, or June 1961. So where Lee put the 1959, I 
would say it was just an error, because the postmark proves the date. 

& I have been saying FBI instead of Secret Service-I mean it is just- 
hlr. RANKIN. A slip of some kind? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. DULLES. Is the 1959 letter available, the hletropole Hotel letter? 
Mrs. OSWALD. When we go into the defection, I have letters from 1959 that I 

myself have sent to Lee and have been returned, and, gentlemen, they are un- 
opened, and I will give you the privilege of opening my thoughts to my son. 
They were returned unopened, because he was not located. 

hlr. RANKIN. I might answer your question, hlr. Dulles. We have a copy of 
the Metropole letter of 1959. 

Mr. DOYLE. Mr. Rankin, could I check-your Exhibit 182, the one you called 
just before this-1 gathered that you gave a date of the letter and also a date 
of the postmark. Am I correct-October 2, 1961, is the date of the letter, and 
October 10, 1961, is the postmark. 

hlr. RANKIN. That’s correct. 
Mr. DOYLE. Thank you, sir. 
Mr. RANKIS. Now, with regard to Exhibit 183, which bears the date October 22, 
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1959, in error, with October 30, 1961, as the postmark on the envelope, I wish to 
call the Commission’s attention to this reference. 

“Marina’s maiden name was I’rusakova. Her aunt and uncle’s address in 
Minsk is”-and then the address is set out in Russian. And then continuing 
the same sentence-“they don’t speak any English. IIowerer, her uncle is an 
Army colonel soon to retire.” 

Mrs. 0sw~r.n. And that I would think would be the letter that the Secret 
Service-was one of the letters that the Secret Service, as I previously stated, 
had. 

Now, may I say something here? 
Marina uses two nallles-I’rnsakova and Sikolaevnn. Whether she was mar- 

ried before, or whether she uses two maiden names, I do not know. But I have 
a record of both names. 

Mr. RAXKIS. I offer in evidence Exhibit 183. 
Representative FORD. Mr. Rankin, don’t we have a record of those two names? 

Isn’t one her maiden name and the other by her mother-and the other by her 
stepfather? 

Mr. ~<AR.KIx. That is the record we have. That is what Mrs. Marina Oswald 
testified to. She testified in regard to Nikolaevna. And the other name ap 
pears on her palwrs as the father. 

Mrs. Oswa~o. But now Lee has said in one of those letters that her name is 
Nikolaerna. But then when he asked me iii one of the letters to get an affidavit 
of support that Marina could come to the l*nited States, that name appeared- 
Nikolaerna. Yet there are a couple of letters where he refers to her name as 
Prusakora. And I have it in his hantl~vritiiig-whrn he gave me the slip of 
paper for the baptism he used I’rusakol-:I-Jlarina Prusakora Oswald. IIe did 
not use the name in the letters. That is what I tind peculiar. 

Mr. RAKKIX. The explanation was that the I’rusakora was the identification 
of the father, which is often done. And she explained that with regard to the 
child they did not want to name June Lee Oswald with your son’s name, if you 
recall-that is your son did not want that. l%ut the Russian Government in- 
sisted that the father’s name had to be shown. 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, I am familiar with that. I have done research on that. 
In Russia the fathf>r’s nanle is used even if it is a girl. Sow, Mr. Peter Gregory- 
his name is Peter Gregory. and his father’s name is Peter, so his name is Peter 
Peter Gregory. They always use the father’s name as a second name, regardless 
of sex. So .June is named June Lee Oswald, which is Lee’s name. And if there 
were two Lees it would be Lee Lee Oswald. That I know of. 

hlr. RAXKIS. Exhibit 184 is dated Sorember 8, 1961, and bears a postmark on 
the enrelole November IX, 1961. I offer it in evidence. 

Exhibit l&S is dated Sovrmber 23d, without any year on thr letter itself, with 
the postmark December -1, lQ61, as the American postmark on the envelope. I 
offer Exhibit 18.5. 

Exhibit 186 is Christmas greetings and bears the date Dec*ember 12, 1961, 
stamped on the envelope. I offer Exhibit 186. 

Exhibit 185 bears the date December 13. l!Mil, on the letter, and bears the 
postmark date llecember 26. 1X1, on the envelope. I offer Exhibit 187. 

Exhibit 188 bears the date December YQth, without any year on the letter, and 
the date January 2, lQ62, stamped on the envelope. I offer Exhibit 188. 

Exhibit 189 bears the date January Zd, and the stamped postmark on the 
envelope .January 11, lQ62 I offer Exhibit 180. 

Exhibit 1QQ bears the date January 23d, on the envelope, .January 22, 1961, 
written on the back of the envelope. I offer in evidence Exhibit 1QO. 

Exhibit 191 bears the date January 20th, and stamped on the envelope is 
January 2Q, IQ62 I offer Exhibit 191. 

hlr. DULLES. These are all airmail letters? 
Mrs. OSWALD. They are all registered return receiljt mailed. Everything I 

had to sign for. 
Mr. DUI.LF,S. Nine or 10 days apparently, it took. 
Representative Boccs. That is right-about 10 days, each one of them. 
Mr. RANKIK. Apparently-it states “Par Avion”. But this one bears a mark 
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February 1, 1962. on Exhibit 10’1. and the letter itself is February 1, 1962. That 
is pretty fast. 

~lr. DI-LLES. It must be 11. Isn’t there a 1 left out on the other side? 
Mr. RANKIN. Well, it is in handwriting. So that would be pretty fast mail. 
I offer Exhibit 392. 
Exhibit 193, dated February 9, 1962, on the letter, and it is stamped on the 

envelope as February 23, 1962. I offer Exhibit 193. 
Exhibit 194 is dated February 15, 1962, on the letter, and stamped on the en- 

velope March 1, 1962. I offer Exhibit 194. 
Exhibit 195 is dated February 24th, without a year date, and the envelope is 

stamped March 7, 1962. I offer Exhibit 195. 
Exhibit 196 is dated March 28th, stamped on the envelope is April 9, 1962. I 

offer Exhibit 196. 
Exhibit 19i is dated April 22d, without a year date on the letter, and stamped 

on the envelope is April 28, 1962 I offer Exhibit 197. 
Exhibit 198 is dated May 30, 1962, on the letter, and is stamped on the enve- 

lope *June 6, l%it doesn’t show clearly what the year is, but there is a 196, 
and I take it is 1962. I offer Exhibit 198. 

The CIIAIRJIAN. All of the documents that have just been offered in evidence 
may be admitted and take the numbers assigned to them. 

(The documents heretofore marked Commission Exhibits NOS. 180 through 
198 for identification, were received in evidence.) 

Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t believe this letter belongs with the letters. May I see 
it, please? Is that a letter from Russia. 7 I don’t think so, from what I can see 
from here. 

Mr. RAXKIN. It purports to be, Mrs. Oswald. I hand it to you. It is Exhibit 
198 you are speaking of? 

Mis. OSWALD. Yes. I’m sorry. There was another very important letter of 
this size that I thought maybe became confused with the Russian letters. You 
will have to forgive me, Chief Justice Warren, but this is quite a big undertaking. 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. I just wanted to keep the record straight. It is all 
right. 

Mr. RAXKIN. I ask leave, Mr. Chairman, to substitute copies in each instance. 

The CHAIRMAN. That may be done. 
Mr. RANKIN. Now, Mrs. Oswald, will you proceed with telling us how you 

determined or concluded that there was a conspiracy between the Secret Service 
people that you described and Marina Oswald? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Well, when I stopped-I have to remember where I stopped. 
Now, am I still at the Six Flags? 

Mr. RANKIN. The last I recall you were still there. You had also described, 
if you remember, the offer of Mrs. Pultz to take your daughter-in-law and pro- 
vide her a home. You have said that you had not seen your daughter for quite 
some time, and you tried to communicate with her. 

Mrs. OSWALD. Oh, yes-1 was trying to communicate with her. 
Mr. RANKIN. And you talked to Mr. Thorne? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes-that was where my mail had been opened. And Mr. 

Mark Lane has my mail and the photostatic copies of the mail. 
Mr. RANKIN. I think the Commission would be very much interested in how 

J'OU conclude that there was a conspiracy-if you can help on that. 
Mrs. OsWaLD. Yes, I can help you. But I have many, many stories. I hare 

to start from the defection. I have a story of Lee’s life at age 16 that maybe 

you know about, maybe YOU don’t. And I have many stories, gentlemen. I can- 
not do all these stories in these 6 hours I have been here today. I have covered 
quite a bit. I have many stories. 

Representative Boots. Why did your son defect to Russia? 
Mrs. OEWALD. I cannot answer that yes or no, sir. I am going to go through 

the whole Story, or it is no good. And that is what I have been doing for this 
Commission all day long-giving a story. 

Representative BONGS. Suppose you just make it very brief. 
Mrs. OGWALD. I cannot make it brief. I will say 1 am unable to make it 

brief. This is my life and my son’s life going down in history. And I want 
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the opportunity to tell the story with documents, as I have been doing. I am 
not going to answer yes or no, because it is no good. 

Renresentatire Boots. Well, you use the expression “defector.” I did not 
use that expression. 

Mrs. OSWALD. I said “socalled defector.” The papers have “defector” and 
blown it up. 

The CHAIRJI.lY. Well, Mrs. Oswald, you hare told us, though, that you beliered 
that Mrs. Jlarina Oswald and Mrs. Paine and two Secret Service agents lrere 
in a conspiracy that resulted in the assassination of the President. 

hIrS. OSWALD. Yes. Sir. kxl 1 aIs0 sag- 

The CIIAIKM~~. What Mr. Rankin has asketl you is what led you to the belief 
that there was such a conspiracy? 

hlrs. OSWALD. I can answer that, sir. But just to answer in one sentence-- 
The CIIAIRUAS. So, roll don’t hare to do it in one sentence. Take ;rour own 

time, but stick to that one subject, please, until we get rid of that, and then we 
will go to the other things. 

Mrs. OSWAI,D. Well, it is now quarter to four. And this is a rerp long story. 

The CHAIRMAN. Don’t worry, we will gire you the time. 
hlrs. 0s1v.4I.D. Would you please consider I ani very emotionally Upset and 

tired, sir. I was up until 1 o’clock this morning rising these papers for the 
Commission. When Mr. Rankin asked me to come on Thursday, they were not 
in the order they are now. 

The CHAIRMAS. You mean you cannot go on this afternoon? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Not the whole story. 
The CHAIRX~N. l%'ell. give us as much as gou call of it, and we will Stop 

whenever- 
Mrs. OSWALD. Well, I hare so far given you enough story to state this as a 

fact-that I heliere-I am saying as I believe. sir, because if I knew who shot 
Rresident Kennedy, I would he more than happy to tell you, and we would end 
it right then and there. But there is speculation among everyone. So naturally 
there is speculation by myself. and these stories I hare told you are fact. 

Marina became very unhappy wit11 America. This I know for a fact. And 
then I will say this is part of another story. 

Marina told me at Mrs. Paine’s home that she wrote to the Russian counsel 
to gn back to Russia because, “Lee not get work.” Sow, that is why Lee tried 
to get a visa in Nexico. But you see, sir, I was going to tell that whole story 
of that. But I will answer this-and that is what I hased that on, too. 

It was JIarina who wrote to the Russian counsel for exit visas, and Lee 
followed it up. That is Marina haring Lee do this. And she told me herself. 
Yet she states that Lee wanted to lire in Russia and Cuba. But Marina wrote 
to the Russian counsel, “Mama, Lee not get work.” So she wanted to go bark 
to Russia. She liked America. She wanted to stay here. 

Mr. RASKIS. About what date was this? 
Mrs. Osn-am. This was the night in Mrs. Paine’s home. I didn’t tell you 

that, because these other stories are iml)nrtant, and I was going to bring it in 
for the Mexican trip. That is why I think you are confusing me. I’m sorry. 
Rut these stories---the way I want to say it, I would not forget anything. by 
going in sequence. This nay, when you are bringing me questions from the 
Mexican story and from the defection, you are throwing my mind off. 

The CIIAIR~IAK. What story do you want to get to now? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I hare so many stories. And I have gone through about three 

or four today. complete stories. 
The CHAIRMAN. Well, select one of them, please, and let’s don’t argue about 

the order. I want you to tell your storg- 
Jim. OSWALD. My energy is exhausted, sir. 
The CHAIKJIAS. I want you to tell your story in your own way. And if this 

011e exhausts you, select another story, and tell that. 
Jlrs. Oswvar.~. Well, can you tell me what shnrt story I can tell, Mr. Doyle? 
JIr. I)OYI.E. Why don’t you start with-start and tell the members of the 

C’ouunission about your accident and Lee’s going to Russia. 
Mrs. OSWALL That is a very long story. 
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Mr. DOYLE. I know. But start it, and if you get tired at all, you advise the 
Commission, and I am certain that- 

&s. &WALD. I will have something very important to this Commission that 
I would like to say, that would take up some time. 

Mr. Rankin, I spoke with you, I think it was Thursday, December 6th, and I 
told YOU that since it was publicly known I was going to appear before the 
Warren Commission, that I would like to hare protection, as you recall. I did 
not get protection, sir. And so the next morning I called you, approximately 
0 o’clock, in the morning and told you that I didn’t have protection, and I was 
very concerned. And this would have been Friday, the second call, and that 
I was going to the bank, to my safety deposit vault, and get the riecessarg 
payers. And I definitely wanted complete surveillance, because the papers were 
going to be with me in my home, and the public knew I was going to testify, 
and I wanted that protection. 

Sow, you said you would get in touch with Mr. Sorrels, sir, and have Mr. 
Sorrel’s cnll me, which he did approximately an hour after my request to you 
that I clid not have protection. Mr. Sorrels called me and said “Mrs. Oswald, 
I understand that gon want to go to the bank and get your important papers 
out of the bank, and you have requested protection.” 

I said, “Yes. I thought I had protection last night. I woke up 4 o’clock in 
the morning with all the lights lit, getting papers together and cleaning the 
house.” Because the telephone started to ring consistently. 

I would have never done that if I would have known I didn’t have protection. 
I was leaving myself wide open. 

So he said, “Well, is your attorney in town?” 
I said “No he is not.” 1 9 
He said, “May I suggest this, Mrs. Oswald”-first, he said, “What do you 

intend to do with the papers?” 
I said, “The papers will stay with me.” 
He said, “Is your attorney in there?” 
I said, “So, sir, he is an out of town attorney.” 
He said, “May I suggest this. May we get a large brown envelope and put 

sealing wax on it, and you put the papers in our safety deposit vault.” 
I said, “So, sir, those papers do not leave my hands. I have had an under- 

standing with Mr. J. Lee Rankin that the papers were going to stay with me, 
and that I would have complete surveillance while the papers were in my home. 
Sow, Mr. Sorrels, I want that surveillance. I am very uneasy.” 

He said, “Mrs. Oswald“-this was approximately 10 o’clock in the morning- 
“Mrs. Oswald, I will not be able to have anyone there before 1 o’clock.” 

I said, “That is just fine.” 
Mr. Mike Howard came out at 1 o’clock. We did some errands. I had to buy 

some luggage, and a few little things for the trip. Then we had supper. And 
at *5:30 we picked up the papers, because on Friday in Fort Worth, Tex., the 
bank opens from 4 to G-on Friday evening. So we picked up the papers before 
6 o’clock. 

Kow, I thought I had protection that night. I had protection that night until 
12 o’clock. And then I understand that the Fort Worth police were circling 
the neighborhood. 

Xow, that is not complete protection. 
I am a government witness, with important papers. And Mr. Rankin had-1 

requested protection-suppose someone had come to the door, or just shot through 
my home? The police circling three or four blocks away is not complete 
protection. 

So Saturday morning I wanted to go out to breakfast. I kept opening the 
door and looking through the windows. And I never did see any men circling 
the neighborhood. There was nobody around. At lo:30 this morning I was 
still doing that. And by the way, a police car passed by and I hailed him and 
asked him if he could check in the neighborhood for the Secret Service, if they 
were circling the neighborhooc-because I want to put my garbage out, and I 
needed to go out. didn’t have breakfast. He said he didn’t know what the Swret 
Service looked like, and he offered to come to the back and put the garbage out 
for me, which this Fort Worth policeman did. 
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Sn at 11 o’clnck I called Mr. Mike Howard’s home. His wife answered the 
~,llrm. 

I said. “I am very uneasy. I don’t have protection. I have been looking for 
Secret Service meu all morning.” 

I was going nut nu the pnrc~li-I was openin g the screen door aud going nut 
nu the 1)nrrh. There is a srhonl ground nlmnsite my house. And nohndv ever 
enme. I was not uuder protection. 

So she said. “JIrs. Oswald. they have their orders.” 
I said. “Well, where is Mr. Howard?” 
She said. “He is nu his way to vnur home.” 
This was Saturday. at al~1unsimatel~ 11 :4.5. Well. I have it written down. 

11 :45. 
So Jlr. JIike IToward wheu I told him that I was stranded. and could not go 

nut to breakfast. and there n-a:: things I needed to do, he realized I was rery 
upset. and I had a legitimate complaint. and he realized I was nu my way to 
Washington. 

So in my home he called Jlr. Sorrels, who is a special agent in rharge of the 
Secret Serricve and Mr. Sorrels was not at home. He talked. to his daughter. 
And he said, “It is most important. Would gnu have him call me?” 

So he sat iu my home and waited for the call. About half an hour later Mr. 
Sorrels called. 

He said, “Jlr. Sorrels. I want to know what to do on this particular case?” 
And there was smile conversation back and forth. And it went on back and 

forth conversation. 
So I said, “I am getting very upset about not knowing the entire conversation. 

I want to tell Mr. Sorrels that if he doesn’t have the authority, to give me 
complete protection, I want to know the man over him, so I Can get complete 
protection.” 

Mr. Mike Howard said, “ He heard gnu. Mrs. Oswald.” 
So I don’t know what went on on the other end of the line. 
Rut Mr. Mike Howard was on the spot. 
He said, “Well, Mr. S’nrrels. it is this way. She is going to Washington, and 

3Irs. Oswald wants to go here and wants to go there. And if we are not around 
to take her. she will certainly complain when she gets to Washington.” 

So I am assuming now-1 am speculating. like everybody elsethat Mr. Sor- 
rels probably could have said, “Well, let her think she has protection,” because 
Mr. JIike Howard had to come hack in front of me. to his superior. and say. 
“That is no good. She might want to go snme place. so we have to be here. I 
want to know what to do.” 

And then I got protection. 
Now, isn’t that peculiar-that I am a witness, with important papers, and 

supposed to be under surveillance, and I am not getting protection? 
I would like to know t.he answer to these things. And Mr. Rankin himself 

called Mr. Sorrels. 
Mr. RANXIN. I talked to Mr. Kelley. 
Mrs. OSWALD. I am sorry-hut I knew you had placed a call, because Mr. 

Sorrels called me and said you had placed a call. 
An wh.v didn’t I have complete protection? 
There is a lot of “why’s,” There are a lot of “why’s” that have to be answered. 
Now, the man last night that met me at the airport-there were two Secret 

Service men. One of the NBC men, I think it is-1 am not quite sure-was at 
the station. He asked me questions, and he knows about all of this, because 
he was in Fort Worth, Tex. 

I wnuld know his name if you would say it. Dave Bennski, I believe it is. 
But he asked me a question. He said, “Mrs. Oswald, have you seen your 

daughter-in-law?” 
I said, “No, I have not seen my daughter-in-law since Thanksgiving Day.” 
“Well, is it the Secret Service who have kept you from seeing your daughter- 

in-law?” 
And I said, “Yes, it is the Secret Service who has kept me from seeing my 

daughter-in-law.” 
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Which, to me, is a fact. 
So in the car, with your two Secret Service agents, one was Mr. Brown and 

one was-1 am very bad ahout names-he said, “Mrs. Oswald, what makes you 
want to blame the Secret Service? The time to hare blamed the Secret Service 
was when it happened.” 

And I said, “I did blame the Secret Service when it happened. I made a 
report in Fort Worth. Tex., about that.” 

And I said, “The question was asked me.” I answered him truthfully, “Yes, 
that the Secret Service have kept me from my ‘aughter-in-law.” 

So he said, “Well, has it occurred to you that your daughter-in-law doesn’t 
want to see you?” 

And I said, “She made the statement in Washington, the first time I have 
known of that, from my daughter-in-law’s lips, that she did not want to see me.” 

And Mr. Sorrels never told me. 
Sow, again, I don’t believe this Secret Service man had the right to quiz me 

like he did. I was very upset. Mr. Doyle can verify the fact. When he came 
to the hotel I was on the verge of tears, because of this quizzing. 

The point I want to make-he said, “Isn’t it. true that sou have had complete 
protection by the Secret Service for the last 2 weeks, ever since the testifying 
began?” 

I said, “No. sir: it is not true.” 
Now, where does he get the idea I have been under surveillance for 2 weeks? 

I don’t understand these things. 
Mr. DOYLE. Tell them about the defection. 
Mrs. OSWALD. Would you please consider that I can’t go any more today? 

It is 4 o’clock. The defection is a very long and important story that leads into 
a story where a recruiting officer at age 16 tried to get Lee to enlist into the 
Marines. And it is a very important story, gentlemen. And I think you would 
be quite intel-sted in it for the record. 

The CHAIRMAN. We will recess now until tomorrow. Mr. Doyle, I understand 
in the morning you have a court appearance that you must make. But you will 
be available at 2 o’clock. 

Mr. DOYLE. Two o’clock, Tour Honor. 

The CHAIRMAN. Very well, we will recess now until 2 o’clock tomorrow 
afternoon. 

Mrs. OSWALD. I appreciate it, because I was up until late last night trying 
to get the papers for you. It wouldn’t do you any good if I break down. 

The CHAIRMAN. Well, we don’t want to overdo the situation in any way. So 
we will adjourn until 2 o’lock tomorrow. 

(Whereupon, at 4 p.m., the President’s Commission recessed.) 

Tuesday, February II, 1964 

TESTIMONY OF MRS. MARGUERITE OSWALD RESUMED 

The President’s Commission met at 2 p.m. on February 11, 1964, at 200 Mary- 
land Avenue NE., Washington, D.C. 

Present were Chief .Justice Earl Warren, Chairman; Representative Hale 
Boggs, Representative Gerald R. Ford, and Allen W. Dulles, members. 

Also present were J. Lee Rankin, general counsel; Wesley J. Liebeler, assist- 
ant counsel; John Doyle, attorney for Mrs. Jlarguerite Oswald; and Leon 
Jaworski, special counsel to the attorney general of Texas. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Commission will come to order. Are we ready to proceed? 
Mr. DOYLE. If it please Tour Honor--- 
The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Doyle. 
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was when it happened.” 

And I said, “I did blame the Secret Service when it happened. I made a 
report in Fort Worth. Tex., about that.” 

And I said, “The question was asked me.” I answered him truthfully, “Yes, 
that the Secret Service have kept me from my ‘aughter-in-law.” 

So he said, “Well, has it occurred to you that your daughter-in-law doesn’t 
want to see you?” 

And I said, “She made the statement in Washington, the first time I have 
known of that, from my daughter-in-law’s lips, that she did not want to see me.” 

And Mr. Sorrels never told me. 
Sow, again, I don’t believe this Secret Service man had the right to quiz me 

like he did. I was very upset. Mr. Doyle can verify the fact. When he came 
to the hotel I was on the verge of tears, because of this quizzing. 

The point I want to make-he said, “Isn’t it. true that sou have had complete 
protection by the Secret Service for the last 2 weeks, ever since the testifying 
began?” 

I said, “No. sir: it is not true.” 
Now, where does he get the idea I have been under surveillance for 2 weeks? 

I don’t understand these things. 
Mr. DOYLE. Tell them about the defection. 
Mrs. OSWALD. Would you please consider that I can’t go any more today? 

It is 4 o’clock. The defection is a very long and important story that leads into 
a story where a recruiting officer at age 16 tried to get Lee to enlist into the 
Marines. And it is a very important story, gentlemen. And I think you would 
be quite intel-sted in it for the record. 

The CHAIRMAN. We will recess now until tomorrow. Mr. Doyle, I understand 
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afternoon. 

Mrs. OSWALD. I appreciate it, because I was up until late last night trying 
to get the papers for you. It wouldn’t do you any good if I break down. 
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Mr. DOYLE. Mr. Mark Lane is present as counsel, as I understand, for Mrs. 
Oswald. Although I have not talked to Mrs. Oswald about the matter, as I 
understand it Mr. Lane represented her from time to time, in one capacity or 
another in the past. 

I do not know the particulars. Mrs. Oswald or Mr. Lane could better advise 
the Commission about the point. 

Of course my designation was at the request of Mrs. Oswald to act in her 
behalf, since there was no counsel of her choice present at the time. 

The CHAIRMAN. True. 
Mr. DOYLE. In view of the appearance-1 wonder if it might be straightened 

out-if Mr. Lane wishes to enter his appearance in the matter. 
Of course I would immediately respectfully move for leave to withdraw. 
The CHAIRJIAN. Mrs. Oswald, what is your wish? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Well, Mr. Lane is just here for a few hours, Chief Justice 

Warren. He flew in just for a few hours. He is catching a 4 o’clock plane out. 
And I thought-he had asked permission just to sit in for these few hours. 

The CHAIRMAN. Either he represents you or he does not. 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, sir, he does not represent me. 
The CHAIR~IAN. Then we will excuse Mr. Lane. 
Mr. LANE. Mr. Chief Justice-- 
The CHAIRJIAN. Mr. Lane, now really-either you are here as the attorney 

for Mrs. Oswald or you are not entitled to be in this room-one of the two. 
Mr. LANE. May I ask, Mr. Chief Justice, if it is permissible for me to function 

at Mrs. Oswald’s request as her counsel together with Mr. Doyle, just for an 
hour or two, and then be excused. 

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Doyle has said that if you are her attorney he is not. 
And Mr. Doyle is doing this as a lmblic service. T\‘e must respect. his views in 
the matter. 

Mr. LANE. I see. I did explain to Mr. Doyle before I came into the room 
exactly what the situation was. It was not until now that I understood his 
response. 

Under those circumstances, I wonder if I might confer with Mrs. Oswald for 
just a minute or two. 

The CHAIRMAN. If Mrs. Oswald wants to, she may. 
Mrs. OSWAI.D. Yes, thank you. 
The CHAIRMAN. All right. 
You may take another room, if you wish. 
(Brief recess.) 
The CHAIRMAN. All right. 
Mr. LANE. Under the circumstances, since I do have to leave and I will not 

be able to be here for the rest of the afternoon’s session and for subsequent 
sessions-under those circumstances, since Mr. Doyle will not remain on 
jointly with me, I will at this time withdraw. 

The CIIAIRMAN. Very well. Now, we will continue. Mr. Rankin, you may 
continue with the hearing. 

Mr. RANICIN. Mrs. Oswald, could you tell us first now, while you are fresh, 
about this conspiracy that you said that you knew about? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes-If you would like me to do it now. I was going to lead 
up to all the fundamentals, to my way of thinking. I have no proof, because 
naturally if I did I don’t think we would be here. 

But I feel like there is a lot of speculation about everything. 
My way of thinking is because the involvement of myself at Six Flags and 

the way I was treated, as I have already put into the testimony, and as I stated 
yesterday, also, that I was sulmosed to be under protective custody, and I 
was not. 

I wonder why I didn’t have ltrotective custody, why I am not important 
enough, with papers out of the vault, and appearing before the hearing, that 
JIr. Sorrels, head of the Secret Service, didn’t give me protective custody, even 
though you, yourself, Mr. Rankin, required it. 

These are the things I have to face that to me are very unusual. 
Mr. RAKKIN. Well, it is such a serious charge to say that these two Secret 

Service men and your son and-1 didn’t understand for sure whether you in- 
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eluded anyone else in your charge-were involved in a conspiracy to assassinate 
the President. 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, nc+--- 
Mr. RANKIN. And your daughter-in-law. 
hlrs. OSWALD. That is not my staltement. I said I thought that we have a plot 

in our own government, and that there is a high official involved. And I am 
thinking that probably these Sewet Service men are part of it. 

Sow, I didn’t say in a conspiracy-make it as strong as you did. I have made 
it strong. But I am under the impression that possibly there is a leak in our 
own government. And when I come to these papeeand I specifically yester- 
day morning asked about Senator Tower. 

Sow, I am not throwing any reflection on Senator Tower. But he made the 
statement in the paper that he had a letter from the State Department saying 
that Lee had renounced his citizenship. 

Now, you see, I don’t have t.hat paper with me. I had it yesterday morning. 
Rut his whole quotes---the dates and everything of the letter that he was sup- 
posed to have had is not in correspondence with the dates that I have from the 
St,ate Department papers which you gentlemen know that I have all these papers 
from the State Department. Nothing corresponds with what I have. 

Su, I wanted to know and see this letter that Senat,or Tower claims he has. 
It could have been that it was an error in newspaper reporting, and I will say 
in slang he could have shot his mouth off, because he said he would not help the 
boy when the boy wrote him the letter. 

Representative FORD. Mr. Chairman, I saw the letter that Lee Harvey Oswald 
wrote to Senator Tower the day after the assassination. And I believe I also 
saw the response that he received from one of the agencies of the Federal 
Government. Senator Tower had the original of the letter. If it is not in our 
Commission files, I am sure it is available for the Commission files-along with, 
whatever exchange of correspondence he had with the Department of State 
concerning the matter. 

Mrs. OSWALD. Well, now, what is of utmost interest to me in this particular 
case is if there is such a letter, and it does not correspond with anything that 
I have, I would like to know who in the State Department wrote this particular 
letter. 

Represen’tatire FORD. I would not know who in the State Department wrote the 
letter. I would suspect it was the Assistant Secretary for Congressional Affairs, 
Fred Dutton, I believe. 

hlrs. OSWALD. I am not suspecting, because I have many, many letters from 
the State Department, and I also have something else that I will present that 
maybe would be another party involved. There is very conflicting testimony. 

You must realize that I went to Washington in 1961 and was in conference with 
three officials. And this was another Administration 

Sow, I don’t know much about politics, gentlemen. But I do know a little from 
the news. 

Lee’s defection was in one Administration-right? 
And now this is of another Administrat,fon, the Kennedy Administration. And 

there could be a leak in the State Department. That is not impossible. 
So I have two instances that I, myself, am not satisfied. 
Mr. RANKIA. A leak is so much different from a conspiracy to assassinate the 

President, though. 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, but this le:tk--this could be the party involved in the 

as.sassination of the President-the high officials I am speaking of. I cannot 
pin it down to one sentence, gentlemen. 

Mr. RAEKIN. Well, you named the Secret Service men, two of them. 
hlrs. OSWALD. That, is right. 
Mr. RANKIN. Now, do you have anything that shows you that either of those 

men were involved in the conspiracy to assassinate President Kennedy? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I will answer that emphatically no. What I have stated is the 

way they treated me, sir. I elaborated the way these two men treated mecor- 
rect,? I did that testimony yesterday. 

So I have to ronsider these two men. I will put it that way. 
Mr. RAXKIR-. Let’s consider Marina Oswald. Do you have anything that will 
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show that she was involved in any conspiracy to assassinate President Kennedy? 
Mrs. Oswva~n. I feel like Xarinn is involved and also Mrs. Paine, yes. 
Mr. RUKIN. Sow, what do you have in that regard? 
Mrs. OS~ALI). All right-because Marina-now this I have said to Mr. Jack 

Lengett, who is a Sew York Times newspaperman a long time ago. And I was 
ashamed to say it to anyone else. And I didn’t tell it to him for a long time. 

The story yesterday at the Sis Flags, when I said to you Marina shrugged 
me off, and the second time she shrugged me off. The second time she said- 
and I would not say it now unless I had told Mr. Jack Lengett-she said, “You no 
have job.” 

In other words, sincr Marina was being offered a home, then you go to- 
“You don’t have job.” 

Before she was satisfied to take $803 and live with me. I was giving her my 
money and giving her my lore. And then, “You no have job.” 

I am trying to show you the disposition of my daughter-in-law. I love her. 
But I am trying to show you that there is two sides. I told you how she hit 
the little girl with the comb. “Mama, I 110 need you, Mama. You don’t have 
job.” 

Mr. R.\KKIN. Why does that show she was involved in any conspiracy? 
Mrs. OS~ALI). Because I am going to try to show there is discrepancies all 

along. She was not supposed to speak English. 
I testified that I, myself, questioned her for an FBI agent. I acted as in- 

terpreter. So Marina did know English and understand English. So that is a 
question. 

Mr. R~NKIX. I thought you said she spoke broken English. 
Mrs. OSWALD. Broken English. But she is not supposed to speak English 

at all, until now that she has learned English. That has been publicized over 
and over. 

3Ir. RASKIS. And you think she clould understand English fluently? 
hire. OSWALD. Yes, sir. I also told you when she lived with me that month 

in my home, how \ve conversed and talked. And yet the impression is that 
Xarina (‘ame here and didn’t speak English at all. 

Mr. RANKIS. How does that show she conspired to assassinate the President? 
Xrs. OSWALI). Because Marina tlow is not happy. Marina was very happy, 

I esplnined to you, the month she was with me in the beginning that they had 
rented this house. And then Marina made friends, very, very many friends. 
And Marina became discontented with Lee. Lee could not give her the things 
she wanted, \vhat he told her about America. And lVarina now has hecomr 

discontented with me. I don’t mean now-1 mean at the Six Flags. 
Mama always had a big heart. I quit a job to help these children, and 

that is perfectly all right. That is my nature. 
But then, when she has somebody else, you are pushed aside. 
I am trying to show this. ,411d, as I go along-I cannot help but face this, 

gentlemen, it is a fact. I cannot help but face these things. 
So I am under the impression-and this is sl)ecnlation, like anything else-&- 

cumstantial evidence, let’s say. 
I am just a layman. That is what you have against my son. Nobody saw 

him with a rifle shoot the President. So you have mostly circumstantial 
evidence. 

I have to think of all these things, who might be involved in this. 
The Secret Service men, surely you will admit, did not guard our President 

properly. 
Now, that was also stated in the newspaper by, I think it is, Secret Service 

Judge Baughman-am I saying that right? He is the one that-how Lee got 
out of the building, and why the President-there are many, many people that 
wonder. So I, too, am wondering. 

So I say that President Kennedy was improperly guarded. And I am not 
the only one that says that, sir. So I have to consider that. I have to consider 
the way I, myself, was treated at Sis Flags for the three days. 

When I came here today-1 have these notes, something very important 
about that particular incident at Six Flags, to bac,k 111) my story with a witness. 
You don’t have to take my word for it. 
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Mr. RANKIS. What else is there now in regard to Marina that caused you 
to think she conspired to kill President Kennedy? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes-because everything is laid out in RIrs. Paine’s home and 
hlarina’s home. The gun Teas in the garage. 

hlr. R~SKIX. Well, that doesn’t make hlarina do it, does it? 
hlrs. OSWALD. So, but hlarina told the police that the gun was there the 

night before. She saw the gun in the garage the night before. She didn’t 
see Lee take it that morning. But she made a statement that she saw the gun 
the night before. 

The pictures of Lee I\-it11 the rifle came from that home. If Lee is going 
to assassinate the President or anybody else, is he going to have photographs 
laying all around with the gun? So, sir. 

And there is too much evidence pointing to the assassination and my son 
being the guilty one in this partirular house. 

All through the testimony, sir, everything has come from this particular house. 
And so I am a thinking person, I have to think. 

hlr. RASKIN. Why does that show that hlarina had anything to do with the 
conspiracy? 

Mrs. OSWAI,D. Well, we are speculating, let’s say. hlarina is not happy. Lee 
can’t give her any money and things. And she has made friends with these 
Russian folks that have cars and homes. And they are not happy because this 
Russian girl doesn’t have anything. They are not happy about that. 

And I am trying to show the disposition of the girl. 
I love my daughter-in-lavv even now. Believe me, it is a sore spot to have 

to say this. But I have to face these facts of what I know. 
Mr. RAEKIN. You realize it is a very serious charge. 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, sir. And it is also a serious charge that my son is the 

assassin of President Kennedy. 
You de, we have two sides here. It is a very serious charge, because no 

one saw him shoot the President. Bnd yet this is an international affair. 
And the conclusion has come to the conclusion that Lee Harvey Oswald has 
shot President Kennedy, and he alone. Lee Harvey Oswald, or Mr. J. Lee 
Rankin, or anyone in this room could not have been in that many places in 29 
minutes time. It is utterly impossible. 

And this has been gone over by hundreds of people. There are investiga- 
tions. I have 1,.X9 letters, sir-not just letters of sympathy-people that are 
investigating this. And I don’t read all thoroughly, and I am a layman. But 
he step by step has been taken, from what the reports said-that he was on the 
sixth floor, and then they saw him in the cafeteria drinking a Coca Cola, and 
the President came. Then he had to leave the building. He had so many 
blocks to walk before he caught a bus. He had to board the bus, he had to pay 
his fare, he had to get out of the bus, then he walked a few blocks, then he 
caught a taxicab, paid the taxi man, then he walked a few blocks, went to his 
home and got a coat. Then he walked a few more blocks and shot the police- 
man. Then he walked a few more blocks and he was in the theater. 

In 29 minutes time it cannot be done. 
So I am convinced my son, and my son alone, if he is involved-I am a human 

being, and I say my son could have shot the President, and he could have 
been involved. I am not the type mother to think that he is perfect and he 
could not do it. But I say he did not do it alone-if he did it. Because it is 
utterly impossible. 

And I do not believe my son did it. 
I think my son was framed because, gentlemen-would his rifle be in the 

sixth floor window of the depository-unless you want to say my son was 
completely out of his mind. And yet there has been no statement to that effect. 
\Vade has publicly said on the television when it happened that he is sane, he is 
well reasoned, he knows what he did. And Lee never did break, with his black 
eyes. He kept saying he was innocent. And yet in 12 hours time he was proven 
guilty. That doesn’t make sense to me, an ordinary layman. So I have to 
consider who is involved. 

Now, I am telling you that this girl was not happy with her situation. She 
had turned against me twice. 
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You, yourself, yesterday said that she testified that I told her to tear up the 
picture. God give me the grace-1 did no such thing. My testimony is true. 

So now she has lied there, I have found out. 
And every evidence of any importance has come from this house. I have to 

face that. 
Mr. RA~ICIN. What else do you have that shows that she had any part in 

the conspiracy to assassinate the President? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. I am under the impression that probably she-1 think 

Lee is an agent. I have always thought that, and I have as much circumstantial 
evidence that Lee is an agent, that the Dallas police has that he is a murderer, 
sir. 

Mr. RANKIS. What do you base that on? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Well. I am going to tell my story. I have it all there. That 

is what I base it on. 
Mr. RANKIN. Can ydu tell us in summary? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, sir, I don’t think I want to tell it to you that way, because 

I cannot, almost. 
Mr. RANKIP;. That is a very serious charge, that he was an agent, too. 
Mrs. Oswvarn. Well. fine. So all right. 
I f  I feel that way, sir, don’t I have the right, the American way, to speak up 

and to tell you what I feel? Isn’t that my privilege? 
Mr. RANKIN. Yes. But can’t you tell us what you base it on? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, sir. I will, as I go along, sir. 
Mr. RANKIN. Is that the only way you can tell it? 
Mrs. OEWALD. I don’t see how I can say to you I know he is an agent, and 

I have papers. I want to tell the whole story. I still have more papers. I 
have documents that I know you do not have, sir. 

Mr. RAR‘KIN. Have you told us all that you know that would bear on your 
claim that Marina Oswald was-- 

Mrs. OSWALD. Had a part in it. 
Mr. RANKIN. Had a part in it or conspired to assassinate the President? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes sir-1 cannot prove it. And I cannot prove Lee is an 

agent. I cannot prove these things. 
But I have facts that may lead up to them. I cannot prove it, because if I 

did we would not be having this Commission, sir. I could say who shot Presi- 
dent Kennedy. 

Mr. RANKIN. So in both cases of the agent-Lee being an agent, your son, 
and Marina Oswald and the Secret Service agents or anybody else conspiring 
with him for the assassinat.ion of President Kennedy, that is just suspicions. 
You cannot prove it-is that right? 

Mrs. OEWALD. I would not use the word suspicion, because I am not the type 
person to be suspicious and imagine things. 

You may think so, because I am a woman. And this is my son. But my 
children were never tied to my apron strings. 

And I can prove to you, in his defection in 1959, I made the statement that 
Lee, as an individual, had the right to think and do what he wanted to. They 
even said he was a Gomm’unist. I f  that is what he studied, and that is what 
he wanted to do, I accepted that, because that was his privilege as an individual. 
And that is public in 1959, my statement, which shows that I am not the sobbing 
mother kind because he has gone to Russia, and cry about it. I acknowledge 
that. 

I have acknowledged that if the children. like Lee, went to Dallas, as I testi- 
tled that yesterday, and didn’t tell me he was going to Dallas-I don’t grieve and 
lose my sleep over that. I have accepted that fact., because when Lee and 
Marina got ready to come to me that would be fine. In the meantime, I still 
have to live. 

Mr. RANKIN. Are you telling the Commission that your son was part of a 
conspiracy to assassinate the President? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I am saying that I realize that my son could possibly be 
part-yes-I realize he is a human being and he could possibly be in this, yes, sir. 

Mr. RANKIN. Are you saying he was? 
Mrs. OSWALE No, I do not know. I am saying possibly he is involved. 
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Mr. RANKIK. And you are saying possibly Xarina was involved? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Well, exactly what I am trying to say. If I had proof, sir, I 

would give the proof in an affidavit and this ease would be closed, like Mr. 
\Vade said. 

nut I have as much right to my way of thinking as Jlr. Wade has. 
Mr. RASKIX. You are saying that possibly the Secret Service agents were 

inyolred, too? You don’t hare’any 1)roof of that? 
1Irs. OSWALI~. That is exactly what I hare been trying to say. I have toltl 

you how I was treated. which has ziren me cause for this particular way of 
thinking-because I believe that my son is innocent. Bnd I think that is the 
purpose of this Commission, is to hear all witnesses and arrive at a conclusion. 
Am I not right, gentlemen? 

So this is my way of thinking. So grant me my war of thinking. If I am 
wrong, tine. But you may learn something. 

Mr. RANKIS. What about the high official non-. Can you tell us who that was? 
Mrs. OSWALD. So. sir. I wish I did know. I have my own idea about that. 

I would rather not-because it is a high official-1 would rather not give a 
name. 

But I hare my own very strong suspicions as to the official who he might be. 
Mr. RANKIN. We would appreciate your telling us within this gro~ip what, 

you think. 
Mrs. OSWALD. Fine-and I expect to, Mr. Rankin. I am a person that is very 

outspoken, as you know by now, and I will certainly do that. 
But will you grant me the privilege first of finding out the name of the man 

in the State Department that wrote the letter to Senator Tower, because it is 
an incorrect-it is incorrect-the whole testimony is incorrect. 

Mr. RANKIS. We will get that correspondence for you. 
Mrs. OSWALD. All right. I was going to go into something else, but while 

we are here, I will continue this. 
And this, to me, will be in this line. Bnd I think very important. to you 

gentlemep. And you do not have a copy of what I am going to show you. 
I am the only person that has this copy. 

I am sorry to take time, but these were not copied, sir. We sealed them up, 
and we were going to have them copied this afternoon. But I can get to this 
particular one. This is the defection. I have much more testimony than this. 
I have testimony, sir. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you think that you can tell 11s the name of the high official 
you spoke about? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, I think so. And I am going to tell you. But please do not 
ask me at this particular moment. I do not think this is the proper time for 
me to-it is just-1 have no proof. T7nderstand? As I said, it is my right to 
think and my analysis of the papers I have. I have papers where I can come 
to a conclusion, just like you gentlemen are going to have papers and witnesses 
and come to a conclusion. 

Sow, this particular instance-- 
Mr. DULLES. I wonder if we could not possibly explore that agent matter. 

I am very much interested in that. I cannot be here tomorrow. We laid all the 
groundwork for that. 

The CHAIR~NN. Mr. Dulles would like to know her reasons for believing that 
he was an agent. 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, sir, I have two very long stories. 
Mr. DULLES. I have to be absent, unfortunately, tomorrow, so I would like 

rery much to have it. 
Mr. RANKIX. If you could go into that question, Mrs. Oswald, because Mr. 

Dulles is not going to be here tomorrow. 
Mrs. OSWALD. We have everything just so, and yet when we come here we 

don’t have it. The International Rescue Committee is what I am looking for. 
I have also the original application from the Albert Schweitzer coming that 

you gentlemen do not have. 
The CHAIRMAN. Let’s stay on one thing, please. 
Mrs. OSWALD. All right. I am a little excited now, because I meant to go 

story by story. 
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Gentlemen, I have at least four more stories to tell-two I don’t think there 
are some parts you possibly can know about. 

Mr. RANKIN. Well, if you could tell about why you think your son was an 
agent, it will help to get that taken care of this afternoon while Xr. Dulles 
can be with us. That is why I asked you that. 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, sir. We have a special file. Tou see, gentlemen, all 
morning long I was in the backroom and we were copying things. We bad 
everything just so. So now I don’t know what condition they are in. Mr. Doyle 
and I worked on the papers again last night and we had them just so. And 
then when they were copied, evidently they were mixed up again. 

Mr. RANKIN. We tried to have you present so that would not happen, 3lrs. 
Oswald. I guess you didn’t accomplish that. 

Mrs. OSWALD. Well. they did take it into the other room, and we saw that they 
took it. 

Well, I can be telling the story about it. 
It is the International Rescue Committee, and a telegram. 
I received a letter from Lee-this is going to be real short, Chief Justice 

Warren. It is going to continue this one story. And then I will go into the 
defection-is that right-because this will continue that. 

A letter from Lee asking me to go to the Red Cross in Vernon-I was on a 
case there-and asking me to show the letter to the lady at the Red Cross. And 
this is from Moscow. This is the letter from Moscow. And telling her that 
all exit visas and everything had been documented and he is ready to come home, 
but he needs help financially to come home. 

EXdently you have that information. Tha.t I know, sir. 
Mr. RANKIN. Yes. 
Mrs. OSWALD. So when I entered the Vernon Red Cross-now, this came 

with Lee’s letter, Chief Justice Warren--the letter you hatie there direct from 
Moscow. That is why I have it, sir-because it was in Lee’s letter asking me 
to go to the Red Cross in Vernon. So I have the original from Moscow. 

I told the young lady, showed her the letter and showed her the paper. And 
I said, “Would you find out, please, the address of the International Rescue 
Committee? My son is in Russia and asked me to contact you.” 

She said, “What is your son doing in Russia?” 
I said “I don’t know.” 
“You ‘,re his mother and you don’t know what he is doing in Russia?” 
I said, “Young lady, I said I do not know what he is doing in Russia.” 
“Well, I think anybody goes to Russia doesn’t need any help to get back, 

they should stay over there.” 
So I said, “I am not interested in your personal opinion. I &ed help. Would 

you please contact, give me the address of the International Rescue Committee 
so I can continue to try to get money for my son to come home?” 

She did not know of any address for the International Rescue Committee. 
I asked her if she had a private line to Wichita Falls, which was approxi- 

mately 40 miles away, which would be the next big city. She called Wichita 
Falls, and they did not know the address of the international committei?. 

So I called Robert and told Robert what I had and asked him to try to flnd 
out the address of the International Rescue Committee. However, he gave me 
no satisfaction. 

Now, I sent a telegram-and you know this part of it-to the State Depart- 
ment, asking-I told them I was in a small town, Vernon; Tex., and I had 
received a letter from Lee asking me to get the address and help from the 
International Rescue Committee. But being a small town I had no success- 
could they help me out? 

So they sent a telegram back with the address’ of the International Rescue 
Committee. That you have. 

And this is Le@s letter-that goes with the other part. 
Now, this young lady was very, very regallsh. She didn’t want to help 

anybody going to Russia. So when I received the telegram from the State 
Department, it was on a Saturday. I called her that morning. I was delayed 
4 or 5 days. And to me it was very important, since my son and daughter-in- 
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law had all documents finished with to get the money to come home, because I 
wanted that baby to be born here. 

So I called her at her home and told her that I had the address from the 
State Department of the International Rescue Committee, and would she be so 
kind enough as to come to the office and write the letter for me. 

She said, “Well, Mrs. Oswald, I don’t have a key.” 
This is on a Saturday morning and she is in the courthouse. 
I said, “Do you mean to tell me you are in charge of the Red Cross and you 

don’t have a key?” 
“No, I don’t.” 
“Well, young lady, you have delayed me 4 days, and I don’t like your attitude. 

I am going to ask you especially to make a point to come to the office and get 
this in the mail for me. It is very important.” 

So, reluctantly, after much persuasion, she came. 
So she wrote the letter to the International Rescue Committee, and handed 

it to me, and I mailed that letter-I mailed the letter. 
This is dated January 22, 1962. 
So she called me-her name-Mrs. Harwell. She is the only woman in the 

Red Cross office in Vernon, Tex. 
She called me and told me she had received word from the International 

Rescue Committee. She read me this letter. So I said to Mrs. Harwell, “Do 
you mind if I take the letter, because I am very forgetful?” 

So she took a scissors, gentlemen, and she cut this part out, which was her 
title and her address-it was addressed to her. This lady wanted no part of 
anybody in Russia-understand? So she cut this out. 

But on the back page was the name. But that is why this space is here- 
she cut it out. 

Now, the letter reads: “Since we had a call from the State Department on 
Mr. Oswald’s case, your communication of January 14th did not come as a 
surprise.” 

So this young lady has followed up with a letter of her own to the Interna- 
tional Rescue Committee. 

“Since we have had a call from the State Department, your letter does not 
come as a surprise.” 

I mailed the first letter, and it was just-so she followed up her feelings 
about a boy in Russia. 

Now, why does the State Department dicker with me-that is not the word- 
and then see fit to put in a personal call to the International Rescue Committee? 

I would like to know who from the State Department called the International 
Rescue Committee. 

There is my information there that I requested. Why is a call necessary? 
Mr. RANKIN. You think that shows there was a conspiracy? 
Mrs. Oswam. I am wondering and questioning why a call is necessary, a 

call, when they had contacted-and I am showing you what I have here. I 
don’t see any necessity of the State Department to call the International Rescue 
Committee. 

And, gentlemen, you have a copy of this-Lee will not be helped. 
I would like to know who called the International Rescue Committee from 

the State Departmen-yes, sir, I would. 
Mr. RANKIN. Yes, but you don’t think that shows there is a conspiracy? 
Mrs. 0swar.r). Well, n-now. Mr. Rankin, don’t pin me down everything I 

say to the word conspiracy. I am trying to analyze a whole condensed pro- 
gram of things that are not correct. I am telling you about this. It could 
be just a simple thing, that he called. But I would like to know who called 
when it wasn’t necessary to make a call. and I,ee was not going to get the 
money. Read the letter. 

Mr. RANKIN. The reason I ask you about the conspiracy is because that is 
such a serious charge. And, as you say. if you could prove that, that would 
deride everything around here. 

Mrs. OSWAI~. That is right. And I am going to see if I cannot show you 
these things. 



Mr. RANKIN. If you are speculating, which you have a right to do, that is 
something different. 

Mrs. OSWALD. Well, I have explained that 1 am speculating, that I have 
all these documents, that some of them don’t make sense. That is what I 
am trying to tell you. 1 mentioned that before. 

Mr. RANKIN. You are not trying to say to the Commission that you have 
the proof that there was a conspiracy? 

Mrs. OBWALD. I have emphatically stated that I do not have the proof, 
because if I had the proof I would have an affidavit and give you gentlemen 
the proof. I made that clear two or three times. I wish I did have the 
proofsir. 

I think I said yesterday-it doesn’t surprise me that there may be someone 
in our State Department or some official who would hare part in this. He 
is a human being just like we are. He may have a title, but that doesn’t 
make him a man back of the title. 

Mr. DULLES. What is this conspiracy now. Mr. Rankin? Is this the con- 
spiracy to do away with the President. or is this a different ronspiracy? 

Mr. RAKKIN. The conspiracy I was asking about was the conspiracy, she 
said, about the assassination of President Kennedy. 

And she said that it involved the two Secret Service agents and her daugh- 
ter-in-law and her son. That is the one I was asking about. 

The CHAIRMAN. And Mrs. Paine. 
Mrs. Osw,4r.n. 4nd ;\Irs. Paine. I feel like the facts have come from this 

particular source. 
Mr. RANKIN. Now, as I understand she says now that she is speculating 

as to that being a possibility. 
Mrs. OSWALD. Well, now, Mr. Rankin. I have not changed my testimony, if 

you are implying that. I may not have put it in a position you understood. 
Because as I say, I certainly did not mean to imply that I had proof, because 
if I had proof I would not be sitting here taking all my energy and trying 
to show you this little by little. I would have had an affidavit and shnw 
you the proof. So if you want to call it speculation, call it speculation. I 
don’t care what you call it. But I am not satisfied in my mind that things 
are according to Hoyle. And I believe that my son is innocent. And I also 
realize that my son could be involved. But I have no way of knowing these 
things unless I analyze the papers that I hare, sir. 

Mr. RANKIN. The Commission would like to know what you base your assump- 
tion that your son was an agent on. Could you help us? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Would you like me to go into this story-1 will start with 
my son’s life from the very beginning. 

3Ir. RANKIN. Can’t we get down to-- 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, sir. we cannot. I am sorry. This is my life. I cannot 

survive in this world unless I know I have my American way of life and 
can start from the very beginning. I have to work into this. I cannot 
answer these questions like in a court, yes or no. And I will not answer 
yes or no. I want to tell you the story. And that is the only way you can 
get a true picture. I am the accused mother of this man, and I have family 
and grandchildren, and Marina, my daughter-in-law. .4nd I an1 going to do 
everything I can to try and prove he is innocent. 

Mr. RAKKIN. Well, now, Mrs. Oswald, you are not claiming before this 
Commission that there was anything back at the beginning, at the early 
childhood of your son, in which you thought he was an agent? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, sir-at age 16. 
Mr. RAAXIS. Well, why don’t you start with age 16, then. 
Mrs. OSWALD. Well, aren’t you gentlemen-I have a letter from you, Mr. 

Rankin. Aren’t you gentlemen interested in my son’s life from the very 
beginning? I think you should, because it has been exploited in all the 
magazines and papers. And this is not my son is what I am trying to say. 
He is not a perfect boy. and I am not a perfect woman. But I can show a 
different side of Lee Harvey Oswald, which I hope to do to this Commission. 

Mr. RANKIN. Well. I plan to ask you about his early life and these other 
parts. But I thought it would be helpful if you would be willing to do it to 
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tell the Commission, while Jlr. Dulles is here, what you-base this claim upon 
that your son was an agent of the Government. 

Mrs. Oswa~n. Yes. and I would be happy to do it. 
Mr. RANRIS. If you have to go to when he was 16 years old as the first 

point, that will be fine. 
But if you could cover that-then we will go on to the other things. 
Mrs. OSWALD. All right. I have your word that you will let me have my 

life story from early childhood and Lee’s life story from early childhood. 
Now, I will start from age 16. Is that satisfactory? 
Mr. RANKIN. Would you do that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Thank you very much. We were in New Orleans, La., at this 

particular time. On or about October 5th or 7th-and you have this, gentle- 
men, as my proof, that I am telling a true story, and I will have witnesses that 
will be called-is a letter--- 

Mr. DULLER. What year, Mrs. Oswald’! 
Mrs. OEWALD. I said 1959-I am sorry. 1955. So. wait now. 1956when 

we left New Orleans is 19.56. Am I not correct? I am a little excited now, 
because of what happened before. The not- 

Mr. RANKIN. He joined the Marines in 19%. Does that help you? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, sir. Wait. We have a note from the Beauregard School 

by me that I was going to San Diego. Do you have the note? 
Mr. RANKIN. We do. 
Mrs. OSWAUI. May I see that note, please? And that is approximately 

October 5th or the 7th, I think it is, 1955. 
Mr. DULLES. I think you moved to Fort, Worth with Lee in September 1956. 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, sir. So it was in ‘55. I think that is correct. Let me see. 
Mr. RANKIN. We are handing you this book that we received from the 

State of Louisiana that is Commission’s Exhibit So. 365. and turn to page 11 and 
you will find the note you referred to. 

Mrs. OSWALD. To the school. All right, gentlemen, this is a surprise. This 
is my note, isn’t, to the school, that I am moving to San Diego. And it has 
been blasted in all the papers how I moved around, and I was going to San Diego. 

Gentlemen, I had nothing to do with this note, nothing whatsoever. 
Lee, my son, wrote the note-on or about October 5th or the 7th-October 7th. 

And now comes the story why he wrote the note. 
If you will see here, this is Lee’s handwriting, to the letters. 
Mr. RANKIN. We offer in evidence that note on page 11. 
(The document referred to was marked (‘ommissian Exhibit No. 199, and 

received in evidence.) 
Mrs. OSWALD. I had nothing to do with this note. 
Now, I am working at Kreeger’s Specialty Shop, 300 and something Canal 

Street in New Orleans, La. I received a telephone call from the principal of 
the Beauregard School saying, “Mrs. Oswald, I understand you are going to 
leave town, and we are awfully sorry to lose Lee.” 

Of course now, gentlemen, I am working and this is news to me. 
So I said-1 kind of went along with it a little bit. 
Lee came into this shop later on that day. Miss Lillian New, I think her 

name was, who is manager of Kreeger’s Shop. and has been for years-she will 
witness this. 

He said, “Mother, I have quit school.” 
Mr. RANKIN. You say when the school authorities asked you, you sort of 

went along with it. What do you mean by that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. When the lady called me and said that, I understand you are 

leaving town, Mrs. Oswald.” 
Mr. RANKIN. What did you say? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Well, because there was a switchboard, and my job was in 

jeopardy, I don’t know the exact words, but I said-1 had to be kind of vague 
about it and not discuss it. I knew I wasn’t leaving town. sir. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you tell her you were not? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, I don’t think I told her. But I had to be very-1 would 

lose my job if they thought I was leaving town. It was news to me. 
So Lee that afternoon, from school. came into Kreeger’s Specialty Shop 
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where I was working and said, “Vother. I want to join the Xarines. and I hare 
quit school.” 

Now, Mr. Kreeger-and he may be leaving-Mr. Frank Kreeger who is 
owner of Kreeger’s Specialty Shop, and all of the personnel there--this is a very 
small shop, and Bliss Lillian, who was manager, knows of this. I became very 
excited and I started to cry. And they let me go home with Lee. 

So Lee was determined at age l&his birthday was going to be October 18th. 
right-and this was October 7th-was going to join the Marines. So what 1,~ 
wanted me to do was falsify his birth certificate. which I would not do. And 
he kept after me, like a boy. 

Sow, this is a normal boy. wanting to join the Marines. 
“I don’t see why you don’t, just, put that I am 17 gears old.” 
I said, “Lee. We cannot do that.” 
He said, “Everybody else”- 
I said, “So, I am not going to do it.” 
For 2 or 3 days Lee and I bickered bark and forth about me falsifying his age. 
So I have a very good friend, Mr. Clem Sehrt, who is an attorney in New 

Orleans, La. I called him and told him I had a personal problem. I had not 
seen Mr. Sehrt since early childhood. I knew the family. That Lee was not 
of age and he wanted to join the Marines. And he quit the school and told 
them we were going out of town. 

He said, “Marguerite, I cannot advise you. It would be unethical. But a lot 
of boys join the service at age 16.” 

So he could not advise me. 
My sister, Mrs. Charles Murret, ‘757 French Street, knows of the complete 

story. And so does my brother-in-law, Mr. Charles Murret, who also said, “Let 
him join, let him go. If  he wants to go so badly, let him join the Marines.” 

I, at that time, was living at 126 Exchange Place, which is the Vieux Carre 
sectiorl of the French Quarter of New Orleans. 

And, by the way, the papers said we lived over a saloon at that particular 
address. 

Gentlemen, if you have this information, that is just the French part of town. 
It looks like the devil. Of course I didn’t have a fabulous apartment. But 
very wealthy people and very Ane citizens live in that part of town, and there 
are hotels and saloons. and courtyards where the homes are. 

So I was very upset. 
There was a colonel on the street that I stopped-1 didn’t know him-1 said, 

“Sir, I would like to talk with you.” I told him about the boy wanting to join 
the Marines and I didn’t know what to do. I was frantic. And he was in- 
sistent that I let him join the Marines at age 16. 

So he advised me, “Well, if he doesn’t want to go to school, let him join the 
Marines. It is done all the time.” 

Now, I was not too happy about this situation. 
Now, a recruiting officer from the Marine Reserve in New Orleans, La., was 

in my home the next day when I arrived from work, with Lee, in uniform, in 
the home when I got into the home. He introduced me to him and he said, 
“Mrs. Oswald”-he didn’t tell me what to do. He was very vague about the 
thing. 

I said, “NO, Lee is too young, age 16, to join the Marines. They are liable 
to send him overseas.” 

He said, “There is less delinquency in Japan and those places than we have 
here.” 

He saw nothing wrong with it. 
What he was doing was telling me to falsify his birth certificate, but not in 

plain words. He was telling me it would be all right fo: the boy to join the 
Marines. He came to my home personally. 

SO I went to an attorney with Lee, because--here is the thing. 
Lee’s birth record is in il’ew Orleans. And I knew that the Marine Corps 

could easily check on this child, age 16his birth record. So in order to have 
a happy situation, SO I could work, and to see Lee, I went to an attorney and 
paid $5 and said that I lost Lee’s birth certificate, and kind of motioned to the 
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attorney. I knew it would not stand up. I bought Lee a duffle bag and every- 

thing, and Lee went-we told him goodby, and Lee was going to join the Marines. 

I had to accept that, gentlemen. There was no other way I could do, but accept 

the fact to let him go. 

Mr. RANKIK. Who was that attorney? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Mr. Clem Sehrt. 

Mr. BOGGE. What did Mr. Sehrt allegedly tell you? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Pardon? 

Mr. BOGQS. What did Mr. Sehrt tell you? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Mr. Sehrt is a family friend. 

Mr. BOGGS. I know Mr. Sehrt very well. 

Mrs. OSWALD. He said according to attorney ethics that he would not be able 

to advise me. Before you came in, sir, I had stated that. 

Now, when I get interrupted, I lose-this is a big thing for me. I am not 

making excuses. But, gentlemen, it is awfully hard to do this. 

So Lee came home. And he said the captain said that he was too young. 

Now, I don’t question much. I don’t know whether Lee changed his mind, 

or they sent Lee home. I do not know. I do not question that. 

All right. 

Lee, at age 16, read Robert’s Marine manual back and forth. He knew it by 

heart. Robert had j&t gotten out of the Marines, and his manual was home. 

And Lee started to read communistic material along with that. 

Mr. RANKIN. What communistic material did he read? 

Mrs. OSWALD. It was a small book that he had gotten out of the library. And 

I knew he was reading it, Mr. Rankin. 

Mr. RANKIN. Was it in Marxism, or what was it about? 

Mrs. OSWALD. N-if you are saying the title is Marxism-no, sir, the title 

was not. 

Mr. RASKIN. Was it about communism? 

Mrs. OSWALD. It was more about communism. I knew he was reading it. 

But if we have this material in the public libraries, then certainly it is all 

right for us to read. And I think we should know about these things, and all 

of our scholars and educators and high school boys read subversive material, 

which we call subversive material. So I, as a mother, would not take the book 

away from him. That is fine. Lee is a reader. I have said from early child- 

hood he liked histories and maps. 

So that is fine. 

What I am saying now-we are getting to this agent part. 

He is with this recruiting officer and he is studying the Marine manual-he 

knew it back and forth. In fact, he would take the book and have me question 

some of the things. And he was reading communism. 

Lee lived for the time that he would become 17 years old to join the Marines- 

that whole year. 

Mr. RANKIN. What did he do during that time? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Pardon? 

Mr. RANKIN. What did he do during that year? 

Mrs. OSWALD. What did he do during that year ? He was working for-as a 

messenger for Tujaque and Son. 

Mr. RANKIN. He had quite a few jobs, did he not? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. I can explain that to you. 

His first job was Tujaque and Son, who was steamship people, and he was a 
messenger. And then he had a lot of friends. 

Now, they say Lee didn’t have friends. There were boys of his age-while 
he was working he had an opportunity to make friends, coming to my home. 

And one of the young men knew of a better paying job, where they had coffee 

breaks and everything, so Lee took that job, which was with a dental lahora- 

tory-if you have that information, sir. 

And I think that is the only two jobs-no, Lee worked after school for Dolly 

Shoe Co. I was working there, in charge of the hosiery department, and LIX 

worked on Friday afternoon and Saturday as a shoe salesman. 

That was his first job-while he went to school he worked there. 

And then when he left school, as I told you, at age l&the first job was 

198 



Tujaque and Company, steamship, and then the dental laboratory. And that 
is the only jobs he had in New Orleans. 

Mr. RAXKIS. Were there not times he didn’t have any job during that year? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Xo, sir-because when we left New Orleans, Lee left this dental 

laboratory job-that is correct. 
So I moved back to Fort Worth. Tex., because Robert did not want to live in 

Sew Orleans. Robert was raised in Texas, and has his girl friends and all his 
friends in Texas. So when Robert got out of the Marines, he wanted to live in 
Texas. So I know that Lee wants to join the Marines at age 17, so in the 
month of July 19X-and, gentlemen, I have always been broke, and I mean 
broke. About a week before rent time, we had it pretty hard in order to have 
that rent. Yet I take my furniture and ship it to New Orleans so Lee could be 
with his brother and we could be with the family-thinking maybe with Robert 
he would not join the Marines at age 17 and finish his schooling. 

When Lee became age 17, October 18th, he joined the Marines. 
The reason why he didn’t go into the Marines until October 24th was the 

recaruiting officer at the Marines could not understand his birth certificate, be- 
cause his father had died 2 months before. So I had to send for an affidavit, 
even though I had the death notice from the paper and everything, and they 
could harethe could not understand that about that two months. I had to 
send to Sew Orleans for an affidavit of his father’s death. 

A1nd so then Lee joined the Marines on Ortober 24th. 
From the 18th to the 24th every day Lee was leaving. We even laughed 

about it. Because he would leave in the morning and come home in the evening. 
And it was because he was born 2 months before his father-so he did join the 
JIarines at age 18. 

Now-that, Mr. Dulles, is the part you wanted to know. But, before, that has 
something to do with it. Lee-- 

Mr. RANXIN. Mr. Dulles wanted to know what you based this idea that he 
was an agent on? 

Mrs. OSWACD. That is one part. That is the beginning of it, Mr. Dulles. I 
have much more. That is the beginning of it, sir. 

Mr. DUI~LES. Did he join at 18 or 17? 
Mrs. CGWALD. He joined at age 17. I signed the paper. You will please for- 

give me when I make mistakes, and if you will correct me. 
Now, at age 15yz Lee was a member of the Civil Air Patrol. 

Do you have that information. gentlemen? 
I don’t think you have. 
Sow, just a minute. I am sorry-this morning, when they were copying my 

papers. I put this in my bag. 
I have a picture right here-this is Lee at age 15% in the uniform of the Civil 

Air Patrol. This is before the recruiting officer. We are going back. 
And this is what helped Lee to make up his mind to join the service. 
The CHAIRMAN. Go right ahead. Mrs. Oswald. 
Mrs. OSWALD. At age 154/z or so, Lee joined the Civil Air Patrol. .He went on 

an airplane, on flights and everything. I got him the uniform, with Robert’s 
help. This young man-now, I do not know his name. He is from New Or- 
leans. And I am checking on these things. I have to do research on all of 
this, and do it alone. 

This young man and Lee were very friendly. The young man that gave Lee 
the idea of-went to Beauregard School with him, and he and Lee joined the 
Civil Air Patrol together. That is the way I wish to state this. And he often 
came to the house. So there is a close friend of Lee. Lee is not supposed to 
have any friends. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did he have any girl friends, too? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. Now, neither did Robert or John Edward. No, sir. 

Neither of my boys had girl friends until after about age 17. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did he have other close friends, boy friends, besides these that 

.rou recall? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, sir, I would not say he had-unless during working-he was 

working at this time, and I was working during the day. But I mean at the 
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house this young man came to the house, and several of the other y6ung men, 

as I told you before. 

Now, we are at the Civil Air Patrol. 

And that is why Lee went to the Marine Corps, is because of the Civil Air 

Patrol. He wasn’t in the Civil Air Patrol long. 

>Ir. RASKIN. Now, up to this point, you haven’t told us anything that caused 

you to think he was an agent, have you? 

>Irs. OSWALI). Well, maybe, sir, I am not doing a very good job of what I am 

saying. 

Mr. RANKIN. What do you think you have said that caused you to think--- 

Mrs. OSWALD. I have said that a Marine recruiting officer came to my home, 

and that Lee then continued reading Robert’s manual by heart, and started 
reading communist literature. He is preparing himself to go into the Marine 

service-at age 37-this year before he actually joined the service. I am saying 

he is already preparing himself. 

Mr. RANKIS. To become an agent? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, I think with the influence of this recruiting officer. 

Mr. RANKIN. You think the recruiting officer inspired him- 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, sir, influenced this boy. 

Mr. RAEKIN. -to read the communist literature? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, sir-and Robert’s Marine book. 

Mr. RAXKIN. Is there anything else you base that on, except what you have 

told us? 

Mrs. OSWALD. About him being an agent? 

Mr. RANKIN. Yes. 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, sir, when I get through the whole story. 

Mr. RANKIN. I mean as far as the recruiting officer. 

Mrs. OSWALD. No. Otherwise than Lee’s attitude. Lee read this manual. He 

knew it by heart. I even said, “ Boy, you are going to be a general, if you ever 

get in the Marines.” 

Mr. RANKIN. And you base the idea-- 

Mrs. OSWALD. He had the idea. 

Mr. RANKIN. He was being prepared to become an agent, and inspired by this 

recruiting officer? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RANRIN. By what you have told us about his reading the communist 

literature and this one pamphlet, and also the manual of the Marine Corps? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, sir. And then living to when he is age 1’7 to join the 

Marines, which I knew, and which hP did at age 17 on his birthday. 

Mr. RANKIN. Now, what else do you base your idea that he was--ever became 

an agent or was going to become an agent on? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Many, many things. We always watched-it is “I Led Three 

Lives”-the program-Philbrick. We always watched that. And when Lee 

returned from the service and the Marines, the three days-that program was 

on, and he turned it off. He said, “Mother, don’t watch that, that is a lot of 

propaganda.” 

It has been stated publicly that the FBI did not know-didn’t have Lee on 

the subversive list-1 am probably not saying this right, gentlemen-but the 

rightwing in Dallas. I don’t know anything politically. The FBI and Secret 

Service had a list of names in Dallas of people that had to be watched, and Lee 

Harvey Oswald was not on that list. That would lead to believe there was some 

reason he was not on the list. 

Mr. RANKIN. Who did you get that from? 

Mrs. OSWALD. From the newspapers and all over. And there has been a lot 

of comment about this all through. 

Now, I don’t say it is correct. But what I have explained to you befoemy 

way of thinking has to go with this, because I know the boy and the whole life, 

and you do not, sir. 

Mr. RANKIN. Well, I want to try to find out all you know about it. 

Mrs. OSWALE Fine. And I want you to. 

Also, Lee’s letters-and I have them in the hotel-1 didn’t bring them, because 
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I thought we were through, and you have the copies-most every letter from 
Lee tells me something. 

When Lee is coming back from Russia he says, “I plan to stop over in 
Washington a while.” 

Lee says in the letter, ‘Xarina’s uncle is a major in the Soviet Enion.” 
“I am an American citizen and I n-ill never take Soviet citizenship.” 
If you will read every letter-if you think he is an agent--every letter is 

telling his mother-“If something happens to me, Mother, these are facts.” 
I might be elaborating. But I think my son is an agent. And these things piece 

by piece are going together, as far as I am concerned. 
Representative FORD. When did you first think he was an agent? 
Mrs. OSWALD. When Lee defected. And I have always said a so-called defec- 

tion, for this reason. 
Sow, we come to another letter. I am going to have to take some time now, 

because we are not going in sequence. The letter Lee wrote to me from New 
Orleans is what I need. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you have the letter in which he says he was going to 
Washington? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, sir, I gave you that copy yesterday. I don’t have the 
letter with me. They are at the hotel. 

hlr. RANKIN. You gave it to us yesterday? 
hlrs. OSWALD. Yes, sir-that he would stop over in Washington. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall the date of that one? 
hlrs. OSWALD. Well, now, he was supposed to arrive in New York on the 13th 

of June, 1983. And that is the letter. When he arrived, I do not know. And 
I do not know if he went to Washington. 

As I stated yesterday, he went to Robert’s house, and I was on a case. So 
I don’t know when he arrived in New York. 

Sow, this is the letter. Lee is out of the Marines, and he stays home with me 
3 days. And I have publicly stated-and this came out of my book this 
morning-Lee came home September 14, 1959. He stayed 3 days with me. Said 
he would like to travel on a ship working his way. Possibly export and import. 
He remarked he could make more money that way. 

The next page is the letter he sent me, and then came the news of his being 
in Russia. 

This is the letter. 
“Dear Mother”- 
Mr. DULLES. Is that dated? 
Mrs. OSW~~LD. Yes, sir. This is just dated September. He was released from 

the hlarine Corps on September 14th-I believe I am correct, Mr. Rankin. 
And he stayed with me 3 days. 
And then this is-well, the date on the envelope is September 19th. He stayed 

with me 3 days. 
“Dear Mother, well, I have booked passage on a ship to Europe. I would have 

had to sooner or later, and I think it is best to go now.” 

“I would have had to sooner or later, so I think it is best that I go now. 
Just remember above all else that my values are very different from Robert 
or us, and it is difficult to tell you how I feel. Just remember this is what I 
must do. I did not tell you about my plans because you could hardly be expected 
to understand. I did not see Lillian while I was here. I will write you again 

as soon as I land. Lee.” 
hlr. RANKIN. What do you think he meant by that? 
hlrs. OSWALD. That is what I want to tell you. All of this speculation, 

gentlemen. And that is why I sag the Warren Commission-unless they hear 
rns story and the witnesses involved, cannot arrive at a true conclusion. 

Xow, what would son think about this? 
.I few days later you get headlines. “l’ort \Vorth Roy Has Defected to Russia.” 

And I matle the letter public. This letter says to his mother he is defecting to 
RussiLL-right? That is the \vny you would read the letter. 

It is easily read this way when you think a boy has defected to Russia. So 
you would read the letter that way. 

201 



Mr. DVI.LES. Mr. Rankin, do \ve haye correspondence while he was in the 
Marines? 

hlr. It.~ivKIs. hlrs. Oswald, do you rp(.all any letters you received from your 
son during the time he was in the Marines? 

Mrs. 0swar.n. Yes, sir. I hare a special delirery letter. You see, gentlemen, 
that is why I have tried to esplain to you before-if I c*ould hare gone from the 
story we would not all be so mixed up. This is a letter from the Marines 
saying he is going to con9lc.t the Red Cross-wheu I told him about my illness. 

Mr. R.XXKIX. \\‘ell, that is the corr(~spondence in regard to his getting out 
of the Marines because of your need of his hell) and support. 

hlrs. OSWALD. Yes, that is right. 
hlr. R.%XKIN. Sow, except for that corrcsl)ondence, you don’t have anr other 

corres;;:,ondent? from him while he \vas in the JIarines? 
Mrs. Oswa~o. Yes, sir, I ditl haT-e several letters. 
What has halq~ened. Mr. Rankil~-when IRP stayed with me the 3 days, he left 

his seahag with me. And that is why I hare his discharge papers and things. 
And then, as you know, when the defec$ion broke. I had no place to go. So 
the lady I was working for even threatened to cali the police, because of the 
defection. I was working for $5 a week, gentlemen, taking care of her son. 
But I was happy to have a home and food, because I had had this accident, and 
I could rest. But my salary was $5 for the whole week. But when the news 
broke, she didn’t wani to be involved with anyone who had a son as a defector, 
so she asked me to leave. It was a very cold winter night. And I said I would. 

But I didn’t want to leave-didn’t. have any place to go. 
She saitl, “You will leave now or I will call the police.” 
So I called Robert and he told me to come out to his home. 
When I went out to his home, I brought Lee’s seabap, Mr. Rankin, with me. 

And I stayed there just a short time. And Robert Oswald would not let me 
have Lee’s seabag. And there were a few letters in there from Lee in the 
seabag. 

And so I don’t have the seabag. 
You can read this letter, then, this nay. That he is telling me he is defecting 

to Russia. 
We all agree there. 
Then this same letter could he read the way I read it, as a mother. 
After three days he is leaving his mother. But we had a talk. When Lee 

arrived horn-and I will go into this thoroughly. I was ashamed when he 
arrived home. I was in a one bedroom and bath and a small kitchen. And 
my son came in about 2 o’clock in the morning. I have neTer lived lavishly, 
but we hare always had a nice clean littIe moderate house. And, remember, 
I was destitute. I had no money. You hare the affidavits evidently from the 
Red C’ross. If you don’t, I have c*opies. 

The first thing I said to him, “Honey, the tirst thing we will have to do is to 
move and find a decent place.” 

I had a studio couch, which has two parts. The top part, I put on the floor for 
my son to sleep ou that particular night. in the nne room. 

So he said, “We will talk about it in the morning, Mother.” 
So morning came. 
I brought the subject up immediately. I said, “The first thing we will have 

to do is find a place. I am well enough that I can hah.rsit or pick up a few 
dollars. And until I settle my claim, I think we will be able to manage, and 
sou will get a job.” 

He said, “No, hIother, my mind is made up. I hare thought this out thor- 
oughly. I have no background. If I stay here, I n-ill get a job for about $3.5 
a week, and we will both be in a position that you are in. I want to board a 
ship and work in the import and export business, where there is some real 
money.” 

Mr. RANKIN. He had quite a little money sared, didn’t he, from the Marines? 
hlrs. OSWALD. I will tell you about this-please, gentlemen, I will hare to 

break if you don’t. This is a very. very serious life that I have gone through. 
I didn’t answer Lee. 
This is the way I do the children. 
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(Brief recess.) 
The (‘~J.~~I(\I.~s. The Colnitii,~sion lvill be in order, Jlr. Rnnkin. gou may 

continue. 
>lrs. ()s,\..,T.I). JIM. Rankill. yc,n mcntioncd nhout the $1.000. Sow. I don’t kiiow 

if ?-,,,i l;n,,lv for :t fi1c.t tli;it T,ee had $l.fXlO. It was lnil~lic~ixt~tl in tllc pZil)t’r that 

ht. had $l.C,OO. which is right here ill l%n. 

III-. R.\slils. l)itl 11~ tell ~-011 :lllJ-thilb ” nbont that at the time? 
JIGS. OS~-~~I.D. So, sir, he gave me $100. And he and his I!r~Jtl!er Robert had 

:rrrive(l. z\ll(l 1 am :\sHlmiing it was over me. hr~ausc I<obert did nclt hell1 me. 
Lylltl 1 Iltlrtl llla(lp lhtlt l)ublic~ in the Ret1 (‘rtras papers. that he had a family 
of their own, that they l)rol~~l)lv thought their duty was to their f:~milS. I had 
no help from the other two boss. .\ml he gave me $100, and I stayed in this 
little lilace a few necks, and then I got the job for $5 a week. And that is Lee’s 
defection. 

So here is mg only contact with Lee in Russia, at the Metropole Hotel-this 
is dated December lS, 1959. 

Now, I have settled with the insurance company. and I have :I little money. 
So I sent a check to Lee for $20. And this is his little note. The only contact 
I had with Lee from the time of his immediate tlefection until the State Pepart- 
merit 2 rears later informed me of my son’s address. And this is his little note 
that he needs money. 

So I ~oul(l say that Lee didn’t have $1.600, according to this proof. 
Sow, we are spc~c’uhrting. as you will admit, because you thought the letter to 

the school was from me. And Lou will have to admit that I have given you new 
evidence. And so mayhe Lee didn’t have $1,600. because he is asking for money 
there. That is when he is right in Moscow. 

Mr. Ras~rs. Of course, that is quite a while later. 
Mrs. Osw.~r.~. No, sir. He defected the end of November. This is December 

1959. 
Mr. RAXICIN. But he 
Mrs. OSWALD. He had to make 1Jassage. and have some moner. I don’t know 

if it took $1,600. I do not know. sir. But I am saying 5 weeks later he needs 
money. We haven’t gotten to this file yet. 

I will quote from a newspaper, the Star Telegram, 1959, his defection, by 
1Irs. Aline Mosb;~, who interviewed Lee in Moscow. It says here, “I saw my 
mother always as a worker. always with less than we could use, he said. He 
insistecl his childhootl was happy despite his poverty.” 

We had a rery happy family. He insisted-this is the story in 1939. Lee had 
a normal childhood. 

And now he is criticizing the United States. He savs, “Jlang things bothered 
him in the United States. Race discrimination. harsh treatment of underdog. 
Communists and hate.” Then on the other letter he is going to Russia to write 
a book. And there is another story and another story. Snd all kind of stories. 
So what are we to believe, gentlemen. Is he throwing us off the track because 
he is an agent. We are talking about speculation and newspaper papers, and 
SO on. And we know when he came back that he did go to Mrs. Bates, a Fort 
Worth stenographer, and talked about the Soviet Union. She made it public. 
And he only had $10. And he did not finish that story. And she said he was 
very nervous. And he did not say he was an agent. But she got the impression 
that he was an agent. This has been made public in the Star Telegram-if you 
do not have that, I do. 

Mr. RATKIN. Mrs. Oswald, is this the photostatic copy of the letter about his 
booking passage? 

Mrs. O~\VALD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RAXKIN. You read the original? 
Mrs. Oswa~o. Yes, sir. 
Mr. RAXKIX. And this material on the bottom is just your own writing? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. This was in this book. That is my writing at the bottom. 
Mr. RAXK~X. The letter I was referring to is Exhibit 200. 
Mrs. 0smnr.n. Yes, sir, it is this letter. 
Mr. RAXKIS. We offer in evidence Exhibit 200. 
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The CHAIRJIAN. Admitted. 
(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit So. 200 and re- 

ceived in evidence.) 
Mr. Rassrx. Now. this one starting, “Dear Mother, received your letter, 

and so forth”-that is the one about the Jlarines. when he was asking you 
about getting out of the service and your need, and so forth? 

Mrs. OSWALD. This is the letter which shows the different character of 
the boy that the newspapers are making of him-when I wrote and told 
him I had sold my furniture, and that my compensation and medical was 
stopped, immediately my son sends a special delivery letter, and that is the 
letter “received your letter, was very unhappy. I have contacted the Red 
Cross, and they will contact you.” This is a nice boy to do this im- 
mediately, when he finds his mother is in trouble. He is not a louse, like 
the papers have been making him out. He might have some bad points, but 
so do all of us. 

Mr. RAXKIX. We will ask the reporter to mark this. 
(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 201 for 

identification.) 
Mr. RAXKIN. Exhibit 201 is the letter you are just referring to? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. RANKIN. We offer in evidence Exhibit 201. 
The CHAIR~IAN. Admitted. 
(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 201 and 

received in evidence.) 
Mr. R.4NKIN. Then, Mrs. Oswald, the other one that you received from 

Russia, with the check and the little note from your son Lee is the one 
I am showing you? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. RANKIN. Will you mark that as Exhibit 202? 
(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No.. 202 for 

identification.) 
Mr. RANKIN. We offer in evidence Exhibit 202 and ask leave to substitute 

a copy. 
The CHAIR~SIAN. Admitted. 

(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 202 and 
received in evidence.) 

Mrs. OSWALD. I have folloned up that request and sent the $20 bill in an 
envelope. And I have all of this. But I am not going to go through all this 
paper. You will have all of this. 

Mr. DULLES. Did that get through-just as a matter of curiosity. 
Mrs. OWALD. Yes, that is what I am going to tell you. So I put a $20 bill 

immediately in an envelope and sent it to Lee. And then after I thought 
about it, I thought of a foreign money order. And gentlemen I have all this 
in black and white for you, and this gentleman will copy and have it- 
everything I am saying. So then I went to the bank and I got a foreign 
money order for $26, and I sent it to Lee. It all went air mail. But it came 
back about 2 months later, Mr. Dulles-the $20 bill I got back in cash 
and the Chase Sational Bank foreign money order, that check came back in 
cash. I will have that proof for you. I understand it comes back by boat, 
and that is why it took so long. 

So I had no way of knowing that my contact with my son was suc- 
cessful. I didn’t know until about 2 months later he had not received my 
money. And by that time-well, I didn’t know where he was, because I 
came to Washington in January of 1961, had a conference with Mr. Boster- 
Mr. Stanfield- 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you think he was a Russian agent at this time? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, sir ; I did not think he was a Russian agent. 
Representative FORD. I thought you answered in response to a question I 

asked, when you thought he was an agent, you said when he defected. 
Mrs. OSWALD. I might have said defected to Russia. No, sir; I never 

thought Lee was a Russian agent. 
Representative FORD. I meant an agent of the United States. It is my 
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recollection that you said when he defected to the Soviet Union, you then 
thought he was an American agent. 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. that is right. That is correct. 
Mr. RARKIN. What else caused you to think he was an American agent? 
Mrs. Osws~n. .I11 right. I might be letting things out the way I am 

going. And I am very unhappy about this. Had I started with his child- 
hood I coultl have worked up to age 15 very peacefully, and rou would 
have gotten everything. I hope 1 am not forgetting anything important. But 
now we have letters from the State Department. 

Well, my trip to \Vashington has to come before the letters to the State 
Department, sir. So I am in conference with the three men. I showed 
them the letter from the-the application from the Albert Schweitzer College. 
and Lee’s mail had been coming to my home. I didn’t know whether he was 
living or dead. I did not want to mail these papers. So I made a personal 
trip to Washington. 

I arrived at Washington 8 o’clock in the morning. I took a train, and 
borrowed money on an insurance policy I have, which I have proof. I 
had a bank account of $30, which I drew out and bought a paii of shoes. 
I have all that in proof. sir. the date that I left for the train. I was 3 
nights and 2 days on the train, or 2 days and 3 nights. Anyhow, I took a 
coach and sat up. 

I arrived at the station 8 o’clock in the morning and I called the White 
House. Ai Segro man was on the switchboard, and he said the officrs were 
not open yet, they did not open until 9 o’clock. He asked if I would leave 
my number. I asked to speak to the President. And he said the offices 
were not open yet. I said, “Well, I have just arrived here from Fort Worth, 
Tel., and I will call back at ! l  o’clock.” 

So I called back at !I o’clock. Everybody was just gracious to me over the 
phone. Said that President Kennedy was in a conference. and they would be 
happy to take any message. I asked to speak to Srrretary Rusk, and they 
connected me with that office. And his young lady said he was in a conference, 
but anything she could do for me. I said. “Yes, I have come to town about a son 
of mine who is lnst in Russia. I do want to speak--I would like personally to 
speak to Rerretary Rusk.” So she got off the line a few minutes. Whether she 
gave him the message or what I do not know. She rame back and said, “Mrs. 
Oswald, Mr. Rusk”-so evidently she handed him a noteand Mr. Boster was on 
the line‘that you talk to Jlr. Roster, who is special officer in charge of Soviet 
Union affairs”-if I am correct. And Mr. Roster was on the line. I told him 
who I was. He said, “Yes, I am familiar with the case. 31rs. Oswald.” He said, 
“Will an 11 o’clock appointment be all right with you?” This is 9 o’rlock in the 
morning. So I said-this is quite an interesting story-l said, “Jlr. Boster 
that would be fine. Rut I would rather not talk with gou.” I didn’t know 
who Mr. Boster was. I said, “I would rather talk with Secretary of State Rusk. 
However, if I am unsuccessful in talking with him, then I will keep my ap- 
pointment with you.” 

So I asked Mr. Roster-I said, “Mr. Boster. would you please recommend a 
hotel that would be reasonable?” He said. “I don’t know how reasonable, Mrs. 
Oswald, but I recommend the Washington Hotel. It will be near the State De- 
partment and convenient to you.” 

So I went to the Washington Hotel. And as we know, gentlemen, there were 
nothing but men. They asked me if I had reservation. I said, “So, I didn’t, but 
Mr. Roster of the State Department recommended that I crime here.” So they 
fixed me up with a room. I took a bath and dressed. I went to the appoint- 
ment-because this is 9: 30, I am on the phone, and I had to take a cab to the 
hotel. I arrived at Mr. Baster’s officae at 10: 30. 

Rut before arriving at Mr. Roster’s offifice. I stopped at a telephone in the cor- 
ridor. and I called Dean Rusk’s office again, because I didn’t want to see Mr. 
Boster, and I asked to speak to Dean Rusk. And the young lady said, “Mrs. 
Oswald, talk to Mr. Boater. At least it is a start.” 

So then 1 ente&l gryun{l th.e corridor into 1lr. Roster’s office. I have all the 
pictures of the State Dcl~artmrnt and evergthing to prove this stnrp is true. 
I told the young lady. “I am Mrs. Oswald. I have an 11 o’clock appointment.” 
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Mr. Boster came out and said, “Mrs. Oswald, I am awfully glad you came early, 
because we are going to have a terrible snow storm, and we have orders to leave 
early in order to get home.” 

So he called Mr. Stanfield-the arrangements had been mad-now, the other 
man-1 don’t hare that name here for you, Mr. Rankin. 

Mr. RASKIN. Is it Mr. Hickey? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, Mr. Hickey. You are correct. 
So then we were in conference. So I showed the papers, like I am showing 

here. And I said, “Now, I know you are not going to answer me, gentlemen, 
but I am under the impression that my son is an agent.” “Do you mean a Rus- 
sian agent?” I said, “So, workin g for our Government, a U.S. agent. And I 
want to say this: That if he is, I don’t appreciate it too much, because I am 
destitute, and just getting over a sickness,” on that order. 

I had the audacity to say that. I had gone through all of this without medical, 
without money, without compensation. I am a desperate woman. So I said 
that. 

Mr. RAXKIN. What did they say to you? 
1lrs. OSWALD. They did not answer that. I even said to them, “No, you won’t 

tell me.” So I didn’t expect them to answer that. 
The CHAIRMAX. Did you mean you were seeking money from them? 
Mrs. OS~ATLL So, sir. I didn’t think that my son should have gone-in a 

foreign colmtry, and me being alone. What I was saying was that I think my 
son should be home with me, is really what I implied. 

The C11ar~1rax. Did you tell them that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. In the words that I said before-I didn’t come out and say I 

want my son home. But I implied that if he was an agent, that I thought that 
he needed to be home. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you say anything about believing that your son might know 
full well what he was doing in trying to defect to the Soviet Union, he might like 
it better there than he did here? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I do not remember saying this. I know what I did say, and they 
agreed with me. I said-because I remember this distinctly. I said, “Now, 
he has been exploited all through the paper as a defector. If he is a defector”- 
because as we stated before, I don’t know he is an agent, sir-and if he is a 
defector, ttat is his privilege, as an individual. 

And they said, “Mrs. Oswald, we want you to know that we feel the same way 
about it.” That was their answer. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you say anything about possibly he liked the Soviet way 
of life better than ours? 

Mrs. Oswa~o. I may have. I do not remember, sir. Honestly. I may have 
said that. I recall that they agreed with me, and they said, “We want him also 
to do what he wants to do.” 

So now this is January 2, 1961, is my trip to Washington. Approximately 8 
weeks later, on March 22, 196-which is 8 weeks-I received a letter from the 
State Department informing me of my son’s address. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall that they assured you there was no evidence he 
was an agent? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, sir, there was no comment to that effect. 
Mr. RANKIN. And they told you to dismiss any such ideas from your mind? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, sir. 
Mr. RANKIN. You are sure they didn’t tell you that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I am positive. I said to them, “Of course, I don’t expect you 

to answer me.” No, sir, there was nothing mentioned about the agent at all. 
rind in fact, I would think, just as a layman, that tbe State Department would 
not even consider discussing that with me. But I mean it was not discussed. I 
am positive of that. 

Mr. R.INKIN. If they recorded in a memorandum as of that date that they 
did say that to you, that would be incorrect? 

Mrs. OSWALD. That is incorrect, emphatically incorrect. That is incorrect. 
Recause I said, “I don’t expect you to tell me. But if he is an agent,” I didn’t 
think it was the thing to do. 

Well, on January 21 was my trip to Washington, 1961. Approximately 8 
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weeks later, on March 22, 1961, I received a letter from the State Department 
informing me of my son’s address, which you probably hare. if you don’t, sir, I 
have the copies. And also stating that my son wishes to return back to the 
United States-just 8 weeks after my trip to Washington. 

NOW, you want to know why I think my son is an agent. And I have been 
telling you all along. 

Here is a very important thing why my son was an agent. On March 22 I 
receive a letter of his address and stating that my son wishes to return back 
to the United States. You have that. sir? 

Mr. RAXKIN. Yes. 
Mrs. OSWALD. On April 39, 1961, he marries a Russian girl-approximately 5 

weeks later. 
Now, why does a man who wants to come back to the United States, 5 weeks 

later-here is the proof-April 30, 1961, is the wedding dat+marry a Russian 
girl? Because I say-and I may be wrong-the I:.S. Embassy has ordered him 
to marry this Russian girl. And a few weeks later, May 16, 1961, he is coming 
home with the Russian girl. And as we know. he does get out of the Soviet Union 
with the Russian girl, with money loaned to him by the U.S. Embassy. I may be 
wrong, gentlemen, but two on two in my books makes four. 

I have many more things that can go to this, and that has been published. I 
will probably never know whether my son was an agent, because I do not expect 
to be told these facts. But isn’t it peculiar that a boy is coming home, and the 
Embassy informs me of that-1 have all this, Mr.,Rankin, and you know I do. 
You will have the copies. And then 5 weeks later he marries a Russian girl. 
And the proof of it is that he does come home with the Russian girl in a short 
length of time. And Lee would have been home 1 year earlier. But because of 
the lack of money to come home. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you ever ask him whether he married the Russian girl 
because they ordered him to? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, sir. I have never asked Lee any questions of that kind. 
The only question I asked Lee was when they were living with me that 1 month, 
I said, “Lee, I want to know one thing. Why is it you came back to the 
United States when you had a job and you were married to a Russian girl,” 
and they sent me lovely gifts and photographs and everything. So they seemed 
to be well off. 

I have a beautiful scarf-they sent tea, boxes of candy, which the postage is 
terrific. He says, “not even Marina knows that.” And that is the only question 
I have ever asked my son. This may be hard to believe. But I have explained 
to you over and over that I think we, as individuals, have a right to our 
own life. 

Mr. RANKIN. You saw your daughter-in-law and your son living together with 
you, didn’t you, for some time? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. They lived with me 1 month. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you think they were in love with each other? 
Mrs. OEWALD. Yes, they were deEnitely in love with each other. Yes, I think 

they were in love with each other. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you think at that time it was just because he was an agent 

and ordered to marry her that he married her? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. I would say this. This is purely speculation. He knew 

Marina, and he loved Marina. They met at a dance. So that was-he had a 
girl friend. We are saying if he is an agent-1 have to say “if.” Then he 
tells the Embassy that he is in love with a Russian girl. And so it is a good 
idea to bring the Russian girl to the United States. He will have contacts. 

Now-. when I was in Mrs. Paine’s home, on the table was a lot of papers from 
Lee. The Daily Worker I happen to know about. And many, many sub- 
versive-now, I say if Lee is going to assassinate a President, or Lee is anything 
that he is otherwise than an agent, Lee would not hare all these things, he would 
not have his finger in everything. 

He would not be reading only communism and Marxism. that he would be a 
fanatic about that one thing and have a cause to assassinate the President. 

But that is not the picture of Lee Harvey Oswald. Lee has his hand in 
everything. 
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Mr. RASKIN. Khat do you mean by everything? 
Mrs. Oswvar.~. Well, Cuba-because we know in Sew Orleans he was arrested 

for Fair Play for Cuba. He read the Daily Worker. And the other ones I 
don’t know. But it was in the paper. There is plenty of subversive material. 

Mr. RAKKIX. What about books? Did he read books much while he was living 
with you? 

Xrs. OS~.U.D. Yes. he read continuously. He went immediately to the library 
upon coming to the United States. He read continuously. All kinds of books. 
I tried, when he defected-1 went to the library to find out the kind of litera- 
ture that Lee read. But they could not give me that information. They said 
the only way they could give that information was when a book was overdue, 
and was out. But otherwise they have no record. 

Now, it has been stated in the leaper-maybe New Orleans is different, I don’t 
know, but I know in Fort Worth I could not get the information. Stated he had 
books-the assassination of Huey Long and things of that sort. They must have 
a different system. Because in Fort \Vorth, Tex.. they do not hare that sys- 
tem. The only way they can tell is if a book is out. But I know Lee read. 
And I have stated in 1030 all of this. 

Anyway, from Vincent Peale on down to anything you want to mention. Lee 
read continuously. 

Mr. RAIVKIN. Now, \vas there any time that Marina said anything to you to 
lead you to believe that she thought your son, Lee, married her because he was 
an agent? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, sir, no, sir. Not at any time at all. 
Mr. RAKKIK. You think she loved him? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I believe that Marina loved him in a way. But I believe that 

Marina wanted to come to America. I believe that Lee had talked America to 
her, and she wanted to come to America. I say this for a lot of little things 
that happened-that Marina wanted to cnme to America. Naybe she loved him. 
I am sure she did, anyway. She said that she did. 

Mr. RAPTKIN. I am not clear about this being ordered to marry her. You 
don’t mean that your son didn’t love her. 

Mrs. OSWALD. Well, I could mean that-if he is an agent, and he has a girl 
friend, and it is to the benefit of the country that he marry this girl friend, and 
the Embassy helped him get this Russian girl out of Russia-let’s face it, well, 
whether he loved her or not, he would take her to America, if that would give 
him contact with Russians, yes, sir. 

Mr. RANKIN. Is that what you mean? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I would say that. 
Mr. RANKIN. And you don’t think it was because your son loved her, then? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I do not know whether my son loved her or not. But I am 
telling you why he would do this-in S-weeks time. Now, you have a B-week 
period in here. 

Mr. RANKIK. I understand that. But I think it is a very serious thing to say 
about your son, that he would do a thing like that to a girl. 

Mrs. Osw-OLD. No, sir, it is not a serious thing. I know a little about the 
CIA, and so on, the F-2, Powers, and things that hare been made public. They 
go through any extreme for their country. I do not think that would be serious 
for him to marry a Russian girl and bring her here, so he would have contact. 
I think that is all part of an agent’s duty. 

Mr. RANKIN. You think your son was capable of doing that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, sir, I think my son was an agent. I certainly do. 
Mr. RAKKIN. Have you got anything more that caused you to think he was an 

agent? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, I have things that have been coming out in the paper. 

And I am not the only one that thinks my son is an agent. There has been 
many, many publications questioning whether Lee was an agent or not because 
of circumstances, and so on, and so forth, through the newspapers. 

Mr. RAKKIX. That is newsl)aper accounts you are talking about now? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. And as I said about the FBI. 
Mr. RANKIN. What about your own knowledge? 
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Mrs. OSWALD. Well, that is why I wanted to go into the story. I wouldn’t 
have become emotionally upset had I started in sequence. 

I told you about him not wanting me to see that program. And then the 
letters. There is so much. About him being an agent-all of his correspond- 
ence with the Embassy in Moscow. I have the letters in the hotel. One of 
the letters states that the Russians cannot hold you-“the Russians cannot hold 
you. You are an American citizen. You are not a bona fide Russian resident.” 
We have the letters. You have a copy of the letter, Mr. Rankin. 

And “if you will show this letter to the Russians, they cannot hold you in 
Minsk.” 

Mr. R~NKIN. They would say that about you if you were over there, or 
anyone. 

Mrs. OSWALD. The point I am trying to bring there is Lee has always been an 
American citizen-according to all of my papers from the State Department. 

Mr. RANKIN. Yes. 
Mrs. OSWALD. And they would say that about anyone-all right, I will grant 

you that. You are probably right. 
Mr. RANKIN. So that doesn’t prove he is an agent, that I can see. 
Now, how do you feel it shows he was an agent? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Because he has the sanction of the American Embassy all 

through this affair. 
Mr. R~NKIN. They would give that to any of us. 
Mrs. OSWAI.D. All right-so you are telling me that. But this man is mar- 

ried to a Russian girl, and does come back within a short time, and could have 
come back sooner. It was the lack of money. And that is another thing. 

The State Department repeatedly kept writing me, and I have the letters, 
for the money. I have copies of my letters also. I could not raise the money. 
I said I had a ‘54 Buick car, and all I could get a loan on was $250. They 
wrote back and said could you ask some friends, or do you have any relatives- 
800 and some odd dollars they needed. And I went to 12 very prominent people 
in Vernon, Tex.-one who is a very respected citizen that they recommended 
me to go, who has a citizen award. And I felt very confident maybe he would 
help me. I told him that my son, who was a very young man, who was an 
American citizen, is trying to get back to the United States, but there is lack of 
money, and if he knew of any way possible he could help me. 

He said “You mean he is a defector?” I said, “Possibly so. The paper has 
said he was a defector.” And he said, “Well, I am sorry, Mrs. Oswald, but 
these boys that are in the service and defect, I don’t have any use for.” 

And I said, “Do you go to church, sir?’ He said, “Yes, I do”. And 1 said, 
“Probably you go to church to put your hat on. Because here is a boy. Let’s 
say he has made a mistake. He has gone to Russia. But let’s say he realizes 
now he has made a mistake, and he wants to come back. Are you telling me 
you won’t help him?” 

“That is what I am telling you, Mrs. Oswald. I don’t have any use for 
anybody”. Which Senator Tower said that he would not help Lee-made it 
public. These are nice people saying this. I say the ones who are down 
and out are the ones that need the help. This boy was a young boy. Let’s 
say he is not an agent. Let’s say he defected to Russia. Yet he wants to 
come back. He deserved a helping hand. I went to 12 people. I did not beg. 
But I presented my case. And not a one offered to help. 

Mr. RANKIN. Didn’t you understand that the State Department had to try 
to find out if they could-or you or your son could get the money from other 
sources before they could adranre the money? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, sir, I understand that. I am trying to tell you that I 
tried awfully hard, but with no success. 

Mr. RANKIN. So they were just trying to do their duty in that regard, were 
they not? 

Mrs. Oswann. It could be, yes. It could be. 
Mr. RANKIN. You don’t think that makes him an agent, just because they 

asked you- 
Mrs. OSWALD. I think-well, as you say, they would probably help anyone. 

And then again, because he is married to a Russian girl, and because all these 
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documents and everything are handled through the U.S. Embassy. And be- 
cause of my trip to Washington-which was red carpet treatment. LeL’s say, 
gentlemen, if a woman gets on the phone at 9 o’clock and has an appointment 
at 11 o’clock with three big men, that is wonderful treatment. 

Now, they probably would do that to anybody. I don’t know. 
Mr. RASKIN. They might have done that-- 
Mrs. OSWALD. I haven’t been that fortunate before. 
Mr. RAXKIS. Well, that shouldn’t be held against them that they treated 

you nicely. 
Mrs. OSWALD. So, I have told you, Mr. Rankin, they were most gracious to 

me. The Administration was most grarious to me. 
Mr. RASKIS. I don’t see why you should think that because they treated 

you nicely, that was any sign he was an agent. 
Mrs. OSWALD. Well, maybe you don’t see why. But this is my son. And 

this is the way I think, because I happen to know all of the other things that 
you don’t know-the life and everything. I happen to think this. And this 
is my privilege to think this way. And I can almost back it up with these 
things. 

This is a stranger to you folks. But this is a boy I have known from a child. 
Mr. RANKIN. How much money do you think he received for being an agent? 
Mrs. OSWALD. That I do not know. 
Mr. RANKIN. You have no idea? 
Mrs. OSWALD. But I do know this, and I have stated this. I have aI)proxi- 

mately ‘900 and some odd dollars. And I lost my job. That can be proven. I 
was a nurse on the 3 to 11 shift, workin, * in a rest home, for a very wealthy 
woman. And it would have been at least a year, a year and a half case. She 
is not that bad off. She is just an invalid. She is going to live quite a while. 

When I returned home from the Six Flags on Thanksgiving Ik~y, the Deputy 
Sheriff at Fort Worth, Tex. went to get my pay. And the nurse, the 7 to 3:3O 
o’clock nurse-1 went 3 to ll-and my patient cried and said that they were 
awfully sorry, but they could not have me back on the case. That the woman 
at the rest home refused to have me. 

Now, I was not working for the rest home. I was doing private duty. But 
I understand that this is her place of business, and my presence there might 
have been-hurt her money part. But this is our Christian way of life. The 
boy was accused of killing the President, with no proof. And then the mother 
loses her job. 

Now, that is my position. You asked me the question. But ;\Iarina has 
$35,000 publicly. What she has, I do not know. 

Now, gentlemen, $35,000 is a lot of money in donation dribs aud drabs- 
is a very large sum of money. I question where does that money come from. 
Yes, some of it could be coming from Lee’s back pay. And she might have more 
than that. That was the amouut made public-$35,000. And here is a mother 
without a job. And everybody knows I have no money. And my contributions 
are 900 and some odd dollars. 

Mr. RANKIN. Now, when you say that money that Marina has iuight come 
from your son’s back pay, what do you base that on? Just speculation? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I am basing all of this on speculation. Sir, if I had proof, 
I would not be taking my energy and my emotional capacity to bring all this 
out-if I had proof he was an agent. 

hlr. RANKIN. When they asked you to contribute some money to help bring 
him home from Russia, did it occur to you that if he is an agent the government 
could just pay his way? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. But they don’t want the public to know he is an agent. 
They want me to have all of this. They don’t want the public to know. I am 
going around to people-you brought up a very good point. I am going around 
trying to get money for this boy to come home, so the public knows. Sure, 
they could have given him the money to come home. 

Mr. RANKIN. Are you trying to get money now? I don’t understand what 
you mean by that? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I think, Mr. Rankin, you asked me the question that if he was 
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an agent, that the Gorernment would have given him the money to come home 
without any trouble. I say just the opposite. That it was a very good point. 

If he was an agent, it would make it hard for him to get the money to come 
home. 

Remember, I am under the impression he is coming home with this Russian 
girl in order to continue his work. So he cannot be given the money immediately 
to come home, because his mother might tell the story to someone. Lee was 
almost a year coming home for lack of money. So then they have an excuse 
to loan him the money. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you ever learn that he was getting money from the Red 
Cross in addition to his pay-that is the Russian or Soviet Red Cross, when 
he was over there? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, sir. 
Mr. RANKIN. You don’t know what he did with that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t know anything about that. The Red Cross from here? 
Mr. RANKIN. The Soviet Red Cross. 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, sir, I know nothing about that. 
Mr. RANKIN. You didn’t know he was supposed to have gotten an amount 

equal to the pay he received from his job. He got that from the Red Cross. 
Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t follow you. I do not know. I don’t understand. 
Mr. RANKIN. He got so much a month from his job in the electronics factory. 

You understood that. 
Mrs. OSWALD. In Russia? 
Mr. RANKIN. Yes. 
Mrs. OSWALD. He was not in an electronics factory. I thought he was working 

in a radio factory. All right, fine. 
Mr. RANKIN. And then he got an equal amount, we understand, from the 

Red Cross of the Soviet Union. Did you know that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, sir. Now, explain to me-when you say the Red Cross 

of the Soviet Union. Is that our American Red Cross in the Soviet Union, 
or this is part of the Russian Red Cross? 

Mr. RANKIN. This is part of the Russian Red Cross. 
Mrs. Oswann. I do not know that. 
Mr. RANKIN. It is not any part of the American Red Cross. 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, I do not know that. 
Mr. RANKIN. Their Red Cross is somewhat different than ours, I understand, 

because the Government has so much to do with activity there that the Red 
Cross is closely associated with the Government itself, while in this country, 
as you know, it is generally supported by the public. 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, I did not know that. 
Now, one other thing pertaining to this. When Marina and Lee returned 

from Russia, and they were at my daughter-in-law’s home, Robert’s home, and 
I came in from the job in the country to see them, I said-up until this time, 
gentlemen, I thought Russians were peasant-looking people, like the public. 
And I said, “Lee, she doesn’t look Russian at all. She looks American.” He 
said, “Of course, mother, that is why I married her, is because she looks Ameri- 
can.” In front of my daughter-in-law and Robert. He bragged that she looked 
like an American girl. And there is all little things of that sort. 

As I say, I cannot remember everything in my life, because I am going-this 
is way back-in a few hours time, Mr. Rankin. But there is many, many things 
that come up. 

Mr. RANKIN. HOW does that show that he was an agent at that time. I don’t 
understand that. 

Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t either. But I am telling you the expressions. He is 
making a point. And what I was going to make a point-Lee loved his work, and 
Lee loved the Marines. Lee loved the Marines, Mr. Rankin. Even coming back- 
he was a military man. And that has also been stated in the paper, that he had 
a military manner about him. I think Pistrict Attorney Wade remarked some- 
thing of that order. People have noticed that, 

Mr. RAKKIN. What made you think he loved the Marines? Was there 
something he did when he came back? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. He loved the Marines because his brother was a Marine, 
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for one thing. And John Edward-that is his career-14 years. My brother was 
in the Navy. His father was a veteran. We are a servicemen family. And I 
know Lee loved the Marines. I told you how he read the manual before he left. 
And on leaves, coming home, Lee would brag. He even said when he came home 
from Japan, “mother, my stay in Japan, just the trip alone would have cost 
about $2,000.” 

Now, Lee, I know also, was in the Air Force of the Marines, and he went to 
,Biloxi, Miss., for schooling. Lee has had quite a bit of schooling. And Lee spoke 
Russian equivalent to 1 year when he defected to Russia. I have that on his 
application from the Albert Schweitzer College. And Lee spoke and wrote 
Russian fluently when he went to Russia. So Lee learns Russian in the Marines. 

Mr. RANPIN. Did he ever talk about reenlisting into the Marines after he 
returned? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Well, when Lee returned he was with me 3 days, and then, of 
course, he went over to visit Robert’s house. So actually we didn’t talk. I was 
trying to find a home. And I didn’t think he would go. I was hoping that Lee 
would not go on the ship and work. I was hoping he would stay home. We 
were interrupted before. When he said to me about, that he wanted to work 
on a ship in the import and export business, I started to tell you I agreed with 
him. And this is how you have to do-particularly when you are a woman. 
A father could tell the man, “YOU are not going to do this.” But I went along 
with that. And then the next day I said, “Lee, why don’t you stay”, and I 
went into that-“until I settle my claim, and I can babysit and we can get 
along.” He said, “No, my mind is made up. If I stay, we will both be in these 
circumstances.” So on the third day-1 knew he wanted to do this, but I 
didn’t think he was going to do it for a month or two. But on the third day 
he came with his suitcase in the room and he said, “Mother, I am off.” So 
since his mind was made up, I told him goodby. 

Mr. RANKIN. He said nothing about reenlisting in the Marines? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, the three days he was home. That was the conversation, 

about him going on a ship. I saw his passport. And his passport was stamped 
“import and export” on his passport. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did it say anything about Soviet Russia on it? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. What I am saying is that I saw the passport with big 

writing “export and import.” I think it was blue. I did not read the passport, 
because Lee was there, but I happened to see the passport, “export and import” 
stamped. 

Whether he had another passport, I do not know. I didn’t ask. I am saying 
this-and God knows I am telling you the truth. I am just this type person. 
It is because of my life. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you know that he spoke Russian at that time, when he had 
this passport? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, sir; I did not know. The only time I knew that he spoke 
Russian is what came out in the news. But when I really knew was Lee’s 
application for the Albert Schweitzer College. Shall we go into that-the 
application ? 

Mr. RANKIN. Yes. 
Mrs. OSWALD. Now, the first that I knew-no, I am wrong. It is not the 

first I knew. I had received a letter from Lee while in the Marines before 
he knew of my trouble, stating that he was accepted by the Albert Schweitzer 
College. And that letter was in the sea bag that I told you about, that I do 
not have. 

Mr. DULLES. Would you give us the date of that letter? 
Mrs. OSWALD. The other letter would have been-let’s see. Lee was told in 

July about my trouble. And the other letter I would say would be about May 
or June. This is March 22. I received this in care of Lee. And you see, sir, 
I have a lot of addresses, because I am now living in these homes. 

Mr. DULLES. ‘57 or ‘58? 
Mrs. OSWALD. 1960. 
Let’s see now. Then I heard from the State Department in 1961. 
“Due to a number of circumstances, we found ourselves forced to make a 

slight change in the arrival and departure dates of the third term. The first 
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lecture will be held on Tuesday afternoon 16.00 o’clock, April 19, instead of taking 
place on the 21st with the arrival day on the 20th. It will mean that the 
students arrive either on the evening of Monday, the lSth, or before noon on 
April 19th. This change, however, makes it possible to end the term on the 
weekend of July 2. We hope that you will still be able to fit this change of 
dates into your travel plan. Should it not be possible for you to arrive on 
the earlier date we, of course, understand the difficulty. In the latter case, 
please drop us a line.” 

So that is how I knew that Lee-1 opened his mail. I didn’t know whether 
my son was living or dead, sir. ,4nd that is how I knew-1 won’t go into all this. 
He made a deposit. I have all of this for you. 

He made a deposit. And this is my copies to them. 
Now, one thing I have forgotten. 
While at the State Department, the State Department told me that Lee had 

gone to Finland before Russia. And I did not know that. 
Now, Lee had applied at a college in Finland, evidently, because on the appli- 

cation it states such a fact. I did not know, because the paper just said he 
arrived in Russia-until I went to the State Department. 

So what I am trying to say-1 may be forgetting a lot of important things, 
because I am just now remembering what the State Department told me. 

I don’t think I am forgetting too much. 
But, after all, I am going through a whole life, and it is very hard. 
This is Lee’s original application, that you cannot possibly have had. This 

is the only application there is. So this is something new for you gentlemen. 
I am not going to go through it all, because you have a copy. But I am going 
to show you the thinking of this young man. 

“Special interests : Religious, vocational, literary, sports, and hobbies. 
Philosophy, psychology, ideology. football, baseball, tennis, stamp collecting”- 
Lee had a stamp collecting book. “Nature of private reading: Jack London, 
Darwin, Norman Vincent Peale, scientific books, philosophy, and so on.” 

Representative FORD. That is an application to where? 
Mrs. OSWALD. This is an original application for the Albert Schweitzer School. 
“Active part taken in organizations. Student body movement in school for 

control of juvenile delinquency, member YMCA, and AYA association.” 
I don’t know what that is. 
Mr. RANKIN. Where did you get this copy? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I had contacted Congressman Jim Wright, that has helped 

me-helped me to locate Lee through the State Department. But Mr. Jim 
Wright was not successful. 

I was successful because of my trip to Washington, as you know. 
And from the trip to Washington, I went to the building where Mr. Jim Wright 

worked, and I went in to tell the secretary about the trip to Washington. And 
that I had heard from Dee. 

Well, I had information here that Lee had paid a deposit. So I had written 
the school and asked if we were entitled to the return of the deposit, since he 
didn’t show up. But I did not get an answer. 

So Mr. Wright’s secretary said that, “Mrs. Oswald, I will write and see what 
we can do. 

So she wrote, and then they sent the application and everything back to 
Jim Wright’s office. And that is how I got the application. 

Mr. DOYLE. They may be interested in knowing where the college is. 
Mrs. OSWALD. It is in Switzerland. Albert Schweitzer College, Chur Walden, 

Graubuenen, Switzerland. “Application Form. High School. Completed high 
school by correspondence.” 

I have that. His original correspondence in the service-completed high 
school. 

Mr. RANKIN. Is that part of his Marine work-he finished high school that 
way? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
January ‘58, Passing 65 on scale of 109 B plus. College: None.” 
And then I read his books. 
Now, we go down to here. 
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“Vocational Interests if decided upon: To be a short story writer on contem- 
porary American life.” 

Now, “General statement regarding reasons for wishing to attend the Albert 
Schweitzer College: In order to acquire a fuller understanding of that subject 
which interests me most, philosophy, to meet with Europeans who can broaden 
my scope of understanding, to receive formal education by institutes of high 
standing and character, to broadeu my knowledge of German, and to live in a 
healthy climate and good moral atmosphere.” 

This is very good thinking, gentlemen. We are getting a picture now of the 
boy which has been not told in the paper. 

I have read this one particular statement at three press conferences. The 
drst press conference was about 80 members there, from foreign lands and 
everything. Sothing was printed. Then I had a second press conference with 
16 men and I said, “Now, I am tired of the things that are being said about my 
family, myself, and Lee. We are not perfect. But I know there is some good 
things. And I have read a particular statement that has not been printed. 
Let’s see if one of you has the courage to print it.” 

There was 16 there. That did not come out. I had a third conference, and 
I said the same thing and quoted this. That was not made public in the paper. 

I hold a lot of these answers, gentlemen, as you know by now. 
Mr. RANKIN. You notice the next paragraph, about his plans? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, “Plans to be pursued after the period at Albert Schweitzer 

College: To attend the short summer course of the University of Turku, Turku, 
Finland.” 

Now, I have a brochure. This I cannot understand-from this college, dated 
1960. I have this for you, Mr. Rankinaated 1960. 

Lee is in Russia. 
And the men in the State Department told me he went to Finland before 

Russia. But this is dated 1960. I have it for you. 
But I don’t understand that. 
“Then to return to America and pursue my chosen vocation.” 
Mr. RANKIN. I want to ask you about that. Do you think he meant this at 

the time? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I do not know. I am saying-and I am going to stick to my 

story-that Lee is an agent, then a lot of this is a lot of baloney. I cannot make 
it any stronger. I don’t know, sir. The boy is gone, and I didn’t hear from 
his own lips. 

Mr. RANKIN. You think that he decided to defect after this application, then? 
Mrs. OSWAI,D. I do not know, sir, because I have not had this from the boy. 

I am speculating. But I have a lot of documents to sustain my speculation. 
Mr. ~NKIN. Now, this, you cannot tell one way or another about whether 

he is an agent by this. 
Mrs. OSWALD. I cannot tell by anything he is an agent, if you want proof. 

I am becoming a little discouraged about this, because I keep telling you-1 did 
not have proof, sir. But I am giving you documents leading to it. 

Mr. RANKIN. All I am trying to find out is what you have. You are giving 
us that. I am also trying to find out whatever proof you have about these 
various things that we can rely on. 

Mrs. OSWALD. Well, I am going to state once and for all, because it upsets me 
very much emotionally. And I have stated before, I do not have proof, sir. 
I do not have proof of an agent. I do not have proof my son is innocent. I do 
not have proof. 

Mr. RANKIN. You don’t have any proof of a conspiracy? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Of anything. It is just as I feel, like the Dallas police do not 

have proof my son shot President Kennedy. If they have anything, it is circum- 
stantial evidence. I have as much circumstantial evidence here that Lee was 
an agent as the Dallas police hare that he shot President Kennedy. 

“Familiarity with foreign languages, if any. Russian equal in fluency to 
about 1 year’s education or schooling. I also speak a very little German. Gen- 
eral condition of health: Good. Hare you ever had any serious illness or 
nervous disturbances : No.” 

Mr. RANKIN. Is that correct? 
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Mrs. OSWALD. That is correct. 
I want to get to that psychiatric. There will be a story there. 
“Does such a condition still exist : No.” 
I don’t understand this--do you? 
“General condition of health : Good. Have you had a serious illness or 

nervous disturbance, no. If so, explain.” 
Then he has a dash. 
“Are you at present receiving medical or psychiatric care? No.” 
And then he gives as references-you have this. so I won’t go into it. 
A chaplain-would you like me to go into all these names for the record? 
Mr. RANKIN. No, we can offer this. 
Did you know any of those people that he showed as references? 
Mrs. Oswl~\r.o. No, sir. I do not. And that is dated the %l, 4th, ‘59. And this 

is another application form from the Albert Schweitzer College. 
“1 hereby apply to attend the student course from April 12, 1966 to June 27. 

1960. Surname : Oswald. Christian name: Lee Harvey. Mr. Age, 20. 
Mother tongue : English. Other language you know : Russian. Equal in fluency 
to 1 year of schooling. Occupation: Student. Sntionality: American. Exact 
address: MCAF. MACS-9, Santa Ana, California, USA. Remarks: Please in- 
form me of the amount of the deposit if required so I can forward it and 
confirm my reservation and show my sincerity of purpose. Thank you. Lee 
Harvey Oswald.” 

Well, he did, and I have this here, make a deposit of $2.7, which the school 
informed me that they would not be able to refund, because it would take care 
of any incidentals that had occurred for him not appearing. 

Gentlemen, it is 10 minutes to five, I believe I had a full day. I worked last 
night on the papers. I came early to have copies made. 

This was a complete story, I believe, and I have at least three other complete 
stories. And I have a story of my life that I believe from newspaper accounts 
that you will be very surprised also to know the type person I am. But according 
to the newspaper-of course, really nothing bad has been said about me, other- 
wise than one particular instance. That I can prove and have witnesses that it 
is not the case. 

The CHAIR~~AN. Mrs. Oswald, you said you had three more stories. Just 
name them. Name what stories they are, so we will know what they are. 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
It would be Lee’s life, sir, from early childhood, and the psychiatric treatment 

in New York, that I want to tell you about. 
The CHAIRMAN. Up to 16? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, sir, because we have finished that, because we went into 
that. 

And then my life, from early childhood, which you have asked, Mr. Rankin, 
in a letter. 

The third was Lee as an agent, which I have gone into. 
The CHAIRMAN. Lee what? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Lee being an agent. 
But I have really gone into that. 
The CHAIRMAN. So really, there are only two more? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, sir, my life and Lee’s life. 
Now, I would like you to have this picture-if you have not seen it. And I 

will not comment on it. I want you to study it thoroughly, use a magnifying 
glass, if possible, and if you care to, we will discuss it. 

Now, this is out of the Post Magazine. 
There is another picture that I would like the Commission to get which is in 

the Memorial Issue of President Kennedy-I think it is the Post. I will get 
that information for you. 

Mr. DOYLE. Would you like to advise the Commission generally what you 
believe they will find out from this? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I would rather not comment on that at this particular moment. 
I submit it to them for them to look over all the people, to study it. I have two. 
You may have that one for the record. 
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Mr. DULLES. What does this purport to be of? 

Mrs. OSWALD. That is a picture of the book depository the day of the assassi- 

nation of President Kennedy. And there are people in the picture. 

The CHAIRbrAN. Well, is there anything you want us to see in the picture? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Well, I would rather you see it yourself. I see what I see. 

The CHAIR~LIAN. What do you see? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Well, all right. 

I see Marina and the child-the girl and the baby, it could be Marina. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will you show us, please? 

Mrs. OSWALD. And, again, I am saying-1 cannot be sure this is the picture. 

Rut this right here. This girl with this baby could possibly be Marina and June. 

Mr. RANKIN. And that is the girl- 

Mrs. OSWALD. This girl holding the baby. 

Mr. RANKIN. Right next to the door? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, sir, right next to the door. In back of her is the hat of 

a man. I have started this. I will continue. 

(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 203, for 

identification.) 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, may I offer this? 

The CHAIBMAN. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. I offer in evidence Exhibit 203. 

And that is the photograph that you were just referring to, Mrs. Oswald? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, sir, that is the photograph the day of the assassination. 

Mr. RANKIN. And you pointed out the girl on the left column- 

Mrs. OSWAD. Of the entrance to the book depository, holding a child. 

(The document heretofore marked for identification as Commission Exhibit No. 

203 was received in evidence.) 

Mr. DULLES. Do we know the time this was taken? 

Mr. RANKIN. Can you tell about the time this was taken? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. This, I understand, was when President Kennedy was shot. 

He is supposed to be holding his throat here. And this is the car. This is right 

after he passed the book depository, when he is supposed to have been shot. 

The CHaIRbfAN. Very well. We will adjourn ‘until tomOrrOW at 10 o’clock. 

(Whereupon, at 4 :55 p.m., the President’s Commission recessed.) 

Wednesday, February 12, 1964 

TESTIMONY OF MRS. MARGUERITE OSWALD RESUMED 

The President’s Commission met at 10 a.m. on February 12, 1964, at 200 

Maryland Avenue NE., Washington, D.C. 

Present were Chief Justice Earl Warren, Chairman; Representative Hale 

Boggs and Representative Gerald R. Ford, members. 

Also present were J. Lee Rankin, general counsel ; Wesley J. Liebeler, assistant 

counsel; and John F. Doyle, attorney for Mrs. Marguerite Oswald. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Commission will be in order. 

We will proceed to the hearing. 

The CHAIRMAN. Mrs. Oswald, did you have anything you wanted to say 

to us this morning before we start the questioning? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, I meant to yesterday morning. I have two or three things 

that are worrying me. 

Mr. Rankin, on Monday, when I testified that I had not been questioned 

officially, you told me that I had. And if I remember correctly, sir, you said 

that there was 28 pages of testimony, or was it 8 pages? 

Mr. RANKIN. Twenty-eight, I think. 
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Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, sir, right next to the door. In back of her is the hat of 

a man. I have started this. I will continue. 

(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 203, for 
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Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, may I offer this? 

The CHAIBMAN. Yes. 
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And that is the photograph that you were just referring to, Mrs. Oswald? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, sir, that is the photograph the day of the assassination. 

Mr. RANKIN. And you pointed out the girl on the left column- 

Mrs. OSWAD. Of the entrance to the book depository, holding a child. 

(The document heretofore marked for identification as Commission Exhibit No. 

203 was received in evidence.) 

Mr. DULLES. Do we know the time this was taken? 

Mr. RANKIN. Can you tell about the time this was taken? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. This, I understand, was when President Kennedy was shot. 

He is supposed to be holding his throat here. And this is the car. This is right 

after he passed the book depository, when he is supposed to have been shot. 

The CHaIRbfAN. Very well. We will adjourn ‘until tomOrrOW at 10 o’clock. 

(Whereupon, at 4 :55 p.m., the President’s Commission recessed.) 
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Also present were J. Lee Rankin, general counsel ; Wesley J. Liebeler, assistant 

counsel; and John F. Doyle, attorney for Mrs. Marguerite Oswald. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Commission will be in order. 

We will proceed to the hearing. 

The CHAIRMAN. Mrs. Oswald, did you have anything you wanted to say 

to us this morning before we start the questioning? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, I meant to yesterday morning. I have two or three things 

that are worrying me. 

Mr. Rankin, on Monday, when I testified that I had not been questioned 

officially, you told me that I had. And if I remember correctly, sir, you said 

that there was 28 pages of testimony, or was it 8 pages? 

Mr. RANKIN. Twenty-eight, I think. 
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Mrs. OSWAUX Well, Mr. Doyle, as my attorney-I am very concerned about 
that, because I want to know--if it is my testimony-because the little while- 
the testimony that I gave to the FBI when I entered the courthouse was 
approximately about 10 minutes. They immediately left to investigate. They 
did not talk to me again, sir. 

And then the only other testimony that I gave on tape was the starting of 
Lee’s defection at the Six Flags Inn, which I would say ran approximately 10 
or 15 minutes. And that is the only time I have testified. 

Now, if you have all this other testimony from me, I don’t think it is fair, 
because I should know what I am supposed to have said. I need to know what 
I am supposed to have said. 

The CHAIRMAN. Mrs. Oswald, whatever we have that we are told you have 
said, you and your attorney are entitled to see, and I will see that you can. 
We won’t delay the proceeding this morning. But you may see it before you 
leave the building. 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes-it is very important to know that. 
Thank you, Justice Warren. 
The CHAPMAN. All right. 
Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, on that point, will it be satisfactory if we 

furnish a clean photostatic copy to Mr. Doyle? 
The CHAIRMAN. Yes, that will be satisfactory. You may do that, yes. 
Mrs. OSWALD. I certainly need to know what I am supposed to have said. 
There is an FBI agent by the name of Mr. John Fain. I will ask you, Mr. 

Rankin, if you have his address, or do you know about Mr. John Fain? 
Mr. RANKIN. I know of Mr. John Fain as one of the agents that had some 

interviews with your son. 
Mrs. OSWALD. Now, Mr. John Fain is the agent that I called upon myself 

after Lee’s defection. I read where the Secret Service were investigating the 
family background, and I mistook it for the FBI. So I called the FBI and he 
came to my home. And he is the agent who recommended me to talk to Jim 
Wright and Sam Rayburn as a friend, and to write the letters. 

Now, the one point I am going to bring out is this. When Lee returned from 
Russia and was at Robert’s home, Mr. Fain-in the meantime he had come over 
to Robert and talked to him several times, and to me, supposedly as a friend- 
he said he was not on the case. I do not know this. But he came to Robert’s 
home and said to Lee-my daughter-in-law is a witness there-“Lee, I am 
not on the case, but I would like you voluntarily to come to the office at your 
convenience and tell me your story, because I am interested in your case. Your 
mother was the one who contacted me. And I have been to see Robert. And I am 
quite interested in a young boy going to Russia. And you must have a story.” 

So Lee voluntarily went with Mr. Fain to the FBI office. 
Then when Lee returned, his remark was “Well, he didn’t believe me. He 

wanted me to take a lie detector test, which I refused.” 
Now, Mr. John Fain may have the story we are looking for, you see-because 

Lee went and gave the story. 
And I want to make sure you know where he is now. 
I have information from Senator hlike Monroney that in March-I am ahead 

of my story. 
The FBI agents now in Fort Worth have told me they do not know Mr. John 

Fain. I said I happen to know that is his name. 
“Well, Mrs. Oswald, I worked in this office 9 years, and there has never been 

such a person as Mr. John Fain.” 
So I have investigated. And Senator Mike Monroney gave this information. 

He did work in the Fort Worth office from March 1949 to October 1962, and 
then he retired in January 15, 1963. He is not a man to retire as far as age, 
as far as I am concerned. I don’t think Mr. John Fain is that old. 

The CHAIR&UN. We will check that out. 
Mrs. OSWALD. I have his last address in Houston, if you don’t have it. 
All right. Fine. 
Now, one thing about Lee being an agent I read. 
The neighbors that were interviewed in Fort Worth, Tex., by the FBI- 

this is from newspaper accounts-said that Lee always walked a few feet in 
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front of his wife when they went walking, and they wondered about that, 
because it was very strange that he should walk ahead. I am speculating 
maybe, but maybe there is a reason that Lee would walk ahead to protect his 
wife. 

That is my reasoning-as an agent. 
The letter that is missing-and Mr. Doyle can verify this-the first letter 

to Lee is missing, that Lee wrote to me, rather, from Russia. And this letter 
stated-and it seeme,d to me, Mr. Rankin, I have seen it in one of the magazines- 
as I have stated I have sold several of Lee’s letters. And maybe in the rush 
the letter got lost or stolen, I don’t know. 

But his first letter, he told me not to send him any money. 
“I repeat, do not send any money as it is not necessary for you to pay me 

back. You could send reading matter. I am lonesome to read. Also, send a 
can of Rise Shaving Cream, a Gillette Razor,” and there was a book he wanted 
to read, I believe it was 1984. 

Mr. RAXSIPF. What date was this you sent that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. This is a letter lXe sent to me that is missing--the first letter 

that Lee sent to me. And why I sent the money-because I had used his 
income tax return, which was $33, because Lee was lost-and I was destitute, and 
I knew Lee would never prosecute his mother for using his money, because 
Lee would help me. 

Mr. RANKIN. You mean that was a refund. 
Mrs. OSWALD. A refund. And I got the refund and used it, sir. And I also 

used Lee’s first check that came from the Marines. And I had no way of 
knowing where Lee was. And I used it. And so I offered to pay Lee back. 
And this letter has been printed. I have seen it. But I do not have it. So 
that is very important. 

Mr. DOYLE. As you had mentioned, you and I went through the papers that 
you had brought with you from your home in Texas to Washington, and we 
did not find such a letter among those papers. 

Mrs. OSWALD. That is right. I have those letters laminated, and I didn’t 
give a list, and if it was taken I don’t know what became of the letter. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Liebeler said he had seen references to the letter. 
Mrs. OSWA~. References. And I am sure it was probably one of the letters 

I had sold, as I told you. 
Yes, sir, you are correct there. 
Now, there is another thing that we ha?e skipped. 
While in Dallas 2 weeks ago I had a press conference, and I called Jaggars- 

Chiles-Storall Inc., 522 Browder, in Dallas. 
Now, this is a printing shop, where Lee worked. 
Now, this is another thing. 
Mr. RANKIN. That was the photoengraving place that you talked about, 

wasn’t it, in your testimony? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Photoengraving place. I talked to Mr. Stovall. Now, Lee was 

employed there, he informs me, from October 12th to April 6th, and I asked 
him about the young couple coming to the house, if he was the father of the 
girl, or if he knew of a couple who had a Russian--the girl had a Russian 
father, the grandfather, as I testified. 

Mr. RANKIN. What did he say about that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, sir, he said, no. And he didn’t know about that. He said- 

this is the part-that Lee had worked at a place prior to his place. That is 
not so, and I can prove it. I was on an OB case for Mrs. Rosenthal. We will 
have to get a 1962 calendar. Octob’er ,12th, or thereabouts, is when I was re- 
leased from this OB case. And this was the Sunday that I asked to get off 
an hour or two, and went to Lee’s house, and saw this couple. 

Mr. RANKIN. October 12th was a Friday. 
Mrs. OSWALD. Was a Friday. All right. 
Now, so, let’s see where I am. 
This woman would not give me the information, of her last check to me. 

I tried and tried, and told her now important it was. It was a Friday. So 
then it would have to be, then, Mr. Rankin, the week before-the Sunday of 
the week before then. 
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Mr. RANKIN. That would he October 7, 1962. 
Mrs. OSWALD. I am still going to try to investigate this thoroughly, because 

it is very important. 
He claimed that Lee worked another place first. 
Now, do you know if Lee 
The CHAIRMAN. Let’s don’t-we will go into those things. 
Mrs. OSWALD. But if you don’t know, Chief Justice Warren, how will you go 

into it? 
The CHAIRMAN. Please don’t turn this into examining the Commission. We 

will go into those things very thoroughly. 
Just go ahead with your story. 
Mrs. OSWALD. Well. this is a lie, and I want to know about this lie. 
The CHAmhfAN. All right, you have told US. 

Mrs. OSWALD. I have not finished. sir. 
Tbe CHAIRJIAN. Well, you may go ahead and tell what you want. But don’t 

question the Commission. That is the only thing I am asking YOU. 

Mrs. OSWALD. Well, I don’t know about questioning. 
Mr. DOYLE. I think if you compose yourself, if you would, and just go ahead 

and give the Commission all the information you bare. 
Mrs. OSWALD. Well, that is what I think I am doing. If  I am doing it a 

wrong way, you will have to understand. I am a layman. I am the mother 
of this accused boy. I understand that is what the Commission is for, to get 
all information possible to come to a conclusion. 

And if I have found out that my date of employment is the date that Lee was 
employed in Dallas, and this man said he worked some place before, I think 
that is very important information. 

The CHAIRMAN. We will check on that. 
Go right ahead with your own story. 
Mrs. OSWALD. Maybe I should apologize for taking up so much of the Com- 

mission’s time, sir. 
Mr. DOYLE. Go right ahead with the business, and when you give the Com- 

mission the facts, then the Commission will take on from there in their own 
judgment. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Doyle, while she is taking a moment, I will hand you a 
photostatic ropy of this tape recording of an interview with Mrs. Marguerite? 
Oswald-it purports to be that-recorded on November 25, 1963, an interview 
by J. M Howard. 

Mr. DOYLE, Thank you. 
Mrs. OSWALD. Now. one thing we have not covered was Lee’s discharge. 
The &AIRMAN. May I interrupt just a minute?’ 
Is that the document we were talking about just a little while ago, a copy 

of which was to be given to Mrs. Oswald? 
Mr. RANKIN. That is right, that is the one requested. 
The CHAIRMAN. And the one you were speaking of- 
Mr. RANRIN. As a 2%page document. 
The CHAIRMAN. Yes-all right. 
Now, you may continue, Mrs. Oswald. 
Mrs. OSWALD. Thank you very much. 
This is Lee’s questionable, dishonorable discharge, where I come in. 
The first envelope was addressed to l&e Harvey Oswald. airmail. And I,= 

was in Russia, as we know. We have the proof. And you have all of the copies 
of this, I am sure. 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 
Mrs. OSWALD. And this you do not have. You have a copy now, but you do 

not have the story, Mr. Rankin. 
It states that the discharge by reason of unfitness, recommendation for dis- 

charge. reason of unfitness. 
Well. I wrote to the U.S. Marine Corps-now, where is the copy of my letter? 
I talked to a commandant at the Marine Corps and read this to him. And be 

adrised me bow to write to the Marine Corps, the official of the JIarine Corps. 
And that is a copy of the letter. 

1 asked-well, he will get me the letter, I am sure. 
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So then I will read the answer to my letter. 
Is that satisfactory? 
Mr. RANKIN. Yes. Mr. Liebeler is goin g to get the copy that he has. 
Now, can you tell the Commission when you first learned about this matter? 
Mrs. OSWALD. It would be on the envelope, sir. The envelope is mailed, Glen- 

view, April 29, Illinois. But, as you see, it had gone to a lot of addresses, because 
I had moved around quite a bit. So we would have to say I got it some time 
later than the original. 

Mr. RANKIN. Now, does this inl-olre the question of the undesirable discharge? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, sir; it does. 
Mr. RANKIN. And did you ever write to Secretary Connally about that, later 

Governor Connally? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, sir, I never did write to him. 
Mr. RANKIN. All right. Will you tell us what happened? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I wrote a letter, and was told how to write the letter. 
And this is the answer to the letter. 
I won’t read it all, because you have a copy. But I have a few points to 

make here. 
Mr. RA?IKIN. Do you recall who told you that-the name of the man? 
Mrs. OSWALD. It was the Marine Base in Fort Worth, Tex., one of the 

captains there. 
Mr. RANKIN. Thank you. 
Mrs. OSWALD. Told me who to write to. 
Mr. RANKIN. You don’t remember the name? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, sir; I do not. 
Mr. RAXKIN. All right. 
Mrs. OSWALD. The letter to Commandant, Marine Air Reserve, 56 JTMGR, 

26 April 1962, “to your son was prompted by his request for Soviet citizenship. 
An investigation concerning this matter has been conducted by military authorl- 
ties and the case will be placed before a board of officers which will recommend 
that your son be retained in or separated from the U.S. Marine Corps Reserve. 
Your son, of course, has the right to appear in person or to present any facts or 
evidence which would assist the board in reaching its decision. The letter of 
26 April 1960 informed him of his rights. In view of the fact that he has not 
been informed-that he has not informed this headquarters of his current 
address, and that he has left the United States without permission, it is con- 
sidered that a letter sent to the last address on file at this headquarters is suf- 
ficient notification. A letter will be sent by certified mail informing your son 
of a convening date of the board. Should you be aware of any facts or informa- 
tion which would assist the’board in evaluating your son’s case, it is suggested 
that $011 forward them to this headquarters. It is regretted that action of this 
nature must be taken in your son’s case. M. G. Letscher, First Lieutenant, United 
States Marine Corps, Administrative Office, Aviation Class 3, Reserve Section.” 

Now, my letter is important. 
Now, this was addressed to me. This is what I want the Commission to 

know. This was addressed to I&e, the original. Then I wrote in behalf of 
my son, and this was addressed to me. 

Then I received a letter addressed to Mr. Lee Harvey Oswald. 
By now. I am corresponding with these people, and I ask for-1 need my letter. 

And I ask for the reason for the dishonorable discharge, and said that I would 
art in behalf of my son, because I have pertinent information to that fact. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mrs. Oswald, I will ask the reporter to mark this as the next 
number. 

The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 204, for 
identification.) 

Mr. RAXKIK. This is correspondence with regard to the dishonorable discharge. 
Mrs. Oswald, will you look at a photostatic copy of that correspondence? 
Mrs. OS~AL.~. Yes, that is the letter I just read. That is the back of the 

envelope. And this letter. 
Mr. RAIVKIS. That is a very poor copy. 
Mrs. %WALD. Is this the letter we taped? 
Mr. LIEBELER. I don’t believe so, no. 
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llrr. 0swar.n. I know we taped oue, because we could not copy it. 
Mr. R.\XKIS. Can sou read it? 
Jllx. 0sn.i1.0. YfYs. ” I desire to inform”-- 
Mr. R.IXKIS. That is your letter of A\pril 10. 19FO? 
JIrs. 0sn~r.n. Yes. 
>Ir. RASKIS. And who did you send it to? 
Mr. LIEI~ELEK. J1a.v I sap this. Mr. Rankin : We tlicl tape that, and I do have a 

transcription of it here. 
Mrs. Osw~.o. “I ask for a stay of :tc.tion. and 1 will be \\‘illing to art in his 

behalf.” 
JIr. R.4xKIS. Mrs. Oswnltl. I will hand you what I am asking the reporter to 

mark as Exhibit 20.5. 
I ask you if Eshibit 20.7 is a correct transcription of your letter. 
Mrs. 0swar.D. Yes. 

(The dorunlent referred to was marked Commission Exhibit So. 205. for 
identification.) 

Nrs. OSWALD. “I am nritinx you on behalf of my son. He is out of the 
country at present. and since I have no cnntac.t with him I wish to rerluest a 
sta.v of action cnncaerning his discharge. Also. I desire to be informed of the 
rhnrges against him. Please state reasons for such discharge. After hearing 
front gnu. I will be willing to act in his behalf.” 

So then comes a registered return receipt. addrrssecl only to Mr. Lee Harvey 
Oswald. 

Mr. RASKIS. Sow. will you esamine the rest of Exhibit 204 and state whether 
that is the rest of the correspondence in regard to the matter that sou know 
about? 

Mrs. 0swar.n. This is addressed to me-this envelope is addressed to me, that 
is right, sir. 

Mr. Rasars. And those photostatic copies in Exhibit 204 are all copies of 
your pnljers that gnu furnished to us. so we could make them, is that right? 

Mrs. 0swar.n. Yes, sir, that is correct. 
Mr. R~SKIX. I offer in evidence Exhibits 204 and 205. 
The C'rr~r~~as. They may be admitted, with those numbers. 
(The documents heretofore marked for identification as Commission Exhibits 

SOS. 204 and 205 were received in evidence.) 
Mrs. Osnar.~. I believe, Chief Justice Warren. I am giving information that 

this Commission did nnt hare before. I do not think they had this return 
addressee. which is important. because after corresponding with me, as Mrs. 
Marguerite Oswald, they sent the dishonorable discharge in Lee’s name, ad- 
dressee only. when they knew he was out of the country. 

I would like to know why. 
That is another reason why I think that Lee was probably an agent. 
Mr. RANKIN. What do you mean by that, Mrs. Oswald? Could you explain 

that a little more? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. I do not think they wanted me to have the dishonorable 

discharge. 
Again, they wanted me to be upset and tell people about it, but not have the 

proof of the dishonorable discharge. 
Mr. RANKIN. Don’t you think it is possible that they felt he was the one 

involved, and, therefore, they had to get the word directly to him for legal 
reasons? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, sir, because, legally-I am glad you brought up the point, 
Mr. Rankin. 

Your copies state that anyone can act in your behalf. And I wrote, as I read 
the copy, that I would be willing to act in my son’s behalf, and I was making 
arrangements to get money and go there and act in his behalf because I had 
pertinent information. And they ignored my letter and sent this-yes, sir. 

Mr. RASKIN. They may have felt you had not been given authority to act. 
Mrs. OSWAI.D. Well, what they may feel and what they should do-1 am saying 

I am an American citizen, and I have some rights. And when I want to act in 
behalf of my son, we don’t know whether he is living or dead, then I should 
act in behalf, I should not get a return. 
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I am glad you are hringing these points up. My rights have been invaded 
and my son’s. 

I make that statement for the record. 
Now, we shall go to Lee’s childhood. 
The CHAIR>~~X. Yes. 
Mrs. Osw.zr,n. Sow. Chief Justice Warren. I have pictures of my son that Mr. 

.Jenner would like this Commission to have, because it shows Lee at age 15 and 
16. and myself. which was supposed to be a life of psychiatric treatment. And 
I am more than happy-1 volunteered to hell) my country in every way possihle- 
to let the Commission hare everything that I hare. But you must untlerstand 
that these are very valuable pictures, sir. I am having people wanting rights 
to a honk, and these pictures are verF, very valuable to me. And I would not 
want any of these pictures lost. Financially they are valuable, and to my story, 
sir. And thry are the only pictures in existence. 

I have sold a few pictures in order to live. 
But the way I have done it-the photographer had this picture in particular- 

have come to my home and copied the pictures and gave it to me back in my 
hand. I cannot afford to have any of these pictllres lost, sir. It is my story 
that some day I hope to write. 

So I was told that if I continue with the life history of Lee as a child and 
show the pictures, then they would have to be admitted for the record. 

Am I correct, sir? 
The CHAIRMAN. That is our way of proceeding, yes. 
Mrs. OSWALD. So now when I show the pictures, will you personally give me 

assurance that these pictures will in no way he used? 
The CHAIRXAN. R’o, I cannot do that. The Commission cannot do it. If 

you have something that you consider your personal property, that you do not 
want to give to the Commission, you may withhold it. 

Mrs. OSWALD. I did not say, sir, I did not want to give it to the Commission. 
The CHAIRMAN. Just a minute. I do not believe they hear directly on the 

matter we are investigating. They might be helpful. They might not be help- 
ful. But you may have the choice of determining whether you want to introduce 
them or not. 

But if you do introduce them, the Commission cannot put any limitation 
upon the use that it might make of them. 

Now, I don’t mean by that that we are going to necessarily distribute them 
or anything of that kind. But the Commission cannot limit itself in the recep- 
tion of its evidence. It must have the power to do with it whatever is necessary 
to develop the facts. 

Mrs. OSWALD. Well, I give you that power. And I voluntarily would like 
for you to have everything I have, including pictures. But I just wanted assur- 
ance that these pictures would not be exploited in any way. For some reason 
or other-I am not putting it into words-but these are my personal pictures. 
And I want the Commission to have them. And it is pertinent to the story, I 
understand, Mr. Doyle, is that correct-because it shows Lee smiling, and his 
life and my life in New Orleans, which, I understand that the Commission is 
very interested in. 

Am I not correct, Mr. Doyle? 
Mr. I)OYLE. Mrs. Oswald, as the situation has developed here, the introduction 

of the pictures into evidence, of course, must necessarily involve their physical 
copying, and the retention of the copies in the file. The Commission itself has 
stated that it can give you no assurance whatsoever concerning the use of these 
papers. 

I would, myself, be of the view that the pictures introduced into the record 
here would be certainly used for the purposes of the investigation and the pur- 
poses of the Commission as established by the Executive order. 

But they can give you no blanket-or have not chosen to give you any blanket 
assurance of the use of the pictures, and have given you completely the choice 
that if you have any concern about it whatsoever, that you retain the pictures 
yourself. 

The choice they have given you is if you wish to hav+to present the pictures 
to the Commission in the course of your testimony, they will be glad to receive 
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them, they will-there will be copies made of them, the originals, of course, will 
remain in your custody. Their purposes will be--their use will be the uses of 
the Commission. But the Commission gives you no assurance whatsoever of 
the use, and gives you the complete choice of either submitting them or not 
under those circumstances. 

Mrs. 0swAr.n. TVell. being a layman, I understand, I think, what you are 
telling me, in a xvay. But. on the other hand, being a layman. I feel actually 
I have no choice. 

You have to understand I am not an attorney. 
Mr. DOYLE. But you do have a choice, because you are not here under 

subpena. Your materials have not lien sulmmaed. The Commission has 
advised you openly here that you may submit them or not as you see fit to do. 
So there is no fnrre. no legal force at all. This is absolutely up to you. 

The only thing that has been expressed to you is that they ran give you 
no assurance or guarantee as to what use the Commission will make of 
them. that they will make what use they believe in their judgment is required 
by the Executive order and the purposes of their investigation. 

Mrs. 0swnr.o. I understnnd. And that is why J wanted the Commission 
to have all pictures that I have. 

Now, may I request something? I don’t think it is presumptuous of me. 
Xaybe it is. 

Could I sign for my rights for these pictures. and then let you have the 
pictures? 

I am afraid that they may get lost. 
The CHAIRMAN. 1 think. 3Irs. Oswald. if you have any doubt as to whether 

a misuse nil1 be made of your papers. or if they are as valuable, moneywise, 
to you as yen think they are. then I would snggest to you that you retain 
them yourself. We. of course. ~onltl 1~ interested to see them, and they 
might be helpfui-I don’t know, because I don’t know what you have there, 
or what contest the pictures n-ill be in. 

But as your lawyer has told you. you are not under subpena here, YOU 
appeared voluntarily berause you reclu~stfd to testify before us. Those 
documents are not under subpmn. They belong to you. They are in your 
possession. I have not seen them. You are at liberty to use them in your 
testimony or not, as you please. 

Rut if you do. the Commission cannot lmt ;tny limitations on the use that 
it will make of them. 

Mrs. 0swnr.n. Even though yen hare stated. Chief .Justice Warren. just 
now, that you do not know if they are valuable to the Commission-and yet I 
have information from Mr. Jenner that thry are valuable to the Commission, 
because they pertain to Lee’s life at age 13 to age 16. 

The CHAIRBIAN. Yes, I say they might be. I don’t know. I have never 
seen them. 

But the choice is with you. Mrs. Oswald. You may do just as you please. 
If  you wish to testify concerning them. and put them in the hands of the 
Commission, you may do so. 

But the Commission cannot limit itself in the use of its testimony. 
Mrs. OSWALD. I want the Commission to have this. 
Moneywise. it is more important for the Commission to know this boy’s 

life and my life-but also I need to protect myself financially, because I am 
a widow, and do not have the money. And this will mean-these are valuable 
pictures. 

I am not questioning the integrity of this Commission or the loyalty. What 
I am questioning is that possibly they may get lost or someone may some- 
how or other get ahold of these pictures and exploit them, and get money for 
them, which has happened to some other pictures already, sir, and then- 

The CHAIRMAN. Kot those that you have given to the Commission? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, sir-but n-ith another-- 
The CHAIRBIAN. Well. I think, Mrs. Oswald. it would serve no purpose for 

us to debate the matter. I have tried to tell you very frankly, and your 
lawyer has told you very frankly and correctly, that you have a free choice 
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to do just as you please. And we will abide by that choice that you may 
111ake. 

Mrs. 0sn~r.n. May I Wnfer with my lawyer for about 10 minutes? 
The ('HAIR~IAN. Yes. We will take a recess, and you may talk to him. 
(Brief recess.) 
The CHAIRMAX. Come to ordrr. please. 

Mrs. 0sw~r.n. Last night, Mr. Rankin, I read Lee working at one place 
after Tujaque. I do not know the name. sir. I think he worked there just 
a few days. He had the keys to the office. And, as I returned home from 
work one day, another young man was at the al)artmrnt. the door of the 
apartment. and said that Lee was discharged, and that Lee had the keys to 
the office, and just then Lee walked up and gave this young man the keys. 

Now, I do not know the name of the place. And I believe he just worked 
there, sir, a few days. 

I read that afterwards. 
If you will refresh 111~‘. I will give you any information I have. But it is 

hard for me to think of everything. 
I believe we have cleared up the business today that we have missed. 
I have decided-and maybe I am wrong, because to me money is only 

good as to its use. However. there have been so many things since the assas- 
sination that has not been in my favor. I believe that I am going to keep my 
personal pictures. 

The CHAIRJIAS. You may do so. 
Mrs. OSWALD. If at any time in the future that you would like to have 

these pictures. I will be more than happy to have copies made and give 
them to the Commission. 

There is another matter, Mr. Rankin, that is very important, that you 
asked meGovernor Connally’s letter. 

Mr. RANKIN. Yes. 

Mrs. OSWALD. I had read this at the press conference. A letter from Lee 
Harvey Oswald to John Connally, Secretary of the Navy. This is just written 
from the newspaper article. 

“I have been in the Soviet Union with the full sanction of the U.S. Embassy 
in Moscow.” He asked the Navy Department to take the necessary steps to re- 
pair the damage to me and my family. “I shall employ all means to right the 
gross mistakes or injustices to a bona fide U.S. citizen, an ex-serviceman.” 

Now, I do not consider this a threat, because I, myself, if I had a dishonorable 
discharge, and I was a good marine for 3 years, and I felt like it hurt my mother 
and my children, and my wife, I would make such a statement, because I am a 
very definite person, as you know by now. I have been testifying for 3 days. And 
my son is of the same nature. He loved the Marines, and as far as he was con- 
cerned, he served his country 3 years. And it was a stigma to me and tis 
children, and he wanted to right the wrong. 

So I do not consider this a threat. 
He went to Austin. There was an article in the paper-trying to get this 

rectified, and the young lady gave a very nice report of Lee, said he was very 
polite. 

This is not a threat. 
This is just how Lee was tried immediately in a few hours time, newspaper 

talk, and so on and so forth. 
I would state this emphatically more maybe than Lee did, if I had a dishonor- 

able discharge, sir. 
Mr. RANRIN. Did you ever hear your son say anything against Governor 

Connally? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, sir. 
But here is what I have written down. The day at Robert’s house, when I 

came in from the country, I, myself, gave Lee the copy-we had many copies- 
you showed me the copy-1 gave him the copy and told him-1 had written him 
and told him about the dishonorable discharge, but I did not send any papers, 
because I didn’t want the Russians to know. 

But when I came, I had a scrapbook, and I gave him a copy, Mr. Rankin, of 
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the reason for dishonorable discharge. He says “Don’t worry about it, mother. 
I can fix that. It is no problem.” 

So then the boy tried to fix it. And this is not a threat. My son is of this 
disposition, and he felt like he was a good marine. That I know. I would do 
the same. And I will read it now to Governor Connally: “I shall employ all 
means to right the gross mistake done to my family and my now dead son.” 

I expect to write to anybody officially to rectify this mistake. 
I have shown this publicly at press conferences, and so I will employ all 

means to rectify this mistake-the mother of Lee Harvey Oswald. I intended 

to do that. That is my life’s work. 
I have the name of the man I talked to. 
Chief Justice Warren-I will start from Lee as baby, before I get to this. 
Lee was born October 18, 1939, in New Orleans, La. His mother, Marguerite 

Claverie Oswald, his father’s name was Robert Edward Lee, he was named after 
General Lee. The family’s name is Harvey-his grandmother’s name was 
Harvey. And so he was named Lee Harvey Oswald. 

Lee was born 2 months after the death of his father, who died from a 
heart attack, coronary thrombosis. 

Lee was a very happy baby. 
I stayed home with the children as long as I could, because I believe that a 

mother should be home with her children. 
I don’t want to get into my story, though. 
Lee had a normal life as far as I, his mother, is concerned. He had a bicycle, 

he had everything that other children had. 
Lee has wisdom without education. From a very small child-I have said this 

before, sir. and I have publicly stated this in 193!&Iee seemed to know the 
answers to things without schooling. That type child, in a way, is bored with 
schooling, because he is a little advanced. 

Lee used to climb on top of the roof with binoculars, looking at the stars. He 
was reading astrology. Lee knew about any and every animal there was. He 
studied animals. All of their feeding habits, sleeping habits. He could con- 
verse-and that is why he was at the Bronx Zoo when he was picked up for 
truancy-he loved animals. 

Lee played Monopoly. Lee played chess. Lee had a stamp collection, and 
even wrote to other young men and eschanged stamps, sir. 

And Lee read history books, books too deep for a child his age. At age 9 he 
was always instructed not to contact me at work unless it was an emergency, 
because my work came first-he called me at work and said, “Mother, Queen 
Elizabeth’s hahy has been born.” 

He broke the rule to let me know that Queen Elizabeth’s baby had been born. 
Nine years old. That was important to him. He liked things of that sort. 

He loved comics, read comic books. He loved television programs. But most 
of all he loved the news on radio and television. If he was in the midst of a 
story, a film-he would turn it off for news. That was important. 

And I have stated in 1959, which is in print, that Lee loved maps. Lee would 
study maps, sir. And he could tell you the distance from here and there. And 
when he was home on leave, I was amazed. Something was said about an air- 
plane trip. Immediately he knew how many miles in the air that that plane 
took. 

Lee read very, very important things. And any and everything he could do. 
Yet he played Monopoly, played baseball. 
He belonged to the “Y.” He used to go swimming. He would come by 

work with his head wet, and I would say, “Hurry home, honey, you are 
going to catch cold.” 

And I considered that, sir, a very normal life. 
I am probably forgetting some things. 
So then Robert joined the Marines in 1956am I correct-that Robert joined 

the Marines? 
No, Robert joined the Marines in 1952. We are now in Fort Worth, 

Tex.. until 1952. 
So then I decided, since I was working, I did not want Lee to be alone. 

Up until this time, sir, he had a brother. So I sold my home at 7490 Ewing 

225 



Street, and went to New York City, not as a venture, but because my older 
son, John Edward Pit, lived in New York, and had lived in New York for 
years. He was in the Coast Guard, as a military man. He has now been 
in the service 14 years, and at that time it would have been approximately 
8 or 9 years-I may be off because that is approximately. So he w-as 
stationed in New York. So I had no problem of selling my home and 
going there, thinking that John Edward would leave New York. 

But the main thing was to be where I had family. And I moved to New 
York for that reason. 

Mr. RANKIN. About what date was that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. This was exactly August 1952, because I wanted to get there 

in time for Lee’s schooling. And if I am not mistaken, Robert joined the 
Marines in July of 1952. And that was my reason for going. 

I immediately enrolled Lee in a Lutheran school, because Lee was not 
conilrmed-he was baptized in the Lutheran faith, but because of moving 
around-I had married Mr. Ekdahl in this period and so on, Lee was not 
confirmed. 

I enrolled him in the Lutheran school which took him approximately an 
hour or longer by subway to get there. It was quite a distance. That is 
when we first arrived in New York. 

I believe that Lee was in that school a very short time, 2 or 3 weeks, because 
at this time I was living in my daughter-in-law’s home and son. And we 
were not welcome, sir. We were welcome for a few days. But then we were 
to get a place of our own-because her mother lived with her, and her 
mother had left to go visit a sister. So Lee and I could come to visit. 
But we were not going to live with John and his wife. 

So we just stayed there a short time. 
Mr. RANKIN. Was there any time that you recall that there was a threat 

of Lee Oswald against sirs. Pit with a knife or anything like that? 
Do you remember that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, I do. I am glad you said that. 
My daughter-in-law was very upset. The very first time we went there- 

I stated before, and I am glad I said that-that we were not welcome. 
And immediately it was asked what did we plan to do, as soon as we put our 
foot in the house. And I had made it plain to John Edward that I was 
going to have a place of my own, that we were just coming there to get 
located. 

My daughter-in-law resented the fact that her mother-this went on 
before I got there-that her mother had to leave the house and go visit a 
sister so I could come, John Edward’s mother. I had never met my daughter-in- 
law. She didn’t like me, and she didn’t like Lee. 

So she-what is the word to say-not picked on the child, but she showed 
her displeasure. 

And she is a very-not, I would say so much an emotional person-but 
this girl is a New Yorker who was brought up in this particular neighbor- 
hood, which I believe is a poor section of New York. 

The mother had lived in this home all her life. And this girl cursed like 
a trooper. She is-you cannot express it, Mr. Rankin-but not of a 
character of a high caliber. 

At this particular time she had never been out of this neighborhood, or out 
of New York. And Lee loved the little baby. And he played with the 
baby and wanted to hold the baby and everything, which she objected. 

We were not wanted, sir, from the very beginning. So there was, I think 
now-it was not a kitchen knife-it was a little pocket knife, a child’s knife, 
that Lee ‘had. So she hit Lee. So Lee had the knife-now, I remember 
this distinctly, because I remember how awful I thought Marjory was about 
this. Lee had the knife in his hand. He was whittling, because John 
Edward whittled ships and taught Lee to whittle ships. He puts them 
in the glass, you know. And he was whittling when this incident oc- 
curred. And that is what it occurred about, because there was scraps of 
the wood on the floor. 
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So when she attacked the child, he had the knife in hand. So she made the 
statement to my son that we had to leave, that Lee tried to use a knife on her. 

Now, I say that is not true, gentlemen. You can be provoked into 
something. And because of the fact that he was whittling, and had 
the knife in his hand, they struggled. 

He did not use the knife-he had an opportunity to use the knife. 
But it wasn’t a kitchen knife or a big knife. It was a little knife. 
So I will explain it that way, sir. 
So immediately then I started to look for a place. 
I did find a place, I think, off the Concourse. I do not remember the street. 
Mr. RAXKIN. Was that in the Bronx? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Off the Concourse, in the Bronx. And it was a basement 

apartment. 
I had shipped some of my furniture. It was in a storehouse at this time. 

So I got it out and put it in this basement. 
Lee had his own single bed. It was a one--one great big, big room. But we 

had the kitchen-regular Sew York type style--the kitchen and the bedroom and 
everything together, but large enough-a big one-room apartment. And there 
was a single bed that Lee slept on, and I slept on the studio couch. 

Then Lee went to school. 
Mr. RANKIN. Was that Public School 117? 
Mrs. OSV~ALD. I have that information here. 
Went to school in the neighborhood, Public School 117. which is a junior 

high school in the Bronx. It states here he attended 15 of 47 days. This is the 
place we were living that Lee was picked up by the truant officer in the Bronx 
zoo. 

I was informed of this at work, and I had to appear before a board, which 
I did. 

Lee went back to school. 
Then he was pirked up again in the Rronx Zoo And I had to appear before 

a board committee again. 
Then the third time that Lee was picked up, we were-1 never did get a 

subpena, but we were told that he had to appear at Children’s Court. But I 
never-how I got the notice to appear at Children’s Court-I am at a loss, sir. 

But I did not contact at this time a lawyer or anything. I did not know. I 
did not think it was anything serious, because the Texas laws are not like the 
New York laws. In New York, if you are out of school one day you go to 
Children’s Court. In Texas the children stay out of school for months at a 
time. 

Lee had never done this. So I appeared with my son in court. There was 
a judge asked me if I want to be represented by court counsel. And I believe 
I said, yes, I believe I was represented by the court counsel at this partialar 
time. And within a few minutes time-because there were hundreds of people 
sitting, waiting with their truant children, and it was just like this-you didn’t 
take the time we are taking here, a half hour, to discuss the case. It was done 
immediately. 

My child was taken from me ln the courtroom. 
Mr. RANKIN. Had he been out of school quite a bit? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, sir. At this time, he had not been out of school quite a bit. 
So then I was given a slip of paper-no, I am sorry. I was told where to go, 

where Lee was, which was another 0502. 
They took Lee from me in the courtroom, two men, officers, presumably. 

Then I went into another office and here was Lee. Lee was wearing his 
brother’s Marine ring, just an ornament ring. They gave me Lee’s ring and 
the things he had in his pocket, and told me that Lee was going to be at this 
home, which I think the name was the Warwick Home for Boys. And gave 
me a slip of paper and told me when I could visit Lee. 

And that was all I knew at this particular time. 
The child was immediately taken, and I was told to visit the child. 
Sow, I believe it was-this home was in Brooklyn. I may have the name 

wrong. It was an old, old home in Brooklyn. 
So I went to visit my son. 
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And I hope some day to rectify this, because I think conditions of this kind 
in our United States of America are deplorable. And I want that to go down in 
the record. 

Mr. RAXKIN. Did they tell you why he was taken to this home, your son? 
Mrs. OSWALD. For truancy, yes, sir. 
So I had to stand single file approximately a block and a half, sir, with 

Puerto Ricans and Negroes and everything, and people of my class, single file, 
until we got to the main part of this building, which had a wire, a very heavy 
wire, partition wire, a man sitting back of the desk, but a man in the front of 
the gate that let me in. I had packages of gum and some candy for my son. 
And I sat down there. And the gum wrappers were taken off the gum, and the 
candy mrappers were taken off. 

And my pocketbook was emptied. Yes, sir, and I asked why. It was be- 
cause the children in this home were such criminals, dope 5ends, and had been 
in criminal offenses, that anybody entering this home had to be searched in 
case the parents were bringing cigarettes or narcotics or anything. 

So that is why I was searched. 
So I was escorted into a large room, where there were parents talking with 

their children. 
And Lee came out. He started to cry. He said, “Mother, I want to get out 

of here. There are children in here who have killed people, and smoke. I 
want to get out.” 

So then I realized-I had not realized until I went there what kind of place 
we had my child in. 

We don’t have these kinds of places in Texas or New Orleans, sir. 
Then I realized what a serious thing this was. And this is when I decided I 

needed an attorney. 
But Lee, I think, was approximately in that home-1 am not sure-5 or 6 

weeks, which accounts for his truancy that the papers say that Lee was a truant, 
that he was out of school so long. 

It is because he was in this home, sir. That accounts for a lot of the truancy. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you talk to him about his truancy, say anything to him 

about it, or ask him about it, how he happened to stay out of school? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yea, sir, I asked Lee. 
Well, this comes in another part. 
Mr. RANKIN. All right. 
Mrs. OSWALD. So I left my son that day, and I think I visited him a couple of 

times after that. I am not quite sure. 
But in the meantime, I engaged an attorney. I do not know the name of the 

attorney, and I wish I did. 
When I told the attorney about Lee-and I have stated this at a press con- 

ference-he raised the roof, so as to say. He was indignant. I cannot quote 
his exact words. But what he said was that New York State picked up these 
boys and put them on a farm, and they pay these boys to work on this farm 
for the State of New York. 

Now, I may not be saying this exactly. You may have the picture of the home. 
But these boys work on the farm and are paid for it, I understand. That 

is all I can remember, sir, about this unpleasant thing, because I did not think 
it would ever come in my life, and after the time it happened I tried to put it 
out of my mind. 

But now I am refreshed a little on that. 
So Lee was in this home 5 or 6 weeks, I believe. You probably have the 

record. 
So then we were asked to appear to court. I went into court with this attor- 

ney. And there, again, real fast we were in the courtroom and Lee was brought 
in, and Lee sat down by me. And I remember this distinctly, because Lee had 
ear trouble quite often. And I saw his ear running, and I said, “Lee, you are 
having an earache.” And the judge heard me saying something to Lee. 

He said, “What did you tell your boy, Mrs. Oswald?” 
I said, “Judge, I asked him if he had an earache.” 
I didn’t know they were going to give me the child then. 
So the judge talked to Lee and asked Lee if he was going to be good, and 



go back to school. Lee answered, “Yes, sir.” And he said to me, “Mrs. Oswald, 
I understand that you and your daughter-in-law do not get along.” I said “That 
is correct.” And he suggested that Lee would be much better off back in the open 
wide spaces that he was used to instead of in New York, where we had no 
family then, because the daughter-in-law and son were not friendly with US. 
And this judge suggested that. And the judge gave me my son, right then and 
there, gentlemen. 

I left the courtroom with my boy. He was given to me in my custody. 
Now, that is all I know of the case. The particular case. 
From there, we went into an office where there was a probation officer, JIr. 

John Carro. Mr. Carro talked with Lee and asked Lee if he was going to go 
back to school. 

“Yes, sir.” 
He reprimanded him a little bit-maybe not that, but gave him a little talk. 

And he said, “Lee, you are to report to me once a week for probation.” 
I am going to stress this. 
I have been in this Commission 3 days. And you know I am very definite. 

So I was very definite with Mr. Carro. I did not mince my words. I said, 
“Mr. Carro, my son is not reporting to you once a week. This is not a criminal 
offense. He was picked up for truancy, he has assured the judge, promised the 
judge that he would be back to school. He has promised you he would be back 
to school. Let’s give this boy a chance, and let’s see if he will go to school.” 

“And then, Mr. Carro, if he doesn’t go to school, then you can have him report 
to you.” 

Mr. Carro didn’t take that graciously, which is true. When you don’t agree 
with anyone over you, then you are in the minority, and you just as well make 
up your mind right then and there, that is it. 

So from that time on Mr. Carro pestered me and Lee, Mr. Carro would call 
me at work, sir, and say that he had gone by the school, and that they were 
having trouble with Lee. And I went to the school and talked to the principal 
and she said, “Mrs. Oswald, what happened while the probation officer was 
here-Lee moved the chair back, and it made a little noise.” 

And that is what Mr. Carrp reported. 
In plain words, gentlemen, Mr. Carro was indignant at my attitude, because 

he was an official. 
Mr. RANKIN. What school was that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. This was the first school, sir. 
Then I moved. I am a little confused. Just a minute. 
I took Lee out of the first school because the children knew that he had been 

in the home, and I thought he didn’t stand a chance. 
So I moved to help my child again. 
And I personally went with Lee to the principal and told the principal- 

not in front of Lee-had a talk with her-that Lee had been in this home, 
and that if she could help him in any way, and knew of any friends, children 
his age that lived in the neighborhood where we lired, I would appreciate it. 
And she did help. There was a young lady in this building that we lived, in 
the Bronx-now we are living near the Bronx Zoo. 

Mr. RANKIN. Is this the new school? 
Mrs. OSWALD. This is the new school. And we are living near the Bronx Zoo, 

which is 100 and something street. 
Mr. RANKIN. And this is Public School 44? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, sir-Public School 44. So I talked to the principal and 

told her about the trouble and asked if she could not help us. 
Mr. ~NKIN. NOW, the place that he was committed to was-do you recall 

that was Berkshire Farms? 
Mrs. OEWALD. NO, because he was not committed to a farm, as far as I knew, 

sir. All I knew was that he was in this home in Brooklyn. He was never corn- 
mitted to a farm, as far as I know, sir. He was in this home all this time. 
And this is where I am assuming, because I knew nothing about this-the 
psychiatric treatment took place, and naturally that is why they would have 
him in this home to observe him. 

And, by the way, I was called one day to go to the home and a young lady 
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talked with me. And I sensed that she was questioning me for a reason, 
because I had been on my own all these years, and I am a business woman. So 
I remembered one distinct incident. She said. “Mrs. Oswald, how strong do 
you believe in education?” 

And I said, “I heliere strongly in education, but not to an extent that a mother 
should go out and work and deprive her children of a mother’s home and love 
in order to make the extra money to give her children a college education,” 
because I happen to know that :I college education sometimes is not as important 
as wisdom. There are college graduates that do not know how to apply their 
ability. And so to m-1 could never be home with my children. I had to work 
and leave my childrell-which was a very sore spot, let’s say. I would have 
given the world if I could hare been home and raised my children. And here 
are women, because of material things, and because they want to give their 
children a college education, tleprire their children of this motherly love, that 
I myself was deprived of becauseof an unfortunate affair. 

So to get education to that estent, no, sir, I do not approve of it. I think it 
is more important for children to cwme home and hare someOne in that home 
when they come home from school, and do without a college education. I am 
strongly for that, because of my experience. 

Mr. RANKIN. Was Lee Oswald a good student? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I hare his records from all the schools in New Orleans, sir. 

But we are not through with Sew York-that will show he passed satisfactory 
grades. 

Mr. RANKIN. How about New York? Was he a good student there? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I think he was an average student. Yes. 
Now, I personally brought Lee to the school and talked to some of the teachers. 

And they told me that Lee was a bright boy, but that he was bored with 
school-there was just something there. Lee was in a sense bored with school 
in this sense-that Lee was an overly bright boy, studious boy, and he should 
have been placed in a school that we hare now, I understand, for special 
children of this sort. 

Mr. R.AXKIN. But his grades were not too good during this period? 
Mrs. OSWALD. They were passing grades, I would say. Now, that is what I 

know about the New York situation. 
Now, it has come out, gentlemen, that he had had psychiatric treatment there. 

I did not know of any psychiatric treatment there. But now I am assuming 
naturally he did hare it then. There is a report on it. 

I wish to say this. I am just a practical nurse. I became a nurse because of 
my experiences, and I wanted to devote my life to humanity, which I have stated 
before. But I do know this. I work in hospitals, rest homes, private homes, and 
all of our hospitals, and all of our rest homes, and all of our institutions are 
understaffed. 

Now, I think you will agree there. We are all understaffed. Every one I 
hsave ever been in. So I will say if Lee had psychiatric treatment in this home, 
there are hundreds and hundreds of children, he could not have had a complete 
psychiatric examination. We do not know. I do not know if he had a complete. 
But I will say that according to other institutions, that this institution was also 
understaffed. 

I am going to make one remark to Mr. Jack Ruby. He has to have five 
psychiatrists. Now, here is one little psychiatric examination on a l&year-old 
boy. 

So, then we will go to Lee’s schooling in New Orleans. 
Mr. RANKIS. Before you leave New York, did you ever tell anybody that you 

took Lee Oswald to New York so he could have mental tests at the Jacobi 
Hospital? 

hlrs. OSWALD. Ko, sir, never. My child was a normal child-and while in 
Kew York. I explained to you he had a dog with puppies. The school teachers 
talked well about him. He had a bicycle. There was nothing abnormal about 
Lee Oswald. 

It has been stated also I was offered psychiatric treatment which is incor- 
rect. This Mr. Carro I understand is a very big man. He may be supplying 
the files with all of this. But, sir, it is untrue. 
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Mr. RAIVKIX. Then you went to Sew Orleans after that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. Then they assigned a big brother to Lee. This is impor- 

tant to the story. 
So this man came Out to the apartment on several occasions and saw the 

type person I was and my son was. And he did not see anything wrong with 
the child. Evidently not. Because he suggested that it might be a good idea- 
I had told him the wax Jlr. Carro was doing. JIr. Carlo was pestering me, 
sir, at work, with just littlr insignificant reports that I would call the school and 
the principal would assure me everything was all right. 

So he thought that it would be better if I would take the child away. And 
I didn’t know I could do that. I didn’t know exactly the charge. 

So, I said, “Is it all right? They won’t arrest us and bring us hack?” 
He said, “So, there is no extraditing”-that was his words. 
So, I wrote ,\Ir. Carro a letter explaining that I was taking--lee and I were 

going to New Orleans, and Lee had cousins his age in Sew Orleans, and I thought 
the child would be better- off amongst his own family. And the judge had 
recommended that if we could possibly leave Sew York that it would be better 
for Lee. And I wrote Mr. Carro the letter, sir. I did not flee New York. I had 
the decency to write him a letter. And the Big Brother is the one that recom- 
mended this. 

Now, that is what I know of the ?;ew York. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you remember the name of the Big Brother? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, sir; I do not know the name of the Big Brother. But from 

the newspaper accounts, they know the name. The Big Brother stated how 
clean the apartment was, and bow nice we were. 

Mr. RANKIN. And then you went to New Orleans, did you? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, sir. Then we went to Xew Orleans. And we stayed at 

my sister’s house, 757 French Street, and immediately Lee enrolled in-let’s get 
back to this. This is in Fort Worth, Tex. Lee attended the Ridglea West School 
and graduated-was promoted to junior high in 1952. In 1952 is when we went 
to New York. Now, we are in New Orleans. 

Lee was immediately enrolled in Beauregard School in New Orleans, La., upon 
arriving in New Orleans. And here is his certificate of promotion to high school. 
And they have stated that his attendance was very good. He just missed 9 days, 
I think, out of the whole term, which is considered very good. 

3Ir. RANKIN. How was he as a student in Sew Orleans? 
Mrs. OSWALD. C grades. He was promoted, or he wouldn’t have C grades. So 

that is two certificates there. 
Then J have another certificate. He went tctno, I would not have the 

certain, and then from the promotion he was promoted to the Warren Easton 
High School. And that is the school that Lee wrote the note-am I correct? 

Mr. RANKIPF. Yes. It is already in evidence. He wrote and said you were 
going to San Diego, and it was not your note at all. He signed your name. 

Mrs. OSWALD. That is right. And then, as you know, Robert was discharged 
from the Marines, and Robert did not want to live in New Orleans. So there 
again-so we could be a family-and this young boy, who was the youngest, 
could be with a brother. I moved back to Fort Worth, sir, because Robert was 
in Fort Worth so we could be a family again. However, I moved in July, and 
Lee joined the Marines in Ortober. So we were just there a few months. 

Lee attended Arlington High School there. And when we came back to Fort 
Worth, Tex., the school did not know what to do with Lee. Lee, I think, was 
approximately 2 weeks entering the school. He was too far advanced from the 
New Orleans and Sew York schools, and not advanced enough-let’s see if I can 
explain this right-according to his age. He was too old to be in the junior, 
or vice versa. But I do know, and I have witnesses to this, that Lee could not 
immediately enter school. They had to have a conference, a board conference, 
because of Lee’s curriculum from school. They didn’t know which school to 
place him in. 

Mr. RANKIN. How did he get along with you? Did you get along well 
together? 

Jfrs. OSWALD. Yes. Lee was a very quiet and studious boy. None of my 
children gave me any trouble, thank God. We have no police record, sir, or 
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anything like that. And the children were always more or less home. And 
particularly Lee. Lee would go to the movies, and things like that. He was a 
normal boy. But when he was home, he was most happy. And I am of this 
disposition. 

He could keep himself occupied-reading and when he watched a football 
game on television, he would have the score pad, and things of that sort. And so 
he was quite happy in his own way. 

Now, here is something very important. 
While in New Orleans, in order to go to Arlington Heights school, which is 

one of the ritziest schools in New Orleans, all the wealthy people go there, and 
we happened to live in the vicinity-Lee wanted a two-wheel bicycle, sir, and 
I bought him one. So when school opened, Lee went to school on a two-wheel 
bicycle. Can you picture this. A 16%-year-old boy going to school on a bicycle, 
when all the other children had their own cars ? Just picture this. My children 
never did want anything, and particularly Lee. 

Mr. RANKIN. How did he get along with his brothers? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Well, now, at this time he didn’t know too much about his 

brothers. John Edward had been in the service since age 17, so it has been a 
number of years, other than leaves. And Robert had just finished his 3-year 
hitch. So you see the brothers have had nothing to do with Lee since age 13 
actually-otherwise than visits. Because when Robert came back, then Lee 
joined the Marines. 

Now, this is the U.S. Marine Corps acceptance. And it says “I am very 
pleased to notify you that your son, Lee Harvey Oswald, has successfully passed 
the mental, moral, and physical examinations,” and so forth. My son was a 
marine. And I understand a very important marine. 

He was in electronics. I have read-one of the marines that was with him ’ 
said when he defected to Russia they had to change the system. He must have 
had a real responsible position, if Lee defected to Russia, and all the systems 
had to be changed. I don’t know if this is correct. But this man made the 
statement, sir. 

Mr. RANRIN. Did he have any courts-martial that you knew about while he 
was in the Marines? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I did not know until what came out in the paper. And I have 
discussed that with several high officials, marines, and so on and so forth. A lot 
of men, they tell me, carry a gun. And if you did curse an officer, that is done 
sometimes, too-that is not anything criminal. I mean we all get provoked at 
some particular time. I am not taking up for the boy. I don’t know what 
happened. But I know I myself would be guilty of that, if someone pushed me, 
that I may curse him. And I am sure it is done quite often. And I understand 
that Lee slashed his wrist. I find that from the paper. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you know anything about that? How that happened? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, sir-otherwise than what I know in the paper. I do not 

know, sir. 
Mr. RANKIN. What about a man that was killed, that was one of his buddies 

in the Marines? 
Did you ever know anything about that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. This is the first time I have heard about that. I haven’t 

even read that in the paper. I did not know about that. If I can help you in 
any way-his picture in the Marines-there are names of the men on the back. 
I do not know what they mean. But the names of the men are on the back of 
picture, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. When was it that he slashed his wrist-in the Marine Corps? 
Mrs. OSW~~D. I understand when he was in Moscow-is that correct? I do 

not know otherwise from what I read in the paper. These things, how could 
I know. 

Representative FORD. May I see that picture? 
Mr. RANKIN. In the Soviet Union? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. And that is why, too, it has been stated that he was 

possibly an agent, to show, when the Russians would not give him citizenship, 
he slashed his wrist, to show that he did not want to return back to the United 
States, and forced the Russians to keep him there. That has been stated. 
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Mr. RANKIN. Did you ever know that he shot himself while he was in the 
Marines? 

Mrs. OSWAILL I read that in the paper. 
Mr. RASKIX. He never told you that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. So, sir. And I read in the paper that it could have been an 

accident. 
1\Ir. RANKIS. Did you know anythin g about how good a shot he was? Did he 

ever tell you that? 
Mrs. OGWALD. Lee came home with a trophy, but it is a Xarine trophy-may 

I have that please, I need a number. It is not on this. \Ve have another picture. 
But it had Lee Harvey Oswald. But it was given not to him, but to the platoon. 
And he was very, very proud of it. Lee was very proud of his Jlarine hitch, 
because every time he came on leave, that is all he talked about. That I know. 
And I am the only one that knows this. 

Mr. RANKIN. Was that trophy with regard to marksmanship? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. Now, Marina would have that. I gave that to Lee and 

Marina when they returned from Russia, and the Marine book that Lee was so 
proud of, and the baby book that I had all these years. And I think it was in 
regard to marksmanship. 

Now, I have Lee’s-they are copying all of this, Mr. Doyle-Lee’s shooting 
record. I have that, sir. I have anything you want. It was left in his sea 
bag. And all of this was left in Lee’s sea bag. 

This is a picture of Lee with his marines, and it is a special, I think he was 
doing special work there. I am not familiar-I wasn’t told that. But it is 
different than the other picture. Lee went to many, many a school, gentlemen. 
He went to the Marine Air Force Base in Biloxi, Mississippi, to schooling. He 
went to Jacksonville and some others. I remarked, “Your brothers were not 
sent from here to there like you were.” 1,ee was in Japan, Lee was in Correg- 
idor, Lee was in the Philippines, and Lee was in Formosa. That has not been 
publicly stated. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you know what schooling he had at these various places? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, sir. I would think that it was special schooling. 
Mr. RANRIN. He never told you? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, sir. But the other brothers didn’t hare that type schooling. 

And I even remarked about it. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you ever hear your son say anything for or against President 

Kennedy? 
Mrs. OSWALD. While Marina and Lee were in my home that month, and I had 

a television- 
Mr. RANKIN. About what time was that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. This was July, 1962-when they stayed the month with me. 

Tes, they were delighted with President Kennedy, both. 
Mr. RAXKIN. What did they say about him? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Nothing political-just “Like President Kennedy.” He was 

telling Marina about President Kennedy. “I like President Kennedy”-“1 like, 
too.” 

My son has never said anything to me politically about anyone. My son loved 
the Marines, and loved his work and has never, never said anything against- 
the only time I questioned my son was ask him why he decided to come home, 
and he said, “Not even Marina knows that.” 

That was the one question I wanted to know, because of the many things 
that they sent me from Russia, as I have previously stated. That was the 
only thing. So that satisfied me. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you know anything about his guns-what guns he had? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Oh, this is very important, and I am glad you brought this up. 

This is-the part in New Orleans that I forgot about. 
While Lee was working for Tujague B: Co. he started to have a bank account, 

and it was in a Homestead. I do not know the name, but it was on Canal 
Street, 900 or 100 block of Canal Street, because it was even with Exchange 
Place. And he started to save his money. The purpose of saving his money 
was to go on a tour with a young group. He was working for a steamship 
place as a mess engineer so he was going around to all of these seagoing trips. 
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And I saw the brochure. It was sponsored by very prominent people. There 
was nothing wrong with it. I f  he wanted to go, that was all right-could go on 
this. So he started to save his money to go. However, this was in January- 
you want the date? 

Mr. RANKIN. Yes. 
Mrs. OSWALD. Are we in 1955 in Sew Orleans? Yes. Xo, 1956 this would be. 

January, 1956-Lee took his moneg out of the Homestead, which was approxi- 
mately $150, or something like that. And Lee Harvey Oswald bought an electric 
football machine--cost approximately $10. He bought a bow aud arrow set- 
maybe about $6 or $7. And he bought a gun. Sow, I don’t know about guns. 
I was going to say BE gun, but I will not say it was a BB gun--but Robert 
Oswald will know-or a rifle. But it was not an expensive gun. He was just 
16yA years old. And I am of the opinion if he bought a real gun, I would have 
had to sign or something. I may be wrong. But anyhow it was a gun to go 
squirrel hunting or rabbit hunting. I will identify it like that. And then 
we can go into it further. 

And he paid $35 on a coat for me. And the very first job that--the rery 
first pay that Lee got from this job from Tujague sir, he came home with a bird 
cage on a stand that had a planter. It had the ivy in the planter, it had the 
parakeet, and it had a complete set of food for the parakeet. His very first 
pay. And then he paid his room and board. I kept this bird cage-the stand 
was collapsible-all these years, in the back of my car, and put it up, no matter 
where I was on a case, and had the bird up until about 2 years ago-no, I had 
the bird, and gave it to Lee when they came back from Russia. What has become 
of it I do not know. I gave the bird and bird cage to Lee and Marina when 
they came back from Russia. I am trying to give you the picture of this boy. 
Would you ask me some more questions, please? It is awful hard for me to 
remember everything. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you remember any other guns he had? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, sir. This is the oulg guu that I have known Lee to have. 
Mr. RAXKIX. Now, about Officer Tippit. 
Mrs. OSWALD. Let me finish about Robert and his gun. This is important 

to you. 
When we came to New Orleans, I worked at Washer Bros., in New Orleans- 

transferred from-Goldrings in Sew Orleans is Washer Bros. in Fort Worth, 
Tex. So I worked at Washer Bros. Lee came into the place I worked one 
day with the gun and wanted me to sign a paper so he could sell the gun. 
Well, I was indignant that he came where I was working with a gun. I said, 
“Lee, we will talk about it later.” And several of the salesladies thought that 
I brushed him off real fast. Well, now, Robert bought that gun from Lee, 
and gave Lee $10 for the gun. It was 3 months we were living in New Orleans. 
So Robert gave Lee $10 for the gun. And Robert used to go huuting with it 
at his mother-in-law’s house. I have stated they live in the country and they 
go rabbit and squirrel hunting. Robert would know about the gun, the type 
gun and everything. I do not know. 

Mr. RANKIN. You have told us all you know about the gun? 
Mrs. OSWALD. That is all I know about the gun. And Robert bought the gun 

from Lee, gave him $10. 
Mr. RANKIN. You haven’t told us whether you thought your son killed Oficer 

Tippit. 
Mrs. OEWALD. I strictly do not believe that Lee killed Officer Tippit. 
Mr. RANKIN. Can you tell us why? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. I am sorry to have to elaborate so, but this, as you 

know, is very important. 
Mr. Lane and myself are investigating, with hundreds of investigators. I 

have over 1,500 letters. We have reporters and people investigating for us, 
that are not satisfied with the whole case. And Mr. Lane has a lot of affidavits. 
I cannot say what Mr. Lane has. But he is doing a very good job about this. 
And we have come to the conclusion that Lee is not guilty of Of&er Tippit. 

Now, I gave you a picture yesterday-you might have it there, I don’t know, 
Mr. Rankin-that could possibly be Marina and the child. We have found 
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out that the Book Depository Building-Mr. Lane has this information-it is 
owned by the city of Dallas-I should not go into that. I don’t know. He has 
all of this information. Or it is a lease. It is goverximent-owlled some way 
or other. I should not say. Mr. Lane has all of this. We have been inresti- 
gating night and day. 

The CIIAIRXAS. Well, we have the picture, Mrs. Oswald. 
Mrs. OSWALD. All right. On the picture, then-and I have talked to Mr. 

Doyle about this-you might think I am crazy to say so. The first thing I sari 
in this picture-this picture was sent to me by a woman with a letter telling 
me to look at the picture carefully. I did not read the letter. I did not want 
her opinion, or other people’s opinion about this picture. We have a lot of 
comments about this lncture. I immediately looked at the picture when I 
opened it. The first thing I saw was my son Lee and Mnrilm and the child. 
Then when I called this woman long distance. I said, “Ton giant to know what 
I saw in the picture?” and I told her. She says, “So. that is not what I see.” 

Representative FORD. Did you say your first reaction was that you saw Lee, 
Marina and the child? 

Mrs. OSU’ALD. That was my first reaction. And, if I am correct---I don’t 
say I am correct-but if I am correct, this would be the solution. Lee was 
escorted out of the building. Kennedy is shot non-1 will have to show you 
the picture. He has passed the window where Lee’s rifle is snljlmsed to he. 
And he is shot in the neck. He has passed this particular part. He is sltot 
in the neck. And then this man that I think is Lee-and I wish I could swear 
to it, but I am fully convinced-is being escorted out of the building and could 
be escorted-I am speculating, sir-1 have no proof of this. I wish I did. 
Could be escorted out of the building by a policeman. 

Mr. RANKIN. Is the picture you are looking at the one you referred to? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, sir, it is-Exhibit 203. 
Mr. RANKIN. That is Exhibit 2O3? 
Mrs. OBWALD. Now, this is who I think Lee is. 
Mr. RANKIX. That is- 
Mrs. OSWALD. There is no face. 
Mr. RANKIN. That is the man right in the doorway? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, sir. This is Lee’s build and everything. The first thing 

I saw. 
Now, they think this is Lee. 
No, sir, I do not. 
Everybody thinks this is Lee. 
Mr. RANKIN. When you say they think-it is the man leaning against the 

side of the doorway, is that right? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. That is the picture that everybody is convinced is Lee. 
Mr. RANKIN. And you think it is the one next to him that doesn’t show any 

face? It shows the arms over the head? 
Mrs. OSWALD. He has his arms up in the air. 
NOW, that is what I saw immediately-against everybody else seeing it. And 

this woman and child could possibly be Marina. 
Now, to explain this-whether I thought Lee shot Officer Tippit or not--Lee 

could be escorted out of this building with a gun in his back possibly. I am 
just speculating, sir. But there is a lot of speculation in this case all over the 
world. From foreign countries I have letters. And that is how he got out of 
the building. And this same officer could have been killed, because he was in- 
volved in this, and then he could have been killed, to be kept quiet. There is a 
possibility of this, gentlemen. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mrs. Oswald, will you take this blue pencil and carefully mark 
on Exhibit 203? 

3Irs. OSWALD. I don’t mean to be telling this Commission what to do. And I 
cannot do it. But I would like to have this picture printed. And I am willing- 
I have some few dollars-I have been selling some pictures. I am willing to 
give a reward of $l,ooO if this picture can be printed and these people rome- 
it would have to be Secret Service, FBI, and state their names. 

I would like to have the people here-let us find out who those people are. 
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ah. R~NKIR-. Will you mark the letter “A” above the part that you have cir- 
cled on Exhibit 203, that you say are Marina and the little girl? 

Mrs. OSWALD. All right. 
Mr. RANKIS. And “B” over n-hat you circled as being your idea of Lee Oswald 

being there. 
Mrs. OSWALD. Now, that is what I saw. and nobody else has seen this. They 

see the man next to him. 
\Vould you want me to lmt the man next to it that they see as Lee? He has 

the same clothes on as Lee. 
Mr. RANKIN. Well-you can testify the man that other people said was Lee 

Oswald, that you pointed to before on Exhibit 203, would be the one in between, 
would that be right? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. He has the same clothes as Lee. 
Mr. RANKIS. Mr. Chairman, we offer in evidence Exhibit 203 as now marked 

with the identification. 
(The document referred to was rereired, as indicated, as Commission Exhibit 

So. 203.) 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you hare any other reasons why you think that Officer Tip- 

pit was not killed by your son Lee Oswald? 
Mrs. OSWALD). I do not. 
But, gentlemen, Mr. Mark Lane has affidavits. And we are investigating 

this-if you will have his testimony. He has pertinent information to this. I 
intend, when I finish her-1 am going to be very quiet about what happened 
here, with no comments. But when I finish here, I am going on speaking tours. 
I am going to continue the investigation of the shooting. This is for you. But I 
intend to continue as long as this Commission is in session, to investigate, like 
we have been doing, we have come up with some very--- 

The CHAIRMAN. Some very what? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Very important factors in this case. 
The CHAIR~~AX. Well, I thought that is what you were here to tell us about. 
Mrs. OSWAD I am not the investigator. Mr. Lane is the investigator. Mr. 

Lane is my son’s attorney, representing my son. And he is investigating the 
death of President Kennedy and the consequent murder of my son. 

And he is making tours. And we have these reporters. And we have people 
giving us their opinions. We have many, many letters from expert riflemen. 
And I have in my possession-they also write to me-that have gone through 
this particular instance, and say it cannot possibly be done in that length of 
time and so on and so forth. We have a lot of expert opinions. 

Mr. RANKIN. Are you willing to give those to the Commission? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, sir, we want to. This is what I say is our American way 
of life. This boy was shot down handcuffed, within a few hours time, without 
trial or jury or counsel, even. He did not have a right to defend himself. So 
Mr. Lane immediately started to defend this boy. And people have come to our 
rescue. 

When I read Mr. Lane’s brief, and I realized the truth of some of the state- 
ments he said, I contacted Mr. Lane, as you know, and we tried to come before 
the Commission. 

So from now on, when I am through with this Commission, I am going to work 
with Mr. Lane in my own way-1 am booked in New York on a tour next week. 
And I am going to talk only about the investigation. 

We have help, sir. We have Mr. Laurence Ross, who is in Sew Zealand, who 
writes articles-very good. And Captain Wooster, is an expert rifleman of New 
Zealand. He does this all the time. He goes all over. 

I am not saying it correctly. 
But he is an expert. And he said that he himself could hardly do it. And 

he practices all the time. That is his-that is what he does for a living. He is 
an expert. 

And we have many, many such letters. I have 1,500 letters, sir. Mr. Doyle has 
seen my letters and read a few. 

We have attorneys writing us. We have ministers. We have all types of 
people that are not satisfied with this boy being charged with the assassination 
of President Kennedy. And, of course, not satisfied with the way he was shot 
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down without trial. And we are going to continue to investigate and fight this 
in our own way, when I Iparr the Commission. sir. 

The CHAIR~~~X. Do you hare an agent for this tour. lecture tour $011 are 
making? 

3irs. 0sw~r.n. No. sir: I do not. 1Ir. T,ane has-well, I don’t say booked me, 
bepause that would not he the word. But I am supposed to appear Blonday at 
Town Hall in New York-no. Tuesday, the 18th. It is going to be a forum. 
There are three very prominent men going to be on the panel. Snd we are 
going to ask questions and talk. We will hare our public support by bringing 
these matters before the public, becanse we are cnnvincerl-and there are *nil- 
lions of nther people cnnl-inced, also-that this is not as plain as it seems to be, 
that there is mnre to it. And they are not satisfied. 

We are going to continue to investigate, with the help of the public. 
The CHAIRMAN. 4re you to be compensated for these leCtUrPs? 
BIrs. OSWALD. No. My trip is being paid to New York. .4nd I am to live 

in a home with a family. 
As far as that, I know nothing else about this. 
The &AIRMAN. Who does know the details of it? 
Mrs. OSKALD. Well, non-. Mr. Tlrlne would know the details. And maybe you 

think I am being a very foolish woman. But here. When I read--because I have 
been very cautious-so let’s say now I am not being cautious. But here is why. 
When I read Mr. T,ane’s brief-and I don’t know, gentlemen, if you have read it- 
but I believe it would be pertinent to this Commission to get a copy. It is 
written in the Guardian-two or three briefs. And I was convinced this man 
had some pertinent ideas about it. And when I engaged Mr. Lane, he said, 
“Jlrs. Oswald, I will tell you about myself.” 

I said, “I do not want to hear. As far as I am concerned, you could be a Com- 
munist. But to me a Communist is a human being. That is just his way of life.” 

We are Americans. We hare Japanese people. That is their way of life. -4 
Communist, as long as he is not hurting our Government, that is his right to 
be a Communist. That is his way of life. 

I did not want to know anything about Mr. Lane, becailse I knew Mr. Lane 
wrote sensible things, that Mr. Lane was interested. And what he wrote made 
sense. And that is all I am interested in, sir. 

I f  Mr. Lane is getting money, and I am appearing, that is just fine. I am not 
interested. If  I can get before the public and through Mr. Lane doing it, I want 
to get before that public and state my American way of life and try to prove 
my son is innocent. 

The main part of this is to try to prove I&e Harvey Oswald innocent. 
The CHAIRMAN. Very well, 
Mr. RANKIN. You said cluring your testimony that an agent showed you a 

picture at the Six Flags Inn. Do you remember that? 
JIrs. OSWALD. Yes, and I am glad you brought that up, because I have notes 

on this, too. I have something important to say about that. 
Mr. RANKIN. I will ask the reporter to mark this. 
(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit So. 23’7 for 

identification.) 
Mrs. OSWALD. Before I see a picture. see-if it was in a square, cupped in a 

hand, I believe it would be better for me for identification. That is the way 
I saw it. It was cupped in his hand. 

31r. RANKIN. Mrs. Oswald, all I hare is Exhibit 237. in the shape it is in. 
And I will hand it to you and ask you if eon recall that as being the picture 
that was shown to you. 

Mrs. OSWALD. So, sir. This is not the picture shown me. The picture that 
was shown me was a full face and just shoulders. This is not the picture. 

This picture was about this size. very glossy black and white, with a big face 
and shoulders. I have background here, a lot of white. But this took the 
whole picture--the face and shoulders. And this door was just ajar. And this 
man had this picture-and the two corners were cut. 

BIr. Rasrc~r. About what size is the picture you are lonking at? 
&frs. 0SWAI.n. That is about three by four-approximately three by four, cupped 

in this man’s hand, and the two toners were cut. The two top corners. And a 
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very glossy picture, black and white, with a big face and shoulders. This is the 
picture shown me, sir. 

Now, at Six Flags Inn, about 3 days later, when I entered the room, on the 
table were a lot of newspapers. I walked into the room in the presence of my 
son, and all of the agents. As I stated before, Marina and I knew nothing of 
what went on. We did not know how Lee was shot or anything, because we did 
not sit down and watch television. 

Mr. R~SKIN. What son are you talking about? 
Mrs. OSWAI.D. Robert. 80 this is approximately the Wednesday, the 25th- 

n-Sunday was the 21th. Shout the 26th-it n-as a few days after T,ee was 
shot, a couple of days. So I walked into the room, and I picked this paper up 
and turned it over, and I exclaimed, “This is the picture of the man that the 
FBI agent showed me.” 

And one of the agents said, “Mrs. Oswald, that is the man that shot your son.” 
Believe me, gentlemen, I didn’t even ask his name. And nothing more was 

said. 
Sow, that is very unusual. 
Mr. R~XKIS. Sow, the picture that you are talking about that you picked up, 

was a picture in the newspaper‘! 
Mrs. OSWAI.D. In the newspaper. The bottom part of the newspaper. I can 

see that like I can see the picture. I had never seen the picture before. 
Mr. RASKIX. Did you later learn whose picture that was? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. when I returned to my home ir, Fort Worth, Tex., about a 

week later, Mr. Blair Justice, of the Star Telegram, brought me all the papers, 
that was the next time I saw the pictures and knew it was XIr. Ruby. And it 
was a bottom page, and it was this picture shown me. 

Xow, this is what I want to know. 
Mr. RANKIN. Tell us who was there when you said that, about the picture 

in the paper? 
Mrs. OS~AI.D. Mr. Mike Howard, Mr. Garrg Seals-well, all of the agents 

there. The room was full. And Robert Oswald was there. The room was full. 
Mr. RANKIN. Was Xarina there? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Marina was in the bedroom. Marina and I stayed in the bed- 

room with the children. We could get snatches of the television and so on. The 
children had diarrhea and so on. We were busy. 

As I picked the paper up and turned it over, it was on the back. This picture 
I saw, the same picture. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you know whether your son Lee Oswald knew Jack Ruby? 
Mrs. OSWALD. So, sir, I have no way of knowing that. I just hope that he 

did, if I am right. I f  Lee is an agent, I hope he knew Jack Ruby. 
Representative FORD. When you made that statement, after looking at the 

newspaper, did you say it loudly enough for people in the room to hear it? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. sir, because they answered me. They said, “That is the 

picture of the man that shot your son.” 
But nothing has been said since that. That is the part that I question all 

about this. 
And then I am not asked to be subpenaed at Jack Ruby’s trial or anything. 
The FBI says yes. they showed me a picture, but that wasn’t a picture Of 

Jack Ruby, not even giving me a chance. 
I don’t understand. Something is not according to Hoyle. I keep telling YOU 

gentlemen. 
Now, I can identify this picture, I believe, out of a hundred pictures. 
It was a black and white glossy picture of a big face and shoulders. And why 

1 express it-he had it cupped in his hand, and he poked his arm and his hand 
with my bifocals, and all I could see was the picture and the hand. I didn’t 
even see Mr. Odum so much. That was that hand poked in front of me. I am 
positive of this. Yet I am not asked any more about the picture. They state, yes, 
they showed me a picture, but not this picture. I am positive, gentlemen. 

Mr. RANKIS. I will ask you about a list of names and see if you know any of 
them, or if your son, Lee Oswald, knew any of them, to your knowledge. 

Mrs. OSWALD. I will be happy to answer. 
Mr. RANKIS. Karen Bennett, do you know that? 

238 



Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. I have incluired about this Karen Bennett. 
Mr. R.%sk~s. Did you know her? 
Mrs. 0s~~r.n. I do not know whether I knew her or not. I have asked several 

people to investigate this for me. 
Ipon returning from the country on an OR case. I went to work for Royal 

Clothiers. in Fort Worth. Tes.. 8s an outside sales lady. In OB you have to wait 
for the babies-and I needed to live. There was a young lady there by the name 
of Carol. I called her. It could be Karen. Looked very much like the young 
lady I saw on the television. That is the first time I connected the two. Her 
father was one of the biggest gangsters in Fort 1Torth. Tex. And he himself was 
killed by the gangland of Fort Worth. Tes. 

Why I know that-the manager of this Royal Clothiers had remarked who 
Karen’s father was. and I said to hinl, “I don’t appreciate your broadcasting that. 
I think what her father did has nothing to do with the girl. She is working. 
Give her a chanre to her own life.” 

I am always standing up and getting myself in trouble. I want you to knon 
that. Maybe I am not liked. But if that makes not being liked, I will continue 
not being liked. sir. 

So this is when I first started to work. However, I found out that the young 
lady also had another job at night, which is all right. She was working as a 
barmaid in a tavern on Hemphill Street, in Fort Worth, Tel.. and she had two 
small children. and so if she worked at the Royal Clothiers during the day, it was 
necessary that she work at this saloon. or whatever you want to call it at night. 

Mr. RASKIS. Was she married? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, she was not married. That maybe is what she had to do to 

support her children. And I understand. because I was left alone. 
But-she and I berame involved in this way. In the front of the store was a 

showcase with cheap jewelry. This is a credit place, rims, diamond rings, and 
bracelets. And Carol had the key to this case, and so did I. And there was 
some talk about a ring or something missing. I realized right then and there 
I could not put myself in a position of things being stolen, because here was a 
girl who they said her father was a gangster. and she was working in a bar. 
And my son was a known defector. So I quit that job. 

Now, on television for the Ruby trial here comes the girl. I thought I recog- 
nized this girl. The name is Karen Bennett. And I called her Carol. it could 
be Karen Bennett. I didn’t have much to do with the girl. So I immediately 
told this story to Mr. Jack Langueth of the New York Times, and I told also 
to another Star Telegram reporter, Mr. John McConnoch, because I wanted 
them to investigate. 

But I have not heard anything about it. 
Mr. RANKIN. How about Bruce Carlin? 
Mrs. OSWAI.D. No, sir. 
Mr. RANKIN. You don’t know whether your son knew him? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, sir. I would not know anybody that my son knew. That 

I am positive-because he never did tell me any of this. But continue. 
Mr. RAXKIN. Robert Kermit Patterson, also known as Bobby Patterson? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, sir. 
Mr. RANKIX. Donald C. Stuart? 
Mrs. OBWALD. No, sir. 
Mr. RAXKIN. Charles Amdt? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. sir. 
Mr. RAXKIN. James A. Jackson? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, you know, a few of those names sound to me like they might 

be on the back of both of these pictures. I am not sure. 
Mr. RAITRIN. They are supposed to be associates or friends or people that 

Mr. Ruby knew and associated with closely. 
Stanley or Katya Skotnicki? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, sir. 
Mr. RANICIN. Larry Crafard, or Crawford? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, sir. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you remember that name? 
Mrs. 0sw~1.n. No, sir. I was trying to c30nnect the name with a couple. 
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or. RANKIN. Do you know whether he ever spent any time in the Silver Spur? 
Mrs. OSWALD. If Lee ever did? 
Mr. RANKIN. Yes. 
Mrs. OSWALD. I hare had no knowledge of Lee for 1 year. SOne whatsoever. 
bIr. RANRIS. And before that do you know whether he spent any time in the 

Silver Spur in Dallas? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, sir. 
And before that, as to what I do know, that Lee did not drink and Lee did 

not smoke, and Lee wasn’t the type-not that he did not maybe go into saloons- 
but from what I know of him, he did not go into places like that of his own. 
If he was working he might hare gone into these places. 

Mr. RANKIN. These are the nightclubs Jack Ruby was associated with. YOU 
recognize that? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, I don’t. 
Mr. RANKIN. And the Vegas Club was another one. Do you know whether 

he spent time there? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I would hare no way of knowing. 
Mr. RANKIN. And the Sovereign Club? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I have no way of knowing. I am going to say, again, Mr. Lane 

would have ways of knowing about all these clubs and everything, because 
that is his part of our investigation. I would like to get back to Patrolman 
Tippit. 

Mr. RANKIN. All right. I just want to try to corer this book about Lee 
Oswald’s marksmanship, That has been marked Exhibit 238. 

(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 238, for 
identification.) 

Mr. RANKIN. It is a book that you brought here. 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, it was left in his sea bag, when he came home from the 

Marine Corps. 

Mr. RANKIN. And that reads, “ U.S. Marine Corps Score Rook, Oswald, L. II.” 

Mrs. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. RANKIN That is your son’s? 
Mrs. OSWALD. That is correct. That is his platoon, 2060, that is the one he 

got the trophy with. 
Mr. RANKIN. Were the various marks in that book in pencil that you see 

there in the book when you first found it? 
Mrs. OSRALD. Yes, sir, I have not touched the book. 
Mr. RANKIN. Is it in the same condition? 
Mrs. OSWALD. That is the same condition that it was in his sea bag. 
Mr. RANKIN. We offer in evidence Exhibit 238, and ask leave to substitute 

a copy. 
The CHAIRXAN. It may be introduced. 
(The document heretofore marked as Commission Exhibit No. 238 was re- 

ceived in evidence.) 
Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Reporter, will you mark this 239? 
(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 239 for 

identification and received in evidence.) 
Mr. RAXKIN. Mrs. Oswald, I will ask you to glance through Exhibit 239 

and state whether or not that appears to be photostatic copy of- 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, tbat is the photostatic copy- 
Mr. RANKIN. Of Exhibit 238? 
Mrs. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. RANKIN. And you will see it has the same markings. 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, sir, that is correct. 
Mr. RANKIN. This is a copy we will substitute. 
Now, do YOU want to tell about the shooting of Officer Tippit? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. I have many, many clippings-as I say, we have all these 

people working. And we have come to the conclusion, and have never seen where 
they had an autopsy on Patrolman Tippit or even his gun or anything. In other 
words, Patrolman Tippit’s life has been quiet from the very beginning after 
the shooting. I have never seen anything about him in print. And we question 
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where all the money that has been given to Mrs. Tippit has come from. That 
is a tremendous amount of money-tremendous for donations. 

The CHAIRJZAN. You say you question the money? 
Mrs. OSWAI.D. Yes. sir: the donations to Mrs. Tippit. 
The CHAIRJIAX. You mean you question whether she received them or not? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No-where is the money coming from? As far as she knows, 

sir. they are donat.ions. But where is the actual money coming from. because 
it is such a large amount? Like I question Marina’s money. She has now 
$38,000. That is just what they have stated she has. What she has may be 
more. But that is a lot of money for donations, a tremendous lot of money. 

And Mrs. Tippit has. I think. almost half a million dollars. Is that correct? 
I am not quite sure. But, anyhow, it is a large amount of momby. And with 
our investigation and things that are not according to Hoyle, we do question 
where the money is coming from. 

The CHAIRMAN: Do you have any idea where it comes from, after your 
investigation? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Well, Mr. Lane has. I do not have all the information. He 
has this information. And we are still investigating it. sir. And we will 
investigate if it takes another year or two. We are going to continue to arrive 
at the truth. 

Mr. RANKIX. You referred to an article in the Time Magazine of Frhrunry 14. 
1964. volume S3, No. 7, when you said there were some things that were wrong 
in it-do you remember that? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. RANKTN. Did you write a letter about this assassination of President 

Kennedy to President Johnson at some time? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, sir; I never have. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you send a telegram? 
Mrs. OBWALD. No, sir. The only telegram I sent to President Johnson was 

stating that I had sent a telegram to you and Chief Justice Warren, if you 
remember. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you get any response from the White House? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, sir; I did not get a response from the White House. And 

I am indignant at the response that I did get. What it did was to inform me. 
I was so graciously treated by Mr. Kennedy and his Administration, as I have 
stated and testified, that I am shocked that I am now to be told that I am not 
to worry the President. “In response to your telegram to the President, I wish 
to inform you that any requests or any information dealing with the inquiry 
conducted by Chief Justice Warren should properly be directed to the Com- 
mission. I note in your telegram that you have directed your request to the 
Chief Justice and to Mr. Rankin. the Commission’s General Counsel. Sincerely, 
Lee C. White, Assistant Special Counsel to the President.” 

Mr. RANKIN. That is the response that you received from the White House? 
Mrs. OSWALD. From the telegram that I sent, when I sent a telegram to you 

and Chief Justice Warren-I sent him a telegram. I have it right here, sir. 
You don’t know about the telegram. 

Here is a copy of the telegram. 
“President Lyndon B. Johnson. I have sent night letters to Chief Justice 

Earl Warren and J. Lee Rankin imploring both in the name of justice and our 
American way of life to let my son Lee Harvey Oswald be represented by counsel 
so that all witnesses including my son’s widow will be cross-examined. Respect- 
fully yours, Mrs. Marguerite Oswald.” 

And this is the response to that. And I don’t think that is a gracious response 
at all. I f  I want to write the President or send him a telegram, I think I have 
as much right as anyone else to do so. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you comment on the fact of this response from the White 
House when you received it to anyhody? 

Mrs. Oswann. Yes, sir. There was a reporter from Time Magazine that I 
commented to, because I was indignant, as I said. And he said, “Well. if gnu 
or your next door neighbor or anybody walking in the street wanted to write 
the President, that is our American way of life.” ilnd I agreed with him. 
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Mr. RANKIN. Now, you are quoted in this article as saying “Why, I have got 
as much right as any citizen to write the President of the United States, to 
petition him, and let me tell you this, Mr. Johnson should also remember that I 
am not just anyone, and that he is only President of the United States by the 
grace of my son’s action.” Is that a correct quote? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, that is not a correct quote. And that is why I was indig- 
nant yesterday when I read that. And there is more discrepancies. 

I did tell him about receiving the letter, and I had just received it-that I 
was indignant they should write and as much intimate that I should not write 
the President. 

I made a special appeal to the President. 
Mr. RASKIN. Do you recall what you did say? Did you say anything like 

this? 
Mrs. OSWALD. So, sir. There was nothing said to this reporter about Presi- 

dent Johnson-because I believe my son is innocent. So if I say that, then I 
would be saying that my son is guilty. And that is why the President is now 
the President. No, sir. I did not say that. 

Mr. RANKIFZ. What reporter for Time Magazine was that that you were 
talking to? 

Mrs. OSWALD. I can find out the name for you, or I can think about it: Let’s 
see. I think the name is Sullivan. I did not want to think-but I think it is 
Sullivan. Do you have that information? 

Mr. RAEKIN. iXo. 
Mrs. OSWALD. Well, I will get it for you. or maybe it will come to me. 
Mr. RANKIN. All right. 
3Irs. OSWALD. But I do know. because I was paid for the picture-one of the 

pictures in that magazine. 
hir. RANKIN. We would appreciate your telling us as accurately as you can. 
hlrs. OSWALD. I want to give you any and every information I can. 
The CHAIRMAN. Did the man who interviewed you in this matter also pay 

for the picture-the same man? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes sir-for the Time Xagazine. 
Mr. RAXKIN. Did he pay you for any part of the story? 
hlrs. OSWALD. No sir. No, I am wrong there. he did. He paid me for part 

of the story. That is not the story. 

This isn’t, the story that was supposed to have come out. It was a much nicer 
and softer story. But we have found out that when we give these press 
notices, that they don’t come out the way you give them. And they explain- 
like if I was to tell Mr. Sullivan, “I am disappointed in your story”-“Well, 
hIrs. Oswald, our editor edits to make room,” and so on. That is what you get. 
I was disappointed in the story, because the story was that I felt so sorry for 
Marina, to think that she had to go through the rest of her life thinking in 
her mind that her husband was the killer of President Kennedy, and that she 
would have to tell her children that she had gone down in history, that their 
father was the killer of President Kennedy. And I went on with a long story. 
I said-they said “hlarina had stringy hair, and she didn’t have this or that.” 
Let me tell you, I would rather have Marina with the stringy hair and less 
clothes, but thinking that her husband was innocent, like she thought the 3 
days I was there-rather than the picture now, where she smokes, she no longer 
nurses her baby, she left her baby in Texas to come to the Warren Commission, 
which is not the Marina I know. 

“Marina, Mama, no, no, she never left her children.” And well groomed. 
But she thinks now her husband shot President Kennedy. What an awful thing. 
1 would much rather have no money and stringy hair and be the girl I was 
before, and believe my husband was innocent. 

The CHAIRMAN. How much did Life pay you for your story? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Is that pertinent? 
The CHAIRMAN. Or Time, rather. 
Mrs. OSWALD. Is that pertinent to the Commission, or is that my personal? 
Mr. DOYLE. I don’t think the Chief Justice-he has simply asked you a 

question. If you wish to answer the question that is fine. If you don’t, if you 
tell the Chief Justice you don’t wish to answer the question- 
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Mrs. 0swar.n. 1Vell. it doesn’t have any bearing. I think the amouut I got 
would be immaterial to the Commission. I do11’t 1inow. 

The CHAIRSAS. Well, I think it might he material under some circum- 
stancaes. But if she doesn’t wish to tell us. that is all right. 

JIrs. Osw~~n. It is not-just like the picstures. I vxnt you to havr the 
pictures. And you didn’t stem to think they were iml)ortant enough. 

I am asking if this is imljortant to the Commission. because that is my per- 
sonal life. It is no crime to sell the l)ictttres. I harr 110 job or incoinr. If I 
want to sell a picture to a magazine or a nrwslal~rr. and protect myself tinan- 
rially. I am going to continue to do that. 

Mr. Dour.~. The Conlnlission has star4 to you thnt it n-onld 1)~ intrrestrd in 
knowing. that it feels it might be of some value to them. But if .vou do not 
wish to say anything about it. they would not press .von. 

So again, it would be completely up to eon. 
Mrs. OSWALD. I think that would pr~~bnbl~. like these pictures. be my per- 

sonal--- 
Mr. RASKIS. Did you learn about the attempt of your son to shoot General 

Walker ? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I am delighted you asked me that question. I have these 

notes here. and didn’t go through that. 
The first time I knew about General Walker was through the paper. 
pl’ow, I became indignant. I do not remember the quotes. But why I became 

indignant was that I had Lee’s handwriting in Russian. But no one came to 
me to find out about this note. That is the part, gentlemen, that is so peculiar 
about this whole thing. 

I understand through reporters that the note was shown to Mrs. Ruth Paine. 
and wanted to know if the handwriting was Lee’s handwriting. But no one 
has come to find out if I had any handwriting of Lee in Russian which I have. 

Mr. RAXKIN. Did you think this was in Russian? 
Mrs. Oswarn. Yes. I am under the impression that the note was in Russian. 

It stated in the paper. 
Mr. RANKIN. When did you learn about the Walker incident? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Through the newspaper. And it has been changed. the story, 

now. If I can remember. Sow, I will get this for you. I have a friend that 
has one of the most complete scrapbooks in the United States, that helps in 
this investigation. And I can get all these articles. sir. And I will help in 
every way possible. 

If I remember correctly, it was stated that i&farina found this note in the 
room that says “I may be arrested, and if so get in touch with the Russian 
consul” and told her where to go to the jailhouse. I wish I knew the exact 
quote. So we are getting back to an agent now. 

From what I remember in the beginning. he did not say in the note that he was 
going to kill General Walker-that he would be involved in something that 
might cause him to be arrested and so nn. I remember this. That was in the 
very beginning, sir. It came out in Fort Worth, Tex. 

So he is going to he involved in something. That doesn’t mean he is going 
to shoot General Walker. 

Mr. RANKIN. When did you learn that he did try to shoot General Walker? 
Mrs. 0sw~r.n. As the story started to leak nut from the paper, what we call 

leaks. I have to say this. hecause we are investigating this. I am not the main 
investigator. But I talk to people. They call, and I get letters from them. 
Every now and then Mr. Jim Martin, who is the business manager for Marina, 
would quote Marina-not Marina, but he would quote Marina about General 
Walker, quoted her about thinkin g in her mind that her husband had killed the 
President. 

And I was firing bark through the newspapers and saying Mr. *Jim Martin was 
an Americaan citizen. and I didn’t appreciate him quoting my daughter-in-law 
about these thin,gs. because they are of no advantage. How can they prove 
that I&e had killed General Walker. because now maybe they would not have 
the bullets-and so on. It happened before. 

Mr. RAXKIS. You knew that he was not killed. 
Mrs. Oswz%to. What good would it be for Mr. Martin to make a statement like 
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this that Marina said. and pnblicize it, when they possibly could not now prove 
th;lt I,P~ had anythin,g to do with it, grin or bnllets or anything. I could not 
see his purpose in doing this-which has hurt my daughter-in-law very much. I 
hare many letters from people expressin g their opinion that they did not ap- 
ljreciate her conling out with these remarks. Rut it is Mr. aim Martin. 

Marina is a foreign girl. and doesn’t know what these people are doing to 
her. Mr. Rankin. I hare publicly fought this over and over-if you have my 
quotes from the Fort Worth Star Telegram and so on, and probably the New 
York papers. I deeply feel sorry for Marina. Marina is a Russian girl. hlaybe 
if her husband was pirked up to be a murderer, maybe they would shoot him in 
Russia, I don’t know. 

But here we have an American way of life that hfarina is not familiar with. 
Mr. RAKKIS. Don’t you want her to tell the truth about it? 
l\frs. Osw.4~~. I want Marina to tell the truth just like I want to tell the 

truth. But from my testimony here, I have found out that Marina has lied. 
Mr. RANKIN. What have you found out ahout the Walker incident? Have you 

found anything about that was untrue that Marina said? 
hlrs. OSWALD. That hIarina said it? 
Mr. RAKRIN. Yes. 
hlrs. 0sm~r.n. I have not heard Marina say it. I have not heard Marina say 

it. I can answer this way. This comes from Mr. aim Martin. There is many, 
many things ahont hlr. Jim hlartin and Mr. Thorne that I don’t think maybe it 
is right that I should say these things in front of the Commission, because they 
are rumors. 

But a rnmor, yen will hare to. in a case as big as this, and where there are so 
many people involved. you have to analyze these rumors. I will say this: I 
understand from many, many a source that the Dallas Rar Association is going 
to have hlr. Jim Thorne before them. Now that is my understanding there. 

hlr. RANKIN. So all you know about the Walker incident is what you have 
read in the papers. 

Mrs. OSWALD. What I have read in the paper. And I certainly did not ap- 
preciate that. Mr. Jim Martin is a citizen. if hlarina is not. 

hlr. RANKIN. Now, did you ever ask your son, Lee Oswald, whether he was 
an agent of anybody? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No sir, I have never asked Lee Oswald if he was an agent 
because I felt like he would not tell me. 

Mr. RAPTKIS. But you have not asked him. 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, I have not asked him. 
Oh. one very important thing that I must tell you. On November 26that 

was the night of November 26, and the day of November 2G was when I found out 
that Marina was going to live with someone else, and we had no contact. So I 
knew I wasn’t wanted or involved. I was in the bedroom. And I left the Inn 
of the Six Flags. gentlemen, under strict security protection. I opened the 
door and had my coat and pocketbook, and I went out doors. And I was about 
15 feet when they realized that I had left the Inn. Now, there was a man on 
the outside. stationed there night and day. But there was a little arbor. And 
this was in the bedroom. We had two entrances-one to the living room and 
one to the bedroom. I opened the bedroom door. I had my coat and bag and 
I was going to go home. I was going to take a bus and go home because I 
didn’t get to talk to my daughter-in-law-they had taken over. 

And I was 15 or 20 feet when two agents came and took me by the arm and I 
went back in. I didn’t make a stink or anything about it. And that night I 
sat up all night, and the next mornin g I insisted upon going home. But the 
point that has to be made is was I under arrest or not-since these men came 
and took me by the arm and brought me back to the Inn of the Six Flags. 

The CHAIRMAN. Were you all dressed to go home when they took hold of you 
that way? 

Mrs. OSWAI.D. Yes, sir, when they took hold of me this way. And I didn’t 
say anything. I just went back in. So then the doctor-I do not know his 
name, you have his name---the doctor came in to see the children, they had 
diarrhea. And the man whispered something to the doctor. And we closed 
the door. The doctor asked me for Lee’s social security number. And I have 
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testified that I had gone home the night before to get all my papers. after much 
persuasion. I started to look through the papers for Lee’s number. And I 
started to cry. He and I were in the room alone. I think this was purposely, 
because they said something to the doctor. 

I said I am very upset and told the doctor what li:~l~l~ened. And I said “You 
know. my heart is breaking. I cannot untlerstnnd how they would do something 
like that, and not tell me about it.” 

So he talked with me. and he gave me two pills. When we opened the door 
he said to the agents “She is all right. she has a right to her feelings.” 
So they must have thought that I was-something was wrong with me. They 
thought-because I took the attitude immediately-well, Robert said it-1 
said “Why didn’t you let me know.” “Well, just because the way you are acting 
now.” I said “How am I acting. I am acting in a normal way. I have lost my 
son. Now you have made arrangements without consulting me to take my 
daughter and two grandchildren to live with strangers. This is a normal 
reaction. Am I going to say yes, take my daughter-in-law and grandchildren, 
I don’t need my part of them.” 

This is a normal reaction. 
Reverend Saunders, Louis Saunders, who is a minister at the grave. acci- 

dentally came at the very last minute. He had not preached a sermon in 8 
years. He is head of the Council of Churches. 

He heard we could not get a minister so he was able to come at the very last 
minute. And Rev. Granvllle Walker was sent to my home in Fort Worth, Tex., 
the nest day after I arrived home, to help, to console me about this case. So 
he said “Mrs. Oswald, I understand that Marina has been offered a very fine 
home. and how do you feel about that. Are you not glad that your daughter- 
in-law is going to be taken care of and the children have an education.” 

I said “No, Reverend Saunders, I do not feel that way about it. Those are 
material things. How do we know if these children will live to derive any 
benefit from this education. I think that we should stick together as a family. 
Her Mama, like she wanted. The girl said she has no Mama. Everything was 
arranged for the Mama. She is talking about money and material things. I 
expressed my opinion at the Six Flags, that we start with $%-no contribu- 
tions were coming in. And then if we cannot make it, then let the ones that 
are so concerned help us. And I remarkecl-I am working for a very wealthy 
woman. 

Who knows, maybe she will give us $5.ooO. Let us stick together as a family. 
Reverend Saunders says “Mrs. Oswald, your philosophy of life is beautiful, 
and it is a Biblical way. But you know you have to be practical.” 

80 the very next day, sir-and this is in “Christianity Today.” to prnve my 
point-Mr. Jim Cox, who writes for “Christianity Today” and is a Star Tele- 
gram reporter called me and said “Mrs. Oswald, Reverend Saunders palled me 
and wanted me to get a story from you, because he thought you had such a 
wonderful philosophy of life.” 

I sat down, and Mr. Jimmy Cox stayed home from Church-I gave Mr. Jimmy 
Cox a story that is in Christianity Today, that only goes to ministers, and it is 
because of Reverend Saunders. So I do have people to testify about this par- 
ticular thing. And I did act in a normal way. That is a normal reaction, to 
not want t,n give up my family. 

Mr. RANKIX. Mrs. Oswald. I will give you Eshihits 206 through 227. both in- 
clusive, and ask you if that is-if those are photostatic copies of your cnrre- 
spondence-would you look at each one n f  then-with the State Department 
that you have referred to in your testimony? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. sir. Do you want the numbers as I go along? 
Mr. RANKIN. No. You just look at them. 
Mrs. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Representative FORK. These are copies, Mr. Rankin, of her letters to the State 

Department and the responses? 
Mrs. OSWALD. That is correct. 

Mr. RAI~KIN. Yes, that is correct, is it not, Mrs. Oswald? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, that is correct. 
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Mr. RASKIS. And these copies were made under your supervision were they 
not. 

Mrs. 0snar.n. That is correct. And I voluntarily gave you every copy I have. 
That is correct. That is correct. That is correct. 

Some of this seems to be scratched out here. 
Mr. D0rr.E. On Exhibit So. 221. there seems to be some S markings around. 

Will you put that aside. and we ran comlktre that with the original. 
Mrs. Osw.\I.o. This is rorrrct. That is correct. That is correct. I don’t 

remember !vriting to Mrs. James. I remember calling her on the telephone. 
This is mv handwriting. I guess I did. 

Yes, that is my handwriting. That is correct. 
That is correct. That is correct. And this is correct. but should have a 

card with it. 
Mr. DOYLE. You are referring to 227? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. And it should have with it a card, a postcard, from Lee. 
Mr. DOYLE. Set 2~7 aside with 221. 
Mr. RASKIN. Do you have a copy of 221? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. RASKIS. Will you please check to see that is a correct copy. 
Mr. Chairman, I think that we might gain time now if we would check these 

exhibits out with Mrs. Oswald, and be able to offer them at whatever time we 

reconvene. That is all we propose to do now. 
The CHAIRMAN. All right. 
Mrs. OSWALD. This is the card that should have gone with that. 
Mr. RANKIN. Mrs. Oswald, were you able to find your copy of Exhibit 221, 

and compare it and see whether that which is marked on is on your copy? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No sir, we have not found that yet. 
“Yours 11th” is scratched out. 
Mr. RANKIN. So that 221 is correct, but apparently there are some errors- 
Mrs. Oswald. There are more errors, too. Because it doesn’t say “Services 

Department of State.” 
Mr. DOYLE. 221 does not appear to be a photostat of the exhibit. 
Mr. RANKIN. But it does have exactly the same material on it, doesn’t it? 
Mrs. OSWALD. It doesn’t have this-“collect.” I would not say it was an 

exact copy. 
Mr. DOYLE. It appears to have substantially the information on it. It is not 

a photostat of it. 
Mr. RANKIN. I might advise vou. Mrs. Oswald, this is from the State De- 

partment’s file, from-which the telegram was made up that was sent to you. 
Mr. DOYLE. It is not a photostat, but it does have substantially the infor- 

mation that is set forth in the telegram itself. 
Mr. RANKIN. Now, you have examined all of the exhibits. 266 through 227, 

both inclusive, and found them, except for what you and your counsel said 
about exhibit 221, and the card that was with 227, to be correct. 

Mrs. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. RAKKIN. We offer in evidence Exhibits 266 through 227, both inclusive. 
The CHAIRMAN. They may be admitted. 
(Commission Exhibit Nos. 266 through 227, heretofore marked for identifica- 

tion, were received in evidence.) 
Mrs. OSWALD. This is the card that goes with this letter, as an explanation. 
(The card referred to was marked Exhibit No. 240 for identification.) 
Mr. RANKIN. Exhibit 240 is the card you have just referred to that goes with 

Exhibit 227, is that right? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. RANKIN. We offer in evidence Exhibit 240, and ask that a copy be 

substituted. 
The CHAIRMAN. That may be admitted. 
(The card referred to was received in evidence as Commission Exhibit 

No. 240.) 
Mr. RANKIN. Mrs. Oswald, would you examine exhibits 228 through 236, both 

inclusive? And tell us whether or not those appear to be photostatic copies 
of correspondence about the Albert Schweitzer College and application? 
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Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, that is right. That is right. This is correct. That is 
right. That is right. That is right. That is right. That is right. That is 
right. That is right. That is right. That is right. 

Those are all right, sir. 
Mr. RAKKIN. You have just finished comparing Exhibits 228 through 236 

both inclusive, and found them to be correct photostatic copies of your files 
concerning the Albert Schweitzer matter? 

Mrs. OSWALD. That is right. 
Mr. RANKIN. We offer in evidence, Exhibits 228 through 236 both inclusive. 
The CHAIR~~AS. They may be admitted. 
(The photostatic copies referred to were received in evidence as Commission 

Exhibit Nos. 228 through 236, inclusive.) 
The CHXR~CAN. Have you introduced all the records you have now? 
Mr. RANKIN. Just a few more, Mr. Chairman. 
(The document referred to was marked 241 for identification.) 
Mr. RAP~KI?;. Mrs. Oswald, I hand you Exhibit 241 and ask you if that is one 

of the letters that you referred to in your testimony? 
Mrs. OSWALD. That is right. 
Mr. RANKIN. And it is one that you received? 
Mrs. OSWALD. It is one that I received in a letter from Russia, from Lee. 

And you have the letter, telling me to go to the International Rescue Committee, 
and to show the papers to the Red Cross in T’ernon. This is the letter inclosed 
in that letter. 

Mr. RANKIN. We offer in evidence Exhibit 241, and ask leave to substitute 
a copy. 

The CHAIRMAN. It may be admitted. 
(The letter referred to was received in evidence as Commission Exhibit 

No. 241.) 
(Documents marked 242 and 243 for identification.) 
Mr. RAJKIS. Exhibits 242 and 243 are the telegram and the letter you 

received back from your transmission to the White House that you have 
testified about this morning, is that right? 

Mrs. OSWALD. That is right. 
Mr. RASKIN. And you say you would like to have the originals back? 
Mrs. 0swar.n. Yes. sir. 
;1Ir. RASKIS. We offer in evidence Exhibits 212 and 2-13 and ask leave to 

substitute copies. 
The CHAIRVAS. It may be admitted on that rondition. 
(Commission Exhibits SOS. 242 and 243 were admitted in evidence.) 
The CHAIRMAS. Are all the records identified now and admitted, Nr. 

Rankin? 
Mr. RANKIN. Nr. Chairman, we have one further matter. and that is 

some correspondence that involves her son’s communications with the Em- 
bassy, which correspondenre was examined in the presence of Mr. Mark Lane 
when we were taking phntnstatir copies. And during that examination. Mrs. 
Oswald w-s able to idmtifv the handwriting on part of them, and not able 
to identify it on another part. Is that right, Mrs. Oswald? 

Mrs. OSWALD. That is right: yes, sir. 
Mr. RANKIN. And we think we should probably, to cover that matter, ask 

her briefly to point those out. 
The CHAIR~IAN. Very well. Let’s get that done before we adjourn, and 

then we will adjourn for lunch. 
Mr. RAR‘KIK. hIr. Reporter. I will ask you to mark these exhibits, which 

are the ones that I understand Mrs. Oswald was able to identify the hand- 
writing on. 

(Documents were marked Commission Exhibits Nos. 244 through 250 for 
identification.) 

Mr. Rasrc~x. Mrs. Oswald. will you esamine Exhibits 244 through 250, 
hnth inclusive. and tell us whether or ilot those are photostatic copies of 
communications of your son that you recognize the handwriting on of the 
originals? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Dovi.~. If  you do not on any one of them. announce the number. 
Mrs. OSWALD. This is one I would believe that I have stated-if he wrote 

it, he wrote it very careful. It is not scribbled like he usually does. 
Mr. DOYT.E. That is 246. 
Mr. RASKIS. Can you tell whether or not that is his signature on the 

second page of Exhibit 2-K?? 
Mrs. 0sn~1.n. It is Just a little different. That could be forged. *Just a 

little difference. We write left handed, and we have a trend. 
Mr. RANKIN. Is that one that you said before that you thought you could 

recognize? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I don’t knoa-. sir. I have no way of knowing. How would 

I know? 
Mr. RASKIS. I)o you recoguizr the handnriting non? 
Mrs. 0swar.n. As I have stated before, when I am looking at it, it doesn’t 

appear to be immediately as Lee’s handwriting. But it could be something that 
he has recopied over and over to get such a perfect lettering. It is not 
scribbled like we usually scribble. Now, this was one also that I would 
say- 

Mr. RASKIS. That is Eshibit 247. 
Mrs. 0sw~r.u. That is scribbled. 
Mr. RASKIS. That is more scribbled. you say? 
Mrs. OSWALD. It is not quite as his ordinary writing. It is a little more 

thoughtfully written. 
Mr. RANKIS. You think it is his, though? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I would say this is his. 
Mr. RANKIN. Yes. 
Mrs. OSWAI.D. Son, this is thoughtfully written, too, yet it is his. 
Mr. RANKIN. Exhibit 248. 
Mrs. OSWALD. I am looking at this handwriting. because the rest of it is 

printed. I do not know too much about Lee’s printing. 
Jlr. RASKIS. Can you tell about the handwriting? 
Mrs. OSWALD. The signature looks like Lee’s signature. 
Mr. RANKIX. Yes. 
Mrs. OSWALD. I will state again this looks like Lee’s handwriting, but very 

thoughtfully written. 
Mr. RAXKIX. That is Exhibit 249. Is that right? 
Mrs. 0sw~r.n. That is right. And this is Lee’s signature. 
Mr. RAEKIN. That is Exhibit 250 that you just referred to? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, sir. Sow, I would say it is all Lee’s handwriting, but 

very thoughtfully written. 
Mr. RANKIN. Thank you. We offer in evidence Exhibits 244 through 250, 

both inclusive. 
The CHAIRMA~S. They may be admitted. 
(The documents referred to were received in evidence as Commission 

Exhibits SOS. 244 through 250. inclusive.) 
(A group of documents was then marked 251 through 258 for identification.) 
Mr. RANKIN. Mrs. Oswald, I will hand you Exhibits 251 through 257, both 

inclusive, and ask you to examine those, and state whether you recognize 
the handwriting. 

Mrs. OSWALD. That doesn’t look too much like Lee’s handwriting. It could 
be a finer pen and more thoughtfully written. But I cannot identify this as 
Lee’s handwriting. 

Mr. RANKIN. Can you tell about the signature? 
Mrs. OSWALD. The signature looks a little like Lee’s signature. 
Mr. DOYLE. You refer to 251, n-hen you are discussing this? 
Mrs. OSWAI.D. Yes, 251. 
Now, this one I would say was not Lee’s handjvriting. 
Mr. RANKIN. That is 252? 
Mrs. OSWALD. 252. 
I have never known Lee to sign Lee Harvey Oswald. He always signed 

Lee H. There again, that could be Lee’s handwriting with a fine pen. But 
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very thoughtfully written. But I will say it is not J,ee’s. I don’t think it 
is. I cannot be ltositirr. But I do not think it is T,er’s handwriting. 

Mr. RANKIS. That is Exhibit 252 thc\t you hare been referring to? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Exhibit 252. 
Here is another of the same caliber. It is too perfect. The writing 

is too perfect. 
Mr. RANKIN. What about the signature? 
Mrs. OSWALD. The signature looks like Lee’s signature. 
Mr. DOYLE. That is 253. 
Mrs. Oswa~n. 253. Yes, sir. This is a little different signature, I would 

say, than his normal signature. 
hlr. RASKIN. 254:’ 
Mrs. OSWALD. 254, yes. sir. 
Mr. RANKIN. You think that Exhibit 254 is your son’s handwriting or 

not? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I would have to say with reservations again. It would 

have to be rewritten very thoroughly. It is not scribbled enough. 
Mr. RANKIX. You think that those letters, 251 through 254, are too care- 

fully done for your son Lee? 
Mrs. 0swar.n. Yes. sir. And if he did do them. he would have to have four 

or five copies to do it so perfect. 
This is a little more scribbled. This signature looks more like Lee’s 

than the other did. 
>Ir. RANKIN. That is 255? 
hlrs. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 255. 
This looks like Lee’s handwriting-a lot of misspelling, and his signature. 

256. 
Now his Russian handwriting I know only from return addresses. How- 

ever, I do have two brown papers with Russian writing on, from gifts that 
were sent to me. But I don’t know if Lee addressed them or not. 

And this is Lee’s handwriting with a rery fine pen. Isn’t this hand- 
writing backwards for a left hand? It seems when I looked at “my,” it should 
be going this way-because I write like Lee, left handed. 

Mr. RARKIR’. When you refer to this-or asked whether it was backwards, 
you were referring to Exhibit 257, were you? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. This “m” should be going this way-which it is really. 
But it is kind of hard to testify to. I would say this is Lee’s handwriting 
with a very flne pen, with reservations. 

Mr. RANKIN. Exhibit 257. 
We offer in evidence Exhibits 251 through 257, both inclusive. 
The CHAIRJIAN. They may be admitted. 
(The documents referred to were received in evidence as Commission 

Exhibits Nos. 271 through 2.7’7, inclusive.) 
The CHAIRXAN. Mrs. Oswald, are you now ready-we are not going to 

ask you to do it right now, but we are going to recess at 2 o’clock. But 
are we now at the point where we can hear whatever you want to tell us 
about your life? 

hlrs. OSWALD. I am sorry, but I would like to have lunch. 
The CHAIR~\IAN. I said that we were going to have lunch. But when we 

return-you have things up to that point of your story? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
The CHAIRJIAN. Very well. 
You have another question you want to ask before we recess for lunch? 
hlr. RANKIS. I should like to offer for the limited purpose, Mr. Chairman, of 

the fart that we presented this picture to hIrs. Oswald and she said 
it was not the pirture that was presented to her-for that limited purpose 
I should like to offer Exhibit 237. 

The CHAIRMAN. It may be so admitted. 
(The picture referred to was received in evidence as Commission Exhibit 

A-0. 237. ) 
Mr. DOYLE. hlr. Chief Justice, during the noon hour may I have the cus- 

tody of this transcript of a tape recording of an interview with Mrs. Oswald, 
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the 28 pages which was tendered to us by Mr. Rankin this morning- 
and I will return it. 

Mr. RAKKIN. That is for them to have. 
The CHAIRXAN. That is to become your own. 
Mr. DOYLE. To become the property of Mrs. Oswald. 
The CHAIRMAN. The property of Mrs. Oswald, yes. That is what we gave 

it to you for. She requested that. 
Mr. DOYLE. Thank you very much. 
The CHAIR~XAN. Very well, we will recess now until 2 o’clock. 
(Whereupon, at 12 55 p.m., the President’s Commission recessed.) 

Afternoon Session 

TESTIMONY OF MRS. MARGUERITE OSWALD RESUMED 

The President’s Commission reconvened at 2 :03 p.m. 
The CHAIR~~AX. All right, Mr. Rankin, will you proceed with the hearing? 
Mr. RANKIS. Urs. Oswald, you said that you would like to turn now to telling 

us about your life. We would appreciate that if you would do that. 
Nrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

The CHAIRXIAR’. Jlrs. Oswald, if you would prefer not to tell the story of your 
life, that is perfectly all right. 

Mrs. OSWALD. I want to tell the story but there is something else that upsets me. 
The CHAIRMAN. It is perfectly all right if you don’t wish to. You may take 

your time now and go right ahead. 
Mrs. OSWALD. I am sorry, you will have to excuse me about the story of my 

life, and Mr. Doyle knows why, but there is one part of the story of my life that 
will have a great connection with this, I believe. 

I married Nr. Edwin Ekdahl who was an electrical engineer and a $10,000 a 
year man with an expense account. hlr. Ekdahl had a woman before he married 
me. Of course, I didn’t know about it, sir. I made him wait a year before I 
married him, but the way I found this out, I rereived a telephone call, a telegram 
rather, he traveled-lots of times Lee and I traveled with hin-stating he 
wouldn’t return home when he was supposed to and for me not to meet him. 

So, I called his office, I was familiar with, knew his secretary, and I was 
going to tell her that ;\Ir. Ekdahl would be delayed 3 or 4 days. But immediately 
she said, “Mrs. Ekdahl, Mr. Ekdahl is not in, he has gone out to lunch.” 

So, I said, the general conversation went “When will he be back” and so on, 
and so that evening I took the car and I went to the Texas Electric Co., works 
for the Texaco, the main office in New York, but he was working in Fort Worth 
at the time, went to the building and saw him leave the building and I followed 
him and to an apartment house, saw him go into this apartment house. 

Then I went back home, and my oldest son, John Edward Pit, who is in the 
service, had a friend at the house who was about 2 years older. I told them 
about what happened. So it was night by this time. The kids went with me. 

I called Xr. John XcClain. who is an attorney, and we live next door to Mr. 
RlcClain, and told him that I had seen Mr. Ekdahl go into a home when he was 
supposed to be out of town and what should I do. 

He said, “Mrs. Oswald, just ring the phone. Do yon know the woman?” 
And I said, “Yes.” 
“Just ring the phone and let him know that you know he is there, that you saw 

him.” 
After I thought about it I thought that is not a good idea because he could 

leave and say he was just there on busin’ess and I wanted to catch him there. 
So the kids and I planned that we would say she had a telegram, so we went 

up the stairs, I believe it was the second or the third floor, and the young man 
knocked on the door and said, “Telegram for Xrs. Clary”--was her name. 

She said, “Please push it under the door” and I told him no; he said, “No, 
you have to sign for it.” 
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So with that she opened the door to sign for it and with that I, my son, and with 
the other young man walked into the room and Xrs. Clary had on a negligee, 
and my husband had his sleeves rolled up and his tie off sitting on a sofa, and 
he said, “Marguerite, Jlarguerite, you have everything wrong, you have every- 
thing wrong.” 

He says, “Listen to me.” 
I said, “I don’t want to hear one thing. I have seen everything I want to see, 

this is it.” 
My two boys, in military school, the two older boys. I am paying for the two 

older boys because I hare sold a piece of property. I wanted to take care as 
long as I had money of rnr own children and when I married Mr. Ekdahl if he 
would support me and Lee I would be able to take care of John Edward. and 
Robert in military school, we couldn’t hare them with us because Mr. Ekdahl 
traveled. 

This man never let me share with his insurance policies, beneficiary, in other 
words, I was another woman to him. I received $100 a month and that was it. 
That was all the money I had from Mr. Ekdahl, and when we traveled, for in- 
stance, we were in Santa Fe, N. Alex., and he was with all the businessmen, 
we would hare to wait until Mr. Ekdahl got through, the baby and I, in order 
to eat, whether it was 2 or 3 o’clock in the evening because here I was, reg- 
istered under Mrs. Ekdahl and I had a checking account, but under the name of 
Oswald, which was the money I was using for the children so it was kind of 
inconvenient for me to n-rite a check under the name of Oswald. 

I am trying to point out the kind of man he was. 
I had a nice living in this sense. We lived in the finest hotels and we had 

the finest food because all of this was charged to his expense account but he 
gave me nothing but this $100. That was a standard thing and he expected me 
to account for every cent of the hundred dollars that I spent, which I refused 
to do. 

So, we argued naturally, because this is not a marriage. Any man who marries 
a woman naturally shares, she shares in his bank account and in his insurance 
and so on and so forth. 

I wanted to divorce Mr. Ekdahl naturally but my two boys as I have stated 
before were in the military school, and I wanted to wait until the end of the 
season, the school season. 

So, Lee and I went to Corington, La., and I picked the boys up at military 
school because this was summer time-rather I wasn’t back to him. 

I left him and went bark to him. But this particular time I picked the boys 
up at military school and n-e spent the summer in Corington, La., and by the 
way, I forgot to say that Lee had a beautiful voice and sang beautifully at age 6 
in Covington, La., he sang a solo in the church, Silent Night, and that can be 
verified. This is a very small town and the only Lutheran Church there. 

So, Mr. Ekdahl came to Corington, La., and I went back again to Mr. Ekdahl. 
But this time I went back to him I hadn’t found out about the woman. I got 
excited. Then I found out about the woman, he rented a place on 8th Avenue, 
a home. 

And after I was there about a day I was in the .rard hanging out some things 
and it was in the apartment house downstairs and a woman came along and I 
said, “How are you? I am Mrs. Ekdahl.” 

She looked astonished, and after I had made friends with her she informed 
me Mr. Ekdahl had a woman in this particular house while I was in Corington 
and she thought she was his wife but now I am the wife come. 

Then I found out about the woman and we went to her apartment and caught 
her there. This is the end of the season by this time. 

In the meantime Mr. Ekdahl filed suit for divorce from me. I thought I was 
sitting pretty. He didn’t have anything on me. I had him for adultery with wit- 
nesses and everything and I didn’t have an idea that he could sue me for a 
divorce, but Mr. Ekdahl did sue me for a divorce, and Mr. Ekdahl got the 
divorce. It was a jury case, and Mr. John McClain, was my attorney, the man 
I told you that I called to find out what to do. 

Now, Mr. Fred Korth represented Mr. Ekdahl and when I walked into the 
courtroom, gentlemen, there were witnesses there that I had never seen before. 
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A Mr. George Levine, who is a very big businessman and who Jlr. Ekdahl was 
representing in Fort Worth for the electrical part of his plant. I knew him this 
way. 

One time we went to the circus with his wife, my husband, myself and Lee, 
before going to the circus we had dinner. Now, understand we are having din- 
ner in a public place. From the dinner we go to the circus, we are in a public 
place and I want you to know that it is the only tim, 0 I had seen Mr. George 
Levine, when Mr. George Levine rushed from work in his khaki pants and got 
on the witness stand swore how I nagged Mr. Ekdahl and how I threw bottles at 
him and so on and so forth. 

There were other witnesses that I had never seen, sir, who swore how I nagged 
Mr. Ekdahl, and Mr. Ekdahl got his divorce from me. 

rlow, 2 days after the assassination, after Lee’s death, while I am at Six Flags 
it comes over the radio that Jlr. Korth knew the family, this happened in lH8, 
sir, then Mr. Korth knew the family, and that he had represented Mr. Ekdahl 
in divorce proceedings and, of c’ourse. talked to the reporters where they got 
the information that I hit him with a bottle and so on and so forth. 

R’ow, that is my story there. I am not even guilty of that divorce, as you see. 
This can be proved by my son John Edward Pit because he was a witness, sir. 

I do not think I am going--I am not going to speculate but give my thoughts to 
anyone who would immediately make a statement that he had represented the 
mother of the accused assassin as an attorney years ago, and that I nagged Mr. 
Ekdahl and so on and so forth. 

That was publicly announced about 2 days after my son was shot, sir. 
Now, the name then, of course, he probably knew the name Oswald, but the 

name then was Ekdahl that I would say would stick in his mind more. 
I will try to get to the very beginning of my life, Chief Justice. 
The CHAIRMAN. Any time. Just take your time. 
Mrs. OSWALD. My mother died when I was quite young and my father raised 

us with housekeepers. My aunt lived in the neighborhood and I had a lot of 
cousins and a lot of aunts. My father was French, his name was Clarerie, and 
my mother was German, the name is Stucke. All of my father’s folks spoke 
French and my father spoke French to his sisters. I was a child of one parent, 
and yet I have had a normal life, a very hard normal life that I had been able 
to combat all by myself, sir, without much help from anyone. 

I am saying that in reference to Lee being alone; there have been so many 
psychiatrists saying he was by himself and he had a father image and that is 
why he did the shooting. There are many, many children with one parent who 
are perfectly normal children and I happen to be one myself. 

I had a very happy childhood. I sang. I sang from the kindergarten at gram- 
mar school, and all through grammar school I was the lead singer. I was one 
of the most popular young ladies in the school. I also play piano by ear. I 
don’t know a note. I used to play the marching school song for the school 
children. 

At my grammar school graduation I had the honor of wearing a pink dress 
instead of a white dress and sang the song “Little Pink Roses.” So I had a very 
happy childhood and a very full childhood. I played the piano. We had house 
parties in those days and a lot of gatherings and it was everything Margue- 
rite-and I also played a ukulele, so I have a very full happy childhood. 

At the age of 17, I am ahead of my story-I have had 1 year high school edu- 
cation. I know that on my applications I had that I had completed high school 
but that is almost necessary to get a job. 

But I had 1 year of high school education is all that I had, sir. 
I then went to work at age 17, not quite 1’7, for one of the biggest corporation 

lawyers in New Orleans, La. The name then was DuFour, Rosen, Wolff, and 
Kammer. Mr. D’uFour died while I was there and Mr. Kammer, I believe, is 
still living but they were corporation attorneys for that firm plus 4 or 5 other 
attorneys that handled divorce cases and similar cases and I was receptionist 
in the outer office. 

So, everybody who came into the office had to state their business to me, be- 
cause the attorneys were very busy, and if it was a particular case I had to 
know who to refer the party to this particular man. 
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So, naturally, I got a very large education, let’s say, by doing this, and 
the mayor and everybody in the town, these are the largest attorneys, corpora- 
tion attorneys in Sew Orleans, sir. and they were attorneys representing the 
Sew Orleans Public Service and big things of that sort, and the mayor and all 
used to call me the boss. When the mayor came in be bad an appointment but 
I still bad to ring the phone to see if the men were ready to see him. So they 
called me the boss. 

I was also a maid in one of the carnival balls. I am a very poor young lady 
but a very, let’s say, popular young lady. 

My early childhood. We lived on the Phillips Street in New Orleans which 
was a very poor neighborhood. My father was one of the very first streetcar 
conductors and stayed on the very same line all these years until be retired 
and they gave him a citation beca’use be was on the same line all those years from 
retirement. and we lived in a mixed neighborhood of Negroes and white, and my 
cabildbood I played with Negroes, sir, right next door to me was a lovely family 
that I grew up with this Negro family. 

I married Mr. Edward John Pie, Jr.. w-bile working at the law firm. I was 
married to Mr. Pie two and a half years when I became with child, and be did 
not want any children. His family and my family tried to talk to him, and, well, 
his family almost beat him up to say, but nobody could do anything with him. 

So, at 3 months I left Mr. Pit. Mr. Pie did not divorce me, and you have 
the records there of me divorcing Mr. Pie. contrary to all other stories, sir. 

This child, John Edward Pit then I bore alone. without a husband. I was 
3 months pregnant. I bad G more months to go, and I bad this child without a 
husband. 

So, I bare bad two children without a husband present, Lee and the first 
child. 

Mr. Oswald was an insurance agent, and be used to collect insurance at my 
sister’s house, and the day that I left Mr. Pie be helped move my furniture, 
the things that I was going to take. 

I didn’t see Mr. Ekdabl for some time and- 
The CHAIRMAN. Ekdabl or Oswald. 
Mrs. OSWALD. Mr. Oswald, sir, I am sorry. 
John Eklward and I were coming from the park one day, and Mr. Ekdabl 

picked-Mr. Oswald picked me up, and be was separated from his wife, however, 
not divorced but bad been separated for a n’umber of years, and I started dating 
Mr. Ekdabl and we decided to marry and be divorced his wife. 

Mr. RANKIN. You said Ekdabl again. 
Mrs. OSWAI.D. Oswald, I am sorry, and then be got the divorce proceeding. 

He was separated for 1 long time but never bad been divorced from his wife but 
when we knew be was going Lo marry, and I also then got the divorce from Mr. 
Pit. I was not divorced there from Mr. Pit, either. We were legally separated 
but I was not divorced from him. 

So, Mr. Oswald and I married and of that marriage Robert was born 9 months 
later, and as you know consequently Lee, 2 months after his father bad died. 

Now, Mr. Oswald was a very good man. There was the only happy part of my 
life. When be died hardly anybody knew that John Edward Pit was not his 
son. He wanted to adopt John Edward, but because his fat.ber was supporting 
him which I think was only $18 a month, I explained to Lee that I thought we 
should save this money for the hoys’ education and let his own father support 
him and naturally we would educate and do all we could do but that was no 
more than right. So that is why be did not adopt John Edward. 

Now, that is the story of my three marriages. I bare been married approxi- 
mately 9 years in the three times that I bare been married, sir, and I would 
say, I am probably guilty of a lot of things but the initial guilt has never been 
mine in any of these marriages, the first marriage I bad explained, the second 
marriage was death, and the third marriage was Mr. Ekdabl. 

I think then you know the rest of the story, bow I lived with my children 
and tried to support my children. 

I bare often held two jobs trying to support my children. I bare a whole 
file that the Commission has copies of jobs that I have worked, and I have also 
worked for these places twice, and bare gone back. I have wonderful recom- 
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mendations. I think I have been fired about five times in my life, and I have 
had much, much employment, and the reason for that is finances, in other words, 
I have always had a very low salary, and I am a very aggressive sales person, 
as these papers say, and I always produce for my people and I was in demand 
actually. 

They would come to me and offer me 20,25 dollars more, believe me, gentlemen. 
I would quit the job where I was and quit the new job because 25 dollars paid 
my light and heat bill and gave my children some clothes and that is mostly 
the reason for all of this employment, and also I used to quit my job as much 
as possible in the summer time when the children were little in order to be 
home with them. 

Now, I skipped a part in the beginning about the children being placed in 
the Lutheran Home. I am Lutheran and I was a church member, a church 
worker, I should say. I helped, I sewed, natural gifted, I never did take a 
lesson, I never did use a pattern, my sister can verify this. 

I used to come home from the attorneys with material, cut out the material, 
sew it, press it and go out on a date. I just had the knack of doing things that 
way, sir, and she can verify this because my niece, I taught her to sew and 
my sister said, “You are so slow, Aunt Marguerite used to sew on the material 
and go out on a date,” and my niece would say, “Is it true, my mother said 
you would sew on material and go out on a date,” and I said, “I wish I had a 
nickel for every time I did.” 

So those are gifted things I can’t explain. 
Lee had certain gifted ways about him also. 
In the early part of my life that I had skipped when the war broke out and 

my finances were gone, I talked with the church. It was on Alva Street in 
New Orleans, not too far where my home was and they investigated the money 
I had, and I had a little money left at this time and they let me place the two 
older boys in the Lutheran Home which is a home only for the Lutheran Church. 

This is not an institution. They have their own private school on the ground, 
and it is primarily based for children of one parent. However, they do take 
orphans. It was really not designed to be an orphan home. It was for children 
of one parent and you pay according to your circumstances, and they investi- 
gated my salary and after I went to work, I paid according to my circumstances 
for my two boys. 

I took my two boys home with me every weekend, sir, and brought them back 
in time for Sunday so they can go to church with the children in the home. 
They got a wonderful education because the school on the school grounds had 
very few children in them. 

There would be maybe two or three children to a particular grade so they 
had wonderful school. Lee was too young. They would not take Lee into the 
home until he was 3 years old. 

So, I have hired maids and I have quit many a job for this. You have a 
background on my job, this accounts for it. Many a position and I have always 
had title and no money, assistant manager or manager in charge of a depart- 
ment, and I have had to quit that, because the maid wouldn’t show up, and 
you couldn’t get a maid for love or money. 

War had broken out and the Negroes in New Orleans were going into factories 
and so on and SO forth so there is many a job I had to leave in order to stay 
home and mind Lee until I could get help. 

Then my sister helped with Lee. There is one particular instance, 1 let a 
couple have my home, plus $15 a month in order to care for Lee while 1 worked, 
and this couple after about 2 month’s time had neglected Lee and so 1 had to 
put them out of the house and there again I had to quit a job, and take care of 
Lee until I could make arrangements and my sister could help me with it. 

So when Lee was 3 years old I was having it very difficult with Lee, because 
of the different people to take care of Lee, and the different jobs that 1 had 
to give up. 

However, I was never in want of work. It was during the war and I was 
always able to get work, but I realized if I continued to quit jobs because I 
couldn’t hold the jobs that some day I wouldn’t have enough jobs in New 
Orleans for me to hold one. 
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So, then at age 3 Lee was placed in the home. I waited patiently for age 3 
because I wanted naturallg for the brothers to he together. It was hard on 
Lee also because Lee was at a different place and his brothers were at a 
different place. So at age 3 I placed Lee in a Lutheran home. Of course, you 
hare to be under strict investigation financially and otherwise to do this 
hecacse this is a church plarement, sir. 

Then, I became manager of Princess hosiery shop on Caual Street. I opened 
tbat shop and I was left hy myself and in 6 daFs’ time I hired four girls. 
There was the first shop this man has had. He now has, I think, 5-4 stores and 
he always remembers me as on the road of starting him to success, because this 
xoung man didn’t hare much money at the time. And this is where I met 
JIr. Ekdahl and there is \vhy I didn’t want to marry right away because the 
children were being taken care of and I was manager of the hosiery shop. 

So, now, I xvas sitting pretty in our American slang and I did not want to 
marry. But he persisted. He decidetl he wanted to marry me and I decided 
to marry him. I went to the Lutheran home and talked to the, well, you don’t 
call him a manager, the head of the home, and I was going to marry 1Ir. Ekdahl, 
and I asked if I should have. if I could have Lee, that I didn’t want the children, 
John Edward, and Robert to miss their schooling and I told them that I would 
wait until the children got out of school to marry Jlr. Ekdahl hut JIr. Ekdahl 
traveled, and, Set, he had a stroke and JIr. Ekdahl had offered, if I would 
come to Dallas, he was heing transferred to Dallas, that he would pay my room, 
my living quarters and everything if I would cook and take care of him and 
I told the home, the Lutheran home about this arrangement, so there was 
nothing going to he immoral about it, sir, or I wouldn’t have explained to the 
Lutheran home and they let me have Lee under those circumstances because 
they knew that I was a good woman and doing the best I could. 

So, I got Lee, and when we went to Dallas, I then realized I did not want 
to marry JIr. Ekdahl, hut I had already given up my position as manager of 
the hosiery shop, and had taken Lee out of school so with the money, I told 
you I had snme money, and I had sold a piece of 1)ropert.v. I bought another 
piece of property for a very small down payment on Victor Street in Dallas, 
Tel., and Jlr. Ekdahl traveled. 

Xow, Mr. Ekdahl used to come on xveekentls and stay at my home. Of course, 
in his I~erlrnnm with my children. just maybe not even every weekend because he 
traveled, and then I decided I would marry Nr. Ekdahl. I mean I decided not to, 
I mean, he was a persistent one. 

Then I married Jlr. Ektlahl and the home was sold and I traveled with Mr. 
Ekdahl and the children were put into military school with the money I sold 
the home with. 

I believe I hare covered rreryrthing. I am not quite sure. 
Are there any questions. 1Ir. Rankin. that I haven’t gotten? 
Mr. Rasmx. I think that is very helpful. 
I would like to ask you about those pictures that you offered and then de- 

cidecl you didn’t want to give us. If you would get those out. I would like to 
identify them so that there cannot be any rllisunderstandillg about just what they 
are about. 

Could you do that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. By the way. nrie of the reporters when I came downstairs said 

“What is all the commotion about those pictures, you hare, PtIrs. Oswald?” 
Where do those leaks rome from? That is the example. They wanted to know 
about the pictures. 

>Ir. Chief Justice. this is 1~ at G months. 
The CH.\IRMAS. He was a good looking hahs. 

>Irs. Oswa~n. This is Lee there at 2 years. Woulcl-if you would like a copy 
of the JIarina pictures. sir. I would he more than happy to do that. 

I think the7 are in an enwlolw. This is important, Mr. Rankin. This has 
something to do with Time 3Ingazinr is n-hat I think he did. This is where he 
got. that from. These were copied for this session. These are from my other 
boys to mother, and .Jnhn Ed~vard arid which I wanted to show we were a family 
but as soon as the boys married-here is another thing, lvhich is true to human 
nature. 
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I am a widow woman with no money and I happened not to have the type 
daughter-in-laws who wanted a widow woman in case they have to support me. 
My children make very low salaries and so I am not alone, we have thousands 
and thousands of women like me. It is hard to say the children don’t want you. 
But there are many, many mothers whose sons have married because it is 
different with a girl. 

Now a girl will take care of the mother but the boy’s mother is usually nothing 
ant1 I am not going to be helped or supported. 

I am going to take care of myself beranse that is the attitude and that was 
the attitude when I was sick. 

Lee Harvey Oswald was the only one who has helped his mother at any time 
but I wanted to show mothers today cared and everything until they married. 
That was the type family we were. sir. 

And this was the picture, Mr. Rankin, of the three children which is a happy 
life and he wanted to be in New Orleans. 

Mr. RAKKIS. Mrs. Oswald. I am going to call your attention to Exhibit 258 
which you just referred to and said mayhe that is what you meant. 

Rlrs. Osmar.~. Yes, because I gave him this when he entered the home. 
Mr. Rah-KIK. This Eshibit 258 refers to the letter you received from me as 

general counsel for the Commission, and then a letter to the President, and your 
appeal to the President, is that right? 

Mrs. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. RAKKIX. And this is a copy you released for the press conference in 

Dallas. That is Exhibit 258. I offer Exhibit 258. 
The CH~IR~~A~. It may be admitted. 
Mr. RASKIN. If you will permit me, I will ask the court reporter to identify 

these pictures and I don’t intend to offer them but then I will ask you each one 
by number so we can make it clear, and then return them to you, so you can 
tell us what they are about, is that all right with you? 

hlrs. OSWALD. Yes, that is just fine, thank you. 
hlr. RANKIN. Now, Mrs. Oswald, I will hand you Exhibits 259 through 269, 

both inclusive, and ask you to take them starting with Exhibit 259 and referring 
to the eshibit in each case, tell the Commission what the picture is about. 

Mrs. OSWALD. 259 is of the three children, John Edward, Robert, and Lee and 
the three are smiling. In fact this pirture was in a magazine because of the 
three good poses. It is hard to get three pictures alike. 

Mr. RASKIS. About how old are the children in that picture? 
hlrs. OSWALD. I know Lee was approximately going on 6 years old. There is 

5 years difference in Robert so Robert would be 11, that is correct and John 
Edward would be 13. That is when they went to military school. 

This is a picture of Lee at age 6 months. 
hlr. RANKIN. You are talking about Exhibit 260? 
hlrs. OSWALD. 260, yes, sir. 
This is a picture of Lee at the Bronx Zoo, Exhihit 261 at age 13. 
Mr. RANKIN. That is the Bronx Zoo in New York? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
hlr. RANKLY. That is the Bronx Zoo in New York that you told us about. 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
262 is a picture of Lee in Atsugi, Japan in 1958 showing his strength. 
Mr. RAKKIN. That shows him in hlarine uniform also, does it? 
Mrs. OSWALD. In his Marine uniform showing his muscles to his mother. 
And this is a picture, Exhibit 263 taken in Corregidor 1957 in the wilderness. 
Mr. RA~KIN. He is still in the Marines there? 
hfrs. OSWALD. Oh, yes, he is in fatigues, there. This is a picture taken August 

19, 264 taken in California coming home on leave from Japan. 
Mr. RANKIN. 264 he is still in the Marines? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, he is still in the Marines August 19. This is a picture of 

Lee taken in Minsk, Russia June lst, 1961, Minsk, USSR, Exhibit 267. 
There is a picture of hlarguerite Oswald, the mother taken in New Orleans. 
hlr. RAXKIR.. What is the number? 
Mrs. OSWALD. 265. 
hlr. RANKIPI‘. Thank you. That is your own picture? 
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Mrs. OSRTALD. Yes, sir. 
This is a JIother’s Day card sent to me from Santa Ana, California on May 5. 

1!150 from Lee. 
JIr, RASKIS. That is Exhibit %6? 
~1~~. Osw~r,n, end this is Exhibit 233 which is a Christmas card I had sent 

Lee on his first Christmas a\vay from homehe joined in October-that Lee had 
kel)t all these years in his sea bag, this was found in his sea bag he left with me. 

This is a book of Christmas carols Eshibit 269 that was also found in Lee’s 

sea bag. 
Mr. Rasm?;. Sow, Exhibits 2,jO to 269 both inclusive, are those all of the 

pictures that you were offer& n the Commission this nioining? 
31~~. ()s,~\.-\LI). J have many more pictures, I would be halmy to show you but 

these are the pictures that your Mr. Jenner said he would like to have for the 
Commission. 

JIr. R~snr~. And that you were referring to when you offered them to the 
Commission? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
BIr. RANIiIN. Thank you very much and we would like to retUrU them t0 you 

at this time. 
The CIUIRMAN. We will return them to you, Mrs. Oswald. 
Mr. RAKKIX. That is all I have, Mr. Chairman. 
The CHAIRJIAN. Well I think that will be all then. Thank J’OU Mrs. Oswald 

and if you become too tired with your testimony, we know it has been a long 
and arduous task for you, but we appreciate your presence. 

Now, Mr. Doyle. 
Mr. DOYLE. Sorry for the interruption, sir. Mrs. Oswald, do you care to make 

any comment to the Commission about the tape recording, the transcript of the 
tape recording of Mrs. Marguerite Oswald furnished to you by the Commission 
this morning? Do you care to make any comment about that? 

Mrs. OSWALD. Should I go all the way and make the comment? 
Mr. DOYI.E. You make any comment you desire on that paper. I ask you 

whether or not you have any comment to make concerning that paper that you 
sent, that you were given? 

Nrs. OSWALD. I am concerned about one thing, Mr. Doyle, if I may just step 
over there and ask you a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. You may step out in the hall and talk to Mr. Doyle. 
Mrs. OSWALJA Chief Justice Warren and hlr. Rankin, I have read this and 

it has upset me very, very much, that is what I was upset about. I have stated 
before in my testimony that at the end of the Six Flags I insisted upon going 
home and getting my important papers and I was ignored. 

I wanted to testify. They put Robert on tape many a time and Marina con- 
tinuously and I didn’t have an interview. I have stated this previously, if you 
remember, and then finally a Mr. Howard put me on tape for about 5 or 10 
minutes only, sir, and I had started with the defection because I was under 
the impression that we missed a bet when we didn’t find out how Lee got to 
Russia and as far as I know, no reporter has been able to find out what ship he 
left on, and then Robert left the bedroom because he had the news that we 
could not get a minister, if you recall, and cried, and I said to Mr. Howard 

“Now all that I have left me because I see my son crying bitterly.” I have stated 
these facts before, a very short interview. 

This interview is supposed to have been by Mr. Howard, sir. The same Mr. 
Mike Howard that I have previously identified before on many occasions, and 
I swear before this Committee that now my life is more in danger which I have 
said before, because I did not give this testimony. This is the testimony that 
has been gathered by known facts because I have been a public figure. 

I have had three press conferences, I have written for magazines and news- 
papers. I have not kept quiet, sir, as you know, so these things have been 
accumulated. I was not questioned and answered, sir. I have stated it before 
and I state it now. This is the same man who was sent to me in Fort Worth, 

Tex. that I have complained that I did not get protection, if you will recall. 
This is the very same man, sir. This is the same man that I have told you 
that gave my daughter-in-law a red-carpet treatment if you will recall along 
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with the other one I identified in the picture. This is the man I have been 
sitting here complaining about. Here is my evidence. I am ready to have 
a heart attack. I was sick, sir, when I read it because I realize now how my 
life is in danger and I want to say this: Many people know about this, many 
people, sir, Mr. Jack Langdon of the Morning Times, Mr. Blair Justice of the 
Star Telegram and I immediately called Mr. Blair Justice of the Star Tele- 
gram when this man knocked on my door last week to protect me, and told 
Blair Justice that this was the man, there was an article written in the Star 
Telegram, not printed but about pointed every lie at the Six Flags I made it 
plain that the other one if he had a gun would have shot me in my prior testi- 
mony, Mr. Rankin you remember that, so I told Mr. Justice, I said “Justice 
I am scared to death. This is the same man that I am suspicious of that they 
have now sent to guard me,” and as you know, sir, I was not protected. 

I was not protected while in Fort Worth. I have testified to that, if you 
will recall. This is the man, and I did not give this testimony, sir. 

I have repeatedly stated to newspapermen and to everybody publicly that I 
have never been questioned. The only thing I could figure why I was never 
questioned is because Lee was an agent, and I have stated that fact. Why 
they left me alone, because I have never been questioned. 

Mr. Tom Whalen who is an announcer for one of the television stations in 
Fort Worth he kept calling Lee the assassin of President Kennedy, and I 
called Mr. Whalen and I said to Mr. Whalen “You don’t know that Lee 
assassinated President Kennedy. I object to that.” 

I said “I can’t tell you what to do, sir, but I would like you to say the 
accused assassin because this is what he is” and he apologized and we talked 
a little while and I said no sir, I told him I was not-1 had never been inter- 
viewed. He says “I can’t believe that, Mrs. Oswald.” I said “Believe it or 
not I have never been interviewed,” which I made a statement upon arriving 
in Washington that I have never had a complete tape recording or question 
and answer. 

I went to the courthouse, and gave my information to the FBI men as I 
stated previously, which took a few minutes. 

I never did see those men after that. They weren’t investigated and at the 
Six Flags I repeatedly wanted to go home and get my papers and give the 
documents that I have here, as I stated, and I was not questioned, sir at Six 
Flags. 

I was questioned for about 5 or 10 minutes and I stopped this way. All 
of my thoughts have gone from me because I see my son crying. I have 
previously stated that. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mrs. Oswald, in light of your saying that you didn’t give this 
interview evidenced by this document, a copy of which we gave to you which 
purports to have been recorded on November 25, 1963, by Mr. Howard, I would 
like to have that identified by the reporter and then give you another copy 
that you can compare, and I would like to ask you just a few questions about it, 

Mrs. OSWALD. Fine. 
Mr. RANKIN. Mrs. Oswald, I hand you back the 28-page reported interview 

that I just referred to that has just been marked Exhibit 2’70 and ask you if 
that is the document that you were referring to in your testimony? 

Mrs. Oswam Yes, sir ; this is the document I am referring to. 
Mr. RANKIN. That you just said you did not give that interview? 
Mrs. OSWALD. That is correct. And I will finish something, too, Mr. Mark R. 

Lane called and I told Mr. Mark Lane about the Secret Service man. He knows 
about this, many know about this, I have witnesses by this. 

Mr. RANKIN. What do you mean by this? 
Mrs. OSWALD. About this man, Mr. Howard. 
Mr. RANKIN. I see. But not that you said that you did not give this 

interview. 
Mrs. OSWALD. Pardon? 
Mr. RANKIN. When you say this, you didn’t mean that they know that you 

did not give this interview? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No. They knew that I didn’t testify, I am sorry. But Mr. 

Mark Lane called me the morning that I was to-the day I was supposed to 
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leave Fort Worth to come to Washington, sir, and I said to Mr. Mark Lane, 
“I am not going in the car with Mr. Mike Howard,” and there was another 
Mr. Howard by the way who came there that day. I don’t know whether he 
was his brother or not, we will have to find out, sir, the day I was going to 
leave for Washington, and I said, “Lane, I am scared to death.” He says 
“Don’t worry, I will call Mr. Walden, who is the Star Telegram reporter 
and ask him to accompany you,” and Mr. Mark Lane called Mr. Walden of 
the Star Telegram and asked him to accompany me and Mr. Walden did ac- 
company me with these two Secret Service men to the airport and when Mr. 
Walden entered my home I told him I am so glad you are here because I didn’t 
want to go with this agent by myself. 

And this is the same agent now-Chief Justice are you interested enough for 
me to tell you a little more? 

The CHAIRMAN. About this? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
The CHAIRMAN. Tell what you wish about it. 
Mrs. OBWALD. We are going to go back now a little bit and then you will see 

the pattern. At the end of the Six Flags; I will make it as short as possible 
and when everything was Mama and we were going to live together and I told 
you they took her from me and I didn’t see her, then Marina’s testimony started 
to change, sir. Marina’s testimony was not this testimony the first 3 days. 

I have testified, and she has testified differently than me. I don’t know of 
all of her testimony but the first 3 days, this was not her husband’s rifle, at the 
police station and she admitted but it wasn’t her husband’s rifle. She was going 
to live with her Mama and everything was fine and then when I told you the 
way they did, then Marina turned against her Mama, you no have work, and 
from that time Marina has been changed to a different personality, let’s admit 
it, sir, Marina has been changing to a different personality. 

Her statements, her way of life, she smokes, as I said today. I am not saying 
it now, she stopped nursing her baby. This is a Russian girl, I know she lived 
with me 1 month, how untouched of worldly things she was, and I mentioned 
before there was a lot of rumors that I didn’t feel like I wanted to go into 
but that I couldn’t overlook. 

Sir, if you would know the rumors, then you would put two and two together 
what I have been trying to say. This man, along with the other one that I have 
identified, are definitely in this pattern, and Marina Oswald, yes, Marina Oswald 
has changed completely. 

She made a statement on television now she is happy that she has ever been 
and people have written, her husband is only gone 2 months. 

Mr. RAKIZIPI. Mrs. Oswald, this Exhibit 270, you understand, is a transcription, 
that is the writing out of what was on the tape, you understand that? 

Mrs. OSWALD. But I was never taped, sir. 
Mr. RANKIN. We have asked, Mr. Chairman, that the tape be sent over so that 

it can be heard, if you wish. 
The CHAIKMAN. Now, you mean. 
Mr. RASKIN. Yes. It is on its way over. 
The CHAIR~IAN. Oh, yes. 
Mrs. OS\YALD. I have stated previously, if I was taped it was during a conver- 

sation going on that they taped me. I have never sat down and been taped, sir. 
I don’t think I am out of my mind, I wonder why. 

The CHAIRX~N. May I see this. 
Mrs. OSWALD. Mr. Max Phillips, who is a Secret Service agent brought a 

dictaphone into my home, on Thomas Place, when I left Six Flags, and I saw 
it connected and Mr. .Jim Cox of the Star Telegram ran prove that I discon- 
nected it. When I was telling Mr. Jim Cox my story about putting my children 
into a Lutheran home and I thought it was a personal story that had nothing 
to do with this particular case I disconnected the tape recorder. 

Mr. Max Phillips brought a tape recorder into my home and as you know I 
do a lot of talking. And I never did sit down. 

Mr. R~NKIX. This was a tape recording at the Six Flags. 
Mrs. OSWALD. No, sir. 
Mr. RANKIN. It purports to be. You understand that? 
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Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, I understand that thoroughly. 
I would like to produce some other evidence that I have also to this Commis- 

sion. I have, as hlr. Boyle knows, a tape recorder with a few recordings on it, 
and there are several, two, I believe. hlr. Sorrels’ recordings on that. I 
found it necessary, because my mail was being opened, my mail, I have reported 
to the Postal Inspections, I have stated in the beginning that all of my rights 
were taken away from me, and, sir, believe me they were, and when I was a 
lone woman I would say something I was supposed to be out of my mind and 
didn’t know what I was talking about I started to decide I needed some evidence 
too and hIr. Sorrels kept pushing me off about seeing my daughter-in-law, I have 
him on tape, and I have Mr. Thorne on tape about my mail being opened. I 
have some other evidence. 

Mr. RANKIN. Have you ever transcribed that? 
Mrs. OSWALD. No sir. 
Mr. RANKIN. Would you transcribe that and send us copies of it? 
hirs. OSWALD. Yes, sir. That is a very long document. I was never questioned 

and answered. 
The CHAIFNAK. It would hardly seem possible, Mrs. Oswald, that unless this 

is a complete fabrication that anyone could have given these answers but you, 
it is-so many of these questions and answers are exactly what you have told us. 

Mrs. OSWALD. Exactly what I have told you, sir, I have been in the news 
continuously, I have made the same statements over and over in magazines and 
newspapers and press conferences, yes, sir, that is not news to anybody. 

And as a matter of fact, I was taped, oh, this might be-a point, I was taped 
at my first press conference which was at the Fort Worth P&s Club which I 
talked approximately 2 hours, and there was a tape recorder there. I talked 
over 2 hours at that press conference. 

hfr. RAITKIN. This is question and answer? 
For instance, and I am looking at page 18, there are different questions and 

answers. 
Mrs. OSWALD. That is a condensed version of my whole testimony, as I say, 

because I have been in the public eye and I have all of these things public. 
These things have been made public. 
hIr. RANKIN. This purports to be following the tape recording as to your 

son Robert, you remember his giving a tape recording interview? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, Robert gave a tape recording, I told you, and so did 

Marina and I was not asked to be tape recorded. 
I myself asked to give testimony and I did give about 5- or l&minutes 

testimony that I say again that I ended up with now all my thoughts are gone, I 
see my son crying, a very short, and if I remember correctly, I started with the 
defection. I do know because I said “Robert doesn’t know anything about my 
trip to Washington. He wasn’t interested and maybe he should listen to my 
testimony.” And I got not far from it when Robert cried and that ended that 
testimony. 

The CHAIRMAN. Mrs. Oswald, while we are waiting, you may relax. We will 
take a little recess, if you want to refresh yourself, you may step out. That is 
perfectly all right. 

hfrs. OSW~D. One thing, of course I am not supposed to tell you what to do, 
I know and I don’t mean to, Chief Justice, but since this man was reassigned 
to guard me in Fort Worth I would like to know if he was free or if he was 
taken off another assignment to come to Fort Worth to guard me for this trip? 
Because it is the same man, understand? 

Mr. RANKIN. hirs. Oswald, I think in regard to that I had better state on 
the record we had nothing to do, that is the Commission or myself, about the 
selection of any of the personnel. We just asked the Secret Service to handle it 
and so we don’t at this time know what the answer is to your question. 

Mrs. OSWALD. Thank you. 
(Short recess.) 
The CHAIRMAN. All right, Mr. Rankin, you may continue. 
hlr. RANKIX. hfr. Chairman, we have this transcript at this time that we 

are ready to play now and it starts out with Robert Oswald’s testimony or 
answers and questions like the transcription, written transcription states at 
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the head of it, and I think it might be helpful if we just start with that and 
we can move on if you wish to with the other. 

The CHAIRMAN. All right. 
(Playing of tape recording.) 
Mr. R~KKIN. 311~ Oswald, this is about 3 pages out of around hetffeen 13 

and 14 of your son’s transcription. Do ;rou recognize your son’s voice? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, I have to listen really, it is a recorder, I am sure, but I 

have to, you know, listen, that story is right. There are two discrepancies so 
far as dates. 

>Ir. R~KKIK. But you do recognize it? It sounds like him? 
Mrs. Oswva~~. Yes, it sounds like him. It is the recorder. 
Mr. RANKIN. Is it all right for us to pass down to yours at this time? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, and I want the time on it. 
Mr. RAKKIR’. Yes. 
Mrs. Oswa~n. That would be how many pages? About the 2 months he 

made an error, it is June 13 and they mere in my home with me by July 14. 
(Transcription played.) 
Mr. RANKIN. Mrs. Oswald, do you have any problem about that being your 

voice on the tape? 
Mrs. 0swar.o. No, sir, but I think probably the rest of it is my voice. I had 

a news conference at the Fort Worth Press Club at Fort Worth, Tex., that I 
was on tape for 2 hours. 

Now, here is what-this is probably a little over 10 minutes to hear “Pardon 
me, you will hare to excuse me.” And there was a lot of break there. That 
is exactly 10 minutes. I have testified that at the Inn of Six Flags I talked for 
about 10 minutes and then I stopped because my son was crying, and I still say 
I testified for 10 minutes approximately at the Inn of Six Flags. 

I had a press conference at the Fort Worth Press Club, that can he verified 
that I talked for over 2 hours that I was on tape. I was sitting on a desk 
with many, many reporters because this was when it just happened, and we 
had a lot of reporters, and in the hack of me was a man, and everything I said 
was on this tape, and it was over 2 hours that I talked at this press club. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you say the things that you say here? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 
;\Ir. RANKIN. In answer to these questions? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Tes, and all through here is my story, yes, sir. 
Mr. RANKIN. At the press club? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, sir. I talked for 2 hours. 
Mr. RANKIN. And you didn’t say it to this agent? 
Mrs. OSWALD. I said, and I am going to continue to say this, that I had 

apl~roxin~atelg 10 minutes interview at the Inn of Six Flags, and then the 
telephone rang and Robert came out and started crking, and I said I see my 
son crying so now all my thoughts have left me and I was not interviewed any 
further at the Inn of Six Flags, sir. 

Mr. RAKKIN. On this tape you heard a little child talking, didn’t you? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, that is right. 
Mr. RAKKIN. Sow, was there a little child like that at this- 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, *June was at the Inn of the Sis Flags and if I am as smart 

as they are and if they are as smart as I am, there could be a little child crying 
all during the rest of the testimony. 

Mr. RASKIS. I see, hut there wasn’t a little child at the place where you gave 
your press conference? 

Mrs. OSWALD. R’n. but I am not familiar with-hut couldn’t a tape he added 
;Ind spliced ant1 cnnltln’t n child roire be put in? I am just saying. because I 
have said before and I am myin g non- I was taped for ahnnt 10 minutes, just 
where this business came in ~1s ex:lc+lg 10 minutes. “Pardon me.” now I spoke 
for over two and :I half hours at the Fort Worth Press Club and was taped there. 

What they <*all do with that t:lpr, I don’t know. 
Mr. RAXKIS. Who asked you the questions when you were answering them 

at the Fort 1Vorth Press (‘lub:’ 
Mrs. Os\v.\r.o. Now. it n-as not in this sequence. anslver and questions. So, I 

am saying, I do not know how they can get my voice and do the tape and answer- 
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ing questions for the rest, but gentlemen, I am not out of my mind and I have 
said this over and over publicly, that I have never been interviewed, answer 
and question, but for about 10 minutes at the Inn of the Six Flags. 

Mr. RANKIN. hlr. Chairman, then I would like t,o go down about 5 or 6 minutes 
more maybe and see what it sounds like and the background if we piay for just 
a few minutes. 

The CHAIIDXAN. All right. 
Mr. RANKIN. Would you drop down for another 5 minutes? Skip about 5 

minutes, please. 
Mrs. OSWALD. After you start may I say something else? 
Mr. RANKIN. Yes. 
Mrs. OSWALD. All of this here I have said and also said in my home and I have 

testified that there was a tape recorder in my home brought in by Mr. Max 
Phillips, hlr. Rankin. Why can’t-1 don’t know anything about tape but it can be 
spliced and edited and so forth, that much I know because when I have talked 
for reporters, they don’t use everything I say. They splice. 

Mr. RANKIN. But you recognize, Mrs. Oswald, it would be quite a job to 
splice in each one of those questions. 

Mrs. OSWALD. Well, the assassination of the President of the United States 
and a scapegoat for it would be quite a job, it would be worth while, yes, sir, I 
realize that. 

Mr. RANKIN. Let’s try a little more. 
(Transcription played. ) 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you want to say anything more about this? 
Mrs. OSWALD. Yes, I do. I haven’t gone through all of this. I have made 

the statement over and over that my conversation was stopped. It was approxi- 
mately a lo-minute conversation and it was stopped with the remark “I see my 
son crying. All my thoughts have left me.” 

Is that remark in this any place? 
Mr. RANKIN. I don’t. recall that it is. 
Mrs. OSWALD. Well, we will have to recall, because this, I have stated and 

was said and that is when I stopped the conversation at the Inn of the Six Flags. 
Robert came out crying because he couldn’t get a minister and I said. “I see 
my son crying, now all my thoughts have left me,” and the interview stopped at 
the Inn of Six Flags which I have testifled was approximately 10 minutes. 

Now, sir, there was a microphone in my home. This is not news to anybody. 
I have said this over and over and over. The ordinary layman by now knows 
my whole story, Chief Justice Warren. There was Mr. Max Phillips who had a 
microphone in my home. I testified on tape for over 2 hours at-talked at the 
Fort Worth Club, which would be, it is the same story over and over, I have told 
you all the same story that you already have here. 

The CHAIR&IAN. Yes, but it wasn’t the same man interrogating you at this 
place as it was at this hotel, was it? 

hlrs. OSWALD. About now-1 don’t know if this is the same man on the whole 
tape because I haven’t listened to it. No, no one interrogated me at the Fort 
Worth Press Club, sir. I talked, there was an open press. 

The CHAIRMAN. But it is the same voice we are hearing now asking you 
questions as at the beginning of this tape, isn’t it? 

Mrs. OSWALD. That is correct. I have just stated, since this is a very big 
operation, that this could be edited and this man’s voice put on there. This I 
know, because the radio stations called me and they edited what I do. Isn’t this 
possible, that this could be edited, and that this man asked the questions and 
then my voice be put in. It would ‘be a big job but I am asking isn’t that possible? 
I swear that I have never had answers and questions of this sort, gentlemen. 

The CHAIRJ~AN. Shall we turn over about 10 minutes more and see if the 
same voices are in it there? 

(Transcription played.) 
Mrs. OSWALD. I am not sure but I think it was possible it was an editor 

that he put me on there. 
(Transcription played.) 
The CHAIRMAN. Well, Mrs. Oswald, those are the same voices. 
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Mrs. OSWAI.D. That is Mr. Mike Howard’s voice, yes, sir, I recognize his 

voice, yes, sir. 

The CHA~RN.~N. And that is your voice? 

Mrs. OS~A~.D. That is my voice. 

The CIIAIR~IAN. Yes. 

Mrs. OSWALD. But I am not gning to vary from my story. 

The CH.UR~I~X. Yes, all right. 

Mrs. OS~AI.D. That is an interview just 10 minutes at the Inn of Six Flags 

and that was the only time when going to the courthouse and asked for the 

FBI of Lee getting the money to come home from the State Department and 

Congressman Wright knew about it and they left and they didn’t even come 

back and talk to me, sir, yes, sir. 

Mr. RANKIN. Play just the last part. 

JIrs. OSWALD. The last 25 minutes. 

Mr. RAR’KIS. These last remarks that we listened to were on page 13. 

(Transcription played.) 

The CHAIRMAN. Those are the same two voices, Howard’s voice and your 

voice. 

&irs. OSWALD. Yes, I say those are the two same voices, Mr. Mike Howard’s 

voice, yes. sir. 

Mr. RANKIR’. That is on page 21 of the transcript. Mr. Chairman, do you 

think there is any need for any more? 

The CHAIRMAN. I dnn’t see any need for going any further with it. 

Mrs. Oswald says she didn’t have this interview, ,these questions were not 

asked of her and these answers given but she does identify the voices as being 

hers and all we have is her word, and this tape, and the transcription at the 

pre,sent time. So for the moment, I suppose we will just have to leave it where 

it is. 

I don’t see any other answer to it. 

Mrs. OSWALD. All right. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mrs. Oswald, I have shown you during a recess what has been 

marked as Exhibit 271, and you have examined the handwriting of that exhibit. 

Mrs. OSWALD. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. And the various letters there. Can you tell us whether or not 

those handwritings on those various letters are those of your son, Lee Harvey 

Oswald? 

Mrs. OSWALD. It looks like his handwriting, I would say so. I am not hand- 

writing expert. It looks very much like his writing. 

Mr. RANKIN. Thank you. We offer in evidence Exhibit 271. 

The CHAIRMAN. It will be admitted. 

(The document was received in evidence as Commission Exhibit No. 271.) 

Mr. RANKIN. We understand’, Mr. Doyle, that you have examined the original 

documents of Exhibits 244 through 257, and compared them with the photostatic 

copies that have been marked. 

Mr. DOYLE. I have. 

Mr. RANKIN. And stipulate for the record that the photostats are correct, of 

the originals, is that agreeable? 

Mr. DOYLE. I do. 

Mr. RANKIN. Thank you. 

Mr. Chairman, I have nothing further unless Mrs. Oswald has something or 

Mr. Doyle cares to interrogate Mrs. Oswald about anything. 

The CIIAIRMAN. Mrs. Oswald, do you have anything more you want to say? 

Mrs. OSWALD. No, I don’t have anything more. Do you have any questions, 

Mr. Doyle? 

The CHATRMAN. Mr. Doyle, do you have anything to say? 

Mr. DOYLE. I have no further questions, no. 

The CHAIRMAN. Well, thank you very much, Mrs. Oswald, for appearing volun- 

tarily before the Commission and giving your testimony, and Mr. Doyle, I want 

to express the appreciation of the Commission for the help you have been to 

Mrs. Oswald and to the Commission in representing her on this occasion. We 

know that it disrupted your week very badly. We know that you responded to 



this call for public service on a moment’s notice, and we appreciate it all the 
more because of that. 

My own personal thanks to you in addition to those of the Commission. 

Mr. DOYLE. Thank you, Your Honor. I assume that my designation was for 

the purpose of the hearing and with the conclusion that will have finished my 

job. 

The CHAIR~~AN. Thank you. Unless Mrs. Oswald should like to ask you some 

questions abou$t the matter at the conclusion of the testimony, I think that will 

be all. 
Mr. DoYLE. Very well. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thank you both. 

Mrs. OSWALD. You and I are through as attorney and client? 

Mr. DOYLE. Yes. 

Mrs. OSWALD. This will not be pursued any further? 

Mr. DOYLE. Unless you have some questions, thank you. 

Mrs. OSWALD. Gentlemen, you are making a very big mistake. I thank you 

very much for inviting me here. 

The CHAIRMAN. I don’t understand you. 

Mrs. OSWALD. I think you are making a very big mistake not pursuing this 

further because I have told important people about this particular incident and 

I say it is correct and I hope you will continue while I am gone not just to ignore 

what I have said. 

The CHAIRMAN. Mrs. Oswald, you misjudge the Commission when you say 

we will not pursue it furt,her. 

Mrs. OSWALD. Fine, I don’t know, I am asking. 

The CHAIRMAN. You may be sure we will pursue it further. 

Mrs. OSWALD. Thank you, and I have more people that I could call. I have 

told Mr. Doyle the people. 

Would you like me to name the people on the record for you? Mr. Lane, I 

called Mr. Lane-- 

The CHAIRMAN. To what purpose are you naming these people? 

Mrs. OSWALD. To the purpose that Mr. Mike Howard who came to Fort Worth 

last week to protect me, I called these people and told them how concerned I 

was that he was the one. 

The CHAIRMAN. I think you have told us what you told them, so that we have 

it here in the record now. 

We are adjourned. 

(Whereupon, at 5 :15 p.m., the President’s Commission recessed.) 

Thursday, February 20, 1964 

TESTIMONY OF ROBERT EDWARD LEE OSWALD 

The President’s Commission met at 9:30 a.m., on February W, 1964, at 200 

Maryland Avenue NE., Washington, D.C. 

Present were Chief Justice Earl Warren, Chairman; Senator John Cooper, 

Representative Hale Boggs, Representative Gerald R. Ford, and Allen W. Dulles, 

members. 

. Also present were J. Lee Rankin, general counsel, Albert E. Jenner, Jr., as- 

sistant counsel; Wesley J. Liebeler, assistant counsel; William McKenzie, at- 

torney for Robert Edward Lee Oswald and Leon Jaworski, special counsel to the 

attorney general of Texas. 

The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen, the Commission will be in order. 

I will make a brief statement for the benefit of Mr. McKenzie and Mr. 

Oswald, so you will know just what this is about. 
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On November 29, 1963, President Lyndon B. Johnson issued Executive Order 
No. 11130, appointing a Commission “to ascertain. evaluate and report upon 

the facts relating to the assassination of the late President .John F. Kennedy 
and the subsequent violent death of the rntn charged with the assassination.” 

On December 13, 1963, Congress adopted Joint Resolution S.J. 137, which 
authorizes the Commission or any member of the Commission or any agent 
or agency designated by the Commission for such purpose to administer oaths 
and affirmations, examine witnesses, and receive evidence. 

On January 21, 1964, the Commission adopted a resolution authorizing each 
member of the Commission, and its General Counsel, J. Lee Rankin, to administer 
oaths and affirmations, examine witnesses, and receive evidence concerning 

any matters under investigation by the Commission. 
The nurnose of this hearing is to take the testimony of Mr. Robert Oswald, 

the brother of Lee Harvey Oswald, who prior to his death was charged with 
the assassination of President Kennedy. 

Since the Commission is inquiring fully into the background of Lee Harvey 
Oswald and those associated with him, it is the intention of the Commission 
to ask Mr. Robert Oswald questions concernin, (7 Lee Harvey Oswald on any and 

all matters relating to the assassination. 
The Commission also intends to ask Mr. Robert Oswald questions relating 

to the assassination of President Kennedy and the subsequent violent death of 
Lee Harvey Oswald. Mr. Robert Oswald has also been furnished with a copy of 
this statement and a copy of the rules adopted by the Commission for the 
taking of testimony and the production of evidence. Mr. Robert Oswald has 
also been furnished with a copy of Esecutive Order So. 11130, and Congressional 
Resolution S.J. No. 137, which set forth the general scope of the Commission’s 
inquiry and its authority for examining witnesses and receiving evidence. 

That is just for your general information, Mr. Oswald. 
You are here with your attorney, Mr. McKenzie. 
Would you state your name for the Commission? 

Mr. MCKENZIE. Mr. Chief Justice and members of the Commission, my name 
is William A. McKenzie. Our office is 631 Fidelity Union Life Building, Dallas, 
Tex. I am a member of the State Bar of Texas and licensed to practice before 
the Supreme Court of that State. 

The CHAIRMAN. And you are here to advise and represent Mr. Robert Oswald? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. I am here to advise and represent Mr. Oswald. And I might 

state, further, that Mr. Oswald will freely give answers to any questions that 
the Commission might desire to ask of him. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thank you very much. 
There are present at the Commission this morning hlr. Allen Dulles, Com- 

missioner, and myself. I will be leaving fairly shortly to attend a session of 
the Supreme Court, but in my absence Mr. Allen Dulles will conduct the hearing. 

Mr. Oswald, would you please rise and be sworn? 
DO you solemnly swear that you will tell the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 

but the truth, SO help you God, in all of these proceedings at which you are 
to testify? 

Mr. OSWALD. I do. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. hlr. Chief Justice, if you may pardon me for just a second. 
In coming down to the Commission’s hearing room, I left part of my file in 
Mr. Jenner’s office, and I have asked Mr. Liebeler if he will step out and get 
the file. 

The CHAIRMAN. You would like to wait for that? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. If you don’t mind. 

The CHAIRMAN. I might add, while we are waiting for that to come back, 
that Mr. Albert Jenner, one of the associate counsel for the Commission, will 
conduct the examination this morning. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. Yes, sir. 

I would like to state for the record that I have furnished to Mr. Jenner and 
Mr. Liebeler this morning a letter dated February 17, 1964, dictated by myself, 

but signed by Robert L. Oswald and witnessed by Pete White, Joan Connelly, 
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and Henry Baer, which I would like for the Commission to have a copy of, 
and which I furnished to the Commission. 

And, further, that I have furnished to Mr. Jenner and Mr. Liebeler, counsel 
for the Commission, a letter dated February 18, 1964, signed by Mrs. Marina N. 
Oswald and witnessed by Declan P. Ford, Katherine N. Ford, and Joan 
Connelly. 

The reason that I furnish these letters to the Commission I think will be 
obvious from a reading of the letters, and, secondly, will likewise explain my 
position to some extent. 

And. further. I have furnished to hlr. Jenner and Mr. Liebeler letters dated 
February 18, I964, addressed to Mr. James H. Martin, 11611 Farrar, Dallas, 
Tex., signed by myself, and likewise signed by Marina N. Oswald, and witnessed 
by Katherine Ford, a copy of which I furnished to Mr. Lee Rankin, counsel for 
the Commission; and a letter of like date, February 18, 1964, addressed to Mr. 
John hI. Thorne, Thorne and Leach, Attorneys and Counselors-at-Law, of Grand 
Prairie, Tex., signed by hlrs. Marina N. Oswald, and witnessed by Mrs. Katherine 
Ford. 

I furnish these to the Commission for the Commission’s information. 
The CHAIRMAN. Thank you. Thank you very much, Mr. McKenzie. 
Is there anything, Mr. McKenzie, you would like to know about our procedure 

that you are not acquainted with? It is very informal. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. hIr. Chief Justice, I will say this. This is the first time I 

have had the privilege of appearing before such a distinguished group of citizens 
of this country, headed by yourself, and that we are ready to proceed. 

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Jenner? 
Mr. JENNER. Thank you, Mr. Chief Justice. 
May I suggest the wisdom of identifying each of these series of four letters 

with an exhibit number, and may the reporter supply me with the next number. 
The Erst letter mentioned by Mr. McKenzie is the letter dated February 17, 

1964, addressed to Mr. McKenzie, and signed by Mr. Robert L. Oswald, witnessed 
by Mr. Henry Baer, Joan Connelly, and Peter White. That will be marked 
Commission Exhibit No. 272. 

(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 272, for 
identification.) 

Mr. JENNER. The second letter mentioned by Mr. McKenzie is dated Feb- 
ruary 18, 1964, also addressed to Mr. McKenzie, signed by Mrs. Marina N. 
Oswald, and witnessed by Declan P. Ford, Katherine N. Ford, and Joan Con- 
nelly. That will be marked Commission Exhibit 273. 

(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 273, for 
identification.) 

Mr. JENNER. The next letter is dated February 18, 1964, and addressed to Mr. 
James H. Martin, identified by Mr. McKenzie, and signed by Mrs. Marina N. 
Oswald, witnessed by Mrs. Katherine Ford. Two pages. 

(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 274 for 
identification.) 

Mr. JENNER. The next and last of the series is a letter of the same date, 
February 18, 1964, addressed to Mr. Thorne, John M. Thorne, signed by Mrs. 
Marina N. Oswald, and witnessed by Mrs. Katherine Ford, two pages. 

(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 275 for 
identification.) 

Mr. MCKENZIE. Mr. Jenner, if I may at this time, I would like to make one 
other statement to the Commission. 

The CHAIRMAN. Before you do that, may I ask if you want those introduced 
into evidence? 

Mr. JENNER. Yes. Thank you, Mr. Chief Justice. 
I offer in evidence as Commission Exhibits 272 through 275, inclusive, the 

documents that have been so identified and marked. 
The CHAIRMAN. They may be admitted. 
(The documents heretofore marked Commission Exhibits Nos. 272 through 275, 

inclusive, for identification, were received in evidence.) 
The CHAIRMAN. Now, Mr. McKenzie? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Thank you. Mr. Chief Justice. 
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We have brought with us the original copies of various letters received fron- 

dating from 1959 through 1962, from Lee Harvey Oswald to Robert L. Oswald, 

together with some copies of a contract between Mr. Oswald-Robert Oswald, 

Marina Oswald, John Thorne, and James Martin. We bring those voluntarily 

and gladly. I would like to give them to the Commission with the understand- 

ing and stipulation that they will not be released to the press or to any news 

media, with the exception and understanding of your final report. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the only purpose we would have in having them, and 

we will not release them to the press or to any other person. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. I understand that, sir. And the only reason I make that 

stipulation is for the record. 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. With the understanding that the Commission will use 

it for any purpose that is within the scope of the Executive order. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. Absolutely. 

The CIIAIRMAN. And for no other purpose. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. Absolutely. 

The CHAIRMAX. Do you want to keep the originals and have copies made 

for us, or do you want to leave the originals with us? 

Mr. MCKENZIE. Well, sir, we have already started making the copies this 

morning. 

The CIIAIR~~~S. That is all right. Either way you want to do it. 

Mr. MCKEXZIE. Whichever way the Commission would prefer. 

But we have started making copies this morning. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is all right, then. Tou may do it that way. 

Mr. Jenner, I guess you may proceed. 

Mr. JENNER. Thank you, Mr. Chief Justice. 

We have made copies of a number of the originals, additional oneS of which 

are also being made. And as I identify the documents, I will be asking leave 

to introduce photostatic or Xerox copies of the originals, and I will so indicate 

at the appropriate moment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Very well. 

Mr. JENNER. Mr. Chief Justice, Mr. Dulles-we have had a very short session 

with Mr. McKenzie and Mr. Oswald, which has been pleasant and of the char- 

acter indicated here, with full caooperation by both gentlemen. And we have 

explained to Mr. Oswald that this particular phase of the matter covers Lee 

Harvey Oswald’s entire life, and I added it also covered Mr. Oswald’s life. 

At times the particular thrust of the examination might not be particularly 

apparent to Mr. McKenzie, but he is at liberty to inquire as the case might be. 

But we are covering the entire lives. 

Mr. JENNER. Mr. Oswald, would you be good enough to state your full name? 

Mr. OGWALD. Robert Edward Lee Oswald. 

Mr. JENNER. And you reside now where? 

Mr. Oswam. At 1009 Sierra Drive, Denton, Tex. 

Mr. JENNER. What is your present business or occupation? 

Mr. OSWALD. I am employed by the Acme Brick Co. in the capacity of sales 

coordinator. 

Mr. JENNER. What city or town? 

Mr. OSWALD. Denton, Tex. 

Mr. JENNER. What is the nature of your employment by that company? 

Mr. OSWALD. I am in the market department of the Acme Brick Co., coorflinat- 

ing between the marketing and plant department, scheduling the plant’s 
production, processing and handling all orders, correspondence’ relating to the 

orders, and generally following through in the line of customers service, from 

prior to placing the orders by various customers, architects, home builders and 

so forth, to the completion of the invoices. 

Mr. JENNER. And how long have you been so employed by the Acme Brick 

CO.? 

Mr. OSWALD. April of this year, 1964, will be 4 years. 

Mr. JENNER. And I think it might be helpful at this point-what is the date 

of your birth? 

Mr. OSWALD. April 7, 1934. sir. 

Mr. JENNER. Can you tell me how many years old you are? 
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Mr. Oswald. I will be 30 years old April 7, 1964. 

The CIIAIRMAN. Mr. Jenner, if you excuse me now, I am going to attend a 

session of the Supreme Court. And if you are here this afternoon, I will be 

back to be with you. 

Mr. DULLEE (presiding). You may proceed, Mr. Jenner. 

Mr. JENNER. Thank you. Mr. Dulles. 

Would you identify your family-Mrs. Oswald, and your two fine children? 

Mr. OSWALD. Thank you. My wife’s name is Vada Marie Oswald. My 

daughter’s name is Cathy Marie Oswald, and my son’s name is Robert Lee 

Edward Oswald, Jr. 
Mr. JENNER. The ages? 

Mr. OSWALD. Cathy is 6 years old, and Robert Lee will be 3 years old this 

April. 

Mr. JENNEX. Would you give us Mrs. Oswald’s maiden name? 

Mr. OSWALD. Vada Marie Mercer. 

Mr. JENNER. She is a native of your present town? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. She is from Keeter, Tex. My wife was raised on a 
farm. This community is located close to Boyd, Tex., which is approximately 

35 miles northwest of Fort Worth. 

Mr. JENNER. All right. 

Your father’s full name? 

Mr. OSWALD. Robert Edward Lee Oswald. 

Mr. JENNER. Edward? 

Mr. OSWALD. pes, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. And he is now deceased? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. sir. 

Mr. JENNER. And as I recall, he died in August of 1939. 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 

Mr. JENNER. You were then about what-5 years old? 

Mr. OSWALD. Five years old, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. Now, your mother is Marguerite Oswald? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. JER’NER. Do you recall her middle name? 

Mr. OSWALD. Claverie. 

Mr. JENNER. And what was her maiden name? 

Mr. CSWAI.~. I don’t remember. 

Mr. JENNER. I think it was Claverie. You have a brother, John Pie? 

Mr. OS~AI.D. That is correct. John Edward Pit. 
Mr. JENNER. And he is a stepbrother? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

Mr. JENNER. And born of a marriage of your mother with whom? 

Mr. OSWALD. Pardon me. He is a half brother. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. He is a half brother, Mr. Jenner. 

Mr. JENNER. I am sorry to say that meant the same thing to me. But I am 

probably in error. A half brother. 

Mr. OSWALD. I am sorry. I didn’t hear the next question. 

Mr. JENNER. That is all right. You correct me when I am wrong. Don’t 

hesitate to do that. 

Your half brother’s father was whom? 

Mr. OSWALD. This I do not know. I don’t know his full name. 

Mr. JERXER. Was it John, to the best of your recollection? 

Mr. OSWALD. I would be of the opinion it was John. 
Mr. JENNER. Have you ever met him? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I have not. 

Mr. JENNER. You never had any acquaintance with him? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. I might further say I don’t believe I have ever seen 

a picture identified as being John’s father. 

Mr. DULLES. You are speaking of the father now? 

Mr. JEIVNER. That is correct, sir. 

And your half brother, John I’ic, is older than you, is he not? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 

Xr. JEXNER. Do you happen to recall his age? 
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Mr. OBWALD. Yes, sir; he is now 33 years old. His birthday is January 17, 
1932. 

Mr. JENNER. During your lifetime, you have had contact with him, have you 
not? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. And as boys, the family lived together? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Now. your mother, Mrs. Marguerite Clarerie Oswald, was mar- 

ried a third time, was she not? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; that is correct. 
Mr. .JENNER. To whom? 
Mr. OSWALD. Mr. Edwin, I believe his middle initial was M. Ekdahl. 
Mr. .JESPI’ER. When did that marriage take place, to the best of your 

recollection? 
Mr. Osw-41.~. 19-14 or early ‘35. 
Mr. JEKNER. Were you present on that occasion? 
Mr. OS~AI.D. No, sir ; I was not. 
Mr. .JEXSER. Had you become acquainted with him prior to the time of the 

marriage of your mother to Mr. Ekdahl? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I cer;ainly did. 
Mr. JEXX~R. Would you indicate the general circumstances? 
Mr. OSWALD. Well, we was residing at Dallas, Tex. I don’t recall the 

address. It was Victor Street. 
Mr. JENNER. When you say “we”- 
Mr. OSWALD. It was my mother, John Edward Pit, myself, and Lee Harvey 

Oswald. 
Residing at the Victor Street address, in Dallas, Tex. I recall that perhaps 

more numerous occasions he was there-now I can say three or four times 
he was around’the house prior to the marriage. 

Mr. JENNER. And what was the nature of your mother’s employment, if she 
was employed. in the period immediately preceding the marriage of your mother 
to Mr. Ekdahl? 

Mr. OSWALD. I am sorry, sir. I don’t remember. 
Mr. JENNER. But she was employed? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. I do recall that this was quite a large house. It was 

a two-story house. And she was renting apartments. 
Mr. JENNER. Serving as a rental agent? 
Mr. OSWALD. No. She owned the house, to my knowledge-she owned this 

house. I believe there were two upstairs apartments. 
Mr. JEX~ER. In addition to that. was your mother separately or independently 

employed-that is independently front- 
Mr. OSWALU. I believe so, sir. Where, I do not recall. 
Mr. JENNER. And at t.hat time all three of you boys were attending-would 

that be elementary school at that time? 
Mr. OS~AI.D. Elementary school, that is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. In Dallas? 
Mr. OSWALD. Lee was not. 
Mr. JENNER. I beg your pardon? 
Mr. OSWALD. This would have been prior to Lee’s sixth birthday, I believe, 

and he would not be attending at that particular time. 
Mr. .JENNER. But you and your brother John were? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENKER. Would you be good enough to tell the Commission as much as 

you can recall, especially of your early life-elementary school days. We are 
not going to probe into this in any great length. But we would like the back- 
ground and flavor in which the family lived. 

Start, as early as you have any reasonable recollection. 
Mr. OSWALD. All right, sir. 
I believe after my father’s death in 1939. John was attending elementary 

sc*honl. We lived at the rorner of i\lrar and Galrez, in Sew Orleans, La. And the 
school was right across the street from us. elementary srhool. 

John, of course, started- 
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Mr. JENKER. Excuse me, sir. 
Did I ask you where you were born ? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, you did not. 
Mr. JENNER. Would you state that? 
Mr. OSWALD. I was born in New Orleans, La. 
Mr. JENNER. All right. 
Excuse the interruption. 
Mr. OSWALD. John attended the school approximately 2 years before I started 

elementary school. And during this time, the way I remember it, it was a frame 
building. But by the time I attended first grade it was a brick school building. 

I do not recall attending for a very long period, because I believe 
Mr. JENNEB. Do you recall the name of the elementary school? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I do not. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Mr. Jenner, if I may interrupt at this time-Robert, in giving 

this narrative, tie it down as closely as you possibly can to date, to names, to 
street addresses-just give us as complete detail as you possibly can. 

Mr. OSWALD. All right, sir. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. The names of the school, the names of your teachers, and so 

forth, if you recall. 
Mr. OSWALD. I believe I was at the point that I don’t recall attending this 

school very much. I perhaps was there the first full year. However, approxi- 
mately around this time-this would be in 1941-mother placed John Edward 
and myself in a Catholic school, which I do not recall the name of, but it was 
located in Algiers, La. 

Mr. JENNEB. Is that a suburb of New Orleans? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Just across the Mississippi River from New Orleans proper. 
Mr. DULLES. Could I ask a question, Mr. Jenner? 
In this school, did you live there, and spend the night there-you were living 

there all the time? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DULLES. Or were you going home? 
Mr. OBWALD. No, sir ; we were living there. 
Lee, of course, at this time, was still very young, and he stayed with mother. 

I don’t recall any address particularly at that time. We were at the Catholic 
school for approximately 1 year. 

Mr. JENNER. That would take you to 1942. 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
And, at that time we were moved by mother from the Catholic school and 

placed into the Bethlehem Orphan Home, in New Orleans, La. 
We used to refer to it as the BOH. 
Mr. JENNER. Excuse me, sir, if I interrupt you at that point. 
That would be 1942? 
Mr. OSWALD. The best I can remember. 
Mr. JENNER. Lee was only 3 years old. So the “we” did not include Lee, is 

that correct, sir? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. It included John Edward and myself. 
Mr. JENNER. As Mr. Dulles inquired of you at the Catholic school-was this 

an orphan home in which both you and John lived at the home? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Twenty-four hours a day? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Where did Lee reside during this period of your life? 
Mr. OSWALD. I do not recall the address at that particular time. 
I might state that I know mother had sold the house on Alvar and Galvez 

Streets in New Orleans, and they were living elsewhere, I remember the house, 
but I cannot remember the address. 

Mr. JENNER. I was particularly interested in whether Lee was living with 
your mother. 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. He was at this time living with mother. And it is 
my understanding from her, during later years, discussing with her, that she 
had various maids or housekeepers come in to keep Lee at this early age. 
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Mr. JESXER. So, I take it, she was employed. 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Was she also employed during the 1 year when you boys were 

at the Catholic school? 
Mr. OSWALD. I am sure-1 feel sure she was, sir. 
Mr. JE~VNER. Could we say, except as I might return to the subject specifically, 

that from the time of the death of your father, in August of 1939, at least until 
the time of her marriage with Mr. Ekdahl, she was always employed, either 
continuously or with short breaks? 

Mr. Oswa~.~. Yes, sir; we certainly can. 
Mr. JENNER. She was the sole support, as far as you know, of your family? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. All right. 
I interrupted you-pardon me. 
You and John entered the Bethlehem Orphan Home. Would you describe to 

us the nature of that school? 
Mr. OSWALD. Well- 
Mr. JENNER. Was it a public or private institution? 
Mr. OSWALD. I would say it was a private home. The atmosphere gener- 

ally--of course all the boys and girls were separated-I recall just one large 
dormitory building. sleeping area and so forth. The cafeteria was located- 

Mr. DULLES. Could you tell us about how many there were in this orphanage, 
roughly? Was it 50, 100, 200? 

Mr. OSWALD. I would say around 75 to 100, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. So you are now about 8 years old, am I correct? 
Mr. OSWALD. 1942-that would be correct, sir. 
The cafeteria was located in a separate, or perhaps a wing of this large 

dormitory building. The school area was located in a separate building to- 
wards the entrance of the home. There was quite a large playground there, and 
quite a large playroom within that large dormitory. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. The home itself was located in New Orleans, is that correct? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. In the city proper, rather than a suburb? 

Mr. OSWALD. I would say that was so, sir. I still recall that it was pretty 
close to the end of the St. Charles Street carline at that particular time. 

My recollection of the atmosphere and the general conditions there-it was 
nice, I had a lot of friends there at the home. It was a Christian atmosphere. 

Going back to the Catholic school-we had to go to church every morning and 
SO forth like that. 

But here at the tables and so forth we had our grace and such as that. It 
was generally a Christian atmosphere there. He treated us well, I might add- 
better than the Catholic school did. They were not as strict as far as discipline 
was concerned, but they certainly kept us in line. 

Mr. DULLES. Could I ask a question there? 
Was this a denominational school, or a publicly maintained school? 
Mr. OSU’ALD. I don’t believe it was a denominational school. I believe it was 

a public-I feel it was a private school or home. But that the religious back- 
ground did not hare anything to do with it. It might have been just a Protestant 
home. 

Mr. JENSER. I am curious, if I may, Mr. Dulles--the name of this school or 
home is the Bethlehem Orphan Home. But neither of you boys was an orphan. 

Mr. OEWALD. No, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. I take it, then, that apart from the name of the school, there 

were orphans and young people, children such as you, whose mothers, or perhaps 
fathers; were unable to take care of them during the daytime completely, and 
the school accepted children under those circumstances. 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; that is my understanding. 
Mr. JENXER. Therefore, it was not exclusively for orphans? 
Mr. OS,WALD. No, sir. 
Mr. DULLES. I think I have read somewhere1 would like to ask, if I may- 

I understand there had to be only one parent, though. I don’t think if you had 
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two parents you were eligible for this school. I don’t know where I read that, 
but I recollect that. 

Is that the case. do you remember? 
Mr. OSWALD. JIy recollection on that, sir, was that I do recall mother saying 

SolllrthiIlg that there \TilS a little difficulty ix1 placing us in there, because we 
were not orphans. Ilut that they had from time to time made exceptions to 
this. where oue llarent wits living and miable to attend the children fully during 
the day and so forth. and eve11 at night. 

JIr. LESSER. Sow. you entered in 1942. Did you and John continue in this 
school-for what period of time? 

Mr. OSWALD. I-ntil we moved to Dallas, in 1944, sir. 
Rlr. JESSER. Before we get to that, has Jlr. Oswald responded to the questions 

you had in mind, to describe the nature of the school? 
Mr. DULI.ES. Yes. 

Jlr. .JESSER. Were you visited by your mother and Lee to the extent that she 
brought him along. when you and John ivere in the Bethlehem Orphan Home? 

Xr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; n-r were. I do recall quite vividly that on Wednesdays- 
this perhaps might hare been during the summer months only-that John and 
1 would go to downtown Sew Orleans and meet mother at her place of employ- 
ment, and either spend the afternoon with her, or she would give us money to 
go to a movie or something. And at this time mother was employed as a manager 
or assistant manager of a hosiery shop located on Canal Street. I don’t recall 
the name of it, or the exact address of it. 

Mr. .JESSER. Would eon be good enough to inform the Commission to the best 
of your recollection about weekends? Did your mother visit you on weekends? 
1Vere you free to return home and spend the weekend? Describe that, please. 

Jlr. Osn-ALU. I do not recall on the weekends-a weekend, I should say, that 
we visited mother. Sormally, we just saw her once a week at that particular 
time. I do not recall-1 have been thinking about this-seeing Lee too often at 
that time. 

1Ir. JESRER. You and John would be naturally curious to see him once in 
awhile? 

l\lr. OSWALD. Yes, sir: I know we did. I cannot remember it too clearly. 
But I would say that it wasn’t too frequently that we did see Lee. 
Mr. JENXER. Now, you moved to Dallas in 1944? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. Was there anything unusual prior to the time you moved to 

Dallas about your life and your relationships with your mother and with Lee, 
if any? Was there an event that is now etched on your mind? 

Jlr. OSWALD. I would like to back up there just a little bit. 

Lee was placed at the Bethlehem Orphan Home for approximately the last 
year that we were there. 

Nr. JENNER. That would be, then, 1943? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. I see. 
1lr. DULLES. He would have been 4 to 5 years old then? 
Mr. JESNER. Yes. He was born in October 1939. So he would then be ap 

proximately 4-well, when he was placed in Bethlehem Home it was some time 
during the year 1943, to the best of your recollection? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Would you be good enough to relate to the Commission the 

circumstances that brought that about ? What do you recall as to why? 
Mr. OSWALD. Ny opinion on that, sir, was this. That mother had wanted 

to bring Lee to the home at an earlier date, but that they had a minimum 
age required before he could be placed in there, because they did not have any 
real small children there. I mean there was no nursery there that I 
recall. And there was no very young children. When I say very young- 
say under 3 years old. 

I remember some children there that perhaps were four or three and a half 
years old. 

Mr. JENNER. I take it, Mr. Oswald, your mother put Lee in the orphan 
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home at the first opportunity open to her under the rules or policy of 
the Bethlehem Orphan Home in that respect. 

Mr. Osw.\~.n. That is correct. 
Mr. JENSER. Son-. did she come to visit the home when Lee was placed in 

the home? 
If I may, you recall you said you were free on Wednesdays, it may hare 

been limited to the summer time, and you and .John would go into the R’e\\ 
Orleans town district and visit your mother. 

Did she come to see Lee? Does that stimulate your recollection that 
she did come to visit? 

Mr. 0s~~OLD. Yes, sir: she did come to risit us. I recall after Lee was 
placed in the home, that all three of us would go down and visit mother. 
and we always took Lee with us. 

Mr. TENSER. I see. What contact did you have with Lee in that l-year 
period, in 1943, when he Kas with you boys in the home? 

Mr. OSW,\I.I). John and I both looked on Lee as our kid brother. and we 
stayed pretty rlose to him, and defended him whenever we had to. 

Mr. JESSER. How did Lee get along during those days? 
Let’s confine it to up to 1944, when you moved to Dallas. 
Mr. Oswnr,o. I don’t recall any instance where it would stand out in my 

mind that he did not get along with anybody. 
Mr. JEFSER. He had the normal life of a 4-year-old at that particular time- 

got into his fights to the extent everyone else did? 
Mr. Oswvarn. Yes, sir. 
Mr. MCKERZIE. You mean at the time he was 4 years old? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENXER. There may be others who would be interested in his course of 

conduct and his reactions even at age 4. You will forgive me for going into 
that. 

Mr. OS~VALD. Certainly. 
Mr. JENXER. But your present recollection, as far as Lee’s relationship 

with other 4-year-olds or 5’s or 3’s, his general course of conduct, with regard 
to the interplay between himself and others at or near his age, is what 
you would describe as normal? 

Mr. OSWAI.D. Yes, sir; that is correct. 
Mr. JENXER. All right. 

Now we are moring to Dallas in 1914. You brought out the fact that Lee 
became enrolled in Bethlehem Orphan Home, because I asked you questions 
whether there \yas anything unusual etched on your mind at that time 
that had occurred up to the point of your moving to Dallas. Was there any- 
thing else that this discussion, that is now stimulated that you would like 
to report? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, I cannot think of anything else. 
Mr. JESNER. Nom, what was the reason you moved to Dallas? 
Mr. 0swar.n. I don’t really know, sir. Of course we were quite happy to 

leave the Bethlehem Orphan Home. By that, I don’t mean to imply that 
they didn’t treat us well there. But, of course, we were quite happy to 
be with mother again, all of us together. 

As to the reason why mother moved us to Dallas, I do not know. 
Mr. JENNER. Now, when you moved to Dallas, you resided-can you 

recall the address or at least approximately where you lived in Dallas? 
Mr. OSWALD. As I recall, it was Victor Street. It was a corner house, a 

large two-story white-1 feel sure it was a frame white house. The garage 
was to the back side of the house. Victor Street ran in front of the house, 
and another street down the side where you entered the garage. 

Mr. JENNER. I don’t think I asked you this. It is a little bit out of 
order. 

Do you happen to r&all your brother John’s date of birth? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; you did ask me that. It was January 17, 1932. 

Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. All right. Thank you. 
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Your mother, did she become immediately employed in Dallas, or had she 
already arranged for employment in Dallas? 

Mr. OSWALD. This I do not recall, sir. I feel more like that she perhaps 

had arranged for employment in Dallas before we moved there. I would 
think this would be the natural thing to do. We had never been to Texas 
before. And, to my knowledge, she didn’t know anybody in Texas. 

And why we moved to Dallas, I certainly don’t recall any reason at all. 
Mr. JESNEK. Did you have any relatives in Dallas? 
Mr. Osw~Ln. No, sir. 
Mr. JENKER. Where did Mr. Ekdahl reside? Was he living in or a native 

of Dallas? 
Mr. 0swva1.n. I understand Mr. Ekdahl was from Boston, Mass., and he 

was at that time-1 believe that is correct, sir-at least the way I remem- 
ber it--employed by the Texas Electric CO. 

Mr. JENR’ER. At what office? 
Mr. OSWAI.D. At Dallas. It might not have been Texas Electric. Texas 

Power and Light, perhaps-something like that. 
Mr. Jsxxsa. But Mr. Ekdahl was then living in Dallas when you, your mother, 

your brother John, and your brother Lee moved to Dallas? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENXER. And had you becomeyou boys become acquainted with Mr. 

Ekdahl prior to the time you moved to Dallas? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. And do you recall any discussion of Mr. Ekdahl prior to the time 

of your moving to Dallas? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. 
Mr. Jxxxxa. Now, your education was, of course, continued when you moved 

to Dallas. 
Would you tell us about that-all three of you ? You and your brother John 

first, because Lee was not yet of school age. 
Mr. OSWALD. All right, sir. 
I recall the elementary school there in Dallas. It was the Davy Crockett 

Elementary School, which was approximately three or four blocks from the 
house. 

Mr. DULLES. What was that name? 
Mr. OSWALD. Davy Crockett. 
Mr. JEKNER. Both you and your brother John were enrolled? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. And there was-1 believe it was a city park right 
across the street from this elementary school that I recall playing ping pong 
and croquet and swimming over there, and such as that. 

Mr. JENNER. This period of your life, as you recall it, was a pleasant one? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. .TENNER. And except for the restrictions that you and John encountered 

in the Catholic school and in the Bethlehem Orphan Home, what is your recol- 
lection of that early period of your life-subject to those limitations-normal 
and pleasant? 

Mr. OSWALD. The only thing I can remember-I did have a little difficulty 
because I had something of a southern drawl. 

Mr. JEE~NER. When you reached Texas? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. And I do recall having a little difficulty in school myself, 

to make myself clearly understood. 
Mr. DULLES. May I ask a question there? 
When YOU went to the Davy Crockett School, was that a school where you 

lived, or did you live at home and just attend the school during the school 
hours? 

Mr. OSWALD. That was a public school in Dallas, and we did not live there. 
We lived at home. 

Mr. DTLLEG. And your mother then was employed, as I understand it. 
Mr. OSWALD. To the best of my knowledge-I feel certain she was employed. 
Mr. JENNER. DO you recall the nature of her employment there? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I do not. 
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Mr. JENXER. She was employed full-time durln, 0 the daytime, home on week- 

ends? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JEXNER. Now, what was happening to Lee when you were living in 

llallas-in the sense of who took care of him during the daytime, if anyone? 
What was done for his comfort? 

Mr. OS\VALD. This I don’t remember, sir. I don’t remember any housekeeper 
or any maid that mother had at this time. Something is coming into my mind 
about a day nursery. I think perhaps- 

Mr. JEXNER. A day nursery? 
Mr. OswALn Yes, sir-that Lee was taken to during the day when Mother 

was working, and brought home with her at night. I believe that is correct. 
Mr. JENXER. Would you boys take him to the day nursery and bring him home! 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. 
Mr. JEP~RER. Did you play any part in that at all? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, I do not have any recollection of taking Lee to the day 

nursery or bringing him back. 
Mr. JENSER. Sow, would you please indicate how long you remained in the 

Davy Crockett Elementary School, you and John? 
Mr. OSWAI.D. Say for 1 year, sir, 1 school year. 
Mr. JENNER. All right. 
Now, during this year, did you become acquainted with Mr. Ekdahl? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; I would say towards the latter part of that school year. 
Mr. JEXNER. He could come-he did on occasion come to visit your mother’s 

home? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JEN~ER. Would you please indicate whether the contact that you boys 

had with Mr. Ekdahl about that-that is, he would visit the home occasionally? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. JENNER. Did he take you boys out? 
Mr. OSWALD. I don’t recall. I think perhaps on maybe two occasions we did 

go to the zoo. I don’t recall any other occasions. 
Mr. JESXER. We now have you towards the latter part of the year-you were 

now 9 years old. Am I correct about that? 
Mr. OSWALD. 1944, I would be 10 years old. 
Mr. JENXER. Your brother John was 12? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENXER. And your brother Lee was then 5? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JEXNER. Did you continue-when did you change-you said you stayed 

at Davy Crockett Elementary School a year. And then you entered what 
school? 

Mr. OSWALD. In the fall of that year we entered Chamberlain-Hunt Military 
Academy, at Port Gibson, Miss, That was the fall of 1945. 

Mr. JENII’ER. You and John? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. Now, what was the date that you gave me as to the marriage 

of your mother and Mr. Ekdahl? 
Mr. OSWALD. Approsimately the early part of 1944. That is what I stated 

before. And I think now that it would be more correct-after we completed 
the year at Davy Crockett, I believe they were married shortly after the end 
of the school year. 

Mr. JENNER. That is in June, probably? 
Mr. OSWAI.D. Yes, sir ; somewhere along that time. 
3Ir. JENNF,R. And that would be-June of ‘44? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. June of ‘45. 
Mr. JEN~VER. So that following the marriage of your mother and Mr. Ekdahl- 

what was his full name? 
Mr. OSWALD. Edwin A. Ekdahl. I believe his middle initial was “A.” 
Mr. JENNER. And he was employed. as you stated, by a utility company in 

Dallas at that time? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. JENNER. Nom, do you have a recollection or did you come to learn the 
arrangements, if any, between Mr. Ekdahl and your mother as to the financing 
of the attendance of yourself and your brother John at Chamberlain-Hunt 
Military Academy? 

Mr. OSWALD. My mother told us that she was taking care of all the expenses 
at the Academy. 

Mr. JEXNER. She told you at this time? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. This is my recollection. 
Mr. JEENER. And that was your understanding of both you and John at that 

particular time? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JEESER. That she was financing your attendance at the military academy? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DULLES. Was she working at that time, or during the period that she 

was married to Xr. Ekdabl was she a housewife? 
Mr. OSWALD. I believe after the marriage to Nr. Ekdahl, she was not working. 
Mr. JENXER. Did you hare a conversation with her, and did you then come 

to learn, or have you subsequently come to learn as to how she did finance 
your attendance at the military academy? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I do not. I assume at that particular time that-1 did 
not know the quantity of life insurance that my father had when he passed 
away. I thought it was perhaps substantial. Perhaps to me at that time, 
a young age, $4,000 or $5,000 was a lot of money. From the insurance money, 
from my father’s death, she was able to place us in this military school in 
Mississippi. 

Mr. JENNER. Do I recall correctly that you also testified earlier that your 
mother sold--there was a home in New Orleans which was sold? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes. sir ; that is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. And possibly some of the proceeds of the sale of that home were 

still intact? 
Mr. OSWALD. This would be my opinion, that it was. I do not know if the 

home was paid for or anything. 
Mr. JENNER. This is all speculation? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Mr. Jenner, if I may interrupt. 
Robert, don’t speculate, and don’t give any conjecture. Tell what you know, 

and give them the facts as fully as possible. But I am confident that the Com- 
mission is not interested in any speculation. 

Mr. JENNFX. And if you do speculate, tell us so. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Yes-indicate that you are speculating. 
Mr. DULLES. Do we know the amount of insurance on Mr. Oswald’s life? 
Mr. JENNER. I cannot give you the figure, but it is small. 
Mr. DULLES. It is known in the record? 
Mr. JENNER. Yes, sir. 
Representative FORD. May I ask a question? 
Following your mother’s marriage to Ur. Ekdahl, did he move in to the 

residence where you were living, or vice versa, or what were the circumstances? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. He did move into the home on Victor Street, following 

the marriage. 
Mr. DULLES. You were living, though, in the military academy. Was that a 

school where you lived? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DULLES. You lived there? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DULLES. Day and night? 
Mr. OSWALD. During the period that we went to the military school, we stayed 

there day and night, through the 9 months of the school year. 
Mr. JENNER. What was the distance from Dallas-in general-to the military 

school? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. It is approximately 600 or 700 miles. 
Mr. OSWALD. It was 30 miles south of Vicksburg, Miss. 
Mr. JENNER. Quite a distance? 
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Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DULLES. So you could not go home weekends? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; we did not go home weekends. 
Mr. JENNER. From the time of the marriage of your mother to Mr. Ekdahl, 

to the time you boys left for military school, you al’ lived in the home on Victor 
Street? 

Mr. OSWAI,D. That is correct, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. He moved into the home immediately upon the marriage? 
Mr. 0sw~r.n. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DUI,LES. Could I ask one question? 
n’as there a summer holiday, then, when you went home from the military 

academy? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Jlr. DULLES. You were home for 3 months, roughly? 
Mr. OSWAI.D. Yes, sir; that is correct. 
Mr. DULIXS. That would be in the summer of ‘4:5? 
Mr. 0s~~GO. The summer of ‘46. 
Mr. JENNER. It might help if you tell us how long you and John remained 

at the military school. 
Mr. OSWALD. Three school years. 
Mr. JENNER. That would be in 19%. 1946, and 1947. 
So t.hat you left the military school approximately in June of 1947, is that 

csorrect? 
Mr. OSWALD. That would be correct. 
Ah-. JESNER. ‘48 Or ‘47? 
Mr. OSWALD. Well, the school year would be 1945 through ‘46 would be 1 year, 

‘46 through ‘47 would be 2 years, ‘4’7 through ‘48 would be the third year. 
Mr. JENNER. All right. June of ‘48? 
Mr. OSWAI,D. Yes, sir. And I might say there, when school-the last year 

that we were there, when school was completed, mother had indicated to us 
that she wanted us to go to summer school and stay up there that summer. And 
we did, John and I, stay there at the school after practically all the other ones 
had left, because I recall helping pack away some old Springfield rifles at that 
time in Cosmolene. 

Mr. .JENNER. The marriage of your mother and Mr. Ekdahl terminated in 
divorce, as I recall it. 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JESNER. Do you recall approximately when that was? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. I believe that this would be some time in ‘47. I be- 

lieve she had divorced Mr. Ekdahl before our final year at the academy. 
Mr. JENNER. Mr. Liebeler will get the date. I don’t recall it myself at the 

moment. 
Did your mother and Mr. Ekdahl have occasion during this 3-year period, 

plus the summer school, to visit you and John in the military academy? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; they did. I recall Mr. Ekdahl coming there with 

mother and Lee in a 1939 Buick at that time, that I recall. I don’t recall many 
occasions that Mr. Ekdahl was there. I might state that at Christmas time I 
believe on each year that we were up at the military school that we returned 
home. By home, I mean Fort Worth, or wherever they were living. One year 
I believe it was Benbrook, Tel., outside of Fort Worth. 

Mr. JENNER. Now, would you be good enough, having mentioned that, to state 
for the record where your mother and Mr. Ekdahl resided during the period of 
time you were at the military school? 

Mr. OSWALD. I believe the first year- 
-Mr. JENNER. Chronologically. 
Mr. OSWALD. The first year that we attended there, Mr. Ekdahl was on the 

road quite a bit. And they had during the winter of 1945 gone to Boston, where 
they stayed, I would say, for approximately 6 months. I understand Mr. Ekdahl 
had been married and had a son by a prior marriage, and they had lived to- 
gether, all of then-Lee, my mother, Mr. Ekdahl, and his son-in Boston. But 
that he was on the road quite a bit. And I recall a picture of mother and Lee 
in Arizona. 
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Mr. JENNER. Living in Arizona? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; not living. On one of the trips. 
Mr. JENNER. I see. 
Representative FORD. One of the trips with Mr. Ekdahl? 
Mr. OSWALD. Ekdahl, and mother and Lee had gone along with him. Whether 

this was a business trip or a vacation trip, I don’t recall. 
Mr. JENNER. I see. 
Following their living for 6 months in Boston, where did they live thereafter, 

during that period of time, until the divorce? 
Mr. OSWALD. I believe after they left Massachusetts, they moved to Benbrook, 

Tex., and resided at Benbrook, Tex. 
Mr. JENNER. And where is Benbrook with respect to Dallas? 
Mr. OSWALD. It is-well, with respect to Fort Worth, that to me would be 

easier to say, it is just a little ways northwest of Fort Worth, on the edge of 
the city limits of Fort Worth now. At this particular time it was just more 
or less a wide spot in the road. The house-I recall going there, perhaps this 
was during Christmas leave from the academy-the house was a good sized 
stone home that had some acreage with it. There was a creek that was perhaps 
466 or 566 yards behind the house. I remember, I believe, right before we ar- 
rived on this first occasion, Lee had found a skunk out there. He didn’t know 
what a skunk was, but he found out. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. Benbrook is a suburb of Fort Worth. 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, Benbrook is a suburb of Fort Worth. 
As I indicated, at that time- 
Mr. JENNER. Could you 6x the year? 
Mr. OSWALD. This would be-1 feel certain that this was the first year that 

we were in military school, and the first Christmas. 
Mr. JENNER. The first Christmas. That would be Christmas 1945. 
Mr. OSWALD. Pardon me. Let me back up earlier. 
They were in Massachusetts at that time. 
This would be the second year. 
Mr. JENNER. I take it, then, the first Christmas, 1045, included the period 

when your mother, Mr. Ekdahl, and Lee resided in Boston with Mr. Ekdahl’s 
son by a former marriage. 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. And that the living in Benbrook, Tex., followed the termina- 

tion of the stay in Boston? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
But I do recall now the first Christmas that I was at the military school, 

because they were so far away, and it was impractical to travel that distance 
in that length of time-that Johu went with some friends of his that he made 
at the academy and stayed at their home--I don’t recall where. 

I remember I went with one of my friends and stayed at his home during 
Christmas. 

Mr. JENNER. These were friends of yours in the academy? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. And their parents agreed to that-because 

they didn’t want us to stay up in the academy at Christmas time more or 
less by ourselves. They wanted to have us with them. 

Mr. JENNER. You seem to have a rather vivid recollection of the Benbrook, 
Tex., home. I take it that during a summer vacation you lived in Benbrook, 
Tex., with your mother and Mr. Ekdahl and Lee. 

Mr. OSWALD. This particular house I refer to, a native stone home-1 believe 
that is correct. 

Mr. JENNER. So that you did have at least two summers at home while 
you were at the military academy, and the third summer your mother asked 
you to stay during summer school, and you did not come home? 

Mr. OSWALD. She asked us, and it was the intent that we stay. But at the 
last moment we did not go to summer school that year at the academy. We 
did come to Fort Worth. 

Mr. JENNER. I see. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Mr. Jenner, may I interrupt you please? 
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Robert, when did you leave, or when did your mother sell the house on 
Victor Street in Dallas. Tex.. if you recall? 

Mr. OSWAI.0. 1 believe she snld it at the time that they moved to Roston. 
Mass. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. That was some time prior to Christmas of 1945, is that 
correct? 

l\lr. Oswarn. That is correct. 
I f  I may ask this. sir: If someone would furnish me the date of the divorce. 

1 believe this would help tie down snme other dates. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Off the record. 
i~iscussinu off the record.) 
Mr. MCKEXZIE. 1 -cant to assure the Commission and cnunsd that the copy 

of the transcript of Robert OsKald’s testimnnr will not hp given to the press 

until such time as the Commission makes its final report-if at that time. 
Representative FORK. 1 think that is most important. that we don’t indicate 

that they will never he riven to the press. 
31r. Drrr.r.es. So. That was nlade rlear before you came in-that this 

would he available for use in connection nith the report in any way that 
the Commission saw fit. 

Mr. .JEN~ER. Is it all right to prnreed. sir? 
Mr. Dur.rxs. PPS. please. Mr. .Jenner. 
Mr. JENXER. The second residence. then, was-1 mean the second one 

during this particular period n-e were talking ahnut. was in Renbrook. Tex. 
How long. or over what period of time did your family reside in Benbrook, 

TPI. ? 
Mr. OSWALD. I would sap at least approximately a Tear or a year and a 

half at that particular house. 
Mr. JENNER. You say in that particular house. Did they occupy another 

home in Renhrnnk. Tex.? 
Mr. OBWALD. This was--On our return from military school. the last year 

we attended, when we returned. mother had purchased a small home there 
in Benbrook. a little hit closer in to Fort Worth. 

Mr. DUI.I.ES. This was after the divorce? 
Mr. OSWALIL Yes. sir: this was after the dirorce. 
Representative FORK. She owned the original house in Benbrook? 
Mr. OswALn. No, sir; not the stone house. I believe Nr. Ekdahl had rented 

that house. or leased it. 
Representative FoRn. Then she purchased this second house? 
Mr. OswAm. That is right. After the divorce. she purchased this smaller 

home. 
Mr. JENNER. Until you bo.rs returned from military academy, or at least 

until the time of the divorce of your mother and Mr. Ekdahl. she n-as not 
employed? She was home? 

Mr. OswArn. To my knowledge. that is correct. She was not employed at 
that time, or during the marriage to Mr. Ekdahl-she n-as not employed at 
any time I am aware of. 

Mr. JENNER. And able to give the normal and full time and attention of a 
mother to her son, Lee? 

Mr. 06wAI.n. That is correct. to the best of my knowledge. 
Mr. JESSER. Will. during the summertime, when you did spend summer 

vacations back in Benbrook. Tex.. .vou had an opportunity to ohserve person- 
ally on this subject, did you not? 

Mr. 0swAr.n. Yes. sir. 
Mr. JENXER. That your mother was not employed, and she was caring for 

Lee during that period? 
Mr. 0swAr.n. Yes. sir. 
Mr. JEXXER. Did she have any assistance? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, she did not. None that I recall. 
Mr. ,JwN~R. No household help? 
Mr. 0swAr.n. So. sir : nnue that I recall. 
Mr. D~LLES. Could I ask a question there. 3 Maybe you are going to rover 
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that. I would like to ask as to-was Lee Harvey going to kindergarten at this 
time, or where was he from an educational point of view? 

He was 7 or 8 years old now. 
Mr. JENPTER. Yes. He was 8 years old-he was 6 years old when they moved 

tctthe commencement of the military school period, your brother, Lee, was 6 
years old? 

Mr. OSWALD. Six years old. 
Mr. JENNER. And that is about the time when you enter elementary school, is 

it not? 
Mr. OSWALD. That I entered elementary school? 
Mr. JESSER. Xo-children generally. 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
I don’t believe, however, though, that Lee at the age of 6 went to elementary 

srhool. 
Mr. JENXER. Would you tell us what the circumstances were in that connec- 

tion, to the best of your recollection, and now. 
Mr. OSWALD. All right, sir. To the best of my recollection, it was that Mr. 

Ekdahl was traveling quite a bit, and that mother was traveling with him, and 
Lee did not attend a school during that year. 

Mr. JENNER. Did Lee travel with them? 
Mr. OSWALD. I believe that he did during that time. 
Mr. JEPFNER. That is your best recollection? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; that is my best recollection. 
Mr. JENNER. You are trying not to speculate. 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Off the record. 
(Discussion off the record.) 
Mr. JEX.PI‘ER. Back on the record. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. I believe, to my best recollection, that the school age--corn- 

mencement age was 7 years old. 
hlr. DULLES. I think what we are trying to get at is what was Lee doing-was 

he with the mother, was he in some kind of kindergarten? 
Do you recall during those 3 years you were in the military academy--where 

was Lee? 
Representative FORD. When you say the school age, in Texas, you mean the 

mandatory attendance age? 
Mr. JAWORSKI. That is correct. 
Mr. MCKESZIE. Yes, that is what I have reference to. 
Mr. JAWORSKI. I recall, if I may add, at the age of 6, children were normally 

sent to kindergarten in those days. 
Mr. JENXER. As you have now related it to us, Mr. Oswald, in this period, 

let’s call it the military school period because we have identifled the time 
question-at the commencement Lee was then 6 years old. And as we now 
learn, normally that would be a kindergarten period. 

He was traveling or accompanied his mother, your mother, and Mr. Ekdahl 
in their travels in connection with Mr. Ekdahl’s business, and he was not either 
in kindergarten or otherwise in school. 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; I am of this opinion-he was not. 
hlr. JEANER. And that was Four information a’t the time that you and John 

were attending military school? 
Mr. OSWALD. That would be correct, sir. 
Mr. DULLFX Do you know where he was, and who was taking care of him 

during that period-if your mother was traveling with Mr. Ekdahl? 
Mr. OSWALD. I believe Lee was going with them, sir, during these travels. I 

don’t recall-other than this one photograph-at one time they were out in 
Arizona. I don’t recall any other places that they traveled to. I am sure 
mother, she was writing us quite frequently, John and I, usually just one letter 
to both of us-any other names or areas that they had traveled during this 
period. 

Mr. JENNER. Now, may we proceed to the succwing school period, which 
would be the year ‘4&‘47. He is now at that time 7 years of age. Your mother 
and Mr. Ekdahl and Lee were then residing in Benbrook, Tex. 
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Mr. Osw.4r.n. Benbrook : yes, sir. 
Mr. JEN~KR. Did Lee enter elcmentarx school at that time? 
Mr. Oswa1.n. Yes, sir ; he did. I don’t know If the school name was Benbrook 

School. 
Mr. JEXKEIC. It was an elementary school? 
Mr. OSVALD. Yes, sir; I know where it is located there and everything. I 

believe it is closed down now. 
Mr. JENNER. You learned of this during the summer vacation, or from letters 

from your mother? 
Mr. OSWAI.D. Yes, sir-perhaps both+ne nay or the other during that. period 

we were aware that Lee was attending school in Benbrook. 
Mr. JENR’ER. Tp to this point what were the relationships between yourself and 

your brother John? Cordial and normal brother relationships? 
Mr. OSWALD. I might say then as now they were cordial. We always got 

along. He was a little bit older than I was, of course. He had his group of 
friends, I had mine. We got along just fine. 

Mr. JESNEK. And the relationship of your brother John and yourself on the 
one hand, and Lee on the other-let us take the 8 to 7- to 8-yearqld period. 

Mr. OSWALD. *John and I both, I feel, especially from my side, that we were his 
big brothPIT;, and when we were around Lee we took care of him. We played 
together, to some extent, anyway. Perhaps our interests were a little bit dif- 
ferent than Lee’s at that early age of his life-a spread of 5 years between Lee 
and I and 7 years between Lee and John. 

Mr. JENNFB. Yes. That is quite a gap. 
A boy 6 years old who has a brother 11 years old-that would be you-and 

a brot.her 13 years old, that would be John-at that age, that is quite a gap. 
Did you spend much time with him, for example, when you were home during 

the summer vacations? 
Mr. OSWALD. Tes, sir; I would say we did spend quite a bit of time-both 

John and I-with Lee. 
I recall going fishing, things like that. But mostly I recall staying at the 

house at Benbrook, the native stone home, out there, and staying within the 
confines out there, and playing, and staying out there most of the time. 

I do recall on a number of occasions that Mr. Ekdahl, my mother, and all three 
of us would drive into Fort Worth and go to the movie theater, which at that 
time was the closest one coming in from Benbrook into Fort Worth. I recall 
going there quite a few times. 

Mr. JEKNER. Would you relate for us as you recall now the relationships 
between you and John-between you boys and your mother? Was that a 
ljleasant one? Were there any difficulties that you now recall? Personality- 
wise, for example. 

Mr. OSU’ALD. None that I recall. At that time, I do recall one instance out 
there at the house, stone house there in Benbrook-my mother was a little 
upset with Mr. Ekdahl over the fact that-this was, I am sure, the second 
Christmas we were there from military school. 

Mr. JENNER. That would be 1947? 
Mr. OSWALD. That would be 1947, Christmas 1946. He was showering us 

with candies, cokes, and so forth. And mother thought that he was overdoing 
it. ,4nd we argued the other way. We was on Mr. Ekdahl’s side. 

Mr. JE~VER. But your relations with your mother, as you recall them now, 
during this period were pleasant, normal, and you were having no difficulties 
with her? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir ; pleasant memories to me. 
Mr. JENNER. Anything other than the difficulties two lively boys have when 

they are naughty? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DULLES. Were you conscious at that time of the growing difficulty be- 

tween your mother and Mr. Ekdahl? Was that apparent at that time? Or 
did that only come later? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. At that time, it was not apparent to me. 
Mr. DULLES. At no time was that a factor in your life. particularly? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. I would say at no time it was. In moving up perhaps 
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there to the time of the divorce and everything, I don’t remember when Mr. 
Ekdahl moved out of the house. At that time we were living on Eighth Avenue 
in Fort Worth. This was during a summer period there. And I think this was 
the summer after the second year that we attended there-this would be the 
summer of 1947. 

Mr. DULLEB. If it is agreeable, I think we will adjourn for just a minute. 
It is now 11 o’clock. 

Representative FORD. Mr. Dulles, may I suggest that we get what the law 
was in Texas at the time, as to when children mandatorily had to attend school? 
I think that can be checked out very simply and put in the record. 

Mr. DULLES. Yes. I think that should be in the record. 
(Brief recess.) 
Mr. DULLES. The Commission will come to order. We will resume, Mr. Jenner, 

with your questions. 
Mr. JENNER. Thank you. 
It may well be, Mr. Chairman, that the Exhibits 272 through 275, which 

although already admitted in evidence, may play some part in these proceedings 
at some future date. And may I further qualify the exhibits. 

Mr. DULLIZS. Certainly. 
Mr. JENNEE. Mr. McKenzie, would you be good enough to hand them to the 

witness? 
Would you turn to the second page of Exhibit No. 272, Mr. Oswald? Are you 

familiar with the signatures on the second page of that exhibit? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, I am. 
Mr. JENNER. And would you identify them, please, in the order in which they 

appear, and state whether or not they are the signatures of the persons who 
purported to have signed? 

Mr. OSWALD. My signature, Robert I,. Oswald, I signed it. Witnessed by 
Henry Baer, Joan Connelly, and Pete White. And they are known to me. 

Mr. JENNER. Did they affix those signatures in your presence? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; they did. 
Mr. JENNER. And they are persons known to you? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNEB. Would you identify them for the record? 
Mr. OSWALD. Mr. Henry Baer is a partner in William A. McKenzie’s law firm, 

in Dallas, Tex. 
Mr. JENNER. He is Mr. McKenzie’s partner? 
Mr. OEWALD. Yes. 
Miss Joan Connelly is the secretary in that firm. 
And Mr. Pete White is an associate partner in the law firm of Mr. McKenzie. 
Mr. JENNGR. I take it, then, that that document was executed in Mr. MC- 

Kenzie’s o&e. 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Now, Mr. Jenner, may I interrupt at this point? I would 

like to add for the record that I was not present at the time that this letter 
was executed or witnessed. However, I did dictate it in the presence of Mr. 
Oswald and, of course, to my secretary, and, of course, to my partner, Henry 
Baer. 

Mr. JENNER. Is Miss Connelly your secretary? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNFX Now, would you take the second letter in that group, and give me 

the exhibit number-turn to the exhibit page and identify the situation sim- 
ilarly, if you are acquainted with them, and state whether it was signed in 
your presence and where. 

Mr. OSWALD. Commission Exhibit No. 273-I was not present when this letter 
was signed. 

Mr. JENNEIZ. Does the letter bear your signature? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; it does not. 
Mr. JENNER. Are you familiar with the signatures of those who purported to 

have signed it? 
Mr. OSWALD. I am not familiar with the signature-1 am familiar with the 



signature of Mrs. Marina S. Oswald. I am not familiar with the signature of 
Mr. Declan I’. Ford or his wife, Katherine X. Ford. 

I am familiar with the signature of Joan Connelly, Mr. McKenzie’s secretary. 
Mr. JENNER. Would you please identify who Mr. and Mrs. Ford are? 
Mr. OSWALD. The best way I could do that. I believe, is that they are friends 

of Marina S. Oswald. I bwame acquainted with Mrs. Ford on Wednesday 2 
weeks ago, whatever date that is, and Jlr. Ford the following day. 

Mr. JENNER. What were the circumstances under which you became acquainted 
with Mrs. Ford? 

Mr. OSWALD. Pardon me just a minute. 
I would like to correct that. 
It was Tuesday rather than Wednesday 2 weeks ago that I first became ac- 

quainted with Mrs. Ford. 
At that time, Mrs. Ford acted as an interpreter between Mr. Thorne and myself 

to relate to Mrs. Marina Oswald what we were talking about. 
Mr. JENNER. Excuse me, sir. You mentioned a Mr. Thorne? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JERKER. That is Mr. John Thorne who at that time was the attorney for 

Mrs. Marina Oswald? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. And where did this take place? 
Mr. OSWALD. At my residence, at 1009 Sierra Drive, Denton, Tex. 
Mr. JENNER. Who was present at that time in addition to yourself, Mr. 

Thorne, and Mrs. Ford? 
Mr. OSWALD. My wife, Vada Marie Oswald, was present. 
Mr. JENXER. And your acquaintance with Mr. Ford, you say, was the following 

day? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; that is correct. 
Mr. JENXER. Where did that take place, and in whose presence? 
Mr. OSWU.D. At my residence, again, in Denton, Tex., in the presence of my 

wife, Vada, Mrs. Marina Oswald, and Mrs. Kathy Ford. 
Mr. JENNER. As to Mrs. Ford, it is 2 weeks ago last Tuesday, or 2 weeks ago 

today? 
Mr. OSWALD. Pardon me just a minute. 
Mr. MCKEXZIE. Two weeks ago this past Tuesday. 
Mr. OSWALD. Pardon me. 
Mr. JENNER. I wish you would hesitate and make reasonably certain of this. 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I believe I have erred here. 
Instead of being 2 weeks ago this past Tuesday, it was a week ago Tuesday 

that I first met Kathy Ford. And it was the following day, on that Wednesday, 
that I met Mr. Ford. In other words, I wish to correct it was not 2 weeks ago, 
but 1 week ago. 

Mr. JEXNER. Now that you have a calendar before you, would you give US the 
date so we will have it in the record now? 

Mr. OSWALD. On Tuesday, February 11, 1964, was the day I first met Mrs. 
Kathy Ford in the presence of Mr. John Thorne and my wife, Vada, in my home 
in Denton, Tex. 

On February 12th I met Mr. Ford in the presence of my wife in my residence 
at Denton, Tex. 

Mr. JENNER. Returning to the exhibit to which you have been directing your 
attention, which is No. 2’73. you were able to identify Mrs. Marina Oswald’s 
signature, and Miss Connellg’s? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. JENNER. The others you were unable to identify? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. All right. 
Would you turn, then, to the next exhibit, give us the number? 
Mr. OSWALD. Commission Exhibit No. 274. 
JIr. JENNER. Is it signed on its face? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Well, then, directing your attention to the first page of the ex- 

hibit, does it bear a signature? 
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Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; it does. 
Mr. JENNER. Are you familiar with that signature? 
hfr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I am. 
Mr. JENNFX Whose signature is it? 
Mr. OSWALD. hlr. William A. McKenzie. 
Mr. JENNER. This is the Mr. McKenzie present here representing you? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENXER And does that exhibit consist of more than 1 page? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; it does. 
Mr. JENNER. Turn to the second page. Does it bear a signature? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; it does. 
Mr. JENXER. Are you familiar with those signatures? 
Mr. OSWALD. The two signatures appear on the second page. One I am 

familiar with-hfrs. Marina Oswald. 
Mr. JEXSER. Excuse me, sir. Is that the Arst of those that are in a series? 
hIr. OBWALD. Yes, sir; that is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. And you are familiar with that, and that is her signature? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. The next signature purports to be that of whom? 
Mr. OSWALD. Mrs. Katherine Ford. 
hfr. JENNER. And your testimony, if I repeated the questions that I did as 

to the previous exhibit, regarding Mrs. Ford, would be the same? YOU are uot 
familiar with her signature? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. And the next signature, please? 
Mr. OSWALD. Sir? 
Mr. JENNER. The next signature? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is the only two signatures that appear on that second page. 
Mr. JENNER. Would you proceed to the next exhibit? 
Mr. OSWALD. 275. 
Mr. JENNER. That consists of how many pages? 
Mr. OSWALD. Two pages. 
Mr. JENNER. Does it bear a signature on the flrst page? 
Mr. OEWALD. There is a signature on the first page. The signature is Mr. 

William A. McKenzie. 
Mr. JENNER. You are familiar with that signature, and that is his signature? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. The same gentleman we have identi5ed? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. All right. Are there any signatures on the second page of that 

exhibit? 
Mr. OBWALD. Yes, sir. There are two signatures on the second page, and in 

order as they appear- 
Mr. JENNER. Excuse me. Are you familiar with either of them? 
Mr. OSWALD. I am familiar with one of them. 
Mr. JENNEFC. All right. Let’s take the first one, which is what? 
Mr. OSWALD. Mrs. Marina N. Oswald. 
Mr. JENNER. You are familiar with her signature? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I am. 
Mr. JENNER. Is that her signature? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. I would say that was her signature. 
Mr. JENNER. And the second name appears to be that of whom? 
Mr. OSWALD. Mrs. Katherine Ford. 
Mr. JENNER. And your testimony with respect to her, were I to pursue it, 

would be the same as you testified to a previous exhibit, insofar as your 
familiarity with her signature is concerned? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. Thank you, sir. 
Forgive the interruption, Mr. Chairman. 
Mr. DULLEE. That is all right. 
Mr. JENNER. Mr. Chairman, Mr. McKenzie has produced for us and tendered 

to us four documents, during the recess, which I would wish to identify. They 
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have a relationship to the exhibits, the signatures of which I have just finished 

having identified. 

Would you mark those, please, Mr. Liebeler? 

Mr. I~JLLES. Do you wish these admitted as exhibits? 

Mr. JENKER. If you please, sir. I would like to identify the exhibits and in- 

dicate their content tlrst. 

I would call on you, Mr. McKenzie, to identify the series of exhibits. They 

are numbered, Mr. Chairman, Commission Exhibits 276, 277, 278, and 279. 

If you will identify them, I may have some questions of the witness. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Mr. Chairman, Exhibit No. 276 is a contract dated Decem- 

ber 6, 1963, addressed to Mr. James H. Martin, Dallas, Tex., and signed by Mrs. 

Marina N. Oswald, consisting of four pages. 

Mr. DULLES. I wish that admitted at this time with that description. 

Mr. JENXER. If I may put one question to the witness: Mr. Oswald, would YOU 

look at the last page of that exhibit? Does it purport to bear a signature? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. Are you familiar with that signature? 

Mr. OSWALD. There are three signatures. 

Mr. JENNER. Are you familiar with all of them? 

Mr. OSWALD. May I ask my attorney something here? 

Mr. JENNER. Surely. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. Mr. Jenner, if I may interrupt you, and pardon me for doing 

s-n page 3 there is likewise a signature. And I think perhaps he should 

start at that page. 

Mr. JENNER That is a fine suggestion. 

Will you now refer to page 3. Does it bear a signature? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; it does. 

Mr. JENNER. Are you familiar with that signature? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I am. 

Mr. JENNER. Whose signature is it? 
Mr. OSWALD. Mrs. Marina N. Oswald. 

Mr. JENNER. Turn to page 4. There are several signatures on that page, 

is that correct? 

Mr. OSU’AI.D. That is correct. There are three. 

Mr. JENNER. Are you familiar with any of them? 

‘Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I am. 

Mr. JENNER. Would you take them in order, taking the uppermost one first. 

Indicate whether you are familiar with that signature, and whose signature it is. 

Mr. OSWALD. It is my own signature, Robert Oswald. 

Mr. JENNER. The next under that? 

Mr. OSWALD. Mr. James H. Martin. 

Mr. JENNER. Are you familiar with that signature? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. And it is his signature? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. Who is Mr. James H. Martin? 

Mr. OSWALD. He was, at that time, when this contract was signed, appointed 

as Marina’s business agent. But employed at the Inn of the Six Flags at 

Arlington, Tex. 

Mr. JENNER. He has been identified in previous sessions before the Com- 

mission. 

And there is a third signature? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; there is. 

Mr. JENNER. And are you familiar with that signature? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I am. 

Mr. JENNER. Whose is it, please? 

Mr. OSWALD. Mr. John M. Thorne, Attorney. 

Mr. JENNER. And he is the Mr. Thorne that we have identified a few moments 

ago? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. He was at that time the attorney for Mrs. Marina Oswald? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
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Mr. JENNER. Is there a fourth signature? 
Mr. OSWALD. So, sir; there is not. 
Mr. JENNER. Were those signatures affixed in your presence? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; they were. 
Mr. DUDS. hlr. Jenner, I believe these are photostatic copies, are they 

not, that are being identitled? 
Mr. J~ivxza. Yes, sir. 
Mr. McKenzie, would you please make a statement with respect to that? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Yes, sir. I was going to at this time, Mr. Jenner, state for 

the record that Exhibit 276 is a photostatic copy. And this photostatic (‘opy was 
furnished to me by Mrs. hlarina N. Oswald. 

Mr. DULLES. Where is the original of that? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Marina N. Oswald has the original. 
Mr. DULLES. Has that been so compared, that we know this is a true copy? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Mr. Chairman. Pardon me. 
I retract that statement. 
Marina N. Oswald furnished to me a copy of this exhibit, but it was a signed 

copy, and it was an original copy. 
Mr. JENNER. A duplicate original? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Yes. And I presume hlr. James Martin had lhe original, 

since it is addressed to him. 
Mr. DULLEB. And both the original and this duplicate bear these signatures, 

do they? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. I have never seen the original, sir, but I presume that they do. 

And I think Robert Oswald here can clarify that, because he was present at 
the time that the original was signed, and also the duplicate copies. 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. DULLES. And the duplicates were signed by the same parties as the 

original? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Representative FORD. May I ask-did you get a copy of the original at the 

time? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. I received a copy in the mail the second day after the 

signatures were signed. My copies were unsigned. 
Mr. JENNER. Mr. Oswald, were you present when all of the copies were con- 

temporaneously signed, if they were contemporaneously signed? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I was. 
Mr. JENNER. So you know of your own knowledge that what has been termed 

here the original, which may be in the possession of Mr. Martin, was signed, 
and was signed in your presence? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. And the document which we are now discussing is a photostatic 

copy of a carbon copy of the original? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. Executed contemporaneously with the original? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Would you have any further questions? 
Mr. DULLES. No, I have no further questions. 
Shall we admit this at this time, or do you want to wait until you have 

gone through them all, and then admit them all? 
Mr. JENNER. It might be more convenient to identify them all, because they 

are of a series, if I have your permission. 
Mr. DULLES. Certainly. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. The next document is Commission Exhibit 277, and purports 

to be a photocopy, or is a photocopy of a purported contract between Mar&a 
N. Oswald and Robert Oswald, bearing the date of December 9, 1962, and 
purportedly signed by Marina N. Oswald, Robert L. Oswald, John M. Thorne, 
attorney, and James H. Martin, approved as to form, and consisting of two pages. 

Mr. JENNER. Now, if you would turn to the second page, please, sir-I notice 
a recital, “Executed by the undersigned parties this Ninth day of December 
A.D., 1963,” and what purports to be your signature. 
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Was this document, or that of which this is a Xerox copy, executed on that 
date? 

Mr. OSWALD. I do not have a calendar before me. If the ninth day of 
December was a Monday, it was signed on that date. 

Mr. JENNER. Mr. Dnlles is checking the calendar. 
Mr. DULLEB. I am afraid I don’t have a 1963 calendar here. 
Mr. JENNER. I am observing a calendar, and the ninth was a Jlonday. 
Mr. McKenzie, does the previous document also bear a date? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. It bears the date of December 6, Mr. Jenner. 
Mr. JENNER. December 6, then, was a Saturday. 
Mr. MCKE~VZIE. If Monday was the ninth, Friday was the sixth. 
Jlr. JF.NNER. Was the previous exhibit, which is numbered 276, executed on 

December 6th? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; it was not. 
Mr. JENR.ER. On what date was it executed? 
Mr. OSWALD. It was executed on Monday, December 9th. 
Mr. JENNER. Despite its bearing a date of December 6th, it was actually 

executed on the ninth, when Commission Exhibit 277 was executed? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; that is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. Now, directing your attention to the second page of Exhibit No. 

277, that likewise bears a series of signatures. I ask you first whether those 
signatures were affixed in your presence? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; they were. 
Mr. JENNER. Now, was the document now identified as 277, which is a 

Xerox copy-was the original of Exhibit 277 executed at the same time as the 
copy which you have produced for us executed? 

Mr. OSWALD. May I have that again, please, sir? 
Yes, sir; that is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. That is, there were a series of papers, original and carbon 

copies, signed, at one and the same time? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. And all of them were signed in your presence? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
sfr. JENNER. All right. 
Sow, there are four signatures on that page. Would you proceed to state 

your familiarity with those signatures and identify them? 
Mr. OSWALD. All right. 
Left to right, as the signatures appear-my signature, Robert L. Oswald. 
Mr. JENNER. And to the right of that? 
Mr. OSWALD. And to the right of that, the signature of Mrs. Marina N. 

Oswald, which I am familiar with. 
The next signature is Mr. John M. Thorne, attorney, and I am familiar with 

his signature. 
And the last signature that appears on this second page, Mr. James H. Martin. 

I am also familiar with his signature. 
Mr. JENNER. And these persons are the same persons you have heretofore 

identified? 
Mr. Osw~m. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. And is the document of which this 277 is a Xerox copy in the 

same condition now as it was the time those signatures were affixed to it? 
Mr. OSWALD. May I have a moment, sir? 
Mr. JENNER. Yes. 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; that is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. Is that likewise true of Exhibit No. 276? 
Would you take a look at it, please? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; that is correct. And if I may say this about this- 

on pace 3 of Exhibit 276, you will note that towards the upper right-hand part 
of this page there was-on this copy, there is a dark mark, following the word 
“royalties.” 

Representative FORD. What page is that? 
Mr. OSWALD. Page 3. the sixth line, the word that was crossed off or out of 

the contract was the word “gifts.” 
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Mr. JENNY& And was that done in the course of the discussion and preceding 
the execution of the document? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; that is correct. 
Mr. JF,NNER. So the document is in the same condition it was when executed? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Would you identify the next exhibit, Mr. McKenzie? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. The next exhibit is a photocopy of an investment agency 

agreement. It is Commission Exhibit No. 278. This exhibit bears the date of 
December 30, 1963, and is an agreement by and between John RI. Thorne and 
James H. Martin, co-trustees, of Dallas County, Tex., referred to in the exhibit 
as principal, and the First National Bank of Fort Worth, Tex., referred to in 
the exhibit as agent. 

The exhibit consists of 3 pages, together with a schedule A and a letter ad- 
dressed to the Trust Department of the First National Bank of Fort Worth, Tex. 

This exhibit is a photocopy of a photocopy of a duplicate original. 
I have seen the duplicate original upon which it had the nam-es, handwritten 

names of John 111. Thorne, co-trustee, and James H. Martin, co-trustee, as prin- 
cipal, on page 3, and Preston A. Utterbach. Vice President and Trust Officer of 
the First National Bank of Fort Worth, Tex. 

However, these Xerox copies of a copy, being a photocopy, do not have the 
signatures on, because the second photocopy did not reproduce the signatures. 

I have seen those. 
Mr. JENNER. The Xerox machine was unable to pick up the signatures? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. No. The prior photocopy was unable to pick up the signatures. 
Mr. DULLES. Because they had not been put on, or because they didn’t pick 

them up? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. It would not pick them up, Mr. Dulles. The signatures were 

on the instrument itself, but the photo machine would not reproduce the signa- 
tures. 

Mr. JENNER. You actually saw the signatures? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Where did you see that document, Mr. McKenzie? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Marina N. Oswald gave it to me in my office. 
Mr. JENNER. Would you state the thrust or substance of those agreements? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. The substance of it is that Mr. Thorne and Mr. Martin, as 

principals, constituted the First National Bank of Fort Worth as the agent 
to hold certain trust funds, consisting, as shown by the exhibit, attached to 
this exhibit, of $25,000. 

Mr. JENNER. It was deposited with the First National Bank of Fort Worth 
under this trust and deposit agreement, agency agreement? 

Mr. MCKENZIE. Yes, sir. 
I presume that to be true. I know Preston Utterbach. And if his signature 

was on it, I know that the funds were deposited there at the bank, or else he 
would not have executed it. 

Mr. DULLES. Could I ask the source of these funds, if you know? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. I do not know them, sir. But Marina Oswald has told me 

that she felt that the funds came from contributions made to herself and her 
children, from various sources, of which I know nothing. 

Mr. JENNER. Excuse me, Mr. McKenzie. 
Did you use the word “felt.” She told you she felt? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Yes, I did. 
Mr. JENNER. That is the extent of your personal knowledge? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Mr. Oswald, do you have any personal knowledge, apart from 

or in addition to that of Mr. McKenzie, with respect to the source of the funds? 
Mr. OSWALD. I would say this was monies received through the mails, and 

delivered in person to Mr. Thorne or perhaps Mr. Martin by various people 
who wanted to contribute to Marina’s welfare and her children’s welfare. 

Mr. JENNER. Upon what is your statement based? Conversations? 
Mr. OSWALD. Conversations, and also being- 
Mr. JENNER. With whom, sir? 
Mr. OSWALD. Marina N. Oswald. 
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Mr. JENNER. She related this to you? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. JEN~ER. All right. 
Anybody else? What about Mr. Thorne and Jlr. Martin? Had you had 

conversations nit11 tbrnl as to the source of these funds? 
Mr. 0swAI.n. Yes, si:. I would say that would be correct, too. 
Mr. JESJER. Did these conrersatio,ls take place in the presence of Mrs. 

Marina Oswald? Your conversations with Mr. Thorne and Mr. Martin? 

Mr. 0swva1.n. Not that I recall, sir. I am thinking perhaps, when I was 
aware at first that the $25,000 was to be placed in the trust fund at the First 
Sational Bank of Fort Worth, I learned this through a conversation on the 
telephone. 

Mr. JEX’NER. With whom? 
Mr. OSWALD. With Mr. Jim Martin. 

Mr. JENNER. Are you familiar with Mr. Martin’s voice? 
Mr. 0swAr.n. Yes. 
Mr. JENNER. Did you call him or did he call you? 

Mr. OSWAI,D. I do not recall, sir. 
Mr. JEN~ER. When did this take place? 
Mr. OSWAI.D. Approximately a week prior to the actual deposit and setting 

up of the trust fund at the First National Bank in Fort Worth. 
Representative FORD. Mr. .Jenner, I snggest we get a copy of the deposit 

slip or some other validation of the actual amoUnt. 
1Ir. .TEXNER. Thank you, sir. We will undertake to do that. These docu- 

ments, as I have indicated, were produced for us during the recess. We don’t 
have the full information. 

Perhaps, Mr. McKenzie-you have been ouite helpful. You might be further 
helpful to us-you might have the deposit-evidence of the deposit. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. Mr. Jenner, I wish I did have it. However, I know that the 
First National Bank of Fort Worth would gladly duplicate that for you. And 
I contemplate that I will be in the process of obtaining a copy from either Mr. 
Thorne or Mr. Martin in the very near future, because I have asked both of 
those gentlemen, on behalf of Marina Oswald and her children, for a full and 
complete accounting as of February 18, 1964, and I will likewise say that she 
has informed me up until February 18, 1964, she has had no accounting from 
either of those gentlemen. 

Mr. JENNER. Is there another exhibit? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Yes, sir. 
The next exhibit, Mr. Jenner, is Commission ET-hibit So. 279, which is a 

Xerox copy of a power of attorney granted to the firm of Thorne and Leach, 
attorneys and counselors at law, bearing the date of December 5, 1963, in which 
it has three-I presume these are omissions from the exhibit---commencing 
on line 4, following the wnrds “trust funds”, there is an omission, and then the 
word “bequests”, and then there is another omission, and on line 5, at the 
beginning of that line, there is an omission. 

Mr. DULLES. What is the nature of the omissions? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Mr. Dulles, I hare been told that the word “gifts” was 

omitted. The word “gift” was originally in it. But I have been told the word 
“gift” was omitted, or struck out. 

Mr. .TENI\.ER. Mr. Dulles, I had intended to question the witness about that. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. This contract provides that Marina N. Oswald, “bargain, 

transfer, sell and assign an undivided 10 percent of all such sums when 
collected or paid to my account,” referring to the fund in the preceding para- 
graph. The agreement is signed by Marina I\‘. Oswald, witnessed by James H. 
Martin;and accepted by John M. Thorne. 

I am familiar with Marina N. Oswald’s signature, and this is a copy of her 
signature, or is her signature. I am not familiar with Mr. Martin’s signature 
or Mr. Thorne’s signature. 

Mr. JENNER. Directing your attention to that document, Mr. Oswald, are YOU 
familiar with any of the signatures it bears? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I am. 
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Mr. JENNEB. Would you identify each signature and indicate those with which 
you are familiar? 

Mr. OSWALD. As they appear in order, the first signature is Mrs. Marina N. 
Oswald. I am familiar with this signature. 

The second signature is Mr. James H. Martin. I am familiar with his 
signature. 

Mr. JE~PNER. It is his signature? 
Mr. OSWALD. I would say yes. it is. 
Mr. JENNER. All right. 
Mr. DULLES. Is that under “Accepted’‘-is that first word there “John”? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. And the last signature as appears on this Exhibit 279 

is the signature of John M. Thorne. 
Mr. JENNER. Do you know the day upon which that document was executed? 

It bears a date of December 5, which is a Thursday. 
Mr. OBWALD. No, sir; I do not. 
Pardon me-the 5th day of December is the date purported-that this docu- 

ment was executed at. I am not familiar that it was executed on that date. 
Mr. JENNER. Are you familiar with the date when it was in fact executed? 
Mr. Osw~nn. No, sir; I am not. I might further state I was not present 

when this document was signed, and I was not aware of this document until 
Thursday, February 13th. 

Mr. JENNER. l+ 
Mr. OSWALD. 1964. 
Mr. JENNER. May I inquire of you, Mr. McKenzie, whether you have seen the 

original of the document of which this purports to be a Xerox copy? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. I have not, sir. But I have seen a duplicate copy, an original 

copy. 
Mr. JENNEIZ. A duplicate executed copy? 
Mr. McKxrvzrz. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. That was furnished to you by whom? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. By Marina N. Oswald. 
Mr. JENNER. And this is a photostatic copy of what, with respect to an 

original, carbon copy or otherwise? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. It is a photocopy of a carbon copy. 
Mr. JENNER. And have you personally seen the carbon copy of which this is 

a photo? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Yes. sir: I have. 
Mr. JENNEB. And is the document now identified as Commission Exhibit No. 

279 in the same condition now as it was when you flrst saw it? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Exactly. 
Mr. JENIEB. And to the best of your recollection, is it a duplicate of the 

original? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Yes, sir. 
The next exhibit is Commission Exhibit No. 230 entitled “The Oswald Trust,” 

and bearing a heading, “The State of Texas, County of Dallas, Know all men by 
these presents,” and it is a trust agreement dated December 30, 1963, by and 
between Marina Nikolaevna Oswald “a widow, hereinafter called grantor, and 
John M. Thorne and James H. Martin of Dallas County, Texas, co-trustees, 
hereinafter called the trustee” in which it describes certain funds described on 
Schedule A attached to this exhibit, which consists of some six pages, plus the 
Schedule A, Schedule A describing the trust funds as cash, $25,000. And I 
might add, in my opinion, Mr. Jenner, for whatever it may be worth, that this 
trust grants to John Thorne and James Martin purportedly grants unto those 
two men as co-trustees absolute discretion as to the distribution of the trust 
funds. 

In fact, on page 2 it says, “as the trustee shall in either case in its uncontrolled 
discretion deem advisable.” 

Mr. DULLES. Who is the beneficiary of this trust? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Marina Oswald and her children, in the discretion of John 

Thorne and James Martin. 
Representative FORD. Is that $25,000 the same $25,ooO referred to in a previous 

exhibit? 
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Mr. MCKENZIE. Mr. Ford, I presume so. But that is only a presumption 
on my part. I do not know. 

I might further add, for the benefit of counsel and the Commission, that 
Marina Oswald has informed me, and I think Robert Oswald can testify as to 
this, which I leave to your discretion, that at no time have these, up until 
February l&have these 

Mr. JENWER. 1964? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. l-hare these exhibits, numbered consecutively from 276 

through 280, been read to her in Russian. And at the time of execution, they 
were not interpreted, nor did they show of the contents--what the contents were, 
except as explained to her in English. 

Mr. JEXNER. Mr. MrKenzie, the document is identified as Commission Exhibit 
So. 280, directing your attention to page 5, has blanks for signatures, and names 
of grantor and co-trustees under those lines. 

Could I ask you whether you have seen the original of this document? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. I have not, sir. I have seen a copy. 
Mr. .JENNER. An executed copy? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. To the best of my recollection, it was an executed copy, yes, 

sir. 
Mr. JENNER. And from what source did you obtain or was the document ex- 

hibited to you? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. The document was given to me by Marina Oswald. 
Mr. JENNER. And you observed that it was executed? 

Mr. MCKENZIE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. By the persons whose names appear on page 5 of the Exhibit 280? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Yes, sir. 
I have made these exhibits available to the Commission for whatever purpose 

they may serve the Commission, and for no other purpose. 

Mr. DULLES. Yes. I think we might want to reserve on that until the whole 
Commission can get together. We want to examine everything within the man- 
date we have been given by the President. We don’t want to go afield, quite 
naturally. And we cannot tell at this stage what bearing these particular papers 
might have. So I think I would like to reserve judgment on these. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. Well, Mr. Dulles, I made that statement in view of that fact. 
I felt that that would be true. 

Mr. JENNER. Mr. McKenzie, for the purpose of our record, would you be of- 
fended if we had you sworn, 90 you could then state that the statements you 
have made to the Commission are true and correct? 

Mr. MCKENZIE. I would not be offended in any way. 
Mr. DULLES. Do you, Mr. McKenzie, swear that what you have stated is the 

full truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. I do, Mr. Dulles. 
Mr. JENNER. Mr. Chairman, I offer in evidence as Commission Exhibits 276 

through 280, inclusive, the documents that have been so identified. 
Mr. DULLES. They may be accepted. 
(The documents referred to were marked Commission Exhibits Nos. 276 

through 280, inclusive, for identification, and received in evidence.) 
Mr. DULLES. I wish to state, in accepting these documents, the Commission 

does not want to pass on or assume any responsibility with respect to the 
financial or other arrangements described in these documents. 

Mr. JEPI‘NER. I sought to identify them, Mr. Chairman, and gentlemen, and to 
tender them in evidence because of events of the past few days, and to ccmflrm 
Mr. McKenzie’s authority to speak on behalf of Mr. Oswald 

Mr. DULLEB. Very well. 
Mr. JENNER. At the recess, Mr. Oswald, we were dealing with-excuse me. 
We were dealing with the period of time that you and your mother and your 

two brothers lived in Benbrook, Tex. This brought ua through the summer of 
1948, I believe. 

Am I correct? 
Mr. OEWALD. That is correct, air. 
Mr. JENNER. Mr. Liebeler has determined that the divorce of Mr. Ekdahl and 
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your mother took place in 1948. We cannot give you the month and the day in 
1948, but it was during the year 1948. 

We had reached the point in which you related to us that, I believe, following 
the divorce of Mr. Ekdahl and your mother, she purchased a small home. 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. And refresh my recollection, plea-was that in Benbrook, Tex.? 
Mr. OSWALD. That was in Benbrook, Tex. 
Mr. JEKNER. Have we reached a point now at which your brother, Lee, had 

entered elementary school? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; we have. 
Mr. JENNER. And you boys have now terminated your attendance at the 

military academy? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, that is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. And would you please relate what elementary school you and 

your brother, John, attended, and Lee, if he attended the same school? 
Mr. OSWALD. Prior to the school year of 194-9, we moved to Ewing Street, 

74.08 Ewing Street, within the limits of the city of Fort Worth. 
Mr. JENNEB. Was the home that had been purchased in Benbrook, Tex., sold? 
Mr. OGWALD. I would say yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNEB. Well, you state that you would say. Is that your best information? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 

I am not aware of any transactions in regards to the selling of that home or 
anything. Since we did move, and she did purchase this home on 7498 Ewing 
Street, in Fort Worth, I would assume that she did, sell the house at Benbrook, 
because she didn’t rent it, and we no longer went out there. I feel sure she 
did sell it. 

Mr. JENNER. Did I understand you to say that your mother purchased a 
home at 7408 Ewing? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; that is correct. 
Mr. JENNEB. Would you, in very short compass, tell us the physical char- 

acteristics of that home? 
Mr. OSWALD. It was a two bedroom, asbestos siding, with an attached garage, 

red roof, small porch on the front, and an average sized lot. 
Mr. JENNEB. These homes you have been describing all have, as I recall it- 

have either attached garage or separate garages. 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir-with the exception of the home there in Benbrook 

that my mother purchased after the divorce from Mr. Ekdahl-it did not have 
a garage, and I did not recall a garage at the native stone house in Benbrook. 

Mr. JENNEB. The purpose of my inquiry was, did the family have an 
automobile? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Was that true when you lived in Louisiana? 
Mr. OSWALD. To my best recollection on that-my father did have, at the time 

of his death, either a 1937 or 1938 Chevrolet. I believe my mother sold it after 
his death. I believe she did not own an automobile in New Orleans, when we 
were at the Bethlehem Orphan Home. 

Mr. JENNEB. Were you boys interested in automobiles, as most young teen- 
agers are? 

Mr. OSWALD. I think so, sir. 
Mr. JENNEB. Tinker around with them, drive them? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNEB. Both you and your brother John? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNEE. Later on, in later years, did your brother Lee-was he likewise 

interested in automobiles, did he tinker with them? 
Mr. 0swar.n. Not to my knowledge, sir, did he tinker with them. Even 

though I can recall a couple of occasions with automobiles that I owned that 
he would assist me in any repairs I might be making on the automobile at that 
time. 

Mr. JENNEB. Well, I have in mind his interest now. Was he a good driver? 
Mr. OSWALD. To my knowledge, he did not drive. 
Mr. JENNEB. He did not drive at all? 
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Mr. OSWALD. No, sir ; he did not. 

Mr. JESSER. Did you ever see him drive an automobile? 

Mr. OE~ALD. No, sir; I did not. On two or three occasions in later years, I 

offered to teach him to drive. 

Mr. JESNER. You recall this specifically now, do you? Would you relate to 

the Commission this course of events in his life-a young man who never did 

learn, at least to your knowledge, to drive an automobile? 

Mr. OSWALIX Yes, sir ; that is correct. 

The first occasion that I recall that I offered to Lee to teach him how to 

driv+at that time, I owned a ‘56 Chevrolet. I had married, and I was residing 

at 7313 Davenport, Fort Worth, Tex., a home which I had purchased. And Lee 

was home on leave. 

hIr. JEXSER. Give us the time, please, as closely as you can. 

hIr. OSWALD. This would be some time in 1958. 

Mr. JESXER. He was then in the Marine Corps? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; that is correct. 

hlr. JENNER. And he was home on leave? 

Mr. OSWAI.D. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

Mr. .JENNER. State the circumstances, will you please? 

Mr. OSWALD. With relation to my offer to teach him how to drive? 

Mr. JENNER. Yes. How did that come about? 

Mr. OSWALD. Well, he was spending a day, or part of a day over at our house. 

We were going to the grocery store or something-Lee and I. As I backed out 

of the driveway, I recall saying something to him, or he brought it up, or 

something-about wanting to learn how to drive. 

And I said, “Well, we can start right now.” 

It was an automatic transmission. 
“It is the easiest thing in the world to do. There is nothing to worry about. 

And I would be right here with you.” 

Well, he didn’t think that was the time to try to start. He did want to learn 

how to drive, though. And he did not take the wheel. 

Mr. JENNER. He did not? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. 

At no time was I present when he took the wheel of a car and drove it. 

Mr. JENNER. And on any occasion in your lifetime, did you ever see him, 

whether you were in the vehicle-whether or not you were in the vehicle- 

behind the wheel and actually operating in motion an automobile? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I have never known him to operate an automobile, to 

drive it. 

Mr. JEXNER. What about Mrs. hfarina Oswald in that respect? 
hlr. OSWALD. No, sir; to my knowledge she does not drive and she does not 

know how to drive, and I have never seen her operate an automobile. 

Mr. JENKER. I notice when you are smoking that you hold the cigarette in your 

left hand. Are you left handed? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. I am left handed when I write and eat. 

Mr. JENNER. And you are right handed otherwise? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. Throwing a baseball? 

Mr. OSWALD. Throwing a baseball. 

At one time I could handle it with both hands-especially a football better than 

a baseball. But I have returned to my right hand on that. I was more accurate 

with my right hand than with my left hand, in throwing things. I kick footballs 

right footed and so forth. 

Mr. JENNER. What about your father ? Was he right handed or left handed? 
Mr. OSWALD. This I do not know, sir. 

hfr. JENNER. Your mother? 

Mr. OSWALD. My mother is left handed. 

Mr. JENNER. And your brother Lee? 

Mr. OSWALD. He was right handed. 

Representative FORD. Was there ever a time that he appeared to be left handed, 
as far as you recollect? 
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Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. I have never known him to handle anything-throw 

a baseball, football, et cetera, fire a rifle, or do anything, left handed. 

Mr. JENNER. In order to be certain of the details in this respect, when he 

wrote, did he write with his right or his left hand? 

Mr. OSWALD. Right handed. 

Mr. JENNER. Right handed? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. And you in fact have seen him write with his right hand? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, I have. 

Mr. JENNER. During your youth? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. Did you ever-was there ever an occasion when you saw him 

write or attempt to write with his left hand? 

Mr. OSWALD. No. sir, I have never seen him at. any time. on any occasion, ever 

attempt to write or do anything left handed. 

Mr. JENNER. You really covered my next question, but I would like to ask 

it anyhow. 
There are men in athletics who are either right handed or left handed, but 

who throw or bat or do something from the other side. 

Did he ever throw left handed or in any athletic endeavor employ his left 

hand predominantly as against his right hand? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir ; not to my knowledge, he never did. 

Mr. JENNER. From your many years of experience with him, being associated 

with him, as his brother, was he a predominantly right-handed person? 

Mr. OSWAL.D. Yes, sir; he most certainly was. 

Representative FORD. And you personally saw him throw, kick, or do any- 

thing athletic over the years, and saw him use his right hand exclusively? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. I would say without qualification-I might be repeat- 

ing myself here-at no time did I ever know him to do anything left handed. 

to the extent that it would be predominant. Of course his hands worked to- 

gether, and so forth. But I have never known him to do anything left handed. 

Mr. JENNER. From your long acquaintance with him, and your intimate knowl- 

edge of his physical characteristics in that respect, do you have an opinion as 

to whether he was instinctively right-handed or instinctively a left-handed 

person? 

Mr. OSWALD. I would say he was instinctively a right-handed person. 

Mr. JENNER. In all the years you were with him, you had opportunity to see 

him react instantaneously without having time to think about using his right 

hand or left hand? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. Did you observe him on many occasions? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes. I have never known him to use his left hand in any manner 

when an occasion would require that he use either hand-instinctively went to his 

right hand. 

Mr. JENNER. Was he a coordinated person in the use of his right hand? Some 

are not coordinated athletically. 

Mr. OSWALD. My opinion of this, sir, would be that he was coordinated to the 

extent that looking at myself and many, I would compare us as two peas in a 

pod. Quite fast, well coordinated. 

Mr. JENNER. He was dextrous? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. And well coordinated? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. And YOU had an opportunity over the years to see him engage 
in athletics, did you? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JSNNSR. During your youth, as a young man, in any event, did you and 

your brother John and Lee have an interest in guns, rifles, pistols, cap guns, 
firearms generally? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; we certainly did. I would say this. 

Mr. JENNER. Now, this includes all three of you? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I understand that. 
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Of course *John and I, when we attended military school, we had more of an 
opportunity to become acquainted with firearms. We certainly played with 
cap pistols, rubber guns, et cetera, when we were young. Lee did the same 
thing. 

However, I would say this. Mother did not like firearms. 
Mr. DUI.LFX. We will recess now until 2 o’clock this afternoon. 
(Whereupon, at 12 :30 p.m., the President’s Commission recessed.) 

Afternoon Session 

TESTIMONY OF ROBERT EDWARD LEE OSWALD RESUMED 

The President’s Commission reconvened at 2 p.m. 
Mr. DULLES. The Commission will come to order. 
Mr. DULLES. Mr. Jenner, will you please continue? 
Mr. JESNER. Thank you. sir. 
Mr. Reporter, would you read the last question and answer we have so we 

can orient ourselves. 
To refresh your recollection, JIr. Oswald, I had commenced to examine you 

with resmt to the intere,sts of yourself, your brother John, and your brother 
Lee in firearms, even at the children’s stage. And you had indicated develop- 
ments in that, area as you became older. 

I think you reached the point where, as an example, you said of course your 
brother John and yourself had attended military school. 

Mr. OSWALD. And, also, I believe, sir, the question referred to all three of us. 
Mr. JEXXER. Yes. 
Mr. OSWALD. To what extent we were familiar with firearms. 
To elaborate, at military school John was by far the better shot of the t,wo 

of us. He was on the school rifle team. And, at this time, I was 10 years old- 
when I first attended there. My hunting instinct came alive. 

Mr. JENSEK. Hunting? 
Mr. OSWALD. Hunting instinct came alive, and at the first opportunity I 

started hunting squirrels and so forth there in Mississippi. I did this on prac- 
tically every occasion I had. John was on the rifle team. And up to that 
time, a number of years after that, we never had a firearm in the house. 
My mother didn’t like them. She was scared of them. And after we moved 
to 7408 Ewing Street, none of us owned a rifle, even a .22, or a shotgun, or 
any type of firearm. And when I wanted to go hunting from there, I had vari- 
ous friends that had rifles that I would borrow, and I would go to the west 
side of Fort Worth, and Benbrook, and do my squirrel hunting. 

I don’t recall at anytime during that period that Lee went with me. I 
don’t know that John did-because approximately this time he had reached 
the age of 17, at which time he joined the U.S. Coast Guard. 

Mr. JENNER. This is when you moved over to Ewing Street in Fort Worth? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNFX. Up to that time, had you and Lee at any time gone hunting? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I do not recall any time that we went hunting at that 

time. 
Mr. JENKER. This was 1948--19. So he was 9 to 10 years old? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Had, to your knowledge, Lee gone hunting or used firearms or 

played or been interested in firearms with you or with your brother? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. To my knowledge I don’t remember any time he went 

hunting with myself or my older brother John. As I stated, there was no 
firearms in the house. 

He liked cap pistols, like any other kid. And to the extent that we didn’t 
even own a BB gun. 

Mr. JENKER. Had you ever had BB guns around your home? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. 
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Mr. JENNER. Had you boys ever owned one? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. 
Mr. JENNEX By this time, I assume you had shot one. 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Owned by one of your pals or somebody around the neighborhood? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. And Lee had what you would describe as a normal interest in 

firearms? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. That every boy has? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JEKNER. But not beyond that? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. 
Mr. JENXER. Were there any pistol or rifle ranges around that you boys 

attended? 
Mr. OEWALD. No, sir ; there was not. 
Mr. JENKER. Now, your brother John at this point entered the Coast Guard? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER You were attending-you were then 15. You were now attend- 

ing high school, I assume. 
Mr. OSWALD. Junior high school. 
Mr. JENNER. In Fort Worth? 
Mr. OSWALD. Fort Worth, W. C. Stripling Junior High School. 
Mr. DULLEG. What was the name of that? 
Mr. Oaw.1~~. W. C. Stripling Junior High School. 
Mr. JENNER. Did your brother John attend high school? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. What high school did he attend? 
Mr. OSWALD. We went for awhile-to get this thing in sequence, before he 

went into the Coast Guard he attended Arlington Heights High School in Fort 
Worth, I believe, for one-half year, and then he transferred to Paschal High 
School in Fort Worth. 

Mr. JENPZER. Had you attended either of those high schools? 
Mr. Oswann. Yes, sir; Arlington Heights High School. 
Mr. JENNER. I think I might go back a little bit. I will return to the fire- 

arms. 
But to maintain the sequence, when you and your brother John came to 

Benbrook, Tex., after you completed your schooling at the military school, I 
assume you attended school in Benbrook, Tex. 

Mr. OSWALD. So, sir; we did not, because we were just there during the 
summer months. And we moved prior to the school year of 19-- 

Mr. JENNER. ‘-lS? 
Mr. OSWALD. ‘43-we moved to the address on Ewing Street. 
Mr. JENNER. All right. And each of you then enrolled in Arlington? 
Mr. OSWALD. I was in the ninth grade, which was junior high school in Texas. 

I enrolled in W. C. Stripling. 
Mr. JENNER. First? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. And John Edward enrolled in Arlington Heights High 

School. 
Mr. JENNER. W. C. Stripling High School was a junior high school? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. JENNER. And Arlington Heights High School was senior high school? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; the last 3 years. 
Mr. JENNER. And, at this time, your brother Lee was enrolled in- 
Mr. OSWALD. West Ridglea Elementary School. 
Mr. JENNER. So at this point each of you was attending a different school? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir: that is correct. 
Mr. JENNEB. And Lee was 9 years old. 
You continued at Arlington Heights Junior High School for how long? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir-W. C. Stripling Junior High School. For 1 year, the 

ninth grade. 
If I may, sir, perhaps correct something-I don’t know for sure which way it 
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was. When I said Lee attended West Ridglea Elementary School, I think per- 

haps the first year he attended Arlington Heights Elementary School, because I 

don’t believe the West Ridglea Elementary School was completed at that time. 

Mr. JEXNER. We might take you in sequence so that at least I don’t get con- 

fused. 

You spent a year at TV. C. Stripling High School? 

Mr. 06wALn. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JESSER. So n-e now hare-we are now into ‘49-‘50, is that correct? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. .4nd after a year at W. C. Stripling High School, you enrolled 

where? 

Mr. OSWALD. At Arlington Heights High School. 

Mr. JENXER. And that would be in the fall of 1949? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JENXER. And you attended Arlington Heights High School how long? 

Mr. OSWALD. I attended my sophomore year. In my sophomore year I 

started- 
Mr. JENXER. Would that be 1951, the end of your sophomore year? 

Mr. OSWALD. Xo, sir ; 1950 would be the end of the school year. That summer 

there I started a job with an A&P Supermarket there in Fort Worth. 

I might say along this period mother seemed to be having difficulty keeping a 

job or making enough money and so forth to raise us. I stayed out of school 

that next year and worked for A&P. 

Mr. JENNER. Out of school 19.50-51? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. Did your brother remain in school-John? 

Mr. OSWALD. John at this time was in the Coast Guard. 

Mr. JENKER. -4lread.r in the Coast Guard? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. A41 right. And you worked at the A. 8: I’. during this period? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. Did you contribute your earnings to your mother? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. They were probably not a great amount at this age. Do you 

recall what they were, per week? 

Mr. OSWALD. Perhaps my starting salary was somewhere around $48 a week, 

or something like that. I believe by the end of the year I had become a checker, 

and perhaps it was $65 or $70 a week. 

Mr. JENNER. What proportion of that did you contribute to the sustaining of 

the family? 

Mr. OSWALD. I would say practically all of it, but what I needed for expenses, 

a little spending money. 

Mr. JENSER. Do you know whether your brother John made an allotment of 

any kind to your mother or sent her any money? 

Mr. OEWALD. To my knowledge, he did not. 

Mr. JEKXER. Was there aw illness or disability of any kind that contributed 

to your mother’s difficulty in obtaining positions during this period? 

?tIr. OSU’ALD. So, sir; she was not disabled. I don’t recall any particular 

length of illness that she had at this time that would not allow her to work. 

Mr. JENNER. What was the reason, if you recall, she was having difficulty in 

obtaining work, or was there any particular reason? 

Mr. OSWALD. Konr that I recall, sir. No particular reason I can recall. 

Mr. JENNER. Your brother Lee was living at home during this time? 

Mr. Oswfio. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. Was he working after school, or making any effort to earn some 

money? 
Mr. OSWALD. So, sir; he was not. He might have on occasion mowed some- 

body’s lawn or something like that, where he would have a little spending 

money, or something. But nothing frequently, consistently. 

Mr. JENNER. I see. 
Proceeding with you, at the end of the school year ‘5&‘51-I assume you 

continued working there the summer of ‘Bl? 
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Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNEB. And did you reenter school that fall? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I did. 
Mr. JENNEB. Where? 
Mr. OSWALD. Arlington Heights High School. 
Representative FORD. May I ask a question? 
During this l-year period that you worked for the A&P, Mr. Oswald, were 

you the principal source of income for your mother, Lee, and yourself? 
Mr. OSWALD. Mother was working. Whether or not I was making more 

than she was at that time, I do not know. 
Representative FORD. She was working spasmodically or regularly during this 

period? 
Mr. OSWALD. I believe almost regularly, very little off. I cannot recall right 

now what she was doing. I think perhaps during this period she was selling 
insurance. 

Representative FORD. While she was in this occupation, who took care of Lee? 
Mr. OSWALD. Well, no one did. Lee was, of course, at school. When he 

returned home from school in the afternoon, he managed for himself, until 
I or my mother returned home from work. 

Representative FORD. He was 9 or lo? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Eleven years old. 
Representative Form. Thank you. 
Mr. JENNE&. I think Representative Ford’s question may have been induced 

by the fact you said that at about this time of which we are speaking your 
mother was having trouble retaining her position or -obtaining positions. I 
assumed from that, perhaps incorrectly, that there were gaps, there were times 
when she was not employed, and, therefore, did need you to remain out of school 
to help. Is that a fair statement? 

Mr. OSWALD. I would say that is a fair statement and generally so. A little 
more comes to mind there. 

I believe, perhaps, that she might have been selling insurance. I think she 
was acting at that time as what you would call a hostess or a welcoming party 
for the city of Fort Worth. In other words, she went out and met new people 
coming into Fort Worth-something along that line. And apparently it wasn’t 
very much money, very little. And I think during this period also she was 
trying to locate other types of work that would perhaps earn her more. I 
believe that would be more accurate to what I really had in mind, there. 

Mr. JENNEB. But during all of the period, from the divorce of your mother 
and Mr. Ekdahl, proceeding from that time forward, she again returned to what 
she had been doing prior to the marriage-that is, working to sustain the 
family? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; that is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. And if I may use the expression you did, Lee was left to shift 

for himself during the daytime, get to school, get back to school, and be around 
until either you boys returned to the home or your mother returned to the home? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; that is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. Because he didn’t have anybody particularly assigned or who 

undertook to care for him? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. 
I might say you mentioned “you boys.” Of course at this time John was in 

the Coast Guard, so it was either myself or my mother. 
Mr. JENNEB. And particularly during the year you were employed at the 

A&P, and your mother was also employed, then certainly during that period 
there was no one even available to take care of him, is that correct? 

Mr. OSWAI,D. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. What were your hours? 
Mr. OEWALD. My hours varied somewhat. We had different types of shifts 

for different days. Normally perhaps from 7 to 4 or 6 o’clock, and on the 
weekends-stock day was Wednesday, when all shipments came in, to restock 
the store. That was Wednesday and Saturday. Usually they were long days. 
I worked from 7 o’clock to 8 o’clock or 9 o’clock at night. And on Saturdays 
practically always after the store was closed, we did the cleanup, and rewaxing 
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the floors and sometimes it was anywhere from 10 to lo:30 at night, and perhaps 
even 11 o’clock before I was home. 

Mr. DULLES. Did Lee’s school at that time keep him until about 4 o’clock, 
do you know? 

Mr. OSWALD. I believe, sir, that would be-he was, of course, at that time, 
attending West Ridglea Elementary School. I believe it would be about 3 o’clock, 
because I believe high school at that timewe were getting out at 3:40. And 
I believe the elementary school was either 40 minutes or an hour earlier. 

Mr. JENNER. You attended Arlington Heights High School for the school 
year ‘51-‘52? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; that is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. And what about the year ‘52-‘33? 
Mr. OSWALD. July 1952 I joined the Marine Corps. 
Mr. JENNER. And in July 1952, when you joined the Marine Corps, what do 

you recall was your status as far as your schooling was concerned? 
Mr. OSWALD. I completed my junior year in high school. 
Mr. DULLES. Did you enlist for 3 years? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER, And your brother was still in the Coast Guard? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, tir ; he was still in the Coast Guard at that time. 
Mr. JENNER. And, at that time, I take it your brother Lee was attending Ar- 

lington Heights High School? That would be 1952? 
Mr. OSWALD. Just a minute, please. 
In 1952 Lee was 13 years old. He would be attending W. C. Stripling 

Junior High School then. 
Mr. JENNER. I see. For the school year 19.51-521 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. Junior high school there was from the seventh to 

the ninth grades. And as soon as he was through with his sixth year, he 
started attending W. C. Stripling Junior High School. 

Mr. JENAER. As soon as he finished the sixth year at Ridgles Elementary School, 
he entered W. C. Stripling High School, as a seventh grader? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir-junior high school. 
Mr. JENNER. Kow, the condition that you described as to Lee shifting for 

himself during the daytime, when your mother was away working and you 
were away .working, and your brother John was in the Coast Guard, con- 
tinued, I take it, when he began attendance and while he was attending W. C. 
Stripling Junior High School? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Was there a discussion, a family discussion when you enlisted 

in the Marines, or prior to your enlisting in the Marines, as to your doing so, 
and quitting high school? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; there was not. 
Mr. JENNER. That was of your own volition? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JEPTNER. Did you talk to your mother in advance about it? 
Mr. OSWALD. R‘o, sir. 
&lr. JENNER. ;\‘Ot at all? 
Mr. OSWALD. pie, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Had anything preceded in the way of family discussion of your 

brother John’s entry into the Coast Guard? 
Mr. Oswald. I feel like it was, sir. He had previously-- 
Mr. JENNER. This is your best recollection? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
He had previously, before going into the Coast Guard, joined the Marine 

Corps Reserve, the base of which was, at that time, at Grand Prairie, Tex. I be- 
lieve it was 10.5 Howitzer, something like that. And he was perhaps in that 
4 or 5 months before he joined the Coast Guard. When it came up about the 
Coast Guard, I believe we all talked about it, or at least he talked to Lee about 
it in front of me. 

Afr. JENNER. You used an expression, “I believe we talked about it.” Is it 
your recollection that you did? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. Nothing that I remember particular about that. 
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Mr. JENNER. What was the character of the discussion, Mr. Oswald? You 
bad a family in which your mother was having some difficulty supporting 
you boys? You had a brother who needed to be supported. Was there any 
discussion-or was there a discussion of what would happen in the event that 
first John and then you joined the service? 

Mr. OSWALD. I believe reflecting on what mother said to me when I made 
my decision to join the Marine Corps was that perhaps it was the best thing, 
where I would not be a burden to her to that extent, and also perhaps be able 
to help her when she needed help. And I think this would be in line with 
what was said when John left for the Coast Guard, that this would be, of course, 
one less for her to take care of at the house, to feed and to clothe, and so forth. 
And it would relieve her of her responsibility along that lineit wonld help 
her, because of the limited amount of funds that she had coming in. 

Mr. JENNER. Did you ever make an allotment of any portion of your service 
pay to your mother? 

Mr. OSWALR No, sir ; I did not. 
Mr. JENNER. To your knowledge, did John? 
Mr. OSWALB No, sir; he did not. 
Mr. JENNER. You were single at this time? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Your brother John was? 
Mr. OSWALD. lS52? 
Mr. JENNER. When he entered the Coast Guard. 
Mr. OSWALD. When he entered the Coast Guard he was single. 
Mr. JENNER. Did he marry while he was in the service? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; he did. 
Mr. JENNER. Now, was he in the Coast Guard when he married? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; he was. 
Mr. JENNER. I take it he did leave the Coast Guard. 
Mr. 0s~~. Yes, sir; he has. 
Mr. JENNER. And did he enter into military service when he left the Coast 

Guard? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; he did. He transferred from the Coast Guard into 

the U.S. Air Force. 
Mr. JENNER. And when was that? 
Mr. OSWALD. I believe this to be around 1955. I believe it would be accurate 

to say in 1954. I do recall a letter from John to the extent that he lost a 
stripe when he transferred from one service to the other, and I believe this letter 
came to me when I was in Korea, which was 1954 and early ‘55. I believe 
it was 1954. 

Mr. JENNER. When you were in Korea, did you say? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. When did you say, if you did, that your brother John mar- 

ried? Do you recall the year? 
Mr. OSWALD. I believe this would be late 1950 or ‘51. 
Mr. JENNER. That was during the period you were working at the A&P? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. And where was he stationed at that time? 
Mr.. OSWALD. New York City. 
Mr. JENNEX. Staten Island, I guess. 
I would like to ask some questions about that later on, but I prefer now 

to return to this. 
You enlisted in the Marines, then, in the summer of 1952. 
Mr. OSWALD. July 11, 1952. 
Mr. JENNEB. Would you give us in very short compass your military 

career ? 
Mr. OIWALD. I went to boot camp at San Diego, Calif., and from San 

Diego I went to combat training at Camp Pendleton, Calif. When I left Camp 
Pendleton, I was transferred from the infantry into the Marine Air Wing. 

I went to Jacksonville, Fla. to a preparatory school down there in Marine 
aviation-more or less to determine your ability and what your strong points 
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were, and what field you would be best qualified in the aviation division. 
From Jacksonville, Fla., I went into Millington, Tenn., right outside 

of Memphis, Tenn., a Sary school, where for approximately 6 months I 
attended metalsmith school. 

From Memphis, Tenn., or Millington, Term., I went to Miami, Fla. for 
approximately 9 months. I was not in school any longer. I was on the 
job. And from Miami, I was sent overseas to Korea. 

Mr. JENXER. And how long were you overseas? 
Mr. OSWALD. Approsimately 18 months, sir. 
Mr. JESSER. From when to when? 
Mr. OSWALD. I reported to Santa Ana, Calif. in January or February 

of 1954. 
Mr. JEXVSER. And you were discharged from the Marines---- 
Mr. OSWALD. July of 1955. 
Mr. JESNER. So you had a full 3 years in the Xarines. 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes. sir; that is correct. 
Mr. JESSER. During that 3-year period, what contact did you have with 

the members of your family, and with particular reference, if you can give 
that first, with your brother Lee-his writing you, you writing him? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir: we were corresponding infrequently, I would say- 
not very many letters between I and Lee direct when I was in the serr- 
ice, especially the first part of my tour in the service. 

In 1952, after traveling from Camp Pendleton, Calif., to Jacksonville, Fla.. 
I did have a lo-day leave. They were in Kew York City at that time. 

Mr. JENNER. This was then some time in 1953, I take it? 
Mr. OSWALD. ?;o, sir-1952. 
Mr. JENNFR. 1952? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. This was+-- 
Mr. JENNEE. You mean your mother and Lee-that is the period of time 

they were in New York City? 
Mr. OSWALD. That’s correct. 
Mr. JENNER. Living there. 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Did you see them? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; not at that time. I spent my leave in Fort Worth, 

because I did not feel I had enough time to travel to New York and down to 
Jacksonville, Ha. After completing metalsmith school at Millington, Term., 
I took a lo-day leave. 

Mr. JENNER. Fix the time. 
Mr. OGWALD. This was July or August of 1953. I had my orders to go 

to Miami, Fla. I took a lo-day leave and left Millington, Term., by car 
and came to New York City and spent 10 days in New York with Lee, mother, 
John, and his family. 

Mr. JENNER. Where did you stay? 
Mr. OSWALD. At mother’s apartment, with Lee, in the Bronx some place- 

I do not recall the address. 
Mr. JEHNER. What, if anything, did you learn at that time regarding Lee’s 

attendance or nonattendance in school? 
Mr. OSWALD. Nothing on that, sir. This was in the summer time. Lee, 

Of course, was home and not supposed to be in school. And I do not think 
anything was brought up that I recall about whether or not Lee had been 
attending school regularly or not.. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. Can we go off the record? 
Mr. JENNEB. Yes. 
(Discussion off the record.) 
Mr. DULLEB. Back on the record. 
Mr. JENNEB. Referring to the lo-day leave in New York City, did you 

spend time with your brother Lee? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Your mother was working during that period of time, was 

she not? 
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Mr. OswAm. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENSER. In spending time with him, did you take him around, or 

accompany him, visiting various places in New York City? 
Mr. Oswa~n. He took me around, sir. 
Mr. JEX~VER. Did you have occasion during that period to take any photo- 

graphs, snapshots, of Lee? 
Mr. OSWALD. I certainly can identify the one appearing in Lifeges. 

sir ; I did. 
Mr. JESTER. Just hold your answers right in this area exactly to my questions. 
Mr. OSWALD. I’m sorry. 
Mr. JENRER. Were these taken with your camera, or was it a camera that 

your mother or brother owned or had? 
Mr. OSWALD. This was my camera. 
Mr. DULLER What do these questions refer to’! Do they refer to the pictures 

in Life? 
Mr. JENNER. Well, I really did not want to refer to that at the moment. 
Do you remember any of the places at which you took snapshots of Lee during 

this lo-day leave? 
Mr. OSWALD. The Bronx Zoo I believe was about the only time I can recall 

taking any pictures of him. 
Mr. JENNER. I am at liberty to advise you, Mr. Oswald, that when your mother 

testided before the Commission she did produce a number of photographs, snap- 
shots, and otherwise, among which was a snapshot of your brother, Lee, taken 
at the New York Zoo-that she testified was taken at the New York Zoo. 

Is that the incident in which you took the photograph of your brother Lee, as 
far as you know? 

Mr. OSWALD. You say the New York Zoo, sir. As far as I know there is just 
one zoo up there referred to as the Bronx Zoo. I do recall, and I still have the 
picture that I took of Lee at the Bronx Zoo. I certainly feel that perhaps either 
I sent copies of it to mother, or to Lee after I had the film developed. 

Mr. JENNER. Mr. Chairman, may I go off the record a moment? 
(Discussion off the record.) 
Mr. DULLES. Back on the record. 

Mr. JENNER. For the purpose of the record, I have before me the February 21, 
1964, issue of Life magazine, on pp. 68-A, 6&B, and 70 of which there appear 
a number of photographs. I think it would be well if we gave this spread page 
an exhibit number. And since it really consists of two separate pages-the next 
exhibit numbers are what? 

Mr. LIEBELER. 281 and 282. 
Mr. J~NNER. We will mark 68B as 281 and page 69 as 282. 
(The material referred to was marked Commission Exhibits Nos. 281 and 282, 

respectively, for identification.) 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Mr. Jenner-the only thing you are offering to the Commis- 

sion at this time as I understand it are the pictures that appear on those two 
pages and not the text. 

Mr. JENNER. That’s correct, sir. 
Directing your attention to page 69, identified as Commission Exhibit 282, 

there is a picture of a young boy and the background looks like it might be 
taken in a zoo. You mentioned that you had taken a snapshot of your brother 
on this Xi-day leave. 

Could you examine that and see if you can identify that as being the snapshot 
you took? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, I do so identify that picture. That was taken at the 
Bronx Zoo-a picture of Lee Harvey Oswald, taken during my lo-day leave in 
New York City in 1958, approximately July or August of 1953. 

Mr. JENNER. Was school in session at that time? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, school was not in session at that time. This was during 

the summer months. 
Mr. JENNER. So there was no obligation on the part of your brother to have 

been in school at this particular time? 
Mr. OSWALD. That’s correct, sir. 
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Mr. JENNER. Now, appearing immediately above that snapshot is a snapshot 
or a photograph, a picture of two boys. Do you recognize either or both of 
those children? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; I do. I recognize the young boy standing, and I recog- 
nize him to be Lee Harvey Oswald. 

Mr. JENNER. And who is the boy appearing lower in that photograph? 
Mr. OSWALD. I do not recognize him, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. This is in the upper right hand corner of Commission Exhibit 

282. Appearing immediately to the left-but before I proceed to that, are you 
able to identify that sufficiently to indicate to us the age of your brother at the 
time that picture was taken? 

Mr. OSWALD. I would say he was approximately 11 or 12 years old at that 
time. 

Mr. JENNER. And at this time he was residing where? 
Mr. OSWALD. If he was 11 years old at the time the photograph was taken, 

he was residing in Fort Worth, Tex. If he was 12 years old, he would be resid- 
ing in New York City. 

Mr. JENNER. To the left appears another photograph of a young man in a 
striped shirt, a striped T-shirt. Do you observe that? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I do. 
Mr. JEN,VER. It is apparently a blowup from a group picture. Who is that? 
Mr. OSWALD. I recognize him to be my brother, Lee Harvey Oswald. 
Mr. JENNER. And do you recognize the clothing, have you seen him in that 

clothing before? 
Mr. OSWALD. Not that I recall. The tennis shoes look familiar. 
Mr. JEHNER. And are you able to make out the age of your brother at the time 

this picture was taken? 
Mr. OSWALD. I would say approximately 10 or 11 years old. 
Mr. JENNER. So if it were at age 10, he would hare been residing where? 
Mr. OSWAL.D. In Fort Worth, Tex. 
Mr. JENNER. And you have already given the age. 
To the left of that picture is another photograph or apparently a snapshot. 

I notice that there are part of some persons behind the central figure. Do you 
recognize the figure in that photograph? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes; I do. 
Mr. JENNER. Who is it? 
Mr. OSWALD. I recognize it to be Lee Harvey Oswald. 
Mr. JENNER. At what age? 
Mr. OSWALD. Seven or eight years old. 
Mr. JENNER. And assuming age 7, where was he residing at that time? 
Mr. OSWALD. This would be-the year when he was 7 would be 1946 or 1947. 

He would be residing in Fort Worth, Tex. 
Mr. JENNER. And if he were 8, he still would be residing in Fort Worth, 

Tex. 
Mr. OSWALD. That’s correct. sir. 
Mr. JENNEB. To the left of that picture is a picture of-1 don’t know whether 

that is one snapshot or two. 
Mr. OSWALD. It is one, sir. 
Mr. JENNEB. Showing three persons, three children. Are you able to identify 

all three? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I am. 
Mr. JENNER Would you please identify and give the ages? 
Mr. OSWALD. Left to right, I identify myself at the age of 10. 
Mr. JENNER. With the sailor hat on? 
Mr. OSWALD. With the sailor hat on, right. In the center I identify it to be 

Lee Harvey Oswald at the age of 5. On the far right I identify John Edward 
Pit at the age of 12. 

Mr. JENNER. And you boys were residing where at that time? 
Mr. OSWALD. At Dallas, Tex., on Victor Street. That was taken right out- 

side, at the side of the house. 
Mr. JENNER. Do you recall the circumstances under which the picture was 

taken? 



Mr. Oswald. No, sir ; other than we wanted to take some pictures. 
Mr. JENKER. Your present recollection is who took the picture? 
Mr. OSWALD. My mother. 
Mr. JENNER. In the background is what? 
Mr. OSWALD. The house that we lived in on Victor Street. 
Mr. JEXKER. There is a spread picture at the bottom of the double page. 

Are you familiar with the area which is shown in that picture? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; I am. 
Mr. JENNER. What is that area? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is on the playground of Ridglea West Elementary School. 
Mr. JENSER. And do you recognize any of the persons shown in that repro- 

duction? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I do. 
Mr. JENAER. Would you identify those, if any, you so recognize? 
Mr. 0~~~~41.~. The only person I recognize in this photograph is this young 

man right here-I do not recall his name-1 believe his name was Donald. 
He lived right around the corner from us. 

Mr. JPNNER. Mr. Oswald, I hand you a brush pen. Would you indicate by 
an arrow the person to whom you made reference? Thank you. 

Would you do the same on the picture identified in the extreme upper right 
hand corner on Exhibit 282. 

Now, I notice on the spread picture at the bottom of the page, which was 
identified as a schooImate, that there is to the left of that picture a picture with 
an imprinted arrow. Do you recognize the person to whom the arrow is 
pointing? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I do not. 
Mr. JENNER. Are you able to say whether that is or is not your brother Lee? 
Mr. OSWALD. So, sir; from this picture, I cannot determine if it is Lee or not. 
Mr. JEKNER. Are you able to see it clearly enough to say that it is not? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I am not able to see it clearly enough to make a posi- 

tive statement one way or the other. It appears to be a little fuzzy. 
Mr. JENNER. Do you have an opinion as to whether it is or not? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I do not. 
Mr. JENNER. You just do not recognize it? 
Mr. OSWALD. I just do not recognize it. 
Mr. JENNER. All right. 
Now on page 68-A, which we will mark as Commission Exhibit No. 283--do 

you recognize that photograph depicted on that page? 
(The material referred to was marked Commission Khibit No. 233 for 

identification.) 
Mr. OE~ALD. Yes, sir; I do. 
Mr. JENNER. Who is it? 
Mr. OSWALD. I recognize Lee Harvey Oswald. 
Mr. JENNER. Have you seen the original of that reproduction? 
Mr. OEWALD. Yes, sir; I most certainly have. I might add that I wore that 

same baby suit. 
Mr. JENNER. That is shown in that picture? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. And John Edward did, too. 
Mr. JESSER. Sow. turning to pages i0 and 71. which we will hare marked 

as Commission Exhibit 284, so far as page 70 is concerned, and page 71 marked 
as 285. 

(The material referred to was marked respectively Commission Exhibits 
Nos. 281 and 285 for identification.) 

Mr. JESSER. Spread across page 70 and partially on page 71 is a photo- 
graph, or a reproduction of a photograph. 

Do you recognize any of the persons depicted on that spread page? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. And do you recognize more than one person? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir ; I do not. 
Mr. JENNER. And which one do you recognize? 
Mr. OSWALD. In the foreground on the left-hand side, on page 70, I recog- 

nize that to be Lee Harvey Oswald. 

304 



Mr. JENNER. Is that the boy with the V-shaped design on his sweater or 
T-shirt, with his hand on his chest? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes sir ; that is correct. 
Mr. JENXER. Would you identify that by an arrow. 
Are you able to, in looking at that-to tell at what age that was taken, 

and where? 
Mr. OSWALD. I would say approximately 14 years old. I cannot recognize 

the classroom there. At 14 Lee would have been+-- 
Mr. JESSER. He was in New York City, was he not? 
Mr. OsWaLD. 1953, yes, sir. 
Mr. JENXER. On naee 72. which we will mark as Commission Exhibit 286. 

there is a photograph or reproduction of a photograph in the lower right-hand 
corner. 

(The material referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 286 for 
identifiration.) 

Mr. .JEXSF,R. Do you recognize anyone in that reproduction? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I do. 
Mr. JEXNER. Do you recognize both people? 
Mr. 0sw~r.o. No. sir : I do not. 
Mr. JESXER. Would you indicate the person Fnu recognize? 
Mr. OSWALD. I recognize the person on the left-hand side of this photograph. 
Mr. JENTER. That is the man? 
Mr. OSU’AI,D. Yes. sir. I recognize him to be I,ee Harvey Oswald. 
Mr. JENNER. At about what age? 
Mr. OS~AI.D. Since I am aware of where this picture was taken, at the 

age of 17. 
Mr. JEX\TNER. Would you elaborate 
Mr. OSWALD. I am aware where this picture was taken. This is in Arling- 

ton Heights High School. I believe this exhibit right behind him in the 
background was on the third floor of Arlington Heights High School. 

Mr. JEKNER. And that was taken at the high school? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENKER. And he was of what age at that time? 
Mr. OS~ALU. 17. 
Mr. JENNER. Well, it is pretty clear, since there is a gentleman and a lady 

in this picture, the only twn persons indirated. and you have identified your 
brother-would you still, however, put a arrow pointing to your brother. 
Thank you. 

Turning to page 74-A, which is Commission Exhibit 287, there are two 
pictures reproduced in the lower right-hand corner. 

(The material referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 287 for 
identification.) 

Mr. JENNER. Do you recognize those? 
Mr. OawALn. Yes, sir ; I do. 
Mr. JENNER. And would you state what they are? 
Mr. OSWALD. Roth pictures are pictures of Lee Harvey Oswald. 
Mr. JENNER. And he appears to be in military garb. Were those taken 

when he was in the Marines? 
Mr. OswALn. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JEXNER. By the way, did you see him in his service uniform at any 

time? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir ; I did not. 
Mr. JESSER. Rut you do recognize these pictures as depicting your brother? 
Mr. OS~AI.D. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. On pages 71 and 75 of I,ife Magazine, which will be Commis- 

sion Exhibits 288 and 289. there is a spread picture. 
(The material referred to was marked Commission Exhibit Nos. 288 and 

289, respectively, for identification.) 
Mr. JESNER. Do you recognize any of the persons depirted in that spread 

picture? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; I do, but only one. 
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Mr. JESSER. Identify the one you recaognize, and locate it in the picture. 
Mr. OSWALD. I recognize Lee Harvey Oswald being in the foreground of the 

picture, approximately in the center of the picture. 
Mr. JENSER. Would you identify him with this brush pencil? 
Then on Exhibit 28S, which is page 7-1-B of this issue of Life Magazine, 

there appears at the bottom a reproduction of identity cards. I direct your 
attention to the left-hand identity card upon which appears a photograph, a 
reproduction of a photograph. Do you recognize that? 

Mr. OSWALD. I would have to say that he appears heavier, his face is fuller, 
he has more hair on his head, but the eyes and the nose and the mouth are 
Lee Harvey Oswald’s. I had not studied that picture before. But he does 
seem to be quite fullfaced, if that is the terminology to use there, and much 
plore hair on his head-there again in relation to the hair I am assuming here 
this photograph of Lee was taken after he returned from Russia. 

Mr. JENNER. I would rather not have you assume anything at the moment. 
Do yoc identify that as a reproduction of a picture of yopr brother? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I do. 
Mr. JEPI’NER. Are you acquainted with-were you at the time acquainted with 

the circumstances under which there was issued or purported to be issued a 
Selective Service System classification card in the name of Alek James Hidell? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I was not. 
Mr. JENNER. And did you ever have a discussion with your brother with 

respect to his use, if he did, of the name Alek James Hidell, A. J. Hidell, or any 
combination of that, in which the surname Hide11 was employed? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I did not. And if I may say, at no time have I ever 
known him to use any other name than Lee Harvey Oswald. 

Mr. JENNER. I take it, then, you are unacquainted with any circumstances 
under which he employed, if he did employ at any time, the surname Hidell? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Or any other alias? 
Mr. OSWALD. That’s correct, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Did you ever know him to employ an alias? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, I had not. 
Mr. JENNER. Have you ever employed one? 
Mr. OSWALD. Off the record, please. 
Mr. JENNER. I will withdraw that question. 
Mr. OSWALD. This is what it amounts to. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Let me state this for the purposes of the record. In order 

to avoid publicity or avoid newsmen, we did travel to Friendship Airport from 
Dallas, Texas, yesterday evening, February 19th, and Robert Oswald traveled 
under the name of F. M. Johnson. 

Mr. DULLES. Off the record. 
(Discussion off the record.) 
Mr. DULLES. Back on the record. 
Mr. JENNER. On the following page, which is page 76, Commission Exhibit 

290, is a photograph, reproduction of a photograph in the lower right-hand 
corner. 

(The material referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 296 for 
identification.) 

Mr. JENNER. You recognize the person depicted in that photograph? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I do. 
Mr. JENKER. Would you identify them? 
Mr. OSWALD. I recognize the two people in the photograph-the woman being 

Mrs. Marina Oswald, and the man being Lee Harvey Oswald. 
Mr. JEIINER. Have you ever seen that picture before? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; I believe I have. 
Mr. JENSER. Did you see it prior to November 22,1963? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I believe I did, and the reason why I say I believe-1 

believe I either have a copy of this photograph myself, or one very, very similar 
to it. 

Mr. JENNER. How did you come into the possession of the photograph? 
Mr. OSWALD. Lee had sent it to me from Russia, showed me pictures of him 
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and his wife on their wedding day in April, 1961. I received the photographs, 
though, in approximately May, 1961. 

Mr. JENKER. Do you still have those photographs in your possession? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I do. If  I may say, I did turn over I believe four 

photographs that Lee had sent me from Russia, and I believe in all four photo- 
graphs Lee and Marina were in them. And I turned these over to Mr. Jim H. 
Martin. 

Mr. JENKER. But they are your personal property. 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; they are. 
Mr. JENNER. I want to get into that period of time when you were in corre- 

spondence with your brother at a later moment. 
Turning now to page 78, which is Commission Exhibit 291, in the lower left- 

hand corner cf that is a reproduction, or what purports to be a reproduction of 
a photograph. 

(The material referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 291 for 
identification.) 

Mr. JENNER. Do you recognize either of the two persons depicted in that 
photograph? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I recognize the man on the right with the piece of 
paper in his hand, and a notebook I believe under his left arm. to be Lee Harvey 
Oswald. 

Mr. JENNER. Do you recognize the other man who is partially shown in that 
photograph? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I do not. 
Mr. JENNER. Did you see that photograph at any time prior to November 22, 

1963? 
Mr. OBWALD. No, sir; I had not. 
Mr. JENNER. And on page 80, which is Commission Exhibit No. 292, there 

are two photographs, one showing a lady and a child, in the upper right-hand 
corner. 

(The material referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 292 for 
identification.) 

Mr. JENNER. Directing your attention to that picture first, do you recognize 
either of the persons shown in that photograph? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; I do. I recognize both persons. 
Mr. JENNER. Would you identify them, please? 
Mr. OSWALD. The child is June Lee Oswald, and the woman is Mrs. Marina 

Oswald. 
Mr. JENNER. And June Oswald is your brother’s child? 
Mr. OSWALD. That’s correct, sir. 
Mr. JENNFX. Had you seen that photograph at any time prior to November 22, 

1963? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I had not. 
Mr. JENN~R. In the lower right-hand corner is a photograph of a man holding 

a firearm or rifle with a pistol on his right hip and some papers of some kind 
in-he is holding the rifle in his left hand, the papers in his right hand. Do you 
recognize the person depicted in that photograph? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I do. I recognize him to be my brother, Lee Harvey 
Oswald. 

Mr. JENNER. Had you seen that photograph at any time prior to November 22, 
X463? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I had not. 
Mr. JENNFX. Have you seen the photograph of which that is a reproduction 

since November 22, 1963? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I have. 
Mr. -JENNEX. Under what circumstances? 
Mr. OSWALD. At the Inn of the Six Flags at Arlington. Tex., approximately 

November 27, 1963, in the presence of U.S. Secret Service and Marina Oswald 
and myself. 

Mr. DULLES. Your mother was not there then? 
Mr. OSWAL.D. She was there at the time, but I do not believe she was in the 

room when this photograph was shown. 
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Mr. JENNER. Mr. Chairman, I offer in evidence as Commission Exhibits 281 
through 292 the pages of the issue of Life Magazine I hare identified that bear 
those exhibit numbers. 

Mr. DULI.ES. Tes. I understand counsel for Jlr. Oswald has pointed out that 
I believe you are offering only the photographs and not the text? 

Mr. JENKER. Thank you, sir. May I amend my offer. I offer in evidence 
the reproduction of photographs which the witness has identified that appear on 
Commission Exhibits 281 through 292. 

Mr. DFLLES. They may be accepted. 
(The portion of the documents heretofore marked Commission Exhibits Nos. 

281 through 292 for identification were received in evidence.) 
Mr. JESNER. I do not offer any of the text or any other portions of those pages. 
Mr. DULLES. That is so noted. 
Mr. .JF:NPFER. Are there any other events or happenings or circumstances dur- 

ing this IO-day period in Sew York City that come to your mind? You have told 
of the incident of taking the photograph which was identified. You told of 
visiting Various places in Sew York City and being with your brother Lee. 
Was it a good deal during this lo-day period? 

Mr. OSVALD. Yes, sir ; practically every day, and practically every night, with 
two exceptions at night, where my brother John fixed me up with a blind date 
for one night only-no, I take that back. It would be just one night Lee was not 
with me, and that would be on the night I had a blind date with a girl from New 
York City, with my brother John and his wife. 

Mr. JEKNER. Did you and your brother Lee visit your brother John’s home 
during this l@day stay? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, we did not. 
Mr. JENNEP.. Did you hare any discussion with your brother Lee-put it this 

way-dia you become aware during this lo-day period as to whether your 
mother and brother had stayed with your brother John at any time during their 
New York visit? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. It was my understanding that when they first ar- 
rived in New York for a brief period they stayed together. 

Mr. JENNER. Was there any discussion with you as to why they left the home 
of your brother John? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir ; not to any extent-no, sir, no discussion 
Mr. JENNER. No discussion of any difficulties or any incidents that had arisen 

while they were living with your brother John’s family? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. 
Mr. JEN~~VER. That induced or had a bearing upon leaving and taking an 

apartment in the Bronx? 
Mr. OSWALD. I do not know of any discussion or any difficulty that was men- 

tioned to me, but I understand there was some difficulty. 
Mr. JENNER. Please, Mr. Oswald-the subject was not discussed with you 

during the lo-day period you were on leave? 
Mr. OEWALD. That’s correct, sir. 
Mr. JENKER. Was it discussed with you at any time prior to November 22, 

X363? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; it was not. 
Mr. JENNFX. Was there any discussion on the subject of your brother’s progress 

in schooling in New York City? 
Mr. OBWAL.D. No, sir ; there was not. 
Mr. JENNFX Was the subject of his attendance at school, whether the at- 

tendance was good or bad-was school discussed at all, as you recall? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir ; not to my recollection. 
Mr. JENNER. And as a layman, and acquainted with your brother, what was 

your impression? Give us your present impression of your brother’s state of 
mind during that lo-day period. Was he normal and happy and friendly? 

Mr. OSWALD. He was very normal. He did not appear to be unhappy. He was 
quite happy to see me. We spent a good deal of time together during that l@ 
day visit. At no time did he act abnormally. 

Mr. JENNER. Did he complain to you about school? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; he did not. 
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JLr. JESNER. In general did he complain about anything-any special gripes? 

Mr. Oswa~o. Sane that I recall, sir. 

Jlr. JEN~ER. Do you recall that as being a happy lo-day visit on your lo-day 

leave in Xew York City? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 

Jlr. JESSER. Both you and your hrother? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; that’s correct. 

Mr. JFXXER. Did you spend time with your mother as well as your brother Lee 

during the Xl-day period? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir : I did. 

Mr. JESNER. That would he when-the evenings and on Sunday? 

JIr. Oswald. Generally in the evenings. That is the way I recall it. 

Mr. JENP~ER. You and your brother Lee and your mother-did you do any 

visiting during the evening, movies, any entertainment, go out? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; Lee and I did. Jlother did not join us. 

Mr. JENNER. What was your impression of your mother’s state of mind and 

well-being and her general feeling while you were there during that l&day 

period? 

Mr. Oswald. May I have that again, please? 

(The reporter read the pending question.) 

Mr. Osw~~n. My impression of my mother at that time was that she was still 

having a little difficulty making enough money to have the things that she 

wanted to have, I should say. But generally her health was good, and nothing 

that I recall comes to mind that would indicate that there was any difficulty 

between her and Lee. They seemed to he getting along quite well. 

Mr. JENPI‘ER. Your impression during the l&day period, I take it then, was 

that the relationship between your mother and Lee was friendly, was it? 

Jlr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; that’s correct. 

Mr. JENNER. Were there any arguments during the time you were there 

between them? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; there were. 
Mr. JENNER. Did he at any time during that period-was he discourteous to 

his mother? 

Mr. OSWALD. If I may in my own words here, sir- 

Mr. JENNER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OSWALD. The word “discourteous’‘-my mother did not wish us to go to 

certain places-1 say certain places-1 do not recall the places. She just did 

not want us going, inasmuch as we were going during the day. I wanted to see 

as much of New York as I could while I was there. And I recall that Lee and 

mother and I had somet,hing of an argument in reference to staying away from 

the house during the day so long, and so forth. And it was not her wish that 

we do that. And if this was being discourteous-that is why I qualify that. 

Mr. JENNER. Nothing extraordinary. 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. 

Mr. JENNFX Now, your leave terminated. You went hack to Florida, and you 

eventually wound up in Korea. 

Mr. OSWALD. That’s correct, sir. 

Mr. DULLES. Could I ask a question before we leave the New York period? 

While you were there, was there any discussion about these absences from 

school which I think took place just the months before you were there-although 

I am not absolutely clear on that. It seems to me as I understand it your 

mother and Lee arrived in the Bronx area around September of ‘52, I think 

it was, and this was in the summer of ‘53 that you visited them there, is that 

correct? 

Mr. OSWALD. That’s correct, sir. 

Mr. DULLEB. So that according to what I recall-and this may not be accu- 

rate-what is referred to as the truancy, the 46 days absence from school, had 

occurred some time prior to your visit. Maybe you do not recall that. That 

did not come up at all? 

Mr. OSWALD. No ; it did not come up at all. 

Mr. DULLES. Did anything come up about a psychiatric examination? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir ; it did not. 
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Representative FORD. There was no mention of the farm? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. 
Mr. D~LLES. So the psychiatric examination was not mentioned in your 

presence? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. 
Jlr. JEXSER. It had taken place I think in May of 1953. 
JIr. OSWALD. If I may, sir-mother did mention that Lee had appeared before 

a judge, and she said it was a Negro judge. I asked why, and she said because 
he had been absent from school too long, no specific dates or length of time was 
mentioned, and that they were stricter in Sew York about that than in Texas. 

Representative FORD. Did this bother her, disturb her? Did she indicate the 
reaction to that? 

Mr. OSWALD. So, sir-at that time I do not recall any reaction that she had, 
or any comment she made about it. She just very briefly stated that he had 
appeared before this Negro judge in Sew York City, and just what I previously 
related about it. That was the only thing she said about it. 

Representative FORD. She did not mention a man named Carro? 
Mr. OSWALD. Ko, sir ; nobody’s name was mentioned, not even the judge’s name. 
Mr. JEXXER. To the best of your present recollection, that is about all that 

occurred in the way of conversation respecting some possible truancy? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. That is all you now can recall. 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; that’s correct. 
Mr. JENNER. You were mustered out of the Marines in July of 1955. 
Mr. OSWALD. That’s correct, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Did you return-well, when you were mustered out, where did 

you go? 
Mr. OSWALD. Fort Worth, Tex. 
Mr. JENNER. And where were your mother and brother living at that time? 
Mr. OSWALD. In New Orleans, La. 
Mr. JENNER. Were you still single? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENIVER. Would you explain why you went to Fort Worth, Tex., rather 

than to New Orleans? 
Mr. OSWAU. I considered Fort Worth, Tex., my home. I wanted to go there. 

I had quite a few friends. I wanted to find a job in Fort Worth, Tex. And 
that is where I wanted to live. 

Mr. JENNER. And you did undertake residence there? 
Mr. OSWALD. I did, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Hare you continued to be a resident of-Fort Worth, Tex, ever 

since? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, I have not. 
Mr. JENNEP.. Indicate in short compass where you have resided since you got 

out of the service? 
Mr. OSWALD. From 1955 I resided in Fort Worth, Tex., until March of 1963. 

From March of 1963 until September 1963, I resided in Malvern, Ark. And from 
September until present date I have resided in Denton, Tex. 

Mr. JENNER. Did you visit your mother and your brother in New Orleans 
when you returned from the service in July of 1955? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I did. I did not-yes, sir, it was in July 1955 when I 
made my first trip from Fort Worth, Tex., to New Orleans, La. I had pur- 
chased a car the second day I was home from the service, a 1951 Chevrolet, and 
I drove it on the third day or the second night to New Orleans, La. 

Mr. JENNER. Were your quarters in a hotel, or did you join your brother and 
mother? 

Mr. OSWALD. I joined my mother and brother. 
Mr. JESNFX. How long did you stay in New Orleans on that trip? 
Mr. OSWALD. Approximately 1 week. 
Mr. JENNFX. And you lived with your mother and brother? 
Mr. OSSYALD. That’s correct. 
Mr. JENNER. That was in July of 1955? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; that’s correct. 
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Mr. JENNER. He was not in school at that time. 
Mr. OSWALD. So, sir; he was not. 
Mr. JENNER. Sow, how did you find your brother, as to the state of health and 

state of mind? 
Mr. OSWALD. He seemed to be the same to me. He had joined at that tim+ 

no, sir-he had not at that time been in the Ciril Air Patrol. At that time Lee 

was working I beliere for an export firm there in Sew Orleans. I do not know 
the name of it. I do not beliere I ever heard the name of it. I might have. 
Mother was also working at that time. 

Mr. JENNER. Had you seen your brother in the interin-that is the interim 
between the lo-day leave in Sew York City and your return from Korea in 
*July of 1955? 

JIr. 0swar.1~. There was one leare, or perhaps it was this time in 1955 that 
Lee was in the Civil Air Patrol there in New Orleans. because I remember his 
uniform that he had. And we went out to lunch on a Sunday afternoon. And 
he had his uniform on-mother, he, and I. 

JIr. JLCKESZIE. Robert, he asked you this-if between the time you went 
to Sew York City and left there, and the time you went to Korea and came back, 
and you were mustered out of the Marine Corps, did you see your brother at 
any time during that period of time? 

Mr. 0Sw.4LD. yes, sir: I recall ,lOW. Learing Miami. Fla., in 193cJanuary 
or February-1 took another lo-day leave, I beliere it was, and I traveled to 
Sew Orleans first, where mother and Lee was, and at this time he was in the 
Ciril Air Patrol. And I spent 3 or 4 days there in Sew Orleans. 

Mr. JENNFX You stayed with your mother and brother? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes; I did. 
Mr. DULLES. When you come to a good place, Mr. Jenner, we will stop for 

5 minutes. 
JIr. JENNER. The Commission’s convenience is my convenience. 

Representative Boccs. May I ask one or two questions. 
Your brother John-is he alire? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Representatire B~GGS. Where is he? 
Mr. OSWALD. San Antonio, Tex., in the U.S. Air Force. 
Mr. DULLF.S. He is a half brother. 
Representatire BNGS. He is your older brother? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Representative BOGGS. How old is he? 
Mr. OSWALD. He is 32 now. 

Representatire Boots. You never had any problems in school or in the Marine 
Corps, did you-1 mean serious problems? 

Mr. OSWALD. So, sir ; no serious problems. 
Representative BOGGS. You always had problems. But you never were in any 

trouble? 
Mr. OSWALD. I have never been ic any serious trouble in my life. 
Representative Booos. Ever been arrested? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. The only time I was on the inside of a jail was one time 

in Hazel, Tex., when I refused to sign a trafiic ticket on the spot and I requested 
to be taken to the courthouse. 

Representative Booos. Did you ever hare any psychiatric mental troubles? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. 
Representative Boots. Did you consider your brother a normal human being? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I most certainly did. 
Representative BWGS. In every way? 
Mr. OSWALD. In every way. 
Representative BOGGS. Did he ever giVe you any indications of being-did he 

ever discuss with you such things as shooting at General Walker? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. In order to clear something up, Mr. Boggs, let me ask one ques- 

tion, if I may, for the record. 
Mr. DULLES. Please. Do you want this on the record or off? 
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Mr. MCKENZIE. Robert, from the time that your brother, Lee Harvey Oswald 
came back from Russia, when was this? 

Mr. OSWALD. This was in June 1962. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. And then when was the next time that you saw him after he 

came to your home in Fort Worth, Tex., in June of 1962? 
Mr. DULLES. Just after he returned from Russia? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Yes. 
Mr. OSWALD. I saw him on a number of occasions there in Fort Worth, Tex., 

after he moved out of my residence to mother’s, from mother’s apartment to his 
apartment with Marina, and the children, and when they moved to Dallas, Tex., 
that was the last time I saw him. 

Mr. MCKEXZIE. When did he move to Dallas, Tex. 
hlr. OSWALD. This was approximately October 1962. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. All right, from the time of October 1962, when was-from 

then when was the next time you saw him? 
Mr. OSWALD. On November 29, 1963. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Where was that? 
Mr. OSWALD. At the Dallas County Jail or Dallas City Jail. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. It was the Dallas City Jail. 
Mr. OSWALD. Dallas City Jail. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. What were those circumstances? Were you in a room 

with him or were you talking to him through a partition or over a telephone or 
what, explain that to the Commission, if you will? 

Mr. OSWALD. I was talking to him over a telephone through a glass window, 
and he was on the locked side. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. So for a period of over a year from the time he left Fort Worth 
and moved to Dallas, Tex., you did not see him, is that correct? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. All right 
Representative Boons. When you last saw him was October 1962, is that 

what you said? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. And you had previously seen him when he resided in your 

home for how long a period of time? 
Mr. OS~AIZJ. Approximately 6 to 8 weeks. 
Mr. DULLES. I imagine this would be covered later but it fits in. I think 

you are quite right. I have a question or two. 
Representative BOGGS. I have to go back to the House in a few minutes. 
Mr. DULLES. Go right ahead. Ask him any questions you wish to. 
Representative BOGGS. At the time he resided in your home these 6 or 8 weeks 

were your relations with him cordial or friendly? 
Mr. OSWALD. It was cordial, yes, more or less like he had not been to Russia. 

We were just together again. 
Representative BOGGS. Did you have any political discussions with him at 

any time? 
hlr. OSWALD. No, sir; I did not. 
Representative BOGGS. He never discussed political matters with you? 
Mr. OSWALD. Ko, sir ; he did not. I would say we had a tacit agreement it was 

never brought up. 
Representative BOGGS. By tacit, do you mean that- 
Mr. OSWALD. An unspoken agreement that we never would discuss it. 
Representative BONGS. I understand. Had you arrived at this agreement be- 

cause on previous occasions you had disagreed about political matters? 
Mr. OSWALD. So, sir; that was not the reason. We just never discussed 

politics. 
Representative BONGS. Did you have any interest in political affairs, I 

mean- 
Mr. OSWALD. A little bit, sir. 
Representative BOGGS. I mean from a philosophical point of view? 
Mr. Oswaro. My own interest in politics from a philosophiral point of view 

would be that I considered myself a conservative, a born conservative. Cer- 
tainly agreed 166 percent with the U.S. Constitution and the laws that are set 
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forth, and it is my upbringing, it is what I always believed in and I will aln-ays 
believe in it. 

Representative FORK. Did you say that was your mother’s philosophy, too? 
Mr. MCKERZIE. So, sir; he did not say. 
Mr. 0swar.n. Would I say that? 
Representative FORD. Yes. 
Mr. 0sw~r.n. I would say-1 will tell you. at this present time I feel like per- 

haps she has bee11 hurt a great deal and perhaps her thinking is being changed 
at this very monlent and at the present time since Sorember 22d. 

Rut prior to that time my opinion would be that she would be of the same 
opinion that I was. 

Representative FORD. That is why you said your attitude was based on your 
upbringing. 

JIr. OSWALD. Yes. sir. Of course, to qualify that my mother didn’t actually 
bring me up too much. The orphan home and the military academy, and I be- 
lieve there my basic+ philosophy was formulated. It was a very good school. 

Representative BONGS. What military academy was that? 
Mr. OswALn. Chamherlain Hunt Military Academy at Port Gibson, Miss. 
Representative Foan. During the 6 or 8 weeks that Lee resided in your home, 

did he ever indicate why he went to Russia. You must have talked about it 
some. 

Mr. OSWALD. There again I heliere we did more talking through the mails 
about why he went to Russia than we did when he returned from Russia. I, 
of c’ourse. wanted to talk to him about this. 

Mr. DULLES. Ton have those letters, I believe. 
Mr. 0swAt.n. Yes. sir: we have those letters. 
Jlr. MCKEX‘ZIE. Those letters have already heen given to the Commission. 

Mr. JESTER. We will present them in evidence, I think probably this afternoon. 
Representative BOGUS. Did he ever tell you? 
Mr. 0swAi.n. No, sir; not point blank did he ever tell me why he went to 

Russia. 
Representative BOGGS. Did he tell you why he came back? 
Mr. 0swnr.n. Yes, sir; that he was in-the letters that I have from him while 

he was in Russia would indicate the same thing, that he was very unhappy 
living in Russia and he wanted to return to the United States, which, of course, 
made me very happy, and I felt like, and tried to look at it from the standpoint 
that maybe he just sowed some wild oats. He kind of went off to the far end 
of it, but I believe everyone of us at one time, especially around that age, might 
have done something or reached out far afield, so to speak, before we came to 
our senses and returned to a normal life. 

Mr. DULLEG. Did he seem different when he came back from Russia, was there 
a change in the man before and after? 

Mr. OSWALD. Physically? 
Mr. DULLES. No, I mean at all-changes, outlook, attitude and general- 
Mr. OSWALD. The mental attitude he had from his letters that he wrote me 

when he first arrived in Russia were quite disturbing to me. Statements, 
various statements, I can’t quote them word for word, but in the line of-wel,l, he 
wanted to denounce his citizenship. He was a Marxist and he was a Com- 
munist and he wanted to stay in Russia. and so forth. 

But when he started writing again in l!X-yes, 1961, his letters certainly 
indicated that he had changed his mind, and that he wanted to return to the 
United States and start his life as a U.S. citizen. 

Representative BOGGS. You got to know Mrs. Oswald when she returned with 
him? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Representative BOGGS. Was the relationship between your family and your 

wife and nlrs. Oswald. of course, I realize you had a language barrier, but was 
it pleasant? 

Mr. GSwALD. Yes, sir. I would describe it as very pleasant. We immediately, 
my wife and I both, took to Marina and June, the baby, at that time, and my 
wife and I both were just tickled to death, so to speak, for an opportunity to be 
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with somebody like Marina and to show her things that she had never seen 
hefore in her life. 

Representative Boccs. In the time, of course, you had known her ever since 
she came here, and you have seen her since the assassination of President 
Kennedy, have you had any feeling that she was anything other than a normal 
housewife? You know there has heen speculation that in light of the fact she 
was horn in Russia and that she got an exit visa without too much difficulty 
that maybe she had connections that were not entirely just that of a normal 
housewife. Did you ever hare any feeling- 

Mr. OSWALD. The only time I had any reservations about Marina Oswald 
was on Friday, Sovemher 22, until approximately 2 days later. I say during this 
2-day period I was not sure whether or not she had been involved in any of the 
happenings of that date. I wanted not to believe that she did, but I wanted to 
be cautious about it. I believe on Sunday night, November 24, in my presence 
she gave a complete-and freely stated everything up to that time that she was 
aware of to the U.S. Secret Service on a tape recorder. And I formulated my 
opinion then that. apparently, and I feel this way now, that she did not have 
anything to do with that, and she is nothing other than just what she appears 
to be, just a housewife, having a very difficult time at this time. 

Representative Booos. Have you in your own mind reached any conclusions on 
whether or not your brother killed President Kennedy? 

Mr. OSWALD. Based on the circumstantial evidence that has been reported in 
newspapers and over the radio and television, I would have to say that it appears 
that he did kill President Kennedy. ? 

Representative BOQG~. Would you, having reached that conclusion under the 
circumstances that you outlined a moment ago, and having known him all of his 
life, although not too intimately the last year of his life, would you give us 
any reason for why he may have done this? 

Mr. OIWALD. No, sir: I could not. 
Representative BOQGS. It came as, I would think, a great shock to you? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; it certainly did, and I might add that the Lee Harvey 

Oswald that I knew would not have killed anybody. 
Representative Booos. Have you discussed this matter with your stepbrother 

since it happened? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Representative Boaas. This, as I understand, Mr. Counsel, is hearsay but we 

are just trying to estiblish- 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Mr. Boggs, in order that the record be absolutely clear, you 

were not here when we commenced this morning due to your duties at the House, 
let me state this for the purpose of the record and yourself and the entire 
Commission, you ask Robert Oswald any question that you want to ask him. 

Representative Booos. Thank you very much. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. And furthermore, any information we have or any information 

we can get from any source will likewise be turned over to the Federal Bureau 
of Investigation or to this Commission or to any other investigative agency, 
because-- 

Representative BOGGS. The mandate that w’e are operating under is that we 
discover the truth. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. I can assure you, sir, that the main reason that we are here, 
and I speak for Robert Oswald, is to see that the truth is given fully, and devel- 
oped as fully as possible, to give any light to this tragic event. 

Representative BOGQS. I just have one or two other questions. 
Mr. OSWALD. I believe your last question was whether or not- 
Representative BOGQ~. I am frankly reluctant to ask you the question, but 

you and your brother John must have speculated about how this event could 
have happened, did you not? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, and no, sir. To this extent : On Sunday night November 24, 
with the help of the Secret Service, I was able to reach my older brother John 
by telephone. He did not have a telephone in his house. We had to go through 
the Air Force base where he was located. 

Mr. DULLES. Where was he livi~lg then? 
Mr. OSWALD. In San Antonio with the Air Force. 
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I talked to him that night and, of course, at that time he was aware that Lee 

had been killed. I talked briefly to him, I say briefly, perhaps 4 or 5 minutes, 

and discussed with him whether or not he thought it was best that he attended 

the funeral or not, and it was my opinion that it would not be best for him or 

his family since he was, his name was Pit, and to a great extent he would be 

out of the picture and there was no sense in exposing him to the publicity of 

the funeral. Not to mention the travel time involved in coming up from San 

Antonio and the like. 

Mr. DUI.LEG. You were not in touch with him between the time of the assassi- 

nation and the arrest of your brother and the time of his death, the 36 hours? 

Mr. OEWALD. No, sir. 

Mr. DULLES You were not in touch with your brother Pit at that time? 

Mr. OSWALD. No. sir: I was not. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. But you attempted to reach him? 

Mr. OSWALD. No. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. You did afterwards. 

Representative BOGGS. Have you seen much of your mother since the 

assassination? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir: I have not. 

Representative BOGGS. Is this because you had some emotional problems or 

difficulties, or what? 

Mr. OSWALD. Sir, I would say, of course, mother was out at the Inn of Six 

Flags with Marina and myself and the children during the week following up to 

Friday which would be, I believe, the 29th of November, when she went to her 

home and I left her to go after my wife and the children out at the farm, and 

Marina went over to Mr. Martin’s house, this was the last time I have seen her 

since then. She has called quite a few times. I talked to her a number of times 

on the telephone. She is rather persistent to the extent that, and this is not 

new to me, we have never really gotten along, she tries to dominate me and my 

wife, and I might say that applies to John and his family, and also to the extent 

that it applied to Lee and his wife, and there is just generally the picture as 

far as I and my mother are concerned. 

Representative BOGGS. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. DULLES. The testimony we had here from Mrs. Oswald indicated that it 

was approximately a year prior to the assassination of the President that he 

had not been in touch with his mother, and your testimony is to the general 

effect that about the same period, you had not been in touch. 

Is that just a coincidence, or did something happen about that time so that 

both of you, both brothers more or less separated from the mother? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir- 

Mr. DULLES. Maybe it is geographic, maybe there is some other reason for it. 

Representative BOGGS. I had understood him to say he had not been in con- 

tact with his brother Lee, I didn’t hear him say anything about his mother. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. That is correct. For the year prior to November 22d had you 

been in touch with your mother or had your mother been in touch with you, 

Robert? 

_,, 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir ; we had not been in touch. 

Representative BOGGS. Your mother in her testimony before the Commission, 

gave the impression and later in press stories that she thought that maybe your 

brother was an agent of the CIA. Did you ever have any reason to think that? 

Mr. OSWALD. So, sir; and the only time the thought ever entered my mind 

as to him being an agent of the CIA or any other U.S. Government bureau was 

on his return from Russia while residing at my residence in Fort Worth, the 

FBI had called nnd requested that he come down for an interview there in Fort 

Worth. On the completion of his interview when I came home from work that 

night, he discussed it briefly and I asked him how did they treat him, and SO 

forth. He said just fine, and he says, “They asked me was I a secret agent,” or 

some type of agent for the U.S. Government and he laughed and he said, “Well, 
don’t you know??” I remember that. That was just crossed out of my mind. 

Representative FORD. Between Sorember 22 and the last time you saw your 

mother did she ever mention to you that she thought Lee was an agent of the 

Federal Government? 
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Mr. OSWALD. This was prior to November 22? 
Representatire FORD. So, from November 22 until the last time you saw your 

mother, did she ever mention to you that she thought Lee was an agent of the 
Federal Gorernment‘! 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; she did. 
Representative FORD. Can you tell us when? 
Mr. OSWALD. During the middle to the latter part of the week that we were 

at the Inn of the Six Flags, and at least one conversation since we left the Inn 
of the Six Flags, I think it took place during December 1963. 

Mr. JENNER. By telephone or personal? 
Mr. OSWALD. Ry telephone, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Would you be good enough to relate-for Representative Ford- 

who was present, what the circumstances were, what was said, and in the presence 
of whom by your mother at the Six Flags? 

Mr. OGWALD. I believe it was just mother and I, and I might say on numerous 
occasions she pulled me to one side or to one room to say something to me. It 
was on one of these occasions that she was talking to me about this. 

Mr. JENNER. Relate as closely as you can recall it now what did she say? 
Mr. OSWALD. She said she had knowledge of facts in writing that almost con- 

clusively proved to her that Lee was an agent of the CIA. 
Mr. JENNER. Did she identify the facts in writing? 
Mr. OSWALD. So, sir; she did not. 
Mr. JEXVRER. Did you inquire of her on that subject? 
Mr. OSWALD. R’o, sir; I did not. 
Mr. JENXER. Did you ask her to state to you the basis, any specific basis of hers 

on which she predicated her statement? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I did ask her if she had such facts to please give it t0 

the U.S. Secret Service. 
Representative FORD. What did she say to that? 
Mr. OSWALD. I think she more or less shrugged her shoulders and walked off. 
Mr. DULLES. Had she been in touch with the man who has appeared as her 

counsel at that time, Mr. Lane? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; she had not. 
Mr. DULLEB. She had not. 
Representative BOGGS. You at rarious times have tried to help your mother, I 

gather, while you were growing up. 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Representative BOGGY. I gather you found it rather difljcult even when you 

were younger to get along with your mother? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; that is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. Excuse me, sir, is that also true of your brother, Lee, and your 

brother, John? 
Representative Booos. Those were the questions I was about to ask. 
Mr. OSWALD. I would say this would also apply to my older brother John, 

and also to Lee. It appears as though Lee was able to put up with her more 
than I or my older brother John could. 

Representative Booas. Your father died when you were what, about 5? 
Mr. OSWALD. Five years old, sir. 
Representative Booos. You were living in New Orleans when he died? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 
Representative BOGGS. What did he do? 
Mr. OSWALD. He worked for the Metropolitan Life Insurance Company of 

New Orleans, in the office in New Orleans. 
Representative FORD. Were your mother and father living a happy normal 

life at the time of his death? 
AMr. OSWALD. Well, sir, I was 5 years old and I would say that they were. 

Certainly I do not recall any instance that would indicate that they were not, 
and I think we had a very fine family atmosphere. 

Mr. JENNER. Would you state for us, please, on the same subject, the life and 
relationship between your mother and Mr. Ekdahl, give us the same thing with 
respect to that period, did they get along well normally? 

Mr. OSWALD. Well, I was, of course, older and perhaps remember more, to 
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this extent that on perhaps two or three occasions, I recall some very loud 

arguments where they were in one room with the door closed, and perhaps 
I by myself or perhaps in the presence of John was in another room. Nothing 
that I can recall that was said during this arguing other than it was just loud. 

Mr. JEN~ER. During this period, Representative Boggs, the two boys John 
and Robert were at the military school. They were home during the summer 
vacation period but otherwise they were in military school. 

hlr. DULLES. I think maybe we ought to give the witness a little rest. He 
has been on for 2 hours. 

Hale, have you got anything more you want to ask now? 
Representative BOGGS. No, I would just like to thank the witness for his 

cooperation. 
Mr. OSWALD. Thank you, sir. 
Mr. DULLES. Do you have anything? Do you have to go back? 
Representative FORD. I am going to stay until we get some notice from the 

House if we have any call or a vote. 
hlr. DUI.LES. Shall we take just 5 minutes off then and it might be agreeable. 
(Short recess.) 
Mr. DULLES. Proceed, Mr. Jenner. 
Representative FORD. It would be helpful because we are likely to get a call 

almost any time to go back to the House, if I could ask a few questions. 
Mr. JENNER. Go right ahead. 
Mr. DULLER. Okay. 
Representative FORD. Mr. Oswald, what was your reaction to Lee’s discharge 

from the Marine Corps? 
Mr. OSWALD. He had an honorable discharge he told me. I had no adverse 

reaction to it. 
Mr. JENNER. Did you have in mind, Representative Ford, the change in the 

status of that discharge? 
Representative FORD. No, I was referring to the circumstances under which he 

was discharged prematurely. He did get an honorable discharge at the outset 
but he was released prematurely on a hardship basis. 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes. 
Representative FORD. Were you familiar with that? 
hlr. OSWALD. I was not familiar with that at the time it was going on. Of 

course, I was familiar after he was released on that basis. I remember Lee 
telling me, he said, “Well, I only lack a month,” or a few days anyway before 
his regular release was up and I believe that was all that was said, between Lee 
and I about it. 

Representative FORD. When did you learn about the change in his discharge? 
Mr. OSWALD. Sometime during the year of 1960, through my mother. She 

had advised me at that time she had received mail for Lee from the Marine 
Corps or from the Navy Department, stating that generally the reasons he had 
not notified them of changes of address, and perhaps even to the extent 
that he had left the country in the manner that he did, that it was going to go 
before a review board, and that he was to appear before this board to state his 
case, otherwise it would proceed without him. Then I became aware that the 
board’s decision was an undesirable or a dishonorable discharge, I don’t recollect 
which. 

Representative FORD. Did you take any action when you learned of these 
circumstances to help your mother or to contact Lee about this situation? 

Mr. OSWAI.D. No, sir; because at this time in reference to Lee there he had 
already stopped writing to both I and mother and there was no way that we 
knew of to contact Lee, and mother said she was going to take care of it and 
try to have it postponed or something or other, and the board reached a final 
decision. 

Representative FORD. When your mother went to Washington, did she tell 
YOU in advance or give you any indication she was going to do that? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir ; she did not. I was aware of it after she came back from 
Washington. 

Representative FORD. Did she fill you in in some detail about her return from 
Washington? 
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Mr. Oswald. So, sir; she did not. She did not go into any particular detail 
other than she tried to impress on me she had seen some, as she lml it, some 
very important and influential peol)le in Washington. And that \\-a~ about 
the text of the conversation in reference to that. 

Representative FORD. Did she volunteer this or did you ask her about it? 
Mr. OBWALD. She volunteered this because I did not know of the trip to 

Washington until after she returned from the trip to Washington. She 
volunteered information to me that she had been in Washington and saw numbers 
of people, different people. 

Representative FORD. The principal information ~OLI have about Lee’s return 
from the Soviet Union is included in the letters that you have from Lee? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; that is correct. 
Representative FORD. Those will be submitted subsequently. 
Mr. MOKENZIE. They have been submitted already, Mr. Ford. 
Mr. JEXNER. Excuse me, did you address me? 
Mr. JICKENZIE. The Commission has copies of the letters. 
Representative FORD. The Commission has copies and they will be submitted 

for the record. 
Would you care to comment in addition on what you found out from Lee 

subsequently of his experiences in the Soviet Union. Why he wanted to come 
back? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I never questioned him about that because we covered 
it, I believe quite fully in our letters. I was, of course, thoroughly convinced 
and quite happy that he did want to return to the United States and I felt 
there was no need to go into the reason why he changed his mind berause I 
believe we had covered that in the letters. 

Representative FORD. At the time he indicated a desire to come back to the 
United States, did he ever contact you about funds for that purpose? 

Kr. OSWALD. So, sir; I volunteered to help him any way I could on that. 
He turned down the offer. He turned it down one time I believe in letters 
offering him to come stay at our house when he returned with bis wife and the 
baby. 

Representative FORD. When he did return, after having borrowed money 
from the Federal Government, did he ever ask you for any help and assistance in 
repaying the loan? 

Mr. OSWALD. On his arrival in Sew York City, I believe the date to be June 13, 
back in 1962, my wife received a telephone call from Special Services Welfare 
Center located at Sew York City stating that Lee and his family were present 
and that they needed funds to reach their destination, Fort Worth, Tex., and 
the lady that talked to my wife put it to the extent they were unable to help 
them and if some member of the family was going to help them, they had better 
do so then. My wife didn’t know anything else to say but of course that 
we would, and this is what I wanted her to say. She called me at my of&e 
that day. The banks had closed but I do have a friend in Fort Worth who 
was employed at a bank, cashier, I believe his title, and I called him and 
asked him if it would be possible to withdraw $200. This was not at my bank, 
1 would give him a check on my checking account, and at which time I wired 
the money to the welfare bureau in New York, care of Lee Harvey Oswald. 

Representative FORD. And that was the money that they, Marina and Lee, used 
to get to Fort Worth. 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 
Representative FORD. Did Lee ever repay you for that? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; he did. He had actually spent a little over $100 for 

the plane tickets and, of course, we met him at Dallas, Love Field, on their 
arrival there. The next day even though I insisted that he keep it, he returned 
what he had left from the $200 and he said he would pay me back as soon as 
he was abl’e to and I told him not to worry about that, but just to take his time. 

Representative FORD. How long did it take him to repay the remainder? 
Mr. OSWALD. I say approximately $110 to $115 during the period he first 

started to work there in Fort Worth and prior to their departure to Dallas 
he repaid this $1&$20 a week from his pay check. 
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Representative FORD. Did you have any knowledge that Lee had become 
fluent in Russian, in the Russian language, at the time he came out of the 
Marine Corps? 

Mr. OSWALD. So, sir; I had not. There is also one of his Arst letters from 
the hotel in Russia that he pointed out to me that I didn’t eveu know that he 
could write or speak Russian. He was being rather sarcastic in his first 
letters, and he pointed this out. I would answer it that I was not aware that 
he could speak or could write any foreign language when he was in the Marine 
Corps and after he got out of it. 

Representative FORD. You had no prior knowledge that he was studying 
Russian or had become articulate in Russian? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I did not. 
Representative FOHD. In your experiences with Lee during your lifetime, 

did he ever show a skill at language, for languages? 
hlr. OSWALD. No, sir; I know of no time nor can I recall of any time that 

he studied any foreign language or in my presence that he even read a book 
in a foreign language or attempted to teach himself any type of foreign 
language. 

Mr. JENXER. Representative Ford, if you have reached a break, I would 
like to identify the exhibit the witness provided and also identify the letter 
to which you now have reference. 

Would you obtain that telegram and also identify the date of the letter 
to which you have lastly made reference so that I may identify our copies? 

hIr. hfCKENZIE Sovemb-er 5, 1959, is the letter, Mr. Jenner, and the telegram 
is June 14,1962. 

hIr. JENPI’EX. Mr. Chairman, we have marked photostatic copies of the tele 
gram to which the witness referred as having been received from the Special 
Welfare Services as Commission Exhibit No. 293, and the letter of November 18, 
1959, as Commission Exhibit 294. 

(The telegram and letter referred to were marked Commission Exhibit Nos. 
293 and 294, respectively, for identification.) 

Mr. JENNER. Would you obtain the original of those or hand the witness the 
originals? 

Mr. MCKENZIE. I have just handed them to him. 
Mr. JENNER. Would you hand him the original of the letter, please? 
Directing your attention to the telegram first, Mr. Oswald, which is now 

marked Commission Exhibit 293, is that the original of the telegram to which 
you made reference as having been received first by telephone call through your 
wife on June 14,19-- 

Mr. OSWALD. Pardon me, June 13. 
Mr. JENNER. 13? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. This reply that we are referring to here now is June 14. 
Mr. JENNER. I see. 
Mr. OSWALD. We were first contacted on the evening of June 13. 
Mr. JENNER. I take it then, sir, that you received a telephone call on June 13, 

is that correct? 
Mr. Oswann. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. Or your wife did. And Exhibit 293 which is dated the 14th, is 

what? 
Mr. OSWALD. I am sorry, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Following the receipt of the telephone call on June 13, did you 

receive or did you send any communication from or to the New York Welfare 
Center? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. I sent a telegram on the afternoon of June 13, 1962, 
wiring a total of $290 to the Special Service Welfare Center at New York, and 
also enclosing a message to Lee to contact me or to the extent that someone 
there perhaps would notify me when to expect them in Fort Worth. 

Mr. JENNER. Did you receive word from New York as to when Lee and Marina 
mioht expect to be in Dallas? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I did. 
Mr. JENNER. And was that by telegram or telephone? 
Mr. OSWALD. This was by telephone I first received the word. 
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Mr. JENNER. Did you receive something in writing that confirmed that? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I did. 
Mr. JENNER. Is that document before you? 
Mr. OEWALD. Yes, sir; it is. 
Mr. JENSER. It is marked Commission Exhibit 293, and you actually received 

that document which is now before you? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; that is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. June 14. 
Mr. Chairman, I offer in evidence as Commission Exhibit 293, the document 

so marked and identified. 
Mr. DULLES. It may be accepted. 
(The document heretofore marked Commission Exhibit No. 293 was received 

in evidence.) 
Mr. JENNER. The letter of November 5, 1-o you have a better copy, is that 

1959? 
Mr. OSWALD. It is 1959. 
Mr. DULLES. May I just ask a question, are we putting in the original of 

that or is a photographic copy being substituted for it? 
Mr. JENNER. We are employing as a substitute for the original a photostatic 

cony which has been marked Commission Exhibit 293. 
Mr. DULLES. All right. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Mr. Chairman, could I be excused for just a moment, please? 
(Short recess.) 
Mr. JENNER. In view 

mission the feasibilits 
of the witness’ testimony, may I suggest to the Com- 

of identifying this particular exhibit since the witness 
referred to it in response to the questions put by Representative Ford. 

Mr. DULLES. All right. 
Mr. JENNER. Would you identify the date of Commission Exhibit 294, the 

original ? 
Mr. OSWALD. The date of the letter is November 8, 1959. 
Mr. JENNER. Whose handwriting is it? 
Mr. OSWALD. It is in Lee Harvey Oswald’s handwriting. 
Mr. JENNER. It is addressed, the second page of the exhibit, is an envelope, 

which is addressed to R. Oswald, 7313 Davenport Street, Fort Worth, Tex., 
U.S.A., is that you? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; that is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. Are you able to identify that which appears in the upper left- 

hand corner of the original. 
Mr. OSWA~. No, sir; I am not. 
Mr. JENNER. Is that in Russian? 
Mr. OBWALD. I would assume that it would be. 
Mr. JENNETR. Did you receive the letter, Commission Exhibit 294, in due course? 
Mr. OSWALD. I did. I received it on the 13th day of November 1959. 
Mr. JENNER. Is this the letter to which you made reference in responding 

to Representative Ford’s questions? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; that is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. Is the letter in the same condition now and is the envelope now 

in the same condition now that it was when you received it except that the 
envelope has been opened to remove the contents? 

Mr. Oswllr.~. Yes, sir; they are. 
Mr. JENNER. Does that include the scratching out that appears at the bottom 

of the second page? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; it does. 
Mr. JENNER. Is that which appears under the attempted obliteration, can 

you see what was obliterated on the second page, when you examine the 
original? 

Mr. OSWALD. I might refer to the first cross out there, it looks like he had 
signed his name there “Lee.” The second cross out, one word or three words or 
four words out of the five are legible “this written in Russian” the balance of the 
words that were crossed out, I cannot make out. 

Mr. JENNER. Mr. Chairman, I would suggest, if I mzy, that the witness might 
read this short letter aloud to the Commission which will, indicate to the Com- 
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mission the mental state of Lee Harvey Oswald at the time he went to Russia 
in the very early days, and bring it to your attention immediately. 

Mr. DULLES. What is the date of this? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. November 8, 1959, sir. 
Mr. DULLES. Proceed, if you will. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Do you mind if I read it, Mr. Jenner, and saving his voice a 

little bit? 
Mr. JENNEB. No. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. This I believe is the second letter that Robert received from 

Russia after he had sent a telegram to Lee telling him what a mistake he had 
made, and this is the contents of the letter. 

“November 8, 1959. Dear Robert : 
“Well, what shall we talk about ? The weather perhaps? Certainly you do 

not wish me to speak of my decision to remain in the Soviet Union and apply 
for citizenship here since I am afraid you would not be able to comprehend my 
reasons. 

“You really don’t know anything about me. Do you know, for instance, that 
I have waited to do this for well over a year? Do you know that I” then 
there is a parenthesis and some Russian printing which I presume to be Russian 
and the parenthesis is closed, “speak a fair amount of Russian which I have 
been studying for many months ? I have been told that I will not have to leave 
the Soviet Union if I did not care to. This then is my decision. I will not 
leave this country, the Soviet Union under any conditions. I will never return 
to the United States which is a country I hate. Some day perhaps soon and 
then again perhaps in a few years I will become a citizen of the Soviet Union, 
but it is a very legal process in any event. I will not have to leave the Soviet 
Union and I will never leave. 

“I received your telegram and I was glad to hear from you. Only one word 
bothered me. The word ‘mistake I assume you mean that I have made a 
‘mistake. It is not for you to tell me this. You cannot understand my reasons 
for this very serious action. I will not speak to anyone from the United States 
over the telephone since it might be tapped by the Americans. If you wish to 
correspond with me you can write to the below address, but I really don’t see 
what we could talk about. If you want to send me some money that I can use 
but I do not expect to be able to pay it back.” 

Then it is signed “Lee”, and then over to the left-hand side on the bottom 
of the page it says, “Lee Harvey Oswald, Metropclle Hotel, Room 233, Moscow, 
USSR,” and then underneath some writing in Russian, which I take to be 
Russian, which is scratched out. 

Mr. JENNER. Thank you. 
Mr. McKenzie, you have stated that this was the second letter that had been 

received by Mr. Robert Oswald following Lee Harvey Oswald’s taking up resi- 
dence in Russia. Is that correct, Mr. Oswald’! 

Mr. MCKENZIE. I said it is the second or third letter. I don’t know exactly. 
Mr. OSWALD. I believe, sir, it is the first letter, if I may have a moment here. 
Mr. JENNER. I thought it was the first. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. There is one other letter here from Santa Ana, Calif. 
Mr. JENNER. That was earlier. 
Mr. OSWALD. This was the first letter Lee had written to me from Russia. 

Mr. DULLES. Could you refresh my memory as to the date of his arrival in 
Russia? 

Mr. OSWALE October 13. 
Mr. DULLES. October 13. 
Mr. OSWALO. 1959. 
Mr. DULLES. And this was- 
Mr. JENNER. November 8. 
Mr. DULLES. November 8. He had been there about 3 weeks. 
Mr. OSWALD. The first time I was aware he was in Russia was on Hallow- 

een Day 1959, October 31. 
Mr. DULLES. Thank you. 
Mr. JENNER. My attention is arrested to that portion of the letter in which 
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there appears to be a reference to a telegram which you had previously sent 
him. 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Had you sent him such a telegram? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; I had. 
Mr. JENNER. What impelled you or induced you to do that? What event, 

stimulation? 
Mr. OSWALD. After we were notified that Lee was in Russia. 
Mr. JENNER. Who notified you? 
Mr. OSWALD. Star Telegram reporter in Fort Worth, Tex. Later on that 

same day there was quite a few newspaper reporters out to my house. I first 
objected to speaking to them until they stated that perhaps if we cooperated 
with them they would perhaps be the only source of information-that they 
could relay to us when they received anythiug about what Lee was doing, and 
so forth, and I agreed to talk to them. 

After this interview with three or four newspaper reporters they had left 
the house, and another man, I do not recall his name, from the Star Telegram 
in Fort Worth, came to the house, and I spoke with him, and I believe at this 
time he suggested that it would not be wise because I was asking what did he 
think as to how I might contact Lee, and he suggested a letter-pardon me, a 
telegram, to Secretary of State Christian Herter, and a telegram to Lee. 

I called the Western Union and sent telegrams, and at this time- 
Mr. JENNER. Excuse me, sir, telegrams, you sent one to Mr. Herter and one 

to your brother? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; sent two. At this time I advised the reporter of the 

contents of the telegram. I did not receive confirmation of these telegrams 
from Western Union. 

Mr. JENNEB. I take it from that you do not have copies? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. 
However, they are printed in their entirety in the next edition of the Star 

Telegram, which I believe would be November 1st edition. 
Mr. JENNEB. November 1, X+59? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENXER. Would you please state to the best of your present recollection 

what your instruction by way of message was to the Western Union? 
Mr. OSWALD. In the telegram to Secretary of State Christian Herter, I re- 

quested his assistance in contacting Lee Oswald through any means available. 
Mr. JENNER. Did you indicate for what purpose, sir? 
Mr. OSWALD. I don’t believe I did, sir. 
And the telegram to Lee Harvey Oswald, I asked him to contact me through 

any means available. I did use the word “mistake.” 
Mr. JENNER. Would you please give me your best recollection of the message, 

as you recall it, that you dispatched or ordered dispatched? 
Mr. OSWALD. My best recollection of that is I sent the telegram to Lee Harvey 

Oswald care of the U.S. Embassy in Moscow, Russia, requesting Lee to contact 
me through any means available, and the one word “mistake. Keep your nose 
clean,” signed “Robert L. Oswald, 7313 Davenport.” 

Mr. JENNER. The word “mistake” was by itself? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; that is correct. The phrase of “keep your nose clean,” 

is something we have said to each other since knee high, so he would know that 
I did send the telegram. 

Mr. JENNER. Did you receive a response to that telegram? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir ; I did not receive a response to either one of the telegrams. 
Mr. JENNER. Neither from the State Department, Mr. Herter, nor an assistant 

on that telegram, nor from your brother Lee on his telegram? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Other than the letter of November 8, 1959, now identified as Com- 

mission Exhibit No. 294? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. It is the first word you had from him in which he acknowledges 

or made plain that he had received the telegram? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; that is correct. 
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Mr. DULLEB. Excuse me, has 294 been submitted? 
Mr. JENNER. I think it has not. May I offer in evidence as Commission Ex- 

hibit 294 the document that has been so identified. 
Mr. DULLES. Accepted. 
(The document heretofore marked Commission Exhibit So. 2% was received 

in evidence.) 
Mr. JEXSER. It being understood with Mr. McKenzie that we may introduce 

in evidence the photostatic copy in lieu of the original, the original having been 
produced before the Commission. 

Mr. MCKESZIE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JEXSER. Did you speak, did you have any conversation with your brother 

upon his return from Russia respecting your dispatch of the telegram and his 
reaction to it? 

Mr. OSWALD. So, sir ; I did not. I had more or less forgotten it myself. 
Mr. JENNER. There is a reference in your brother’s letter of November 8 to 

his reluctance to engage in a telephone conversation. Had you attempted to 
reach him by telephone? 

Mr. OSWALD. I had decided to try to reach him by telephone on Sunday, No- 
vember 1, 1959. I did not. 

Mr. JENNER. You were unable to, you mean? 
Mr. OSWALD. So, sir; I did not. I placed the call and I received the Sew 

York operator, overseas operator, and there was some discussion as to what time 
it was in Moscow, and so forth, and I changed my mind and did not. However, 
I am aware that my mother tried and did for a moment have Lee on the telephone 
in Moscow. 

Mr. JENREK. Bt that time? 
Mr. OSWALD. At approximately that same date. 
Mr. JENNEK. Did you ever make any effort to reach him by telephone there- 

after? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I did not. 
Mr. JEXXER. Did he reach you by telephone or attempt to do so as far as you 

know ? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; not to my knowledge did he. 
Jlr. JFXSER. There is a reference in the letter of November 8 to his willingness 

to accept money from you if you would send any. Did you send him any money? 
Mr. OSWAI~. So, sir; I did not. My reply to that was if he used it to 

come back I would gladly send it. 
Mr. JEXNER. Your reply---did you write him a letter? 
Mr. OSWAI.D. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JEIVNER. Do you have a copy of that letter? 
Mr. OSWALD. So, sir; I do not have a copy of any letter that I wrote to 

him. 
Mr. JE~VNER. You do not know the whereabouts of that letter? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I do not, other than to say that I asked Mrs. 

Marina Oswald if Lee kept any of my letters and her reply was that “No, 
he always threw them away.” 

Mr. JENIVER. In view of that, Mr. Oswald, would you please recite to the 
best of your recollection the ronCents of your letter in response to your brother’s 
letter of November 8, 1959? 

Mr. OSWALD. Sir, I do not remember anything other than that statement 
referring to the money request. I do not recall anything else in the letter. 

Mr. JESSF,R. You have heard Mr. XcKenzie read that letter through. Did 
it, refresh your recollection, or does it as to whether you made any comment 
upon his political statements in his letter to you of November 8? 

Mr. OSWAT,I). I do not believe I did at any time make any statement in 
reference to his political statements that he made in the letter of Il’ovember 8. 
Generally, my statements to the members of the press at the time was 
that I felt I,ee was not aware of what he was doing. I believe I re- 
ferred to him as a kid. And that he just generally didn’t know what he 
was doing, and that was just about the general trxt of anything I had to 
say to the members of the press at that time. 

Mr. JEXXER. There is an entry in your brother’s diary of November 1, 

323 



1959, somewhat cryptic, referring to three telephone calls from mother and 
brother. Xow you say you didn’t call. Do you know whether your brother 
John ever called him? 

Mr. OSWALD. So, sir, not to my knowledge. However, that was Novem- 
ber 1, sir, 1959. 

Mr. JEXSER. That is when the entry was made. 
Mr. OSWALD. 1 would say that he did not at that time try to contact 

Lee by telephone, because I do not believe at that early date-he was in Japan 
and was not aware that Lee had gone to Russia, because we were just 
aware of i’t on October 31, and recalling a letter from John over there, that 
he was not aware of it for a number of days after he actually went over 
there. 

sb-. PENNER. I see. But efforts were made on the part of your mother 
to reach him or she did reach him by telephone? 

Mr. OSU’ALD. Yes, sir, I understand he spoke to her briefly and then he 
hung up. 

Mr. JENNER. For the purpose of refreshing your recollection, would YOU 
be good enough to read your brother’s letter to you or what purports to 
be your brother’s letter to you of November 26, 1959, and in reading 
through it--the reason I have asked you to look at it is that the letter is 
framed as a response to what apparently were questions that YOU put to 

him in your letter which was in response to his letter of November 8, and 
seeking to refresh your recollection as to the contents of your letter. 

Mr. Chairman, this is a fairly long letter, and if Chief Justice Warren has 
a little time perhaps we might have Mr. Oswald read the letter over this 
evening since we are quite late in the day and I can pursue i’t tomorrow. 

Mr. DULLES. I think we had better adjourn fairly soon. 
Mr. JENNER. This would be a convenient time if it is convenient with 

you gentlemen. 
The CHAIRMAN. What does Mr. McKenzie think, I see him smiling. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. I am not going to place myself in a position, Mr. Chief 

Justice, of overruling either you or Mr. Dulles. 
Mr. JENNER. I can question the witness with respect to mrne unrelated 

matters. That matter is not related to this, if I might. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Mr. Jenner, one thing I would appreciate if you could bring 

out ln response to some of Mr. Bogg’s questions which I don’t believe he 
was quite clear on, I would like for the sake of the record to show what 
Robert’s career in the Marine Corps was from the standpoint of whether he 
was a noncommissioned officer, and so forth, and so on, if you could bring 
that out. 

Mr. JENNEB. All right. 
I had asked him to state his military career and maybe out of modesty he 

just left left that out. 
Would you-you did give us in detail in your various stages and your 

specialty. 
Mr. OSWALD. I might say going through boot camp at San Diego, Calif., 

during the second week of boot training I was selected as the right guide of 
the platin which actually was a go-between the drill instructors and the 
rest of the platoon, and I retained that position all the way through the 
remainder of the boot camp. On completion of boot camp I was a Pfc. I 
retained that--excuse me, I retained that rank until I went to Miami, Fla., 
at which time on my departure from Miami, Fla., I received my corporal’s 
stripe, and prior to leaving Korea in April of 1955 I received my sergeant’s 
stripe which was my last stripe that I received in the Marine Corps. 

I did receive. of course, an honorable discbarge, a Good Conduct Medal, and 
the various citations of the unit in Korea, Presidential Unit Citations, and 
such. 

Mr. JENNER. All right. Thank you. 
I can’t recall whether it was Representative Boggs or Representative Ford 

who was questioning you about conversations between yourself and your 
mother regarding her claim that your brother may have been a repre- 
sentative of the CIA or some other government agency, and you mentioned 
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there were two occasions. I did ask you to state the detail of one of the 

occasions which was in the Six Flags Motel in Dallas. 

Would you please state where the second conversation took place and who was 

present and what was said? 

Mr. OSWALD. The second conversation took place over the telephone in a call 

that, originated from my mother ‘s house in Fort Worth, Tex., to my home in 

Denton, Tex. 
I do not know if my wife was present at my end or who was present on the 

other end, at my mother’s home. 

Mr. JENNER. You recognized her voice? 

Mr. Oswald. Yes, sir: I did. 

Mr. JENNER. It was your mother? 

Mr. OSWALD. It was my mother. 

Mr. JENKER. What did she say on the subject? 

Mr. Oswa~n. She was sstill pursuing this question or this speculation as far 

‘2s I am concerned that Lee was an agent of t.he OIA, and that she was going to 

be able to, I believe use used, the word “concrete”, to be able to concretely estab- 

lish that with the officials. 

Mr. JENNER. You fixed that as having occurred subsequent to the occasion in 

the Six Flags Motel? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. Can you fix the time of the second occasion more definitely than 

that it, followed the other? 
Mr. OSWALD. I would say this was approximately during the week of Decem- 

ber 9, 1963. 

Mr. JENNER. Was it before or after her trip to Washington which you have 

testified about when Mr. Ford questioned you? 

Mr. OSWALI). This was before her trip to Washington. 

Mr. JENNER. Now, when your mother returned from Washington, when she 

made her trip here about which you testified in response to questions from 

Representative Ford, did she say anything about her claim or speculation, as 

you put it, that your brother was or might have been an agent of the CIA or 

some other agency of the United States? 

Mr. OSWALD. I have not talked to my mother since she has been to Wash- 

ington. 

Mr. JENKER. I see. So there has been no claim by her to you since the occa- 

sion of the second conversation which was a telephone call? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. JENNF,R. During the time of your youth and your association with your 

brother Lee you testified this morning of the normal interest of boys in firearms. 

You have also testified that your brother Lee was right handed. Did you ever 

see him handle even a toy pistol or a cap gun other than with his right hand? 

Mr. OSWALD. Ko, sir, not that I can remember. You, of course, recall some 

times when maybe he was Two-Gun Pete, so to speak. 
Mr. JENNER. He was what? 

Mr. OSWALD. He was Two-Gun Pete, so to speak, when we were playing cops 

and robbers or cowboys and Indians, where he would have two guns. 

Mr. JENNER. With the exception of having two guns when he had one he had 

it in his right hand? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 

Mr. JENKVEH. What ever type of playing, shooting, sitting, or otherwise, he 

always had the pistol, rifle or cap gun in his right hand? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. You said you were using B-B guns. Were there occasions when 

Lee also occasionally shot a B-B gun rifle? 

>Ir.-th+WALD. Not to my knowledge, sir. 

Mr. JF,NNER. I have a recollection that when he was mustered out of the serv- 

ice in September of 1959 he spent two or three days at home in Fort Worth. 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. And there was an occasion when you and he and some friends 

of yours went on a hunting trip. 

Mr. Osmao. My brother-in-law. 
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Mr. JENNER. Or you went squirrel shooting or rabbit shooting. 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. Just the two of you, or did anybody accompany you? 

Mr. OSWALD. Three of us. 

Mr. JENNER. Did you have a rifle? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I did. 

Mr. JENNER. Those I take it were .22’s, 

Mr. OSWALD. All three were .22 caliber, that is correct. 

Mr. JENNER. Where did you obtain them? 

Mr. OSWALD. Two of them belonged to me and one of them belonged to my 

brother-in-law. 

Mr. JENNER. Your brother-in-law? 

Mr. OSWALD. My brother-in-law. 

Mr. JENNER. What is his name? 

Mr. Oswa~o. S. R. Mercer, Jr. 

Mr. JERNEIL What was the occasion of this trip? How did it come about? 

Did you suggest it, your brother-in-law, Lee or how? 

Mr. OSWALD. The day that I recall that Lee stayed with us in-between the 

time he was discharged and the time he was supposed to be leaving for New 

Orleans was a period of 2 to 3 days. One of those days, I feel sure was a 

Saturday, either we spent all day out at my in-laws’ farm or the afternoon at 

the farm at which time Lee and I, and my brother-in-law went hunting. 

Mr. DULLES. Was this a couple of days before he left for Russia? 

Mr. OSWALD. This was a couple of days before he left for New Orleans or 

about 1 day or 2 days before he left for New Orleans. 

Mr. DULLES. And then he shipped out? 

Mr. OSWALD. To locate a job. 

Mr. JENNER. On that occasion, that incident, did he have occasion to dis- 

charge the .22 caliber rifle he was carrying? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; he did. 

Mr. JENNER. Did you see him do so? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNEK From what shoulder did he, against which shoulder did he place 

the butt of the gun? 

Mr. OSWALD. The right shoulder. 

Mr. JENNER. And with which hand or fingers of which hand did he pull the 

trigger and discharge the gun? 

Mr. OSWALD. The right hand, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. Did he exhibit any proficiency in the use of that .22 caliber gun 

on that occasion? 

Mr. OSWALD. I would say an average amount. 

Mr. JENNER. Hunting rabbits or squirrels with a rifle takes pretty good marks- 

manship. Did any of you boys bring down a rabbit or squirrel, on the fly, I 

mean ? 
Mr. OSWALD. As I recall, one small, very small cottontail as he ran across 

the peanut field, all three of us were shooting at him, and my weapon that I 

had, one of the weapons that belonged to me, was a semiautomatic 22 and I 

perhaps had a burst of four or five rounds that I said I got him. But all three 

of us were shooting at him. 

Mr. hICKENZIE. Did all three of you claim him? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I did. 

Mr. JENNER. Was that your only victory on that hunting trip or did some- 

one else shoot down a squirrel or a rabbit? 

Mr. OSWALD. No squirrels were killed that day and perhaps I believe this was 

the occasion that we went into what we called a briar patch located off to the 

left of the farmhouse ; at that particular time it was very thick with cottontails, 

and I believe we exterminated about eight of them at that time between the 

three of us because it was the type of brush and thorns that didn’t grow very 

high but we were able to see over them, so getting three of us out there it 

wasn’t very hard to kill eight of them. 

Mr. JENNER. Sow, had you and your brother engaged in this very light form 

of hunting at any other time during your lifetime? 
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Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JEXNER. Would you indicate the frequency of that? 
Mr. OSWALD. If I recall, only one other occasion that we had been hunting 

together. This was during a leave that Lee had from the Marine Corps. 
Mr. JENNER. During a leave that he had? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. And at which time, if I may correct myself there, 

another time comes to mind, I recall two times that we had this type of 
light hunting out there at that farm, at the same place. One time was dur- 
ing a leave that he had from the Marine Corps. I don’t recall of any game 
at that particular time that we shot. I know we did handle the rifle and 
fired maybe target practice, something along that line. I don’t recall of 
anything. 

The second time that I now remember is during his stay after he returned 
from Russia, during his stay at my home in Fort Worth, that my wife and I 
and our children took him and his wife and child out to the farm to meet our 
in-laws, my in-laws, and also to do a little hunting while we was out there, 
and which we did just a very little bit. I believe this was on a Sunday 
afternoon and we didn’t stay out very long. 

Mr. JEXKER. What weapons did you use on that occasion? 
hlr. OSWALD. On that occasion, I believe the same weapons we used before. 
Mr. JENKER. 1Yould that be true of all three occasions? 
Mr. OSWALD. I believe on the first occasion, which was the occasion that Lee 

came home on leave, that at that time I only owned one .22 rifle. 
Mr. JENNER. Was that the semiautomatic? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; it was not the semiautomatic, it was a bolt action 

rifle, with a clip on it. However, I believe Lee either used my brother-in-law’s 
rifle 

hlr. JENNER. Was that a bolt-action rifle? 
hIr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; it is a bolt-action rifle. He either used that rifle 

or a single-shot, bolt-action rifle, another .22 that was out at the farm. 
Mr. JENNER. On the occasion during which you went hunting during that 

3-day period, interregnum his return and his discharge and his departure for 
New Orleans, was the weapon he employed a bolt-action weapon? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; it was. 
Mr. J~NER. Is it a fair statement on my part that on all the occasions that 

you recall hunting with Lee he employed a bolt-action rifle? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. During your youth and prior to these occasions about which 

you testified, do you know of the fact or know by rumor or otherwise that 
your brother engaged in this light hunting or other kind of hunting where 
he used a firearm even though he was not with you or you did not accompany 
him? 

Mr. OSWALD. I feel surely that he did, without recalling any particular time 
that he told me, but his interest along that line was generally like mine, that 
is hunting and fishing, and I am sure when he had an opportunity to hunt 
that he did do so. 

Mr. DULLES. Did he ever tell you about hunting in Russia? 
hlr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; he did. 
Mr. JENKER. Would you relate that, please, tell us when the conversation 

took place and the circumstances, if it was a conversation? 
hlr. OSWALD. The circumstances was it was in a letter I received from him. 
Mr. JENNER. Is that one of the letters you produced? 
hlr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; it is. 
hlr. JENNER. Did you have any conversation with him in addition to the 

letter, apart from the letter? 
Mr. OSWALD. I believe I did along that line because as I stated our interests 

in hunting and fishing was mutual and he did state that he was able b 
hIr. JENKER. In response to Mr. Dulles’ question, would you give the conversa- 

tion? We will take care of the letter in the morning. 
hIr. OSWALD. So, sir; I am trying to give the conversation. 
Mr. JENNER. Thank you. Proceed. 
hlr. OSWALD. That we talked about hunting over there, and he said that 



he had only been hunting a half dozen times, and so forth, and thlat he had 

only used a shotgun, and a couple of times he did shoot a duck. 

Mr. JENNEE. It was all shotgun shooting, no rifle shooting? 

Mr. OSWALD. No rifle shooting, no sir. That is all they were allowed to 

have, the shotgun. 

Mr. JENPI‘EK. This conversation took place, as I understand it, on his return 

from Russia when he was living with you for that month, that would be June- 

July of 1962? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

Mr. JENNER. And that is the extent of the conversation? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; that is. 

Mr. JERKER. As you now recall it-there have been some reports, and they 

are only reports as far as we of the staff are concerned, of speculation about 

a television set, whether your brother purchased or owned a television set and 

whether he purchased it outright or on time with a guarantee from you. 

What information or knowledge do you have in that connection? 

Mr. OSWALD. I am not aware that he purchased a television set, sir. I did 

at his request, when he and Marina and the baby were living in Fort Worth. 

Mr. JENNER. Where in Fort Worth? 

Mr. OSWALD. Mercedes Street in Fort Worth, in a small duplex which was-- 

Mr. JENNER. Can you fix even more definitely the time of this event? 

Mr. OSWALD. This was approximately the latter part of September, 1962. 

And at his request- 
Mr. JENNER. He came to you, excuse me. 

Mr. OSWALD. He called me, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. He called you by telephone? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; he called me at my office from his place of employment 

in Fort Worth at that time. 

Mr. JENNER. Give us the substance of what he said. 

Mr. OSWALD. We talked briefly about how each family was doing, and so 

forth, and he said that he would like to establish credit and he had tried 

to charge something at Montgomery Ward’s at Fort Worth, the West 7th Street 

store, and they had stated that he needed to have somebody cosign or vouch for 

him, and this was his rquest to me, and I said gladly I would do so, and late 

that afternoon after work, this was approximately 5: 30 by the time I arrived 

at Montgomery Ward, I did sign for Lee’s charge account. However, I was not 

aware of what he was charging. 

Mr. JENPZER. There was no discussion, I take it, at that time of what-the 

use to which he intended to put his credit? 

hlr. OSWALD. No, sir ; I believe perhaps he did mention something about a baby 

chair and a baby bed. 

Mr. JENNER. Was there ever any discussion between you about his purchase 

or acquisition of a television set? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; there was not. 

Mr. JENNER. Were you ever in his home or apartment? 

hlr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I was. 
Mr. JENNER. Did you see a television set there? 

hlr. OSWALD. Pardon me, you are referring to the apartment on Mercedes 

Street, is that correct? 

Mr. JENNER. Yes. 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, I was in his home quite a few times and there was not a 

television set that I remember. 

Mr. JENNER. On any occasion that you were there? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. On any occasion when you were in any place of residence of 
your brother after his return to the Utited States, did you see in those premises 

a television set? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. Where was that? 

Mr. OSWALD. At my house and at my mother’s house. 
Mr. JENNER. I should have been more specitic and identified a residence as 

one of his own rather than living with you or living with your mother. 

3% 



Mr. OSWALD. At no resideme that he lived in that I was aware of at any 
time did I see him with a television set that I would take to be his own. 

Mr. .J~:ssER. Did you ever have any discussion-did any discussion ever 
occur between the two of you with respect to his acquisition of a television 
set? 

Jlr. OSWALD. Sane that J revall, sir. 
Mr. JESSER. This is. as far as you are c+onc*erned. a total blank, this tele- 

vision set matter? 
Mr. OSWALIL That is correct. sir. 
Mr. IX~.I.ES. 1 think we had better adjourn pretty soon. This man has had 

quite an ordeal for the day. 
Mr. JENNER. It is acceptable. 
Mr. DUI,LES Is it acceptable to you? 
The CHAIRJIAS. Yes. 
Mr. OSWALD. I have no objection to continuing. 

Mr. NCKENZIE. If you would prefer to reconvene tomorrow morning we cran 
reconvene then. 

Mr. RASKIX. I think 9 o’clock is better. I think we can finish up in the 
morning. 

Mr. DUI,L~S. Thank you. At 9 o’clock in the morning. 

(\Vhereupon, at 3 :15 p.m., the President’s Commission recessed.) 

Friday, February 21, 1964 

TESTIMONY OF ROBERT EDWARD LEE OSWALD RESUMED 

The President’s Commission met at 9 a.m. on February 21, 1964, at 299 Mary- 
land Avenue NE., Washington, D.C. 

Present were Chief Justice Earl Warren, Chairman; and Allen W. Dulles, 
member. 

,41so present were .J. Lee Rankin, general counsel: Albert E. Jenner, Jr., 
assistant counsel ; \Vesley J. Liebeler, assistant counsel ; and William McKenzie, 
attorney for Robert Fldward Lee Oswald. 

The Chairman. Gentlemen, the Commission will be in order. 
As yesterday, I will only be able to be here for a comparatively short time, 

because we have our weekly conference of the Supreme Court today. And when 
I leave, Mr. Allen Dulles will conduct the hearing. We will now proceed with 
the testimony. 

Mr. JENP~ER. Thank you, Mr. Chief Justice. 
I would like to return, hIr. Oswald, to the time that your brother Lee was 

discharged from military service and spent approximately 3 days at home. 
You recall that period? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I do. 
Mr. JENNEB. Now, would you please describe his physical appearance the 

last time you saw him during that 3-day period? 
Mr. 0swar.u. His hair was brown and curly, a full set of hair. His physical 

appearance-he was trim, weighed approximately 140 pounds, he was approxi- 
mately 6 foot 91& he seemed to be in fine physical shape at that time. 

Mr. JENNER. I mentioned 3 days. Was I wrong about the 3 days, or was it a 
little longer period? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; my recollection on that period was 2 or 3 days, and 
only during one of these day do I remember seeing him. He speat the day at 
our house. 

Mr. JENNER. It was your impression, sir, that he was in good health, bright 
and alert mentally at that time? 
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Mr. OSWALD. At no resideme that he lived in that I was aware of at any 
time did I see him with a television set that I would take to be his own. 

Mr. .J~:ssER. Did you ever have any discussion-did any discussion ever 
occur between the two of you with respect to his acquisition of a television 
set? 

Jlr. OSWALD. Sane that J revall, sir. 
Mr. JESSER. This is. as far as you are c+onc*erned. a total blank, this tele- 

vision set matter? 
Mr. OSWALIL That is correct. sir. 
Mr. IX~.I.ES. 1 think we had better adjourn pretty soon. This man has had 

quite an ordeal for the day. 
Mr. JENNER. It is acceptable. 
Mr. DUI,LES Is it acceptable to you? 
The CHAIRJIAS. Yes. 
Mr. OSWALD. I have no objection to continuing. 

Mr. NCKENZIE. If you would prefer to reconvene tomorrow morning we cran 
reconvene then. 

Mr. RASKIX. I think 9 o’clock is better. I think we can finish up in the 
morning. 

Mr. DUI,L~S. Thank you. At 9 o’clock in the morning. 

(\Vhereupon, at 3 :15 p.m., the President’s Commission recessed.) 

Friday, February 21, 1964 

TESTIMONY OF ROBERT EDWARD LEE OSWALD RESUMED 

The President’s Commission met at 9 a.m. on February 21, 1964, at 299 Mary- 
land Avenue NE., Washington, D.C. 

Present were Chief Justice Earl Warren, Chairman; and Allen W. Dulles, 
member. 

,41so present were .J. Lee Rankin, general counsel: Albert E. Jenner, Jr., 
assistant counsel ; \Vesley J. Liebeler, assistant counsel ; and William McKenzie, 
attorney for Robert Fldward Lee Oswald. 

The Chairman. Gentlemen, the Commission will be in order. 
As yesterday, I will only be able to be here for a comparatively short time, 

because we have our weekly conference of the Supreme Court today. And when 
I leave, Mr. Allen Dulles will conduct the hearing. We will now proceed with 
the testimony. 

Mr. JENP~ER. Thank you, Mr. Chief Justice. 
I would like to return, hIr. Oswald, to the time that your brother Lee was 

discharged from military service and spent approximately 3 days at home. 
You recall that period? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I do. 
Mr. JENNEB. Now, would you please describe his physical appearance the 

last time you saw him during that 3-day period? 
Mr. 0swar.u. His hair was brown and curly, a full set of hair. His physical 

appearance-he was trim, weighed approximately 140 pounds, he was approxi- 
mately 6 foot 91& he seemed to be in fine physical shape at that time. 

Mr. JENNER. I mentioned 3 days. Was I wrong about the 3 days, or was it a 
little longer period? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; my recollection on that period was 2 or 3 days, and 
only during one of these day do I remember seeing him. He speat the day at 
our house. 

Mr. JENNER. It was your impression, sir, that he was in good health, bright 
and alert mentally at that time? 
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Mr. OBWALD. Yes, sir ; he most certainly was. 

Mr. JENNER. Did you describe his physical appearance as far as his head of 

hair was concerned? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JENXER. A full head of hair? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. Did he appear strained in any respect? 

Mr. OSWALD. So, sir ; he did not. 

Mr. JENR‘ER. His mental condition, as far as you can tell, is what you would 

regard or had regarded as normal during your acquaintance with him as his 

brother ? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 

Mr. JENXER. Now, will you then jump to the first time you saw him sub- 

sequently thereto, which I understand was in June 1962. State the date, please, 

as closely as you can. 

Mr. OSWALD. This was June 14, 1962. 

Mr. JEN~‘ER. And where did you see him? 

Mr. OSWALD. At Dallas, Love Field. 

Mr. JENNER. Now, on that occasion-and take in also the period of time that 

he lived with you in your home during June and part of July 1962-what did 
you observe, and if in contrast by way of contrast, in his physical appearance 

and demeanor as against the last time you had seen him, in 1959. 

Mr. OSWALD. His appearance had changed to the extent that he had lost a con- 

siderable amount of hair ; his hair had become very kinky in comparison with his 

naturally curly hair prior to his departure to Russia. 

Mr. JENNER. Had his hair been in any respect kinky, as you put it, in 

November of 1959 immediately prior to his leaving for Russia? 

Mr. OSWALD. That would have been in September. 

Mr. JENNER. September-I am sorry. 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir ; it was not. It was curly. 

Mr. JENNER. Did that arrest your attention, the difference in the texture 

of his head of hair? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; it certainly did. 

Mr. JERKER. You, though 5 years old at the time of your father’s death- 

do you recall his physical appearance insofar as his head of hair? 

Mr. OSWALD. My father’s head of hair? 

Mr. JENNER. Yes. 

Mr. OSWALD. He had a full set of hair. 

Mr. JENNEX. Do you have any baldness of tendency towards baldness in 

your family? 

Mr. OSWALD. None that I am aware of. 

Mr. JENNER. Now, I include both your mother and father and relatives on 

either side, to the extent that you have met those people. 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; no one that I recall that I met, relatives on either 

my father’s or mother’s side, had any tendency towards baldness. 

Mr. JEXSER. And you have none? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir ; I do not. 

Mr. JENNER. And your brother John? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. 

Mr. JENXER. He still has a full head of hair? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. Even now? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. What else did you observe by w,ay of his facial appearance- 

whether he was drawn, or bouncy and healthy, as he had been when you had 

seen him in September of 1959? 

Mr. OSWALD. He appeared the first couple of days upon his return, June 14, 

1962, to be rather tense and anxious. I also noted that his complexion 

had changed somewhat to the extent that he had always been very fair com- 

plected-his complexion was rather ruddy at this time-you might say it 

appeared like an artificial suntan that you get out of a bottle, but very slight- 

in other words, a tint of brown to a tint of yellow. 
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>Ir. .JESSEK. What else clid you notice by contrast, so far as his physical 

nltpearnncr is concerned? And then. next. 1 n-ant to go to his demeanor. 

Mr. 0s~~~1.n. I believe his weight perhaps was a little bit less at that time. 

I would S;IF l~rol~;tl~ly 5 ~,~~lulds~;ll,llrosilll:~t~l~ .YI ~~OUIIC~S lrss than whnt he wr?s 

in l!W). Iwfow llr \\-t,nt to Russia. 

Jlr. JI~~SEK. IXcl you say he almrarecl tlrawn as c~oniliaretl with his alqiear- 

ance in l!l.Xl -fac,i:tlly? 

1Ir. OSWAI,~. I I\-oultl say to some extent : yes. air. 

Mr. .JESSKR. Sow. \vonlcl you l~lea~e relate to the Commission any other 

differences. if there n-cbre a1i.v. ill tlrnieanor? 

Mr. 0swal.o. To me. he acted the same as he did in 1959 prior to going to 

Russia. Our c~ourersatic)ns at tlrr time llrb rrtnrnrcl from Russia in June of 

19O’2--he al~l~arrcl to IW the same boy I had known before, with the ex- 

ception of what I noted on his phyrieal almc?uanc~e. 

As far as his conversations were concerned at this ljarticular time. June of 

1962, I noticed no difference. 

HP al~l~rartd to have l)ic.kecl ul, something of an accent. Rut I took this to 

inran that because he had been speaking the Russian language and living 

in Russia during a period of approximately two and a half years, that this 

was the reason for the accent. 

Mr. JEXXER. Did these differenres in physical appearance, especially his 

hair. his skin tone. his overall facial and l~hysical al)praranre. lead you at 

that mnment. in the light of what had occurred in the meantime, your ex- 

change of cnrresl~nndence, lead you to form an opinion, at least tentative, 

as to what might have occurred or happened to your brother while he was 

in Russia? 

Mr. OSWALD. In referenre to that, sir; his hair-1 did, either on the first 

or second night. when he was there at the house1 pointed it out to him 

and actually had him bend his head down to where I could look at the top 

of it, and it was very thin on the tnp.rnu could see just right down to his 

scalp. 

And his comment on that was that he thought the weather had affected 

his hair, the cold weather. 

Mr. JENNER. Did he make any comments when you met him at Love Field, 

and did you ride in with him from Love Field to your home? 

Mr. OSWALD. Trs. sir. \\‘P n-err in my personal car, and my wife and my 

children were with me. We met him and his wife and his baby. He seemed. 

perhaps the word is. disappointed. when there were no newspaper reporters 

around. He did comment on this. 

Mr. JENNER. Tell us n-hat he said. 

Mr. OSWALD. I believe his comment was something. “What, no photog- 

raphers or anything?” 

I said, “No. I have been able to keep it quiet.” 

Mr. JENNER. And where was that remark made? 

Xr. OSWALD. At Love Field. as they came through the gate. 

Mr. JENSER. Did he make any remarks on that subject as you drove into 

town ? 

Mr. OSWALD. No. sir ; he did not. 

Mr. JENNER. Did he make any other comments that arrested your attention 

when he arrived at Love Field or while you were driving into town? 

Mr. OSWAI.D. Yes, sir; he did. In reference to newspaper reporters again, or 

photographers, he asked me if I had been receiving calls and so forth, and I 

told him I had received twn or three calls, but I said nothing, and they were 

not aware of his schedule of arrival in the United States, and they were not 

aware at that time, to my knowledge, that he had arrived at Love Field, and 

that he was going to be at my home. 

Mr. JENXER. Having in mind the changes in physical appearance, and also 

the course of events since the clay of his arrival at Lore Field to the present 

time, have you formed an opinion. Vr. Oswald, as to whether your brother 

may have undergone SOIU~ treatment of some kind in Russia that affected 

his mind? 
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Jlr. Oswa~n. Se?;. sir. Sime 1,~‘s death on Sorember 24th, I have formed 
an opinion in that respect. 

Jlr. ~ESSEK. What is that opinion? 
Mr. OSWALD. That, perhaps in sheer speculation on my part-that due to 

the nature of the change in his hair. in the baldness that appeared, I reached 
the opinion that perhal)s something in the nature of shock treatments or some- 
thing along that line had been given him in Russia. 

Mr. .JENSER. You base this olnnion on any factors other than or in addition to 
this change of physical apl)rarance that you noted on his return from Russia? 

Mr. Osw.~r.n. So, sir: I do not. 
Mr. JESSFX Has the course of events affected the olmnon you have now 

expressed? 
Mr. 0sw~r.n. Yes, sir; since the course of events, since Friday, November 22, 

1963, his death following on the 2-lth of Sorrmber 1963. I have searched my own 
mind for possible reasons of why or how this all came about. That has ,been 
one of my opinions-in reference to his hair structure and so forth, and his 
baldness-pardon me just a minute, please. 

Mr. JESSER. Have you concluded your answer? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, thank you. 
Mr. .JEXNFX. Has this course of events and your brother’s physical appearance 

and any other factors you had in mind led you to form an opinion as to whether 
he was or had been an agent of the government of the USSR? 

Mr. MCKENZIE. You are asking him, Mr. Jenner, to speculate. 
hlr. JEN’NER. I am. 
Mr. OSWALD. May I have that again, please? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. His question was-this is off the record. 
(Discussion off the record.) 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Mr. Jenner, may I ask a question at this time’! 
Robert, at any time after your brother returned from Russia, or at any time 

after he went to Russia, did he ever remark to you as to whether or not he had 
been ill while in Russia? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; he did not. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Has his wife, hfarina Oswald, ever said anything to you about 

whether or not he was ill while he resided in Russia? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; she has. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. And what did she say? 
Mr. JENNER. Could you fix the time, please? 
Mr. OSWALD. My conversation with hlarina Oswald? 
Mr. JENNER. Yes. 
Mr. OSWALD. Approximately 4 weeks ago, in one of our conversations. 
Mr. JENXER. And where did that take place? 
Mr. OSWALD. I believe in my car on the nay to the cemetery, or returning from 

the cemetery, to Mr. Martin’s house, in Dallas, Tex. 
Mr. JENNER. Anyone other than Marina and yourself present? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. All right. State the conversation. 
Mr. OSWALD. If I may fix the date more accurately here, sir; if I could pos- 

sibly refer to my diary. 
I recall this conversation on January 13, 1964, between Marina Oswald and 

myself in my car, at which time she stated tome-- 
Mr. JENNER. Excuse me, sir, to what are you now referring to refresh your 

recollection? 
Mr. OSWALD. This would be to a followup of the conversation we had in ref- 

erence to-- 
Mr. JENNFX. Excuse methe document. 
Mr. OSWALD. I am referring to my notebook that I have been keeping in 

various events that have occurred since November 22,1963. 
Mr. JEKNER. For the purpose of the record, would you read the first three 

words and the last three words of the page to which you are making reference? 
Mr. OSWALD. “Sunday, January 13, 1964. Jim advised that”- 
Mr. JENNEB. That is on the first line? 
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Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. The last line is “told her this story.” 
Mr. JENXFX. All right. Proceed, sir. 
Mr. 0swar.o. We had a discussion- 
Mr. MCKESZIE. Pardon me just a second. 
For the sake of the record, let me state this. A copy of this diary has been 

furnished to the Commission. lhotostated by the (‘ommission, and Mr. Jenner has 
it in front of him. 

Mr. JENNER. I will qualify it, Mr. Chief Justice. Rut I didn’t want to take 
Your Honor’s time at the moment, because I do want to cover another subject 
while you are still here. 

Proceed, sir. 
Mr. OSWALD. What prompted my question as to whether or not Lee was ill 

while he was in Russia was the followup of a conversation that we had in rela- 
tion to an incident that occurred some time in the year of 1963. I am not 
able to place the date of that purported incident. I was advised at that time in 
reference to this incident that on one day, that Lee was going to shoot at or 
shoot Mr. Richard Jf. Nixon, that Marina N. Oswald locked Lee Harvey Oswald 
in the bathroom for the entire day. 

At the end of this brief remark in relation to Mr. Nixon, I asked her at that 
time had Lee been ill or been in the hospital while he was in Russia. And, at 
this time, she told me yes, that he had, on two occasions, been in the hospital 
in Russia. 

I asked her what was the nature of the illness. My best recollection of that, 
sir, was that he was having difficulty with his sinus, and that the cold was bother- 
ing him somewhat. And I do not recall anything more specific than that in 
relation to the illness. 

Mr. DULLES. Could I ask one question there? 
Did Marina say whether this was while they were in Minsk, or she didn’t in- 

dicate where he was at the time? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, she did not. 
Mr. DULLEB. She did not? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; she did not. 
Mr. JENNER. Have you now stated and exhausted your recollection of every- 

thing she said on that subject of his illness on that particular occasion? 
Mr. OSWALIX Yes, sir; I have. 
Mr. JENNER. And you did not pursue the matter any further than you have 

indicated with her? 
Mr. 0s~~. Sir, I believe I attempted to, and with her limited knowledge of 

the English language, we were encountering some difficulties. And I told her 
perhaps at a later date, or something of that nature, that we could discuss it 
more fully. 

Mr. JENNER. Did you ever pursue it with her on any subsequenh occasion? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I have not. 
Mr. JENNER. If I may, Mr. Chief Justice. I will return to that illness feature 

at a later point. 
You have an entry in your diary under the date of January 13,lG 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, in reference to Mr. Nixon? 
Mr. JENNER. Yes. 
Now, you have alluded to Mr. Nixon in testifying with respect to your conver- 

sation on the subject of illness with Marina. 
Mr. Chief Justice, if I may, I will read the entry on that particular date, and 

will wish to question the witness about it. 
“Sunday, January 13, 1964. Jim advised that Marina told him that Lee 

wanted to”-and there are a series of five dashes, followed by the letters, “NMR, 
also, but Marina locked Lee in the bathroom all day. This was confirmed later 
this day by Marina. On the way to the cemetery.” 

Is that in your handwriting? 
hlr. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; it is. 
Mr. JENXER. Would you please supply, if suppliable, what is indicated by the 

three dashes preceding the letters “NMR” and identify what the letters “NMR” 
refer to? 

Mr. OSWALD. If I may, sir, correct you there. 
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There are five dashes there. And the word “shoot” was my intention to leave 

blank there. And the initials “NMR” stands for Richard M. Nixon in reverse. 

Mr. JEPI‘NFX. I take it, then, that the five dashes were inserted there as a 

substitute for the word “shoot”? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. And the initials are those of Richard M. Nixon reversed? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. JENNEK. Now, would you please state fully when this matter or this 

incident first came to your attention where and through and by whom? 

Mr. Oswa~n. The first time I was aware of this incident was at Mr. Jim 

H. Martin’s home in Dallas, Tex. 

Mr. JENNER. On what day? 

Mr. OSWALD. On Sunday, January 13,1964. 

Mr. JENNER. What was the occasion for your being there? 

Mr. OSWALD. To visit with Marina, and to take her to the cemetery. 

Mr. JENXER. You entered the home? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JE~IVER. Was your wife, Mrs. Oswald, with you? 

Mr. OBWALD. Yes, sir ; she was. 

Mr. JENNEX. Your children? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; they were. 

Mr. JENNER. You entered the home, and who was there? 

Mr. OSWAL,D. Mr. and Mrs. James H. Martin, I believe their children were 

also present, and in the living room of their home there was two Secret Service 

agents, or one Secret Service agent, and two Dallas police officers. 

Mr. JENNEB. Are you able to identify any of those four men? 

Do you recall any of them at the moment? 

Mr. OSWALD. I believe, sir, that one of the Secret Service agents, if he was 

either the only one there, or two of them were there, the one that I do recall, 

Mr. Bob Jameson or Jimson, of the Dallas office-the U.S. Secret Service office 

in Dallas. 

Mr. JENNER. Now, to what Richard M. Nixon did the initials “NMR” aa you 

have placed them in this note refer? 

Mr. OSWALD. To the past Vice President of the United States. 

Mr. JENNER. Now, proceed to tell us about how the circumstance arose, your 

first conversation of it, your first notice of it. 

hir. OSWALD. I was talking with Mr. Jim Martin about various other matters. 

Mr. JESKER. Excuse me, sir. Where were you in talking to Mr. Jim Martin? 

hir. OEW~LD. I was in the den of his home, sitting on a sofa. 

Mr. JENNER. And who was present? 

Mr. Oswann. Jim Martin and I were sitting on the sofa, and I believe my 

wife and his wife were at the end of the den in the kitchen part of it, standing 

by the sink. 

Mr. JENNER. What is the distance between yourselves sitting on the sofa and 

the others? 

Mr. OSWALD. I would say approximately 12 or 15 feet, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. And was there a doorway, was it open? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir ; it is an open room. 

Mr. JENNER. So you were all in the same room-one section of it you describe 

as a den? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JENXER. And the other section consists of what? 

Mr. OSWALD. The kitchen, the sink, refrigerator, a washing machine, built-in 

oven and range. 

hlr. JENNER. All right. Proceed. 

Mr. OSWALD. We discussed other matters. I do not recall what they were. 

Just talking to him about how hIarina was doing and so forth, and any other 

thing that we might be talking about in general, small talk. And we finally- 

he finally brought up this question. 

Mr. JENNER. What did he say and how did he approach it? Reproduce it as 
best you can, sir. 

Mr. OSWALD. I believe he moved.very close to me. I was turned towards him. 
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He was to my left. I might say at this time that the women at the sink would be 

on my far right, behind me generally. And he related to me-- 
Mr. JENKEX. What did he say? 

Mr. Osw.4~~. This incident, that Jlarina had told him that on a day still 

not identified to me, that he. Lee Harvey Oswald, had the intention to shoot 

Mr. Richard M. Sixon. and that Marina N. Oswald had locked Lee in the bath- 

room for the entire day. And that was the test to my best remembranc+that 

was everything that was said from him. 

Mr. JENNFA. Have you now eshansted your recollection? 

Mr. OSWALD. Of Mr. Martin’s conversation to me? 

Mr. JENNER. Yes. 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I have. 
Mr. JENRER. Did he say how he had come about this information? 

Mr. OWVALD. No, other than he had a conversation with hlarina N. Oswald. 

Mr. JENNER. And he was relating to you a conversation he had had with her? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. Did he say that she had reported this to him? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; he did. 

Mr. JENKER. Did you inquire of him as to why this had not been disclosed to 

you before? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I did not. 

Mr. JENNER. Did you ask any questions of him in that connection? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I did not. 

I might add that my reaction at that time was that I was rather speechless. 

I believe I just shook my head in utter disbelief to what I was hearing. 

Mr. JENNER. Did Mr. Martin relate to you when Marina had told him this 

story? 

Mr. OSWALD. So, sir; not to my recollection. 

hlr. JENNER. Did you question him with respect to that? 

Mr. OSWALD. No. sir; I did not. 

Mr. JENNER. Did you make any effort to fix the time when the event in 

question had taken place? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; in my own mind I did. 

Mr. JEERER. You didn’t question Mr. Martin ahout it, however? 

hlr. OBWALD. No, sir; I did not. 

Mr. DULCEB. At this time, did you know of the rumors with regard to the 

attack on General Walker or not? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I did. And I refer, again, to the entry on January 13, 

1964, and the statement that Jim advised that Marina told him that Lee wanted 

to “blank NlIR also” And by that “also” I . . 
General Walker’s ;ife. 

I was aware of the attempt on 

Mr. JENNER. Was anything said during the course of your conversation with 

Mr. Martin in the den with respect to the information you had that an attempt 

had been made by your brother on the life of General Walker? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, not at this conversation, it was not. 

Mr. JEKNER. Did you ever talk to Mr. Martin at any time subsequent to this, 

with respert to this event? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir-preceding this day of January 13, 1964, approximately 

3 or 4 weeks prior to that- 

Mr. JENNER. This particular event, I mean-hlr. Martin’s relating to you 

that Marina had advised him that your brother wanted to shoot Richard 51. 

Nison. the Vice President of the United States. Did you have a further con- 

versation with Mr. Martin at any time subsequent to that-that is, after 

January 13, 1964? 

hlr. OSWALD. No, sir; I did not. 

Mr. JENNER. You have not up to this moment? 

hlr. OSWALD. So, sir; I have not. 

Mr. JEXNER. You did not at any time later that day? You had only this one 

c*onrersation with Mr. Martin, and none other? 
Mr. OSWALD. On this subject, yes. sir, that is correct. 

Mr. JENSEK. On this particular subject. you made no effort to question him 

further about it? 

335 



Mr. OSWALE No, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. And you have now exhausted your recollection as to all of your 

conversation on this occasion with Mr. Martin? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I have. 
Mr. JENEER. And you at no time ever pursued it further with him? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I did not. 
Mr. JENNEE Did you report or relate this to the Secret Service or the FBI 

or any other agency of the U.S. Government? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I did not. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Pardon me just a minute, Mr. Jenner. May I ask a question? 
You have, have you not, furnished the FBI a copy of this diary that you have 

kept since November 22d? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. And likewise you furnished it to this Commission? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNFXL When was your diary furnished to the Commission for the first 

time ? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Yesterday morning. 
Mr. OSWALD. February 20, 1964. 
Mr. JEN~ER. Yesterday morning when you and your counsel tendered it to me? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. But between the 13th of January 1964 and yesterday morning, 

when you tendered the diary to me, you made no tender of any written materials 
nor did you relate orally to any agent or agency of the U.S. Government this 
particular incident? 

Mr. OSWALL Yes, sir; I had. 
Mr. JENNER. You had? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Please state to whom and when? 
Mr. OSWALD. This was two FBI agents on the night of-may I have a calendar, 

please? 
On February 18, 1964, I turned over my notebook to two FBI agents at my 

home in Denton, Tex., at which time they asked me about this particular 
incident. I referred them to my diary, and turned over the diary, with the 
advice of my counsel. 

Mr. JENNER. Was that incident related by you to them at your instance, or 
did they come to you with specific reference to it? 

Mr. OSWALD. They did have a specific reference to it on the night of Febru- 
ary 18, 1964. 

Mr. JENNER. Who raised it-you or the agents? 
Mr. OSWALD. The agents did, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Did they state to you as to how they had come to have that 

information? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; they did not. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. For the sake of the record, Mr. Jenner, I would like to state 

what I told the agents. 
Mr. JENNER. Now, returning to-when did you tell them, Mr. McKenzie? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Mr. Jenner, the best I recall it was either Monday-it was 

Monday, February 17th. 
Mr. JENNEB. Monday of this week? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Yes, this past Monday. 
And I might add that I received the diary myself sometime around 5:15 or 

5 o’clock on Saturday, February 15th, and I read the diary Sunday evening, 
February 16th, and gave the information to the FBI agents on February 17th, 
at which time I suggested that if they would like to talk to Robert about it they 
could be free to do so. 

Mr. OSWALD. May I say something here, Bill? 
Mr. McKenzie did not know the exact meaning o f this statement on Janu- 

ary 13, 1964. He asked me in his office on Monday afternoon, February 17, 
1964, to fill in the blanks, and to give the man’s name to the initials and what 
it meant, at which time I did. 

Mr. JENNER. But from the 13th of January 1% to Saturday February 15, 
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1961, you had not drawn this matter to the attention of any agency of the United 
States or any agent of the United States, or any other person, is that correct? 

Mr. OSWALD. So, sir; that is not correct. I did not speak to any agent of 
the U.S. Government. 

My wife read my diary, and she asked me what that entry was. 
Mr. JENNER. When did you prepare this diary? 
Mr. OSWAI.D. I prepared it on the dates noted in the diary. In this particular 

instance, Sunday, January 13, 1964. 
Mr. JENNEX. That particular entry, I take it, then, from your testimony, was 

made contemporaneously with the event itself-that is, on January 13,1964? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. This news from Mr. Martin startled and upset you, did it not? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; it did. 
Mr. JENXER. You mentioned that you had gone to the Martin home, one of the 

purposes being to take Marina to the cemetery. 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Did you do so? 
Mr. 0s~~. Yes, sir; I did. 
Mr. JENNER. As soon as you were in her presence in the automobile, or while 

you were driving there, did you raise this subject with her? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I did not. 
Mr. JENNER. You made no mention of what Mr. Martin had said to you? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I did not. 
Mr. JENNER. Did you ever speak to Marina about it? 
hfr. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; she raised the question to me, or told me of the incident. 
Mr. JENNER. I see. 
Was it on your way to the cemetery, while you were there, or returning from 

the cemetery? 
Mr. OSWALD. On the way to the cemetery, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Please try to reconstruct the circumstances, and state as clearly as 

you can how she raised the subject with you, and what she said-flrst stating, 
however, who was in the automobile as you were driving to the cemetery. 

Mr. OSWALD. It was Marina N. Oswald and myself, only. 
Mr. JENNER. All right. 
Now, try t-give us the scene just as it occurred-how she brought it out. 
Mr. OSWALD. We had been talking about the children, her children and my 

children, family affairs, and .so forth, attempting to carry on a reasonable fac- 
simile of a complete conversation within her limited knowledge of English. 
And at a pause in this conversation, she started relating to me this incident. 

Mr. JENNER. Please, Mr. Oswald-when you say she started relating this 
incident, it doesn’t help us any, it is not evidentiary. How did she do it? 
What did she say, as best you are able to recall ? How did she bring it up? 

Mr. MCKENZIE. In her own words, Robert, try to reconstruct exactly what 
was said to you from the time you left Jim Martin’s house until you went-in 
Dallas, Tex., until you arrived in Fort Worth, Tex., at the cemetery. 

Mr. OSWALD. On this subject, to the best of my knowledge, Marina said to 
me, “Robert, Lee also wanted to shoot Mr. Nixon.” And, at that time, I believe 
I gave her the statement that “Yes, Jim told me about this when we were 
sitting in the den that afternoon.” 

Mr. JENNER. You say you gave her the statement-you mean that is what 
you said to her? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
And she made her statement, referring to this incident of Mr. Nixon. 
And then she related- 
Mr. JENNER. What did she say? 
Mr. OSWALD. I might say this, sir. In practically the same words that Mr. 

Martin had told me, because he had reportedly received the conversation from 
Marina, within her limited English-it rang a bell to the extent that the words 
were close to being the same to the way Mr. Martin had related it to me. 

It was a very brief statement on her behalf that Lee was going to shoot Mr. 
Richard M. Nixon, and that she, Marina N. Oswald, locked Lee in the bathroom 
all day. 
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I did ask her was he very angry. Her reply was at first he certainly was, or 
was, but later- 

Mr. JENNER. When you say at first, you mean her first response to your 
question was, “He certainly was.” 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; or that he was. I don’t believe she knows the word 
“certainly.” That he was angry, and that he calmed down during the period 
that he was locked in the bathroom. 

And I asked her at the end of that statement, “Did he beat you or hurt 
you?” 

She said, “So, he did not spank me.” 
That is, to the best of my recollection, the entire conversation on the inci- 

dent of Mr. Richard M. Nixon. 
Mr. JENNER. Did you inquire-you have now exhausted your recollection? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Did you inquire of her as to when this incident took place? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I did not. 
Mr. JENNER. Did she volunteer it? 
Mr. OBWALD. No, sir; she did not. 
Mr. JENNER. Did you inquire of Mr. Martin as to when the incident took 

place? 
Mr. OSWALD. I do not recall that I did, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Did you make any inquiry as to where they were residing at 

the time the incident was alleged to have taken place, or might have taken 
place ? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I did not. 
Mr. PENNER. Did you assume any particular residence? 
Mr. OSWALD. I assumed that this took place in one of two apartments that 

they lived in in Dallas, Tex. The addresses I am not familiar with. They are 
the only two houses or apartments that I did see for myself from the outside 
on the night of Thanksgiving, 1963, whatever the date was, at which time we 
had dinner at the Martin’s home for the first time that Mrs. Martin had met 
Marina N. Oswald. 

And, at the conclusion of the dinner, the Secret Service agents, with us, 
wanted Marina to point out to them the two apartments that they had lived 
in in Dallas. 

Mr. JENNEB. And you accompanied them, did you? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I was in the car. 
Mr. JENNER. Did you thereafter pursue this occurrence, or alleged occurrence, 

and obtain any additional information about it, with anybody-the Secret 
Service, the FBI, Mr. Thorne, Mr. Martin, Marina-anybody at all? 

Mr. OSWALLL No, sir; I have not. 
Mr. JENNEB. Did you inquire of Marina as to how she locked him in the 

bathroom? 
Mr. Oswam. No, sir; I did not. 
Mr. JENNER. Did it occur to you that it might be quite difficult for a SS-pound 

woman to lock your brother in a bathroom? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; it has occurred to me exactly how this was possible, 

to the extent that a bathroom usually has a lock on the inside and not on the 
outside. 

Mr. JENNEB. Well, if he didn’t want to be locked in the bathroom, she would 
have quite a difficulty-she could not force him into the bathroom 

Mr. MCKENZIE. Mr. Jenner, that is a question for rank speculation. 
Mr. JEANFX. I appreciate that, sir. I am trying to jog his recollection. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. May I ask him a question at this time to maybe perhaps assist 

you ? 
The CHAPMAN. You may ask, yes. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Robert, has Marina told you at anytime or do you now 

know where they were residing when this occurrence happened? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; she has not. And I am not aware from any source 

where this event took place. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Were you ever in their apartments in Dallas, Tex., at anytime? 
Mr. OSWAILL No, sir; I was not. 
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AIlr. MCKENZIE. Prior to going t-with the Secret Service and Marina on 
Thanksgiving evening, was that the first time that you had ever seen the apart- 
ments where they lived? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 
The CHAIRMAN. I think we will take a break now. 
I must be going to my conference. So we will recess for just a moment. 
(Brief recess.) 
Mr. DULLES. The Commission will come to order. 
hlr. Jenner, if you will proceed. 
Mr. JESNER,. Thank you, sir. 
Mr. Oswald, we have some data that indicates or confirms the fact that Mr. 

Sixon was invited to Dallas in April of 1963, by the Southeast Dallas Chamsber 
of Commerce to receive the Good ,4merican Award, but that at the last minute 
it was necessary for him to cancel his attendance-he was unable to attend, and 
did not come to Dallas on that occasion. There was some publicity in connection 
with the giving of the award prior to the event. But I take it from your testi- 
mony that at least you did not pursue with Marina or with Mr. Martin their 
fixing the time of the event in which Marina, according to the information given 
you, locked your brother Lee in the bathroom to prevent him from any violence 
on Mr. Nixon. 

Mr. OBWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Mr. Jenner, if I may, with Mr. Dulles’ approval, interrupt you 

one more time for another statement. 
I recall when Mr. Nixon was coming to Dallas at the invitation of Mr. Carlson 

and others to receive this award. 
However, Mr. Nixon did come to Dallas some time within 6 weeks prior to 

November 22, 1963. The exact date I cannot fix, because I don’t recall the 
exact date. 

But it is my best recollection that he was there in that period of time. 
Mr. JENXER. Mr. McKenzie, that may well be so. 
Our information indicates to the contrary--that he was in Dallas on the Zlst 

of November 1963. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. That is what I say, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. You said several weeks prior. 
Mr. MCKEXZIE. I said some time within 6 weeks prior to November 22d. 
Mr. JENNER. Well, our information is that he was in Dallas on the 2lst of 

November 1963, and not prior to that time. 
But we will- 
Mr. DTJLLEB. I think there is a misunderstanding there. You are technically 

correct. It was the day before. 
Mr. MCKERXIE. I couldn’t remember the exact date, Mr. Dulles, and I wasn’t 

going tb be tied down to any exact date. 
Mr. DULLEB. You are technically correct. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. November 21 was before November 22. 
Mr. JENNER. Well, the inference of the 6 weeks- 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Mr. Jenner, the reason I say 6 weeks-as I explained to Mr. 

Dulles, I don’t know exactly when it was, but I know it was prior to Novem- 
ber 22d, Dick Nixon was in Dallas. 

Mr. JENNER. Well, Mr. Chairman, we will obtain that information and make 
it part of the record. 

NOW, Mr. Oswald, in view of what you have related with regard to this par- 
ticular event, I ask you this question : Would you please state why you did not 
report this circumstance to any agency or agent of the [J.S. Government up to 
the time that you gave your diary to Mr. McKenzie and he turned it over to 
the FBI? 

Mr. OBWALD. An assumption on my part at the time this was told to me was 
that some Federal agents were aware of this. Nobody told me that they were 
aware of it. I repeat, again, it was an assumption on my part that somebody was 
perhaps aware of this, as they were, before I wasdware of the alleg& shot 
at General Walker of the same year. 

Mr. JENNER. I see. 
Did you discuss this event with Mrs. Oswald, that is, your wife, Vada? 
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Mr. OSWALD. Briefly I did, sir. 
hlr. JENNEB. Now, when did you do that? 
Mr. OSWALD. Some time around the latter part of January 1964, at which 

time-- 
Mr. JESSE% Excuse me. That is several weeks after you made this entry 

in your diary, and after the event. occurred? 
Mr. OSWALD. Two or three weeks after I made this entry in my diary Jan- 

uary 13, yes, sir, that is correct. 
Mr. JESNER. What were the circumstances that led you to discuss the matter 

with her? 
Mr. OSWALD. My wife had read my diary, and she had come to this entry on 

January 13, 1964, and she asked me to fill in the blanks and state who it was, 
at which time I did. 

Mr. DULLES. Did I understand you to say earlier that your wife also prepared 
a diary? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, she did not. She had read my diary, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Until you retained Mr. McKenzie, had you retained counsel? 
Mr. OSWALD. I had consulted counsel. 
Mr. JENNER. And what counsel? 
Mr. OSWALD. Mr. Weldon Knight, of Denton, Tex. 
Mr. JENNER. Had you exhibited to Mr. Knight the diary we have been 

discussing? 
Mr. OSWALD. So, sir ; he was not aware of the diary we are discussing. 
Mr. JENNEB. I take it from your testimony you did not discuss this particular 

event with Mr. Knight. 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. Did you ever exhibit your diary to Mr. Thorne? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir ; I did not. 
Mr. JENNEB. Did you ever discuss the existence of the diary with Mr. Thorne? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I did not. 
Mr. JENNEB. Prior to the time you delivered the diary to Mr. McKenzie, had 

you disclosed to anybody other than Mrs. Oswald, your wife Vada, the existence 
of the diary? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I did. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. To whom? 
Mr. OSWALD. Mrs. Marina Oswald, approximately the first week of February 

lS64, or January 1964-I advised her that I- 
Mr. MCKENZIE. You say approximately the first week of January or February. 

You mean approximately the Erst week of February or the last week of January? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir--thank you-that I was writing down various happen- 

ings that had occurred since November 22, 1!%4. 
Mr. JENNER. And you were in the process of preparing a memorandum, really, 

rather than a diary, of past events? 
Mr. OSWAL.D. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. All right. 
Did YOU do any more than just tell her that you were preparing such a state- 

ment or memorandum? 
Mr. OSWAUL No, sir; I did not. 
Mr. JENNEFL You did not have occasion, then, at that time to discuss further 

with her the Richard M. Nixon matter? 
Mr. OSWALIL No, sir; I did not. 
Mr. JENNER. Since we have referred to this document, Mr. Chairman, could 

I pursue it, at least as to how it came into existence? 
Mr. DULLES. Do you propose to introduce it in evidence? 
Mr. JENNER. Yes, I do. 
I propose now to qualify the diary which you so kindly produced yesterday, 

Mr. McKenzie. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Certainly. 
Mr. JENNER. Mr. Oswald, yesterday morning your counsel, Mr. McKenzie, 

delivered to me as an agent of the Commission a ring@ notebook, which gou 
have before you, do you not? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
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Mr. JE~NER. And is that notebook still intact as it was when you delivered 

it to me yesterday? 

Mr. %WALD. Yes, sir : it is. 

Mr. JENNER. Does any part of that notebook contain any entries relating to 

anything involving your brother? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; it does. 

Mr. JENX‘ER. Would you note the particular pages and put a paper clip on 

them, please? 

Would you read the first paragraph of the first page which has been clipped? 

Mr. OSWALD. “Dated December 6. 1963, for the history of the past 2 weeks 

as seen through my eyes, and heard with my ears, and felt with my body; ’ 
I write for future reference for myself and for the future members of the 

family.” 
Mr. JENNER. Would you read the last sentence of the last page you have 

clipped ? 

Mr. OSWALD. “Marina said she was shocked when the FBI told her this story.” 

Mr. JENNFX. May I approach the witness. Mr. Chairman? 

Mr. DULLEB. Please. 

What was “this story“? 

Mr. JENNER. May we consider that a question to the witness, please? 

Mr. DULLES. Yes. 
Mr. OSWALD. If I may read the entire entry dated January 19, 1964. 

Mr. JENNER. Is this entry in your handwriting? 

Mr. OBWALD. That is correct, sir. 

IMr. JENNER. Was it made contemporaneously with the event recorded? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; it was. 

Mr. JENNER. This event took place on Sunday, January 19, 1964? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. And you made an entry contemporaneously or shortly thereafter? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. For what purpose? 

Mr. OSWALD. For the purpose of writing down a reference for myself and 

for my family on all events that I could learn about in relation to Lee’s life. 

Mr. JENNER. Mr. Chairman, before the paragraph is read, if I may-is there 

another entry in your handwriting on that page? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; there is. 
Mr. JENNER. Is it the only other entry on that page? 

Mr. OBWALD. Yes, sir; it is. 

Mr. JENNER. Is it the entry of January-Sunday, January 13. 1964, relative 

to Mr. Nixon about which you have already testified? 

Mr. OSWALD Yes sir; that is correct. . 7 
Mr. JENNER. And which you have read in full into the record? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I have. 

Mr. JENNER. Now, you are going to read for the purpose of the record the 
balance of that page, are you not? 

Mr. OBWALD. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

Mr. JENNER. All right. 

Mr. OSWALD. “Sunday, January 19, 1964. Marina and the Martins had gone 

to Kathy Ford’s house in Richardson, when we arrived at the Martin’s house 

around 2 p.m. They returned approximately about 4:45 p.m. On the way to 

the grocery, *Jim said the FBI had asked Marina during the week if she 

knew”- 

Mr. JENNER. Is there a blank there? 

Mr. OIWALD. No, sir. I had omitted a word. 

Mr. JENNER. What was the word? 

Mr. OSWAI,D. “that Lee”. 

Mr. JENXER. Was it an inadvertent omission? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, it was. 

Mr. JENNER. And the omission was what word? 

Mr. OSWALD. “If she knew Lee had”- 

Mr. JESNER. You now have a specific rwollection you intended to write the 

word “Lee”? 
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Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; that is correct. 

“If she knew Lee had tried to commit suicide while in Russia prior to their 

marriage. She did not, and it was the first I knew about it. Marina later con- 

firmed this, and said that she had asked Lee two or three times what was the 

cut on his wrist, pointing to the cut on his left wrist. Lee would become very 

mad and tell her nothing. The FBI read this in Marina’s book.” 

Mr. JICKESZIE. “Read this in Jlarina’s book.” You misread there. “The FBI 

read this in Lee’s book.” 

Mr. JENNER. That is correct? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 

“Understand he had a date with another girl around 8 p.m. (This is in 

hloscow.) ” 

Mr. JENNER. Is that in parentheses? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; it is. 

Mr. JENNEB. The words “this is in Moscow” are in parenthe&? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 

“And right before she was due to arrive, he cut his wrist. Marina said she 

was ‘shocked’ when the FBI told her this story.” 

Mr. JENNEB. I will not question the witness further about that entry-unless 

you wish to pursue it at the moment. 

Mr. DULLES. No, follow your own order. 

There is one question I would ask that relates to the past. That is what you 

testified to just a moment before. This is with regard to locking in the bath- 

room for a day. 

Did Marina indicate that that was for the purpose of keeping Lee away from 

possibly Nixon, if he aas to be there that day, or was it to cool him down? Did 

you get any impression as to what the purpose was of the locking in the bathroom? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I most certainly did. Her intentions as related to me 

was to keep him from shooting at Mr. Nixon. 

;\Ir. JENNER. On that particular day, or on some future occasion? 

Mr. OSWALD. I would say on the particular day-pardon me. I misunderstood 

the question+ 

Mr. MCKENZIE. I think he misunderstood the question. 

Mr. JENNEB. All right. 

Was it your impression that Mr. Nixon was to be in Dallas on that particular 

day, and that that is the day that Marina locked him in the bathroom? 

Mr. OSW&D. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. Was she locking him in the bathroom to cool him off so he would 

not attempt it when Mr. Nixon might be in town some later date? 

?tIr. OSWALD. No, sir, it was her intention, or my impression of her intentions, 

that she locked him in the bathroom on that date, to keep him on that date from 

shooting at Mr. Richard M. Nixon. 

Mr. JENNEB. So your impression was this was an imminent event? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DULLES. Or that she thought it was an imminent event? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, that, thank you. 

Mr. DULLES. That is all I have now. 

Mr. JENNEB. I take it from your testimony that this ringed notebook, and in 

part a diary, is a record first of past events-that you prepared it subsequently 

to the events recorded therein. 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

Mr. JENNER. Kow, start from the beginning, that is the first page, the first 

paragraph of which you have read, in order to identify it. I notice a date- 

December 6,196.X Do you find it, sir? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JEXNER. Is that the date on which you prepared at least the first page or 

started this memorandum? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

Mr. JENNEB. Son-, would you please take that memorandum or notebook and 
identify each page that you wrote at the first sitting-that is, what you first 

recorded in the book on the first occasion you wrote in it. 
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Mr. OSWALI). On the eighth page, approximately midway down, in the left- 
hand margin I hare a date of 12-i’. 

>Ir. .JExxER. All right. 
Sow. I take it. therefore. that your first entries were made-that you made, 

covered the llages commencing with the page dated at the top December 6, 1963, 
and l)roceeding consecutively to the eighth page, and in the center of that page 
approsimatrly. at the margin, there apl~ars the figures 12-7. 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENSEH. You wrote all the intervening material at one sitting? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JESSER. And the 12-7 refers. I take it. to December 7.1963? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JETVXER. And that is the day following your having made the first entries? 
Mr. OSWALI). That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. \Vhich is December 6. 1963. 
Are all the pages that intervene in your handwriting? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; they are. 
Jlr. MCKENZIE. Mr. Jenner, if I may, and for the purpose of the record, to 

help speed up the proceedings, I will state on behalf of Mr. Oswald that all the 
pages of the diary which you hare there in front of you. and which should be 
and will be marked an exhibit to the Commission’s record, are in Mr. Oswald’s 
handwriting, they were written simultaneously on the date as shown in the 
diary, and were his recollections of the event as it occurred on that date. Is 
that correct Robert? 

Mr. JENNER. I appreciate your suggestion, Mr. McKenzie, but there are some 
breaks that I would like to identify. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. Pardon me, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. I have marked the document now as Commission Exhibit 323. 
(The document referred to was marked Commission Dxhibit No. 323 for 

identification.) 
Mr. T)ULLEE. And you wish to ask that it be admitted in evidence? 
Mr. JENNER. If I may defer that for a moment. 
Are all of the pages of the diary which you hare separated and clipped together 

at my request in your handwriting? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; they are. 
Mr. JENNER. Now, proceeding from the eighth page, which contains the date 

entry December 7, 1963, would you please identify what you wrote on the par- 
ticular occasion-that is, December 7, 1963? 

I take it the balance of that page? 
Mr. OSWALD. The balance of that page, the following entire page, acd the 

first part of the next page. 
Mr. JENNER. Down to what? 
Mr. OSWALD. “for me to come to his office” and a dat+ 
Mr. JENNFX. Is the date E-11&63? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; that is correct. 
Mr. DULLES. Are these pages numbered? 
Mr. JEXNER. They are not. 
Mr. MCKEX’ZIE. I think we should hare them numbered at this time, if the 

Commission would so desire, sir. We can number them-Robert can number 
them at the bottom of the page consecutively all the way through, and likewise 
number the exhibit. 

Mr. JENNER. I would like to number the photostat that we have rather than 
to place any markings oil the original. 

Mr. MCKEXZIE. That is fine. 
Mr. JENNER. Would it help you, Mr. Chairman, if I examined from the seat 

beside you, so you can see the exhibit? 
The occasion next after December 7, 1963, when you made an entry in your 

notebook, I take it, was on December 11, 1963. 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. And would you please indicate commencing with that entry in 

the upper portion of the page how much-what portions of the notebook you 
wrote on that occasion? 
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air. 0s~~~~. OII the page referred to, from the date of 12-11-63, on the 11th 
page following that, I have an asterisk in the left-hand column. 

Jlr. JEKNEK. Would you read the first line of that page? 
Jlr. OSWALD, “Complete with Marina.” 
Mr. JENNER. And the last line? 
Mr. OSWALD. “around 11 a.m., the first great shock of the day”- 
1fr. JENKER. Just the last line. 
Mr. OSWALD. “also they were having a hard time locating”. 
)fr. JENNER. Now, there is an asterisk in the left-hand margin? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Approximately the center of the page? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNEIL I gather from your testimony that the entry YOU made then on 

11th of December 1963, commenced at the point that you have that date in the 
margin, and runs to, throughout the pages consecutively-down to the asterisk 
of the page you have now identified. 

Mr. Osw.4~~. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. When did you make the entry that is opposite the asterisk, and 

that follows the asterisk? 
Mr. OSWALD. I do not recall the exact date, sir. I do recall stopping at that 

period and making the balance of the entries at a later date after December 11, 
1963, and prior to January 13, 1964. 

Mr. DULLES. Were they all made at one time? 
Mr. OSWALD, Yes, sir. 
Mr. DULLES. The post asterisk entries? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. From the asterisk until the completion of the diary 

to the date of January 13,1964, was made at one time. 
Mr. JENNEB. And it recorded past events. It was not made contemporaneously 

with the events recorded? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. So that the first entries in this notebook that are diary entries 

in the sense that they are made contemporaneously with the event, to immedi- 
ately record the event, are those appearing on the last page, consisting of two 
entries, one dated Sunday, January 13,1964, and one dated Sunday, January 19, 
1964? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; that is correct. 
I have noted an error in those dates to the extent that there is only 6 days 

in between those two Sundays. One date is wrong. 
Mr. JENNER. You mean either January 13, 1964, is incorrect or Sunday, 

January 19,19&t, is incorrect? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. It was an error on my part. And if I may refer 

to a calendar, I will correct the dates. 
Mr. .JENNER. Is that a ‘63 calendar you have there? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; this is a ‘64. 
I would correct the first date as appeared in my diary of Sunday, January 13, 

1964, to be corrected to January 12, 1964, and the second date of January would 
be correct, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. So wherever in your testimony this morning you have referred 
to the Sunday, January 13 date, that is to be corrected to January 12, 1964? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. For the purpose of further identification of the exhibit, and in 

the context of Mr. McKenzie’s and my agreement to substitute a photostatic 
copy for the original. I will undertake to number the pages of the exhibit 
on the photostatic copy. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. Would you like Robert to do that? 
Mr. JENNER. Well, I would like to have him follow, so that the numbers on 

the photostat correspond with the pages consecutively in the original. 
As I number the pages, Mr. Oswald, would you follow me, so that the page 

numbers I place on the exhibit are correct in that they are in sequence with 
the original? 

Mr. OSWALE Yes, sir. 
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Mr. JEWNER. The first page I am marking So. 1. The next page, So. 2. The 
next, No. 3. 

Would you observe each time that the photostat is a photostat of the 
original? 

Mr. Oswald. Yes, sir ; I am observing it. 
Mr. JENKER. Page 4 is next. 
Five is next. Six is. next. Seven is next. Eight is next. Nine is next. 

Ten is next. Eleven is next. Twelve is next. Thirteen is next. Fourteen. 
Fifteen. Sixteen. Seventeen. Eighteen. Sineteen. Twenty. 

Sow, page 20 is the reverse side of the page numbered on its face 19, is it not? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; that is not correct. It is an insertion to the page that 

has not been numbered yet, page 21. 
Mr. JENKER. But isn’t it a fact that the entry on the page now numbered 20 

is on the reverse side of the page numbered on its face 19? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I am sorry. You are correct, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. But the point you are making is that the entry on page now 

numbered 20 relates to page 21? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; that is correct. 
Mr. JENKER. All right. 
\Ye will now mark page 21. Twenty-two. 
Mr. DULLES. What are you marking that insert as far as our copy is 

concerned? 
Mr. JENNEB. As page 20. 
Mr. DULLES. Wouldn’t it be better to make it 29-A? 
Mr. JENNER. I thought from the record that I had made clear that page 

number 20 was the reverse side of page numbered on its face 19. 
Mr. DULLES. All right. Just so you are clear. 
Mr. JENNEXL Have we covered page 22? 
Mr. OswaLo. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JESNER. Twenty-three. Twenty-four. Twenty-five. Twenty-six. Twenty- 

seven. 
As I proceeded in numbering the photostat, you placed, did you not, in your 

own handwriting-followed me and placed the same page numbers in your own 
handwriting on the pages in question as you wrote the numbers on them-the 
same pages-n the photostat? 

Mr. OSWALXL Yes, sir; that is correct. 

Mr. DULLEB. Off the record. 
(Discussion off the record.) 
Mr. DULLES. Back on the record. 
Mr. JENNER Mr. Oswald, do the entries that you have made in the notebook 

on pages 1 through 27 now identified represent your recollection of the events 
recorded at the time that you recorded the events? 

Mr. 0sw~r.n. Yes, sir ; they do. 
Mr. JENNER. Have you had an opportunity to review those entries since they 

were made? 
Mr. OSWALD. So, sir ; I have not. 
Mr. .JERNER. Have you reread any portions of any of these entries, other 

than or in addition to those you read to the Commission this morning? 
Mr. OBWALD. No, sir ; I have not. 
Mr. DULLER Mr. Chairman, I now offer in evidence as Commission Exhibit 

No. 323 the pages of the notebook which have been identified by the witness, 
and which have been numbered 1 through 27. 

Mr. DULLES. Exhibit No. 323 will he arcepted. 
(The document heretofore marked for identification as Commission Exhibit 

No. 323 was received in evidence.) 
Mr. JENNER. Sow, I would like to direct your attention to page 5 of your 

notebook. 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JsxxER. At that point you were recording the course of events on what 

dav? 
Mr. OSWALD. Friday, November 22, 1963. 
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Mr. JEN~‘EB. To orient you and the Commission, the entry to which I refer, 
that is the paragraph, reads as follows. Follow me, please. 

“Mother and I talked briefly and after about 30 minutes we were taken across 
the hall to where Marina and the two children were. (This was the Brst I 
knew of the new baby.) A Mrs. Paine was also present. We talked a little 
and shortly Mr. Paine-who the police had been talking to, came out of the 
office and Mrs. Paine introduced us. I did not like the appearance of Mr. Paine, 
nothing really to put my finger on, but I just had a feeling. 

“I still do not know why or how”-what is that next word? 
Mr. OSWALD. “but”. 
Mr. JENNER. “But Mr. and Mrs. Paine are somehow involved in this affair. 

Shortly thereafter Mother, Marina, and the children and the Paines left to go to 
the Paines’ house in Irving, and I advised them I would stay there and see them 
tomorrow.” 

When you recorded “I would stay there” you mean remain in Dallas? What 
did you mean? 

Mr. OSWALD. My full meaning there, sir, was that I would remain at the 
Dallas police station, and take a hotel room in Dallas, and spend the night. 

Mr. JENNEE. Now- 
Mr. DULLES. May I ask just one question there for clarity? It refers to an 

office. Is that the office of the Dallas police? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; that is correct. 
Mr. DULLEB. The Dallas police station? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. I take it from this entry you had not heretofore ever met either 

Mr. or Mrs. Paine? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. J~NEB. And would you elaborate upon, please, your statement recorded 

on December 6,1963, that you did not like the appearance of Mr. Paine “nothing 
really to put my finger on, but I just had a fwling. I still do not know why or 
how, but Mr. and Mrs. Paine are somehow involved in this affair.” 

Mr. OSWALD. Well, I was introduced to Mr. Paine at the Dallas police oftlce 
on the night of November 22, 1963. His wife introduced us. His handshake 
was very weak and what I might term a live fish ham&hake. 

Mr. JENNEB. Live or dead? 
Mr. OSWALD. And his general appearance, his face, and most particularly his 

eyes to me had what I would term a distant look to them, and that he wasn’t 
really looking at you when he was. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. Mr. Jenner, if you will, please, would you ask the witness 
whether he meant a live fish or a cold dead fish. 

Mr. OSWALD. Sir, I believe I mean a live lish. A cold, dead fish would be stiff. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. All right. 
Mr. JENNEX We are seeking to obtain the basis upon which you made this 

entry. 
Mr. OSWALD. It was Mr. Paine’s general appearance and the manner in which 

he held himself, and by this I mean the way he stood and the way he looked at 
you, and you had that feeling, as I stated before, that he was not really looking 
at you. 

Mr. DULLES. You say there that Mrs. Paine introduced Mr. Paine to you. 
When had you previously made the acquaintance of Mrs. Paine-just before 
this? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; that is correct. 
Mr. DULLES. On that same day? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; that is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. And you record that in your memorandum, do you not, on a 

previous page? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I do. 
Mr. JENNER. The fact of the introduction? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes. sir; I do 80. 
Mr. JENNEB. I think the Commission would be interested further in explaining 

your remark “I still do not know why or how, but Mr. and Mrs. Paine are some- 
how involved in this affair.” What did you mean by that? That is on page 6. 
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Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir: I just wanted to verify that this was still under my 
date, original entry of December 6, 1963. 

At the time I wrote the statement, “I still do not know why or how, but Mr. 
and Mrs. Paine are somehow involved in this affair,” I meant hy this statement 
that I had gathered that after Our meeting of November 22, 1963, at the Dallas 
police station, to the date of December 6, 1963, that Mr. Paine and Mrs. Paine 
were separated, and that I had read approximately at this time-and I am not 
sure that I had read this particular thing in the newspaper prior to December 6, 
1963-but I feel like I did-that in a Dallas paper it referred to an incident 
at a Grand Prairie Rifle Range where some people had identified Lee as being 
at this rifle range, and that on one occasion a man, and the description was 
given in the newspaper, had handed Lee Harvey Oswald a rifle over this fence 
where he was standing inside the rifle range. As I read this description in the 
newspaper, I reached the conclusion from that description that it was Mr. Paine. 

Mr. JENIFER. Any other basis that you now recall upon which you predicated 
the statement that, “Somehow Mr. and Mrs. Paine are involved in this affair.” 

Mr. OswaLn. Yes, sir; if the newspaper I read at that particular time is 
dated after December 6, 1963, the statement that I just read a few minutes ago. 
“I still do not know why or how, but Mr. and Mrs. Paine are somehow involved 
in this affair”-1 made that statement then based on my meeting Mr. and Mrs. 
Paine at the Dallas police station on Friday night, November 22, 1963. 

Mr. JENNER. Now, would you please describe Mr. Paine as he appeared on 
that particular occasion-first, his physical appearance, and then follow with 
how he was dressed. Give his height, weight, color of eyes and’ hair, as you 
recall them. 

Mr. OSWALD. I recall Mr. Paine to he approximately 6 feet in height. I do 
not recall the color of his hair. He is of slender build. Perhaps I would estah- 
lish his weight around 160 or 165 pounds. His facial appearance was quite 
drawn-and this is a conclusion on my part, because I had not met him before- 
he appeared to be quite drawn in the face. 

His eyes, I would say, would have to me a hollow look. 
Mr. JENNER. What color were his eyes? 

Mr. OSWALD. I do not know, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. You don’t presently recall? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I do not. 

Mr. JENNER. You made no note of it at the time? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir ; I did not. 
Mr. JENNER. What was his complexion-ruddy, pale? 
Mr. OSWALD. I would say his complexion would be ruddy complected. 
Mr. JENNER. Was he clean shaven? 

Mr. OSWALE To the best of my recollection, he was, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. No mustache, no beard? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. What else did you notice about his appearance? How did he 

part his hair? Do you recall? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I do not. 
Mr. JENNER. Do you recall whether he did part it? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I do not. I believe this to be correct-that I never did 

get any higher than looking at Mr. Paine’s eyes, and I do not believe I looked 
at his hair or above his eyes at any time. 

Mr. JENNER. How long were you with Mr. Paine on that occasion? 
Mr. OSWALD. Approximately five minutes. 
Mr. JENNER. Had you ever seen Mr. Paine subsequently thereto? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes. sir, I have. 
hlr. JENNER. On how many occasions? 
Mr. OSWALD. On one other occasion, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. When? 
Mr. OSWALD. This would be approximately a Sunday afternoon in the middle 

of December 1963. 
Mr. JENNER. That would be approximately a week after you made this entry? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. In the presence of Mr. Jim H. Martin, and Mr. John 
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Thorne. We traveled from Mr. Martin’s home to the Paines’ house in Irving 

to pick up Marina’s and Lee’s clothes that were still there. 

Mr. JENNER. Still at the Paines’ home? 

Mr. OSU’ALD. Still at the Paines’ home. I saw, Mr. and Mrs. Paine again on 

that day-1 mean at that time. That was my second and only time I have ever 

seen them. Mr. aud Mrs. Paine helped gather up the belongings of Marina and 
the children and Lee’s personal belongings that were still there. 

Mr. JERNER. To make it clear, Mr. Oswald, did Mr. Paine accompany you 

with Mr. Martin and Mr. Thorne to the Paine home, or did you meet Mr. Paine 
when you arrived there? 

Mr. OSWALD. We met Mr. Paine and Mrs. Paine on our arrival at their home 

in Irving, Texas. 

Mr. JENNER. How long were you there? 

Mr. OSWALD. Approximately 45 minutes to an hour. 

Mr. JENNEB. How was he clothed on that occasion? 

Mr. OSWALD. In a sport shirt and a pair of slacks, sir. 

Mr. JENNEE. And how was he clothed on the occasion that you record here 

on page tl? 

Mr. OSWALD. I believe also at that time, sir, that he had a sport shirt on and 

a pair of slacks, and perhaps a sport jacket or jacket of some type. 

Mr. JENNER. Was his head covered on either occasion? 

Mr. OSWALD. No. sir, it was not. 

Mr. JENNER. What did.you notice, if anything, as to whether he had straight 

hair or a full head of hair on him? Was he bald? 
You have already said you don’t recall the color of his hair, am I correct On 

that? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 

In referring to the second meeting of Mr. Paine and myself, in reference to 

his hair, I would say his hair was practically a full set of hair, dark and short. 

Mr. JENNEB. When you say short, you mean cut short, or a crew cut? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, just cut short. 

Mr. JENNEE. How do you describe your own head of hair, as to its cut? IS it 
cut short? 

Mr. OSWILLD. Presently, I would describe wearing mine at a medium length, 

for myself. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. How about Mr. Jenner’s? 

Mr. OSWALD. I would describe his as being in medium length. 

Mr. JENNEB. I think you are right. 

Mr. DULLES. May I ask one question there? 

Had you known prior to November 22d that Marina was living with Mrs. 

Paine? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I did not. 

Mr. DULLES. You had not known that before November 22d? 

Mr. Oswara. That is correct, I did not. 

Mr. JENNEE Did you know at the time you were introduced to Mr. Paine? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I did. 

Mr. JENNEB. And you had become advised in that respect by whom? 

Mr. OSWALD. By Mrs. Paine. 

Mr. JENNEB. Are those the only two occasions you have had any contact with 

Mr. Paine? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; that is correct. 
Mr. JENNEB. Would you describe her, please? 

Mr. OSWALD. A tall woman, approximately 110 pounds-and by tall I mean 
approximately 5 foot 11. or 6 feet in height. 

Mr. JENNER. Weighing only 110 pounds? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, very slender. A slender face, also-not a fulI face. 

Mr. JENNER. When you say also, are you now referring to Mr. Paine? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I was referring to my statement that Mrs. Paine was 

slender, and also that she was slender in the face. 

Mr. JENNEB. All right. Thank you. 

Mr. OSWALD. Long hair, I believe to be brown in color. 
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Mr. JEN.NER. How did she do her hair, was it in braids? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. I believe it was just hanging down long. 

Mr. JEN~VER. When you say long, how long? 

Mr. OSWALD. Shoulder height. 

Mr. JENNER. Mr. Oswald, would you accommodate us-not to do it now, but 

at noontime, if you have the time, to read through your diary to the court re- 

porter, because some of the writing I have difficulty interpreting. The Corn- 

mission would appredate it if you would interpret your own wristing on the 

exhibit. 

Mr. OSWALD. All right, sir. I understand that you want me to read the entire 

diary, is that correct? 

Mr. JENNER. Yes, ‘to the court reporter-as part of the record, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. DULLES. You may proceed. 

Mr. JENNER. What kind of a student were you, Mr. Oswald? 

Mr. OSWALD. I believe my average in school was-if I may, sir, ask you-are 

you talking about my over-all average? 

Mr. JENNER. Yes, sir, I seek only the over-all. 

Mr. OSWALD. I would say a C or C-plus, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. Are you acquainted with the scholarship in that respect of your 

brother John? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I am not. I could, if you wish me to, make an opinion 

on what I think it would be. 

Mr. JENNER. This opinion being based upon your attending school with him, 

as you testified yesterday? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; that is correct. 

Mr. JENNEB. And discussions with him back and forth between the both of 

you as to how you were getting along? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JENREB. Common interest in your progress scholarshipwise? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JEHNFZ. Whart is your present recollection as to his scholarship? 

Mr. OSWALD. That would be a C-plus or a B. 

Mr. JENNEB. A touch higher than yours? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. Did you have an opportunity during your lifetime to form a like 

opinion as to the scholarship of your brother Lee? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I have. 

Mr. JENNEE. And what was his scholarship? 

Mr. OSWALD. I would say a C to a C-plus, in the same category that I place 

myself. 

Mr. JENNER. Mr. Oswald and Mr. McKenzie, Mr. Chairman, have furnished 

us with the originals of a series of letters and postcards which Mr. Oswald, the 

witness, received from his brother Lee Harvey Oswald. We have prepared 

photostatic copies on a Xerox machine of each of those letters, and each envelope 

relating to that letter. And in the case of postcards the front and reverse side 

of postcards. 

We were further accommod&ed by-yesterday afternoon following the close 

of the session-by sitting down with Mr. Oswald and in his presence comparing 

the photostatic copy of each document with the original, the original being in the 

possession of Mr. Oswald. And I am marking each of those documents with an 

exhibit number. 

Mr. DULLES. Could you give us, Mr. Jenner, the first and la& dates, so we have 

an idea of the period covered? 

I have a general idea, of course. 

Mr. JENNEIL Yes. Two of these items are not in eyact sequence, but - 

Mr. DULLES. Tw@ have been introduced already, have they not? 

Mr. MCKENZIE. Yes, I think you are right, Mr. Dulles. 

Mr. JENNEB. That is correct. A letter of November 8, 1950, introduced in 

evidence yesterday. I don’t recall what the second one was, but at least- 

Mr. DULLES. Were they marked at that time as exhibits? 
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Mr. JENNER. That was marked as an exhibit. And Mr. Liebeler has it. 
The November 8 letter, Mr. Chairman, is marked Commission Exhibit NO. 

294, and it is in evidence. 
Mr. DULLES. There was only one letter, or were there two? 
Mr. JENNER. There was just one letter. I think, if you please, you have 

reference to a telegram, which is Exhibit So. 293. 
Mr. DULLEB. That is it-the telegram. 
Mr. JENNER. Being a telegram dated 14 June 1962. 
Mr. DULLEB. And these other exhibits cover what period? 
Mr. JENNER. They commence-the first, Commission Exhibit No. 295, is a letter 

of eight pages dated November 26, 1959, and concluding with Exhibit NO. 322, 
a letter of two pages dated March 16,1963. 

Mr. DULLES. Were those all from Russia? 
Mr. JENNER. They were all from Russia, save the letter dated March 1’7, 1963, 

being Exhibit No. 322, a letter of two pages. All the others are from Russia. 
Mr. DULLES. Where was that letter from-do you recall? 
Mr. JENNER. It is postmarked-the envelope “Lee H. Oswald!, P.O. Box 2915, 

Dallas, Texas.” 
And the cancellation stamp likewise says Dallas, Texas. 
The date is that which I have already recited- 
Mr. DULLES. That was after Lee Harvey’s return from the Soviet Union? 
Mr. JENNER. Yes, he returned in June of 1962. 
Mr. DULLES. And that letter is dated what? 
Mr. JENNER. March 17, 1963. 
Would you follow me, Mr. Oswald? In each instance, when we compared the 

letters and the envelopes, it is a fact, is it not, Mr. Oswald, that the letter in 
question was contained in the envelope of which we have a photostatic copy- 
and was received by you intact? That is, the envelope was sealed, and the letter 
content was in the envelope, that you personally opened the envelope and re 
moved the letter content ? That in each instance, the letter content is in the 
handwriting of your brother, Lee Harvey Oswald, entirely, with the exception 
of Commission Exhibit 299, which is a letter of three pages dated May 31, 1961, 
upon the last page of which there is a paragraph in the handwriting of Marina 
Oswald, written in the Russian language? 

Mr. Oswm. Yes, sir; I take that to be Mrs. Marina Oswald’s writing at 
that time. 

Mr. JENNER. And there appears on that page following that paragraph writ- 
ten in Russian what purports to be an English interpretation of it? 

Mr. OSWUD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. Furthermore, that in each instance the envelope and the letter 

content is-are in the same condition.now as they were when you received them? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Except for opening. 
Mr. JENNER. Except for the opening of the envelope which was necessary for 

you to do in order to remove the content. Is my statement correct? 
Mr. 0s~~. With this exception, sir. That a number of the letters were not 

opened by me personally. By that, I mean my wife opened them when she 
received the mail at the house. 

I have marked the choronological date on the front of them in the last few days. 
Mr. JENNER. So that there appears on these exhibits in your handwriting a 

date on the envelope and in some instances on the letter content? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. Which you wrote thereon, and which was not on either the 

envelope or the letter at the time it was received by you? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. Those exhibit numbers-excuse me. There are three postcards- 

Commission Exhibit No. 310, dated December 11, 1961, which is a Christmas 
card, Commission Exhibit 319, which is a postcard dated October 10, 1962, and 
Commission Exhibit 321, a postcard dated April 10, 1962. Each of those was 
received by you in due course, Mr. Oswald, as you related to me yesterday. 

I want you to confirm this. And is in the handwriting of your brother, Lee 
Harvey Oswald. 

And except for notations of dates which appear thereon or may appear thereon 
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. 
in your handwriting, they are in the same condition now as when you received 
them? 

I\lr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. .JSSSE~. Sow, I wish you would-1 want to exhibit to you the lbostcard 

dated April 10, 1962, which is Commission Exhibit So. 321. 
Nr. DtXLEs. As I understand it, these letters have not yet been formally 

introduced in evidence. 
Mr. JENNER. They have not, sir. 
Mr. DULLES. Very well. 
I might add, Mr. McKenzie, that, of course, one does not know whether those 

letters were opened by the authorities in the Soviet Union before being for- 
warded. I think that ought to be on the rerord. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JER’XFB. Commission Exhibit So. 321 I now hand you, Mr. Oswald. There 

is a date appearing thereon which reads, according to my interpretation 1& 
and then I cannot quite decipher it. 

Would you look at the original, please? 
Mr. DULLES. The European system of marking is different from the American 

system. 
Mr. JEWNER. That is what I seek to bring out, sir. 
Do you now have the original before you? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
3Ir. JEWNER. Would you read the figures to which I point? The first is lo? 
Mr. OSWALI). 10/4/62. 
Mr. JENNER. Indicating what date? 
Mr. OSWAI.D. April 10, 1962, in accordance with the European system of 

dating. 
Mr. JENNER. Of putting the day first, the month second, and the year last? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. DULLES. Do you recall whether these letters were opened by cutting or 

opened by unsealing? 
Mr. OSWALD. I believe without exception, sir, looking at the originals, that 

they were opened by unsealing, rather than cutting. 
Mr. DULLES. I was asking because it is sometimes possible, by modern methods, 

to determine whether a letter has been opened and resealed, and if the letter is 
cut, that can be done. 

If the letter has been torn open where the seal is, you cannot do anything with 
it. You cannot always do this, but there are certain techniques. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. Mr. Chairman, did you have reference to when Robert opened 
the letters? 

Mr. DULLES. Well, what I had reference to is to whether if the letters were 
cut and not resealed, then there is a certain possibility of ascertaining whether 
the letter has been previously opened by a censor, and then resealed. I was 
just getting at that. 

Mr. JENNER. Mr. Dulles is interested, I see, in whether the letters had been 
censored in Russia before they arrived in the United States. 

Mr. DULLES. That was my point. 
Mr. JEXNER. May I inquire of the witness on that subject further? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Let me state this for the record. When Robert Oswald or 

his wife opened the letters, as you can plainly see from the letters here in front 
of you, they were either opened by letter opener-a knife or a letter opener, or 
just torn open. 

Mr. JENNER. Mr. Chairman, it is entirely possihle and might even be probable 
that the Commission would be interested in examining the originals on this 
subjee-that is, to determine through experts as to whether the envelopes had 
been opened and censored, and the contents censored, before being resealed, if 
they had been so opened, and dispatched to the Inited States. And I take it 
that your inquiry was directed towards that. 

Mr. D~LI.ES. That is correct. 
Mr. JESXER. May I inquire of Mr. McKenzie, in the light of that fact, as to 

whether these originals of these letters would be available to us so that we may 
have expert examination of them for that purpose? 
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Mr. MCKESZIE. Yes, sir ; I will make them available at any time that the Com- 
mission so desires. 

And I would like further to say, Mr. Chairman, that it is my opinion, based 
on a reading of these letter---and I feel that Robert Oswald concurs in my 
opinion here-that many of the letters lvere censored, because the letters actually 
have reference to the censor in many instances. And I speak of that-the censor 
in the Soviet Union. 

Mr. Dt-LLEB. Yes. I hare not yet read the letters. 
Mr. JEE~EI<. The photostats that we have of the letters will reveal that to 

which Mr. McKenzie is now referring. We took the face of each envelope and 
in most instances of the reverse side of the envelope. And in each instance the 
front and reverse side of each postcard. 

Mr. DULLXS. And in each case I believe we will have in our records, will we 
not, the date when it was mailed and the date of receipt? 

Mr. JENNER. To the extent that is revealed by the face and reverse side of 
the envelope ; yes, sir. 

Mr. DULLES. Because if you have a case where a letter takes four or five days 
longer than another letter, that may mean nothing, or it may mean quite a good 
deal. 

Mr. MCKES~IE. In some instances, Mr. Chairman, it took Eve days to receive a 
letter from the Soviet Union to Fort Worth, Texas. 

Mr. DULLES. That is par for the course, I guess. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Yes, sir. 
But I might also add sometimes it takes five days for a letter to get from down- 

town Dallas to the suburbs in Dallas, Texas. 
Mr. JENNER. Now, Xr.- 
Mr. OSWALD. Pardon me, sir, if I may, I would like to say something to my 

attorney. 
Mr. JENNER. Surely. 
Mr. DULLES. Off the record. 
(Discussion off the record. ) 
Mr. DULLES. Back on the record. 
Proceed, Mr. Jenner. 
Mr. JENKER. Would you turn to the letter of September 10, 1961, please? 

That is Commission Exhibit 303. 
Mr. OSWALD. All right, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Do you have it? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. In addition-did anything accompany that letter in the way of 

photographs? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, there was. 
Mr. JENNER. Is a reference made to those photographs in the letter? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; there is. 
Mr. JEN~ER. And do you still have the photographs? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; I do. 
Mr. JENXER. And you have them there before you? 
Mr. OBWALD. Yes, sir; I do. 
Mr. JENR‘ER. And how many are there, and what do they depict? 
Mr. OSWALD. There is a total of three photographs depicting purportedly 

pictures in Minsk, Russia. 
Mr. JENNFX. Is there any handwriting on the reverse side of any of these 

exhibits? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; on two of the three photographs there is. 
Mr. JEXNER. I will mark this Exhibit as Commission Exhibit 304, the next as 

394-A and the next as 304-B. 
(The documents referred to were marked Commission Exhibits 364 and 364-A 

and 364-B for identification.) 
Mr. JENNER. The witness now has before him a photograph marked Commis- 

sion Exhibit 394, on the reverse side of which appears some handwriting. 
Do you recognize that handwriting? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; I do. 
Mr. JENNEB. Whose is it? 
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hlr. Oswa~.~. I recognize it to be Lee Harvey Oswald’s. 
Mr. JESSER. Would you read it? 
hlr. Oswa~n. “Trade r’nion Hall on the hlain Street.” 
h3r. JESKER. And on the opposite side on which this handwriting appears is 

a picture of a public building? 
hlr. Osw.4~~. Yes, sir; that is correct. 
hlr. JENKER. I turn your attention to the document marked Commission 

Exhibit No. 3048. On the reverse side of that does there appear some hand- 
writing? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENKER. Whose handwriting is it? 
hlr. OSWALD. I recognize that to be Lee Harvey Oswald’s, 
Mr. JENNER. Would you read it, please? 
Mr. OSWALD. “A square in Minsk.” 
Mr. JENNER. And on the opposite side is also depicted a public building? 
hIr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, that is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. Exhibit So. 3OGB, does the reverse side of that exhibit contain 

any handwriting? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, iL does not. 
Mr. JENNER. The face of the exhibit, however, depicts a plaza with some 

public buildings? 
Mr. OSU’ALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Would you replace those photographs, please. in the envelope 

with the original? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Now, would you turn to the letter dated January 30, 1962, being 

Commission Exhibit No. 314? 
Mr. OSWALD. All right, sir. 
hlr. JENNER. Were there any contents accompanying this letter in addition 

to the letter itself? 
Mr. OSWALD. I believe it did contain, sir-since there is no reference within 

the letter itself- 
Mr. JENKER. It is ydur recollection? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; it is my recollection that it did contain two photo- 

graphs. 
Mr. JENNER. Is it not a fact, sir, that when you exhibited the original of the 

letter, the original of the envelope, and removed the contents yesterday after- 
noon in my presence, that the two photographs to which you now refer were 
contained in the envelope? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, that is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. Now, Mr. Liebeler, would you give us those A and B numbers, 

please? 
Mr. LIERELER. 314-A and B. 
(The documents referred to were marked Commission Exhibits 314-A and 

314-B, for identification.) 
Mr. JENNF.R. Directing your attention to Commission Exhibit 314-A, that is a 

photograph, is it not? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Is there handwriting on the reverse side of that photograph? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; there is. 
Mr. JENNER. Do you recognize the handwriting? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I do. 
Mr. JENNER. Whose is it? 
Mr. OSWALD. Lee Harvey Oswald’s. 
Mr. JENNER. What does it say? 
Mr. OSWALD. “April 30, 1961. Marina-Lee.” 
Mr. JENNER. Now, turn to the face of the exhibit, do you recognize the persons 

depicted in that photograph? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I do. 
hlr. JENNER. Who are they? 
hlr. OSWALD. Left to right, Ilee Harvey Oswald and hlarina S. Oswald. 
Mr. JENNER. And is the exhibit in the same condition it was when you 
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removed the exhibit from the envelope upon receipt of the envelope, except for 
the exhibit number? 

Mr. OSW~~LD. Yes, sir ; that iS COrre& 
Mr. .JESNER. Would you turn to the other exhibit, Commission Exhibit No. 

314-B? 
And does the reverse side of that exhibit contain some handwriting? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; it does. 
Mr. JENXER. Do you recognize the handwriting? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I do. 
Mr. JE~VNER. Whose is it? 
Mr. OSWALD. Lee Harvey Oswald’s, 
Mr. JENNER. What does it say? 
Mr. 0sw~1.n. “Marina, wedding day, April 30, lS61.” 
Mr. JENNER. Would you turn to the face of the exhibit. Do you recognize the 

person depicted on it? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I do. 
Mr. JENNER. Who is it? 
Mr. OSWALD. Marina N. Oswald. 
Mr. JENNER. Is that exhibit in the same condition now as it was when you 

received it and removed it from the envelope in which it was contained, being 
the letter dated January 30, 1%X? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; it is. 
Mr. JENNER. Mr. Chairman, I offer in evidence the series of letters which I 

have identified, and which the witness has confirmed, and the contents, being 
the now flee photographs which have been identified, as Commission Exhibits 
SOS. 295, being a letter of eight pages, dated November 26, 1959; 2S6, a letter of 
one page-we don’t have a niore accurate date than the summer of 1959; 297, a 
letter of one page, dated December 17, lS59: 298, a letter of two pages, May 5, 
1961; 2SS, a letter of three pages, dated May 31,1%X 

Mr. MCKENZIE. Pardon me, Mr. Jenner, just a second. 
The letter that you have referred to as being dated December 17, 1959, does not 

have a date on it. It’s received December 17, 193S? 
Mr. JENNER. That is in the witness’ handwriting. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Yes ; in the witness’ handwriting. 
Mr. JENNER. The letter itself is undated. 
Mr. MCKEESZIE. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. The words “received” and the figures December 17, lS59, are 

written by you on the letter? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. And is that in fact the date it was received here in America by 

you? 
Mr. OSWALD. It was, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Thank you for following me, Mr. McKenzie. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Mr. Chairman, Exhibit 2%) is the letter which contains in part 

the paragraph written in Russian which on its face purports to have heen a nota- 
tion by Marina, which we have already identified. 

Exhibit 300 is a letter of two pages, dated June 26,1S61. 
Exhibit 301 is a letter of two pages dated July 14, lS61. 
Exhibit 362 is a letter of one page dated July 28,lSGl. 
Exhibit 303 is a letter of two pages dated August 21,196l. 
Exhibit 365 we have already identified. That is September 10, lS6i, the letter 

of three pages which contain the pictures of the public bnildings and plaza in 
Minsk, Russia. 

Exhibit 366 is a letter of two pages dated October 22, 1961. 
Exhibit 307 is a letter of three pages dated Sol-ember 20, lS61. 
Mr. MCKEXZIE. Pardon me just a second, Mr. Jenner. Don’t you have one 

dated Sovember 1, 1961? 
Mr. JERKER. Yes, it is out of order. I will reach it in due course. I am correct 

that there is a letter of three pages dated Soremher 20, X%1? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Yes, sir. 
hlr. JENNER. Exhibit 308 is a letter of two pages dated Sovember 30, 1961. 
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Mr. MCKEP~IE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Exhibit 399 is a letter of two pages dated November 1, 1961. 

That is the one to which you have reference. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNEB. Exhibit 310 is a Christmas card dated December 11, 1961. 
It is contained in an envelope, I believe. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Yes, sir, it is. 
Mr. JENNER. Is my statement correct? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. Exhibit 311 is a letter of two pages dated December l4,1961. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Exhibit 312 is a letter of one page dated December 20, 1961. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. December 26, 1961? 
Mr. JENNEB. Yes, sir. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Three pages? 
Mr. JENNEB. One page. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNEB. Exhibit 313 is a letter of two pages dated January 5,1962. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNEB. January 5, 1962. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. Exhibit 314 is a letter of three pages which we have identified, 

dated January 30, 1962, and contains the two photographs, one of Mariua on the 
wedding day and them one of both of them on their wedding day. 

Exhibit 315 is a letter of three pages dated February 15,X+62. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNEB. Exhibit 316 is a letter of two pages dated March 9,1962. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JEXNER. Exhibit 317 is a letter of two pages, dated April 12, 1962. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Again, on the letter of March 9, 1962, the date on that letter 

is the date written by Robert Oswald the day he received that letter. The letter 
itself is actually undated. But the envelope is dated by Robert Oswald. 

Mr. JENNEB. That is correct, Mr. Oswald? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNEB. And is the envelope postmarked? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; it is. 
Mr. JENNEB. And the postmark is-- 
Mr. OSWALII. March 9, 1962, sir. 
Mr. JENNEB. Thank you. 
Mr. DULLES. That is date of receipt? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNEB Exhibit 317 is a letter of two pages dated April 12,1962. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNEB Exhibit 318 is a letter of two pages dated May 221962. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNEB. Exhibit 319 is the front aud reverse side of a postcard dated Oc- 

tober 10, 1962. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. No, sir. April 10, 1962. 
Mr. JENNEB. That is the postcard the witness- 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Has previously identified as being in the European tradition of 

dating. 
Mr. JENNEB. Exhibit 320 is a letter of one page dated November 11, 1962. Or 

is that ‘61? Would you check me on that, please? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. I don’t find that. Is it a letter or a postcard? 
That is November 11. That should be November 17, 1962. The photocopy did 

not pick up all of it. And if you would like for us, we will change that to 
November 17. It should be November 17th. 

Mr. JENNEB. Would you make that change, please, in ink. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. That is Exhibit No. 320. 
Mr. JENNER. Commission Exhibit No. 320, a letter of one page, the original 

dated November 17th. What year? 
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Mr. MCKESZIE. Just November 17th. But the postmark shows it was dated 
November 18, 1962. 

Mr. JESSER. Exhibit So. 321 is a postcard dated April 10, 1962. 
Mr. OSWUD. To which you have previously referred. 
Mr. JESSER. Have we got a duplication? 
Mr. MCKEJZIE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JESSER. Are Exhibits 319 and 321 duplicates? 
Mr. MCKESZIE. I would have to look at the exhibit. I have the original here 

in front of me. 
Mr. .JESNER. They are different exhibits. 
Mr. MCKENZIF,. This is Exhibit 321. 
The other one is this one you hare here, and it is dated October 10, 1962. 
Mr. JESSER. All right. To make sure the record is clear, Mr. Chairman- 

Exhibit No. 319, which is a postcard. is cancelled on its face at Dallas on the 
10th day of October 1962, and it reads on the other side, “Dear Robert, for the 
new address you can write to Bos 2915, Dallas. Texas. Also please stop by the 
house and collect any mail which may have come in before the post office had a 
chance to change my address to Dallas.” And then in the center of the card 
“Lee”, with two X marks. Is that correct? 

Mr. MCKESZIE. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. Now, that is Exhibit 319. 
Now, Exhibit 321- 
Mr. DULLES. Let me see. I would like to straighten that out. 
Off the record. 
(Discussion off the record.) 
Mr. DULLES. Back on the record. 
Mr. JENNER. Exhibit No. 321 is the postcard dated April 16, 1962. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. That is correct. 
Mr. JESNER. I might say, Mr. Chairman, I had marked the exhibits correctly. 
Mr. MCKEWZIE. And I concur in that remark. 
Mr. JEN~ER. Exhibit No. 322 is a letter of two pages dated March 15, 1963. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Dated March 16, 1963 It is postmarked the 17th, but dated 

March 16, 1963. 
Mr. JENNER. Mr. Chairman, I offer in evidence as Commission Exhibits, Ex- 

hibits 295 through 322, both inclusive, the documents that have been marked with 
the exhibit numbers so indicated, including the suh-exhibit numbers on the 
photographs which have been heretofore identified. 

Mr. DULLES. They may be received. 
(The documents referred to were marked Commission Exhibits 295 through 

322, inclusive, and received in evidence.) 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Mr. .Jenner, if I may, I would like to say something for the 

purpose of the record. 
Robert Oswald has brought these exhibits voluntarily. They are at the Com- 

mission’s convenience at any time. We do not know whether or not they have 
been censored in Russia, but we are confident that they were, because some 
of the letters refer to the censor in Russia. 

Mr. JENNER. That will appear, Mr. Chairman, from the photostats of the 
exhibits as offered in evidence. 

Mr. DULLES. Thank you very much, Mr. McKenzie. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Now, Mr. DlcKenzie, among the original postcards and letters 

which you produced for us is a postcard dated January 13-- 
Mr. MCKENZIE. January 10th. 
Mr. JENNER. January 10, 1963. And may I have that, please? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Yes, sir; you may. 
Mr. JENNER. That will be marked as Commission Exhibit No. 324. 
(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 324 for 

identification.) 
Mr. JENNER. Does the witness have the original before him? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Examining Commission Exhibit No. 324. which purports to be a 

postcard, it is in fact a postcard, is it not? 
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Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
1Mr. JENNER. And do you recognize the handwriting on the face and reverse 

side of that postcard? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, I do. 
Mr. JENNER. Whose handwriting is it? 
Mr. OSWALD. Lee Harvey Oswald’s 
Mr. JENNER. Did you receive that postcard in due course or about the can- 

cellation date appearing on the face of the card? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I did. 
Mr. JEKNER. And that cancellation date is January 13, 1963, is it not? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; that is not correct. It is January 10, 1963. 
Mr. JENNER. This photostat makes a 10 look like a 13. 
This postcard was written to you, sent to you by your brother, Lee Harvey 

Oswald, thanking you for a Christmas gift, was it not? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. And is the postcard in the same condition now as it was when 

you received it? 
Mr. OSWALD. Exactly, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Mr. Chairman, I offer in evidence as Commission Exhibit No. 

324 the document which we have so marked. 
Mr. DULLES. It may be received. 
(The document heretofore marked for identification as Commission Exhibit 

No. 324 was received in evidence.) 
Mr. JENNEB. We will return, Mr. Oswald, to the period about which inquiries 

were made of you by Representative Ford and Representative Boggs yesterday. 
That is, you had testified, as you will recall, of efforts on the part of your 
mother to reach your brother by telephone in Russia when news reached America 
of his alleg& defection. I am merely seeking to orient you at the moment. 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. Thank you. 
Mr. JENNER. In due course, you received a letter communication from him, did 

you not? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I did. 
Mr. JENNEB. Including the letter of November 8,1959, about which I questioned 

you yesterday. 
Now, I wish to proceed to the next letter, which is the letter of November 26, 

1959, a rather long letter. 
As a matter of fact, it consists of eight pages. 
Would you get that letter before you, please? 
Mr. OSWALD. All right, sir. 
I have the letter before me now, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Now, you will note from the letter that it purports to be, and 

from its contents it is indicated that your brother Lee is responding to cor- 
respondence that he had in turn received from you. 

I ask you this question first. 
As to all of these letters which you have now identified this morning, or sub- 

stantially all of them, had you been in correspondence with your brother in the 
sense that you also wrote him? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, that is correct. 
Mr. JENNEIZ. Did you by any chance happen to retain a copy of, or copies of 

any of the letters you sent him? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, I did not. 
Mr. JENNER. So that at the moment we would have to call solely on your recol- 

lection as to what you might have written during this period of time while he 
was in Russia? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. DULLES. You made no copies of the letters yourself when you sent them- 

you just sent an original? There was no copy? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, no copies were made. 
Mr. JENNEB. I suggested that you might, during the evening, read the letter 

of November 26th so as to refresh ,your recollection as to whether you had written 
him posing questions to which he responded. Hare ~-011 had that opportunity? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I have not had that opportunity to read this letter. 
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Mr. JENNER. I would prefer to pass this letter, then, Mr. Chairman, until the 
witness does have an opportunity to read it. Would you try and do so at your 
first opportunity? 

Mr. OSWALD. All right, sir. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. It won’t take but a minute here to do it. 
?+lr. JEXNER. All right. 
(Discussion off the record.) 
Mr. DULLEI. We will recess for lunch at this time. 
(Whereupon, at 12:15 p.m., the President’s Commission recessed.) 

Afternoon Session 

TESTIMONY OF ROBERT EDWARD LEE OSWALD RESUMED 

The President’s Commission reconvened at 1:15 p.m. 
Mr. DULLES. You may proceed, Mr. Jenner. 
Mr. JENNER. Mr. Oswald, I have asked you-may I inquire of you whether 

during the noon hour recess you have read Commission Exhibit 295, which is a 
letter of November 26,1959, from your brother to you? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I have. 
Mr. JENNER. And have you also read the letter that preceded that one, to wit, 

the letter of November 8, 1959, which is to you from your brother, which is 
Commission Exhibit No. 2S4? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I have. 
Mr. JENNER. Now, Mr. Chairman, the letter of November 8, which is the 

earlier of these two letters-this was written by Lee Harvey Oswald shortly 
after he arrived in Moscow in 1959. In substance, he said in the letter that he 
supposed his brother Robert, the witness here, did not wish to speak of his 
decision, that is, of Lee Harvey Oswald’s decision to remain in the Soviet 
Union and apply for citizenship there, since Robert would not be able-and 
now I quote-“to comprehend my reasons”-that is Lee Harvey Oswald’s reasons. 
“You really don’t know anything about me. Do you know for instance, that I 
have wanted to do this for well over a year ? Do you know that I speak a fair 
amount of Russian, which I have been studying for months?” 

The letter also said that he would not leave the Soviet Union under any 
conditions, and would never return to the United States, “which is a country 
I hate.” He made reference to the fact that he received a telegram from 
Robert in which Robert had apparently said that he thought Lee “was making 
a mistake.” 

Now, directing your attention to the November 8 letter first, would you please 
state your reaction when you read that letter? 

(At this point the letters of November 8, 1959 and November 26, 1959 were 
physically set forth in the transcript of testimony. In order to achieve consist- 
ency in the handling of the exhibits upon the printing of the testimony, those 
letters are not reproduced in the printed transcript. They are reproduced in 
the exhibit section as Commission Exhibits Nos. 294 and 2!35.) 

Mr. OSWALD. I recall my reactions to this letter, sir. It was something I 
more or less expected in general, since this was, more or less in general what the 
newspapers had been publishing. 

Mr. JENNER. Is that the only reason you make that remark-that you had 
expected it in general solely because of what you read in the newspapers, or 
had there been any other factor that led you to have that expectation? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; there was no other factor that led be to believe that 
anything like this was going to happen prior to the happening. My reaction 
to the letter, as I have stated, was solely in general expecting from what I 
read in the newspaper that the letter would be something of this nature when I 
did hear from him. 

Mr. JENNER. Had you had any conversation prior thereto during your life- 
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time and that of your brother Lee in which he expressed his views of the char- 
acter that he wrote in this letter of November 8,1959? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I most certainly did not. 
Mr. JENNER. Had you ever discussed with him, in any conversation between 

you and your brother Lee, with or without your brother John present or your 
mother, in which his feeling toward or reaction to the government of the 
United States had been discussed? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; at no time, as I stated yesterday, have we ever dis- 
cussed politics, and most assuredly I did not have any inclination in any degree 
that anything of this nature was in his mind. 

Mr. JENNER. So the views expressed by your brother in the letter of Novem- 
ber 8 came to you as a complete surprise? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; with the qualification that this is what I expected 
after reading the newspapers. 

Mr. DULLEB. May I ask one question there. 
When your brother left, after that short stay following his service in the 

Marine Corps, did you know that he was going to Russia-did he say anything 
to you about going to Russia at that time? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; he did not. 
Mr. JENNEB. What did he say to you as to his plans? 
Mr. OSWALD. That he was going to New Orleans, Louisiana, to visit my Aunt 

Lillian. 
Mr. JENNEB. Your Aunt Lillian whom? 
Mr. OSWALD. Murret. 
Mr. JENNER. The family you identified yesterday-the Murret branch of your 

family? 
Mr. OSWALD. I don’t recall identifying them. 
Mr. JENNER. There was one occasion yesterday. 
Mr. OSWALD. All right. Yes, sir ; that is correct. And that he was- 
Mr. JENNER. That is an Aunt on which side-your father’s or mother’s? 
Mr. OSWALD. My mother’s side. And that he was going to visit with them, 

and at the same time find a job in New Orleans, and make his home in New 
Orleans, Louisiana. 

Mr. JENNEB. Did he give you any indication at any time during his stay- 
this was in Fort Worth? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. During his stay in Fort Worth, upon his return and discharge 

from the service, and while he was there, that gave you any indication what- 
soever of any intention on his part to leave the country? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; none whatsoever. 
Mr. JENNER Whether he was going to go to Europe, Russia, or anywhere 

else? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. The only information he gave me was that he was 

going only to New Orleans, Louisiana, from Fort Worth, Texas. 
Mr. JENNER. Did you spend a good deal of time with him while he was in 

Fort Worth, Texas, in this interim period? 
Mr. OSWALD. Approximately one day out of the two or three days he was 

there. 
Mr. JENNEB. Are you suggesting that most of your contact with him during 

this period was on one of those days, or that the total amount of time that 
you spent with him during that period aggregated one day? 

Mr. OSWALD. I believe, sir, that I at least talked to him on the telephone 
on one day, and then the next day he spent the day at our home. 

Mr. JENNEB. And that is the day that you went off hunting, which you testi- 
fled about yesterday? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; that is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. And never during any of the contact that you had with him 

did he imply or state directly that he had any contemplation of a trip which 
would take him out of the United States? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. DULLES. You didn’t know about his having applied for a new passport? 
Mr. OSWALB No, sir, I did not know he applied for any passport. 
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Mr. JEPI’NER. During the day that he visited you. did -your mother visit at 
your home en that day? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; she did not. 
Mr. .JENNER. At any time during the period between his discharge from the 

Marines and his arrival in Fort Worth, and his departure, was there any 
occasion on which both you, your mother, and your brother Lee were together? 

Mr. OSWALD. None that I recall, sir. 
Mr. JENXER. Was there any discussion between you at any time during that 

period of the reason, if any special reason, for his discharge from the Marine 
Corps, earlier than he might hare been discharged in normal conrse, which as 
I understand nor!ld have been in December of that year? 

Mr. OSWALD. I believe, sir, we had a brief discnssion on that. 
Mr. JENNER. Who initiated it? 
Mr. OSWALD. I feel certain like I did. 
Mr. JESNER. And what did you do? .\sk him-just tell us what you asked 

him. And why you were curious, if you were. 
Mr. OSWALD. To the best of 111s memory, I asked him-because I was aware 

of his approximate date of discharge, his regular date of discharge, or release 
from the service, and I asked him why he was discharged or released earlier 
than that date. And his reply was that mother had written the Red Cross 
and requested that he be released earlier. 

Mr. JEKNER. Written the Red Cross? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. I also 
Mr. JENNEB. Did he say why she had written requesting that he be released 

earlier? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, not to my recollection. 
Mr. JENNER. He just said mother had written the Red Cross asking that he 

be released earlier. 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. That is all he said? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. He didn’t elaborate on that? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. And you didn’t inquire of him beyond that? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, I did not. 
Mr. JENNER. When had you last seen your mother prior to this occasion? 
hlr. OSWALD. May I have his release date, please? 
Mr. LIEBFLER. September 11, 1959. 
Mr. OSWALD. I would say approximately three or four months earlier. 
Mr. JENNER. Three or four months. That would be sometime in May? 
Mr. OSWALD. Approximately, yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. 1959? 
Mr. CSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNEB. Had you talked with her in the interim period? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I had. 
Mr. JENNER. How long prior to his return to Fort Worth on September 11 or 

12, 1959, had you talked to her? 
Mr. OSWALD. I do not remember, sir. 
Mr. JENKER. Well, could you give us an estimate, that is in terms of whether 

it was weeks or several months? 
hfr. OSWALD. I can give an estimate of several months. 
Mr. JENNER. Several months? * 
hlr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JEPI‘NER. Your mother was then residing in Fort Worth, was she not? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. DULLES. Was she hospitalized at this period? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, she was not. Not to my knowledge. 
Mr. JENNER. Were you aware of her state of well being? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. During the four month period? 
hIr. OSWALD. Sir? During the four month period? 
Mr. JENNER. You say for three to four months prior to September 11, you 
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had not seen your mother, that for several months prior to that, you had 
not talked with her. 

I take it from that that you were not aware of her well being, whethel 
she was in good health, poor health, or otherwise? 

Mr. Oswa~n. During the approximate date of three or four months prior 
to Lee’s release from the service, I was aware that she did have an accident 
at her place of employment there in Fort Worth, at which time, if memory 
serves me correct, something fell on her, on her face, and injured her nose. 

I was aware from conversations with her at that time that she was 
consulting or going to various doctors. And she told me at that time- 

Mr. JEIVSER. Excuse me. Having reached that point-is that how you 
Erst discovered that your mother had suffered an accident? You say she 
told you. 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; that is correct. 
Mr. JESSER. And I take it, then, that you had not talked with her for 

several months prior to September 11 nor seen her before sometime, or later 
than sometime in April of lQ59, that this telephone conversation must have 
taken place several months prior to September 11. Am I correct about that? 

Mr. OSWALD. It was not a telephone conversation, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. You saw her? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. JEKNER. In the month of April ‘59’ 
Mr. OSWALD. Approximately that date. 
Mr. JESNER. And did you visit her, or did she visit you? 
Mr. OSWALD. I saw her at her place of employment. 
Mr. JENNER. And how did that come about? 
Mr. OSWALD. I do not remember, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Would it refresh your recollection if I recited some pas- 

sibilities-that she called you and asked you to come to see her, that YOU 
desired to inquire of her, see if she was all right, or was it that you just 
happened to be in the downtown Fort Worth area, and you stopped by 
to see her, knowing where she was employed? 

Mr. OSWALD. I believe the latter would possibly be more accurate. 
Mr. JENNER. Is that your best recollection at the moment? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. She was not employed at that time at the down- 

town area of Fort Worth, but rather at a suburb store, Cox’s Depart- 
ment Store. 

Mr. JENNER. This is a shoe store? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, this is just a large department store, from wearing 

apparel to toys, a full line store. 
Mr. JENNEX. How did you become aware she was employed there? 
Mr. OSWALD. I do not remember, sir. 
Mr. JER’NER. How long--did you know then how long she had been 

employed at Cox’s Department Store? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, I did not. 
Mr. JENNER. How did you become aware of the fact she was so employed? 
Mr. OSWALD. I do not remember, sir. 
Mr. JEKNER. You have no recollection? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, I do not. 
Mr. DUI.LES. About how long was this after the accident, or was it after 

the accident? 
Mr. OSWALD. My recollection of that, sir-this was shortly after the 

accident. She was still employed there, even though I understand from our 
conversation that day that she had been off for a while-1 don’t know how long 
a period-and that she was still employed there. Because this is where 
I did see her, at her counter in this department store. 

Mr. JENNER. On this occasion, when you stopped by to see her, she re- 
lated to you an accident she had suffered-that was the Erst news you had 
of it? 

Mr. OSWAI.D. That is correct. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. You had not known she was ill or what her state of well being 

was prior to that time? 



&Ir. OSWALD. None that I remember, sir. 
Mr. JENNEI~. Where is the Cox’s Department Store located with respect to 

your place af business? I am seeking now distance, and the convenience 

of getting there. 
hlr. <)S\v.$LD. From my plarr of business at that time in Fort Worth 

this was approximately four or Eve miles west. I might further state. 
sir, it was approximately two miles from my home. 

Mr. JESSER. Did you come from your home to her place Of business or 
from work to her place of business? 

>Ir. OswALn. I believe I went from home to her place Of business. 
JIr. JESSER. Was this a week day, a working day? 
Mr. OSWALD. So, sir, I don’t believe it was. 
Mr. JESSER. That is not for you. Was it for her? 
Mr. OSWALD. It was for her, sir, not for me. 
Mr. JESSER. I take it, then, it was a Saturday. 
Xr. OSWALD. I would believe that would be correct, sir. 
Mr. JESNER. And has this discussion served to refresh Sour recollection or 

stimulate your recollection now as to why you went by to see her? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; it has not. 
Mr. JENNER. May I ask you this, sir? 
When had you last seen your mother prior to this occasion that You visited 

her? 
Mr. OBWALD. I do not remember, sir. I would say, as we said before, several 

months. 
Mr. JENNER. All right. That would be several more months, back into the 

winter time of 1959? 
Mr. OSWALD. ‘58, sir. 
Mr. JENI~ER. Yes-‘58. 
Well, would it be back in the winter of ‘58, say January? Or could it have 

been? 
Mr. OSWALD. So, sir, not that long. We are talking, if I am correct, sir. 

approximately April of 1959. January of 1958 would be well over a year. It 
had not been that long. 

Mr. JENNER. Well, then-1 had said January ‘59, and you said several months. 
Now, several months prior to April of 1959, would be or might be as far 

back as January of 1959, am I not correct? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, it could be that far. 
Mr. JENNER. And your present recollection is that it might hare been that 

much of a period of time--sometime in January, 1959, to this occasion in April 
of 1959 when you had-you visited her at Cox’s Department Store? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; or possibly even longer. 
Mr. JENNER. Possibly even longer than that. Back into 1958. 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Could you give me your best recollection at the moment as to 

the last time you saw your mother in the year 1958? 
Mr. OSWALD. I cannot recall any specific time during the year of 1958 that 

I did see her. 
Mr. JENNER. Would it be if at all quite infrequent? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, quite infrequent. 
Mr. JENNER. This leads me to put this general question to you, hlr. Oswald. 
I take it that for some period of time in that area of time-that is ‘58, ‘59, 

and perhaps even back of that-your contact with your mother was quite 
limited? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; that is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. Over what period of time did that persist? Give us the broad 

picture first. 
Mr. OSWALD. I would say, sir, quite frankly that the original occurred prior 

to my joining the Marine Corps in 1952. 
Mr. JENNER. And persisted thereafter? 
Mr. Osw-Un. Persisted thereafter that I saw her only very infrequently. 

Mr. JENNER. Did your joining the Marine Corps-was that stimulated in any 
respect by Sour relations with your mother, or your mother’s with you? 
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Mr. OSWALD. Partly, sir; it was. 
MI-. JENNER. Would you state that, please? 
Mr. OSWALD. At the end of the school year of 1952, which was approximately 

May 29, 1952- 
Mr. JESNER. You were then 17 years old, is that correct? 
&Ir. Os\v~~n. 16 years old. I, of course, was still living at home. In approxi- 

mately tbe middle part of June 1961 a friend of mine in Fort Worth and I de- 
cided to take a hitch-hiking trip to Florida. We left Fort Worth in the middle 

of June, 1962, and we+-- 
Mr. DULLES. ‘52? 
Mr. O~w.4r.n. Yes, sir. In June of 1952 we left Fort Worth and traveled I 

believed as far as Gulfport, Blississippi. And this friend I was with-he did 
have a defect from birth on one foot tbat was starting to bother him. And we 
decided it was best to return to Fort Worth, by a different route than we orig- 
inally left Fort Worth. We went from Fort Worth to Shreveport, New Orleans, 
and Gulfport, Mississippi. 

Our return was Gulfport, Xississippi, New Orleans, Houston, Big Springs, 

Tex., and Fort Worth, Tex. 
At that time I stayed at his home, with his mother and himself. 
Mr. JENNER. Why? 
Mr. OSWALD. Because mother and I was having a disagreement. 
Mr. JENNER. About what? 

Mr. OSWALD. About whether or not I was old enough to start my own life 
generally. 

Mr. JENNER. That is whether you would depart the family home and live on 
your own? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, and generally whether or not I had the right to start 
my own life in the manner that I wanted to. 

Mr. JENNER. Were you unhappy with the manner and fashion of life that you 
had led up to that moment? 

Mr. OSWALD. Sot in the manner or fashion, sir. I objected quite strongly to 
the apparent efforts of our mother to control me completely in all respects. 

Mr. JENNER. Did that condition or relationship exist with respect to your 
brother, John Pie? 

Mr. OSWALD. I would say generally it would, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. It did rather than it would? 
Mr. OSWALD. That it did, yes, sir-thank you. 
Mr. JENKER. And was that a factor in his enlisting in the Coast Guard? 
Mr. OSWALD. It is not to my knowledge that it was. 
Mr. JENNER. I take it you and John, then, had had, if I may use my own ex- 

pression, difficulties in your relationships with your mother, particularly with 
reference to what you gentlemen thought as you reached age 18, as the right 
to be independent and lead your own lives? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. DULLES. DO YOU think that your brother, Lee Gswald, had the same feeling, 

that may hare affected his joining the Marines? 
Mr. OSWALD. Based on my own personal experience, sir, I would reach that 

conclusion. 
Mr. DULLES. You would? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, I would. 
Mr. DULLES. Thank you. 
Did your mother know about this hitch-hiking tril), or did you just go off on 

the trip? 
Mr. OSWALE I just went off on the trip, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Without advising her? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, that is correct. 
&lx’. JENNFX. Did you get in touch with her upon your return to Fort Worth? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I did not. I would say this. I did attempt to call her 

before I left Fort Worth on this trip, and there was no answer at home. 
Mr. JENNEX All right. Xow what led us back along this trail was the con- 

versation you had with your brother Lee when he was discharged from the Ma- 
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rines on September 11, 1959, and his statement to you that he had an early dis- 
charge because your mother had written a letter to the Red Cross. 

Jlr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. .JEK~-ER. And then you saw her in April, and that was the last time you saw 

her prior to seeing your brother on his discharge from the Marines? 
Mr. Oswa~o. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. NOW- 

Mr. DULLES. Could I ask one question there. 
Do you know whether your brother stimulated this letter from your mother 

with regard to early discharge, or do you think she did this on her own, or 
don’t you know? 

Mr. OSWALD. It is my understanding, sir, that she had originated the request 
to the Red Cross. 

Mr. JESNER. And that understanding is based on what? 
Mr. OSWALD. Just a general feeling that I had at that time. 
Mr. JESNER. Was it induced also by discovering from your brother that your 

mother had written a letter to the Red Cross? 
Mr. OSWAI.D. I am sure it was, sir. And I might add I pointed out to Lee why 

did you accept this early discharge, since he only had a few months more, I be- 
lieve it was, to go. Because it had been my experience in the service that when 
I ran across somebody who, for one reason or another, was going to get out 
a little bit early, I understood that they perhaps were subject to recall for 
that period at a later date, or something along that line. And I thought it was 
unwise. 

Mr. JEPI’XEX. Is this what you said to him? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. I pointed out-1 felt like since it was to be under the 

regular enlistment period very shortly thereafter, I believe September 11, 1959, 
that it would have been the wise thing to stay in. 

Mr. JENNER. What did he say to that? 
Mr. OSWALD. I do not recall, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. You were living in Fort \Vorth, married, and still you mere having 

substantially little contact with your mother, is that correct? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. Would you explain to the Commission the reasons for that, the 

conditions which brought that about? 
3Ir. OSWALD. After my marriage to Vada M. Oswald, my mother on a number 

of occasions-I say a number-perhaps three or four occasions--made it quite 
difficult for my wife and myself when we were in her presence at her apartment 
there in Fort Worth. 

Mr. JENNER. Sow, please, Mr. Oswald-when you say-your mother made it 
quite difficult, give us some examples. What do you mean by “made it quite 
di0icult”? 

Mr. Oswald. Generally, sir, it was the continuation that, even though I was 
married and apparently able to take care of myself and start my own family, 
she certainly wanted to-my mother certainly wanted to-still control my 
thinking, my actions, and my wife’s actions. 

Nr. JENXER. Can you give us one specific example? 
Mr. OSWALD. Sir, I cannot recall any specific examples. 
Mr. JENNER. Indicate the nature of those incidents. 
Mr. DULLES. Had she objected to your marriage? 
Mr. OSWALD. I don’t believe she did, sir. At least I do not recall any time 

that she ever stated that, any objections to my marriage. 
Mr. JEXNER. Did you have the feeling that she objected? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, to some extent I did. 
Mr. JENNEK Did you have a conversation with her about your becoming mar- 

ried before you became married? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, I did. 
Mr. JENKER. And did she-what views did she express in that connection? 
Mr. OSWALD. I believe. sir, that would be generally that I was leaving her 

alone, that both Lee and John at this time were in the service, and she would be 
alone, and that she would like for me to live with her, that I would stay with her. 

Mr. JENNER. When was your marriage again, please? 
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Mr. OSWALD. I have never stated it before, sir. It was in Sovember-Sorem- 

ber 20 or 21, 1956. 
Mr. ~ICKEXZIE. Off the record. 
(Discussion off the record.) 
Mr. JENXER. The question has been asked of you as to the date of you1 

marriage. 
Mr. OSWAI.D. This was in Sorember 1956, sir. 
Mr. JENSER. Had you been courting your present wife prior to that time? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Was your mother acquainted with her? 
Mr. OBWALD. Yes sir; she was. 
Mr. JENNER. Did she-did her objections to your marriage, in addition to 

those you stated---were there any personalities in the sense of her objecting 
to your fiance? 

Mr. OSWALD. None that I recall, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Did you have any feeling that there was any personality in the 

sense of objection on her part, or lack of approval of your fiance? 
Mr. OSWALD. If I might say, sir, I feel sure there was, and in my mind right 

now-1 can think of really no one that she ever approved of to the extent 
of my friend, either boys or girls. 

Mr. JENPFEK. Was that also true of your brother, John Pit? And I will also 
ask you about Lee Harvey. 

Mr. OSWALD. John very seldom, if memory serves me correct, ever brought 
any of his friends over to the house, to meet mother. 

Mr. JENNER. Presented them to mother, you mean? 
Mr. OSWALD. Presented them to mother. 
Mr. JENNER. Was that his choice? 
Mr. OSWALD. I would say so now that I believe it would have been his choice. 
Mr. JENNEB. He preferred not to? 
Mr. OSWALD. This would be my assumption, that he preferred not to. 
Mr. JENNEB. Not presenting his friends to your mother? 
Mr. OSWAI.D. Yes sir; that is correct. 
Mr. JENNEB. Would you answer the same question as to Lee, as to whether 

he brought his friends to your home? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I believe he did. He quite frequently played around 

the house with friends there in the neighborhood. 
Mr. JENNER. They were children, however, in the immediate neighborhood? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; that is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. He is five years younger than you. 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. He would have been 13 in 1952, this period we are 

talking about. 
Mr. JENNEB. We are interested in this matter of the antipathy existing 

between you and John on the one hand and your mother on the other. Had 
that gone on for sometime? In order that I don’t violate the same thing that 
I raise with you occasionally, let me take you back to the military school days, 
or to Bethlehem Orphanage. Did a measure of antipathy exist at that time? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir ; I don’t believe it did. 
Mr. JENNER. When did it really arise in any marked degree? 
Mr. OSWALD. I believe after her divorce from Mr. Ekdahl. 
Mr. JENNER. That was in June 1948. 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. And from the time that we moved to the Young Street 

address in Fort Worth. 
Mr. JENNER. At or about that time? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Would you refresh my recollection as to when that was? Was 

that in 1948? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; it was. 
Mr. JENNER. Would you please indicate how that antipathy or that change 

was evident? What change of attitude was there, either on the part of you 
boys, or on her part, or on the part of all of you? 

Mr. OSWALD. Perhaps, sir, for the first time in any period, all of us were 
together. And perhaps, sir-1 say perhaps this would be correct-she did not 
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know myself and my older brother John at that particular time to any extent. 

Mr. JENNER. You had been away at school pretty much? 

Mr. OBWALD. That is correct. 

Mr. JENNER. But you had been home for three months in the summertime? 

hlr. OSWALD. That is correct. But still, searching my own mind, I certainly 

felt this way at that time. And Johu and I were not accustomed to her. Cer- 

tainly I cannot speak for John. But for myself, on that point, I would say 

we were not accustomed to her. We had become-there again I say we-John 

and I-I feel like I certainly had become more disciplined and used to being 

disciplined by men, and not used to having a woman around the house. I believe 

this was perhaps my feeling at that time. 

Mr. JENNER. All right. Now, if we can return to the events of April 1959, 

did your mother appear to you to have been injured? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; she did. 

Mr. JENNER. What evidence was there of her injury? 

Mr. OSWALD. There appeared to be a little swelling in the upper part of the 

nose. 

Mr. JENNER. Any scratch or other skin break? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir ; none that I recall. 

Mr. JENNER. Did you form an opinion at that time as to whether her injury 

was major or minor? 
Mr. OSWALD. I asked her about it, or she volunteered the information of how 

the accident occurred, and that she had been seeing doctors, and so forth. 

And I did recall her stating to me that she had been to either two or three 

doctors, and none of them had said anything was wrong with her, and theu 

she was insisting that there was definitely something wrong, and she was 

continuing to see other doctors. 

Mr. JENNER. Had that sort of thing occurred prior thereto, in which your 

mother felt that she was ill and she went to physicians, and the physicians 

indicated otherwise? 

Mr. OSWALD. Not to my knowledge, sir. 

Mr. JESNEB. She was not chronic in that respect? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, not to my knowledge. 

Mr. DULLES. Was she hospitalized at any time in connection with this injury? 

Mr. OSWALD. Not to my knowledge, sir. 

Mr. DULLES. Did she have to give up her work for a period of time, or did she 

continue working? 

Mr. OSWALD. I believe she did miss a short period of time when the accident 

occurred. 

Mr. DULLEE. Thank you. 

Mr. JENNER. But she was at work on the day you visited her? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, that is correct. 

Mr. JEPI’NFX Were you forewarned that your brother was returning from the 

service earlier than he was scheduled to return? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, I don’t believe I was. 

Mr. JEIVNER. Were you forewarned that he was returning at all at this partic- 

ular time-that is, on or about the 11th of September, 1959? 

Mr. OSWALD. If I may take a moment, please, sir. 

Mr. JENNEB. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, I was not aware that he was being released from the 

service earlier. 

Mr. JENNEB. Had you received any communication from him prior to his 

return-that is a communication that was reasonably near the time of his 

return? 

Mr. OSWALD. The only one that I have a record of, sir, is a letter dated- 

postmarked June 6, 1959, at Santa Ana, California, addressed to me at my 

Fort Worth address of 7313 Davenport, return address, Pfc. L. H. Oswald, 

Santa Ana, California. The letter itself is undated. 

Mr. JENNER. You have made reference, Mr. Oswald, to a letter you received 

in an envelope postmarked June 6. 1959, from your brother. You have the 

original of that letter before you? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; I do. 
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iUr. JEXXER. Now, that letter-did you receive in addition to this Iettet 
until September 11, 1959, any other letter from your brother? 

Mr. OSWALD. Not that I can recall, sir, or that I have record of. 
%fr. JEXSER. Sow, this letter in the third paragraph reads, “IV&l. pretty 

soon I will be getting out of the Corps, and I know n-hat I want to be and hon 
I am going to be it, which I guess is the most iml)ortant thing in my life”- 
“in life.” Have I read it correctly? 

>fr. OSWALD. You have, sir. 
Mr. JENKER. Did you respond to that letter? 
Illr. OSRALD. Sot to my recollection did I respond to the letter, sir. 
Jfr. JEKSER. Now, when your brother was mustered out, on or about Sep 

tember 11, 1969, did yo~i have a discussion with him with respect to this subject 
matter-that, is what he wanted to be in life, and how he was goiug to go about 
it? 

&fr. OSWALD. No, sir, I did not-to this extent. He did, of course, indicate 
to me that he wanted to go to Sew Orleans, Louisiana, and live and find a job 
there, and he did not indicate what type of job or what type of work he wanted 
to do. 

Mr. JENKER. For the purpose of the record, Jfr. Chairman. this letter has 
been identified and is in evidence as Commission Exhibit So. 296. 

How did you learn that your brother was in Fort Worth, upon his being 
mustered out of the afarines? 

Mr. OE~ALD. I believe, sir, he called me on arrival at Fort Worth. 
Mr. JENNER. That was the first notice or knowledge that you had that he had 

been discharged? 
Mr. OSWALD. I believe that is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. Is that correct? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. And his call to you was the first notice or knowledge you had 

that he was in Fort Worth? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, that is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. It necessarily follows, and I take it it is a fact, that your mother 

had not called you to advise you that he was being discharged or would be 
discharged at or about that time? 

Mr. OSWALD. Not that I can remember, sir. 
Mr. DULLEB. Rfight I ask you at this point whether your brother ever talked 

to you about his experience in the Jfarines. Did he tell you anything about that, 
give you any incidents? I think you only had one day-that would have taken 
place on that one day, between the three or four days between his return and 
going off again. 

Mr. JENNER. Or may I add, hfr. Chairman, any correspondence he had in the 
Marines, and any leaves. 

Mr. DULLES. We have no letters, have we, from the witness? 
Mr. JENNER. No, but I thought there might possibly be some. 
Mr. DULLEB. I don’t want to interrupt, but it seemed to me to fit in at this 

particular point. 
Mr. OSWALD. I do not recall, other than general discussion, about the Marine 

Corps. I recall-and I believe this was on his leave in 1958, when we discussed 
this-1 had asked him did he know any of my drill instructors, and I at the 
time recalled a senior drilling instructor at Camp Pendleton, by the name of 
Sgt. Cobie. And he stated he did not. However, he did run across, while he 
was in boot camp, some other drill instructor, but he could not recall his name, 
who stated he recalled me, or asked him one day did he have a brother that 
had been in the Marine Corps a few years before. He said yes, he had. And 
apparently this man did remember me, because he asked was I the right guide 
in that platoon. And my brother Lee did not know that I was. I do recall that 
conversation. 

Mr. JENNER. Did you have any other conversation with him or any cor- 
respondence from him in which the subject matter of his career in the Marines 
was discussed, or to which allusion was made? 

Mr. OSWALD. I certainly received other letters during the course of his enlist- 
ment in the United States Marine Corps. I do not recall any specific instance 
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that reflected what his opinion was of the Xarine Corps, nor that at any time I 

remember did he refer to any hal~l~eniii,~s or incidents while he was in the Marine 

Corps that perhaps might upset him. or might ha\-+> made him happy. 

Mr. JEXXEI~. Nothing either wa,v? 

Mr. OSWALD. So, sir. 

Mr. JEPI’NER. Completely blaucl in that respect? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DULLEB. Do you rerall whether any of those letters are available now? 

Do you have those letters? 

Mr. OR~SLD No sir; I believe I do not have those. I say I believe I do not. . , 
I have looked for just everything that I could pnssibly find on Lee’s life, and 

letters and so forth, and I have not run across any others. 

Mr. JENXEX I was about to ask you that. You have made a thorough search? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I have. 

Mr. DULLES. If you should find them, you will make them available to us, 

will you not? 

Mr. OSWALD. Certainly, sir. 

Mr. DC’LLES. Thank you. 

Just one more question on that, if I may. I would gather that the cor- 

respondence you had during his stay in Russia was more voluminous than 

while he was in the Marine Corps, from what you tell me. 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; it certainly was. There was certainly a larger flow of 

letters from him, and from me to him, at this time than there was during his stay 

in the United States Marine Corps. 

Mr. DULLES. Thank you. 

Mr. JENNEB. So while he was in Russia, he wrote you considerably more often. 

at least after the first year, I guess it was, or nine months, than he had there- 

tofore? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. If I might there again refer to the letters from Russia 

received from Lee Harvey Oswald and placed in evidence before this Commis- 

sion, when he notified us in 1959 that he was no longer going to write or contact 

us, and did not want us to contact him in any way, it was until April of 1961 

before I heard from him again, which was, of course, a period of time after one 

year. 

Mr. JENNER. Had you written him in the meantime? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I did not. 

Mr. JENNER. Did’ you know where he was in the meantime--that is, any par- 

ticular town or city in Russia? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I did not. 

Mr. DULLES. And you had the impression that he did not want you to write to 

him at that time? 

Mr. MCKENZIE. Mr. Dulles, he says that in the letters. 

Mr. JENNEB. Yes-one of these letters I am about to examine him about so 

states. 

That is correct, is it not? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 

Mr. JENNER. I take it, then, however, that in contrast, commq3ng with the 

letter in 1961, April I believe you said it was-from that time forward, there 

was, by comparison, a considerable number of letters, and a larger volume of 

correspondence than you had ever had from your brother? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, there was a continuous flow. Realizing the period that 

it would take to make a complete cycle of the exchange of one letter to another. 

of approximately two weeks-the letters were quite regular. 

Mr. JENNEB. And this had not been the pattern even in prior years. 

Mr. Oswa~o. No, sir: it has not. 

Mr. JENNEB. When he was in the Marine Corps, or when you were in the 

Marine Corps? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; it was not. 

Mr. JE~NER. Confirmatory of that, Mr. Oswald, I note in Commission Exhibit 

So. 296, is the last paragraph which reads, “I know I haven’t written in a long 

time. Please excuse me. Well, there really isn’t too much news here. But I 

would like to hear from you and the family. Write soon. Your brother, Lee”. 
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I take it from that that there had been-this was the first communication 
you had had from him, as he says, in a long time. 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, that is correct. 
Mr. JENNEXL Does your memory serve you sufficiently now to define more 

clearly the period to which he refers as “a long time”? 
Mr. OSWALLI. I would say in between the leave in 1958, and his letter received, 

postmarked in June 1959, I would not have received over two or three letters. 
Mr. JENNEX His leave in ‘58 was when, again, please? 
Mr. OSWALD. I recall this to be in the early fall of the year-perhaps Sep- 

tember. 
Mr. JENNEX All right. Directing your attention now back to the letter of 

November 8, 1959, which is Commission Exhibit 294, I will ask you this: Is this 
the first letter you received from him from Russia? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. Is it the first communication of any kind, at least directly from 

or initially by him, that you had from him? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, that is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. This is, then, the first time you heard from him from the day he 

departed to go to New Orleans, as he had stated to you, for the purpose of finding 
employment? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, that is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. You testified yesterday that you responded to this letter-that is, 

Commission Exhibit 294, dated November 8, 1959. Is that correct? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. You were unable to recall particularly well yesterday your letter 

in response to Commission Exhibit 294. Has the reading of the letter of No- 
vember 26, 1959, which is Commission Exhibit 295, and your re-reading of the 
letter of November 8, Commission Exhibit 294, served to refresh your recollection 
as to the contents of your letter which you wrote in response to Commission 
Exhibit 294? 

Mr. OSWALD. To some degree, sir, it most certainly has. 
Mr. JENNER. All right. Would you now, having had your recollection re- 

freshed, relate to us as near as may be, if you are able to do so, your letter in 
response to your brother’s letter, Commission Exhibit 294? 

Mr. OSWALD. Which was the letter of November S-is that correct? 
Mr. JENNER. That is correct. 
Mr. OSWALD. To the ‘best of my recollection, in my response to his letter, I 

asked him why he went to Russia, and for what purpose he went to Russia. 
And I believe, sir, that is to the best of my ability, in the remembrance of my 
letter, tnat would be the only two questions that I asked him. 

Mr. JENNER. Now, in the letter of November 8, he says, “Do you know, for 
instance, that I have wanted to do this for well over a year”-that is, go to 
Russia. I take it from your prior testimony that you had not known, either 
well over a year or even for an instant, that he had any intention of going to 
Russia. 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. Had the name Albert Schweitzer College ever been mentioned 

by your brother Lee prior to this time-that is, let us say, prior to the middle 
of September 1959? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; it was not. 
Mr. JENNER. He also states in this letter of November %-makes the rhetorical 

question-“Do you know that I speak a fair amount of Russian, which I have 
been studying for many months”. Had that subject matter ever come to your 
attention prior to his uttering it in the letter of November S? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; it had not. 
Mr. JENNER. You did not know, up until this time, that your brother had been 

studying Russian while in the Marines? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. And again if I may elaborate on that, I was 

not aware that he ever studied any foreign language. 
Mr. DULLES. Did your brother ever talk to you about what he was reading 

during this period? 
Mr. JENNEB. Or at any time, during his school period? 
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Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. Of course, I have seen him read various books. I never 
did see bim read a boolr-unless the covers-or perhaps if I picked it up-it didn’t 
indicate anything about communism or socialism. He did like to read. He 
read quite a bit. And by this, I have observed him to read anything from funny 
books to novels, to westerns, the full scope. He liked American history. I 
have seen him read American history a great deal. 

Mr. JENNER. Was he a voracious reader ? That is, did he read a great deal, 
devote much attention to reading? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, he was what I would term au assiduous reader. 
Mr. JENNER. I am directing your attention to his--oh, say, from age, let’s say, 

nine or ten to the time he enlisted in the Marines-maybe we better go back 
a little bit more, since you were away. I would like to cover his youth up to 
the time he enlisted in the Marines. Is that the period of which you speak? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I do not. I speak of a later period-my visit to New 
Orleans after I received my discharge from the Marine Corps. 

Mr. JENSER. And before he enlisted in the marines? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; before he enlisted in the Marine Corps. And of his 

moving to Fort Worth. 
Mr. JENNER. Fix the time. 
Mr. OSWALD. With mother-in 1955. 
Mr. JENNER. On these occasions you observed him reading assiduously? 
Mr. OSWALL Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. And you had an opportunity, and you embraced it to some extent, 

just out of curiosity if nothing else, of observing the nature and character of 
the literature and the subject matter of the literature he was reading? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; that is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. And it is of the nature and the subject matter you already stated? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. During any of that period, and any observation you ever made 

whether then or prior thereto, had you noticed him or seen any books-he uses 
the expression “Marxism”, communism--or any books or works, or pamphlets 
of that nature? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, I did not. I did not at any time observe him reading 
or have in his possession any type of pamphlet or book, should I say, of a 
political nature. 

Mr. JENNER. Even American politics? 
Mr. OSWALD. American politics, of course--American history, of course, would 

go into some degree of American politics. 
Mr. JENNER. I think you are probably right. But other than American 

history. 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, I did not observe him. 
Mr. JENNER. Now, your brother states in this letter of November 8, the 

United States was a country that he hated. Taking the whole letter, we would 
like to have you state what your reaction to the letter was when you received 
it and read it, in view of the rather severe things he says, and startling things 
he says in this letter. 

Mr. OSWALD. If I may, sir, refer to my testimony yesterday in relation to 
this letter, and my reactions then, I thought more along that line. I have 
not come up with any other conclusions where my thinking as to my reaction 
at the time I received the letter-other than it was something that I expected, due 
to what I had read in the newspapers prior to receiving the letter of Sovember 8, 
1959. 

Mr. JENXER. Your shock, if I may call it such, had been conditioned- 
Mr. OSWALD. To some degree it had ; yes, sir. 
Mr. PENNER. In other words, then, the letter, when you did receive it, with 

these utterances in it, did not surprise you? 
Mr. OSWALD. I feel, perhaN, if anything would have surprised me that did 

not appear, to my recollection, would be the statement “I will never return to 
the United States, which is a country I hate,” particularly the latter part of 
that statement-“which is a country I hate.” 

Mr. JENKER. That did shock you despite your having read the newspaper 
clippings or articles? 
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Mr. OEWALD. Yes, sir, I feel certain that it did. 
Mr. JENNER. And in your response to your brother’s letter, did you advert 

to that particular portion of his letter ? To the best of your recollection? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir-1 was just making a note on that. I didn’t realize 

you would ask me that so soon. I do believe I asked him why he hated the 
United States. 

Mr. JENNER. Now, have you given us-exhausted your recollection as to the 
content of the letter you wrote in response to the letter of November 8, Com- 
mission Exhibit 294? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I feel I have. 
Mr. JENNER. Well, now, let us turn, if we might, to Letter No. 26, which is 

Exhibit 295, an eight-page letter. 
Mr. OIWALD. All right, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Mr. Chairman, to summarize this letter, if I may, for you, it 

is an eight-page letter. Lee Harvey Oswald sets forth in it extensively his 
philosophies, what they purmrt to be as of that time, the reasons why he 
has decided to defect to the Soviet Union. 

He complained about the economic system in the United States. 
Mr. DULLEEL System? 
Mr. JENNER. System-which he stated exploited all of its workers. 
He complained of segregation and unemployment, and automation in the 

United States. 
He stressed disapproval of American foreign poliry, which he characterized 

as being one of imperialism. In framework, it is framed as a response partly 
to some questions that our present witness has posed in a letter, which Mr. 
Robert Oswald had written in response to the letter of November 8, such as 
a question as to why Lee Harvey Oswald and his fellow workers and communists 
would like to see the present capitalist system of the United States orerthrown- 
he having made an indication to the witness in that respect. 

Apparently in Robert’s letter to Lee, he had couched it in terms of suggesting 
that apparently Lee Harvey Oswald thought he might have some advantage 
economically if he went to Russia, and Lee Harvey Oswald responded, “So 
you speak of advantages. Do you think that is why I am here, for personal 
material advantages? Happiness is not based on one’s self, does not consist 
of a small home, of taking and getting. Happiness is taking part in a struggle 
where there is no borderline between one’s own personal world and the world 
in general. I never believed I would find more material advantages at this 
stage of development in the Soviet Union than I might have had in the United 
States.” 

Mr. MCKENZIE. At this point, Mr. Chairman, I might also add, in connection 
with what Mr. Jenner has stated about this letter, that the letter appears, in 
answering questions that Robert may have posed in a previous letter to Lee 
Harvey Oswald-it appears to have been lifted in some respects out of a commu- 
nist text, and it even appears to me-and this is pure supposition, that it could 
possibly have been written by someone else with Lee Harvey Oswald coming back 
in and adding other things to it. It is the longest letter received, consisting of 
some eight pages. A careful reading of the letter will show only one or two 
misspelled words, whereas in the other letters there are a number of misspelled 
words. 

And I don’t know what that adds or detracts from the record. But I do feel 
that there is a difference in the letters as you read all of them put together. 

Mr. DULLEB. I am glad you called that to our attention. It is an interesting 
observation. 

Mr. OSWALD. And I would like to, if I may, point out something I observed 
in between the letter of November 8, 1959, and the letter of Sorember 26, 1959. 

In the letter of November 8, 1959, towards the last paragraph on the last 
page, I quote, “I really don’t see what we could talk about. I f  you want to 
send me money, that I can use. But I do not expect to be able to pay it back.” 

I now refer to the letter of November 26, 192, on the last page, the second 
last paragraph, “I have no money problems at all”-underlined. 
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“My situation was not really as stable then as it is now. I have no troubles 
at all now along that line.” 

Mr. MCKENZIE. And, furthermore, he had moved from Room 233 in the Metr+ 
pole Hotel to Room 201 in the Metropole Hotel. And marks on the letter of 
November 26th, “Note new room number.” 

Mr. DULLES. Could I get into the record here, just for clarification-when was 
this written in relation to his arrival in the Soviet Union? Do we have that on 
the record? Was it a month after? Was it before the other incident that has 
been described for the record, with regard tv 

Mr. OSWALD. If I may, sir ; I believe I can answer that. 
Mr. JENNER. I didn’t want to hazard a guess. If you know, will you please 

state it? 
Mr. OSWALD. I believe Lee, as a matter of record, did arrive in the Soviet 

Union on October 13, 1959. 
Mr. DULLES. Is it written then, roughly, a little less than a monnth and- 

a little over a month after his arrival-these two letters referred to? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. I intended to draw your attention to that which you have already 

mentioned-that is, in the letter of November 8 he indicated that he would he 
pleased if you would send him some funds, whereas on the last page of the letter 
of November 26th he advises you that as far as fends are concerned-he is in 
good shape. 

Mr. DULLES. And both of these letters were written, as I recall, before he was 
advised that he could not stay on in the Soviet Union the first time? 

Mr. JENNER. That is correct, sir. They are written before he went to Minsk, 
as well. 

Mr. DULLES. Thank you. 
Mr. JENNER. Had you sent him any funds in the interim period? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. 
Referring to my testimony yesterday-at which time I replied to his letter of 

November 8, 1959, on his request for any money that I might send him, I stated 
to him I would gladly send him the necessary money for his return to the United 
States, and for that reason only. 

I did not enclose a;ly money in my answer. 
Mr. JENNER. Now, that is an interesting factor about which I would like to 

inquire of you ; also, as to its implication. 
Later, your brother, as the correspondence we have now introduced in evidence 

discloses, desired to return to the United States. And he was having, according 
to the correspondence, some problem in raising the necessary funds to return 
to the United States. 

Did he at any time write you requesting that you honor your letter in response 
to his letter of November 8th in which you said you would gladly send him 
money to return to the United States? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; he did not request it directly. He had certainly indi- 
cated, as his letters do indicate, that he was having a little difficulty in raising 
the necessary funds to return to the United States. And I, in my reply to that 
letter, volunteered to raise the necessary funds to bring his wife and himself to 
the United States. 

Mr. JENNER. Would you identify the particular letter to which you now refer? 
Mr. OSWALD. In reply to your question, sir, I am referring to the letter of 

February 15, 1962. 
Mr. JENNER. Which, for the record, is Commission Exhibit 315. 
Did you respond to that letter and offer to advance to him the funds necessary 

to bring about his return to the United States? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I did. And I also included an offer for him to stay 

with us on his return to the United States, he and his family, for any length 
of time that they so desired, until he was able to get settled himself. 

Mr. JEI\INER. Did you ever receive from him a letter in which he responded 
directly to your offer to advance funds? 

Perhaps I will put it this way. Have you produced all of the letters that you 
received from him while he was in Russia? 

Mr. OSWALD. To my knowledge this is all of the letters I received from him. 
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Mr. JENNER. Did you make it a practice during this period to keep, inten- 

tionally and deliberately keep, all letters that you received from him? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; that was my intention. 
Mr. JENNER. To the best of your knowledge you have produced all of those 

letters to the Commission? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. Did you ever report to your brother that it would be necessary 

for you to make a loan on your automobile in order to advance any funds to 

him? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, I did not. 

Mr. JENNER. Including particularly the $200 that. you advanced to him when 

he returned in June of 1962? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, I did not. 

Mr. JENNER. Did you become aware at any time prior to November 22, 1963, 

that he made a representation to the Ir;ew York welfare authorities that it would 

be necessary for you to make a loan on your automobile to advance the $200? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, I have not. 

Mr. JENNER. There was no discussion of that subject by him with you when 

he returned to Fort Worth and lived in your home, or thereafter? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. This is the first knowledge I have of such a report. 

Mr. JENNER. All right. 

Now, returning to the letter of November 26and keeping in mind, also, the 

letter-let’s just stay with the letter of November 26th. 

Prior to the time of the receipt of that letter, had your brother Lee ever in 

your presence uttered thoughts of that nature, or even spoken to you any 

thoughts of the nature contained in the letter of November 26th with respect 

to the United States, its economic system, Communist Russia, or countries of 

that character? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; he did not. 

Mr. JENNER. And what was your reaction to the letter of November 26, par- 

ticularly those features of it dealing with his attitudes towards the United 

States and its political and economic and social system? 

Mr. OSWALD. Sir, I remember somewhat vividly my reply to him-my reply 

to his letter- 

Mr. JENNER. You did reply to the letter of November 26th? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. Would you please state what your reply was? 

Mr. OSWAL.D. I did reply to the letter of November 26, 1959, and it was-and 

I believe until this day remains to be the longest letter I ever wrote. 

Mr. JENNER. All right-tell us about it. 

Mr. OSWALD. I answered all the questions as to--if I may refer to the first 

question. 

“Do you remember the time you told me about the efforts of your milk company 
to form a union? Try to see why workers must form unions against employers 

in the United States.” 

I recall I did reply to that statement. 

Mr. JENNEK. What did you say? 

Mr. OSWALD. It was my opinion-and I am not anti-union or pro-union. I be- 

lieve it should be taken on the basis of the individual companies. It was my 
opinion that I expressed to him at that time that in this country, the employees 

did have a right to vote yes or no whether or not they wanted a union, and in 

this particular instance, the union was voted out. 

Mr. DULLES. Could we just have a moment’s pause? 

(Brief recess.) 

Mr. DULLES. Will you proceed? 

Is it all right to proceed? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; please. 

Mr. JsNNsa. You were reciting what you said in your letter of response to 
the letter of November 26. 

Mr. OSWALD. All right, sir, if I may pause a moment to locate the second 

question or some statement that perhaps I recall referring to directly in my 
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reply-1 recall replying to the statement that was, that is contained, on the 

second page of the letter of November 26, to the latter part of this statement 

that I will quote from: “See the segregation, see the unemployment and what 

automation is. Remember how you were laid off at Convair?” 
I am referring now to the last question of “Remember how you were laid off 

at Convair?” 
Mr. JENNER. Yes. 

Mr. OSWALI). I believe I pointed out to him at that time that this was some- 

thing I was aware of when I accepted the job at Convair in Fort Worth, Texas. 

It was a condition, perhaps an unspoken condition, because it was a government 

job in that when I was laid off, I did not have to go only to the government to look 

for employment but I was able to secure the type of employment that I was 

most interested in at that time or that he had a variety to choose from and 

that no one would say to me that, “You work here or there.” 

Mr. JENNER. Did you experience any bitterness in being laid off at Convair? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. Resentful? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I do not. 

Mr. JENNER. What was your reaction? 

Mr. OGWALD. My reaction since I have been laid off at Convair and when I 

was laid off at Convair I felt like it was the best thing that ever happened to me. 

Mr. JENNER. When did that event take place? 

Mr. OSWALD. In August, 1957, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. All right. 

Proceed with your recollection of your reply to this letter. 

Mr. OSWALD. If I may, sir, continue to answer something along the question 

of how I felt or reacted to my layoff at Convair; the reason why I recall the 

date is because my daughter was born two or three days after I was laid off, 

and I knew I was going to be laid off before she was born and I did not tell my 

wife and I recall that quite vividly. 

Thank you. 

Mr. JENNER. I think I will ask you an additional question about that, if I may, 

please. 
Mr. OSU’ALD. All right, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. Was there any discussion, at least in Lee’s presence, regarding 

your being laid off at Convair and your attitude with respect thereto. 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; none that I recall. 

Mr. JENNER. And where was he-let’s see, 1957, he was in the Marines then. 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; that is correct. 

Mr. JENNER. I take it then sometime along the line you had advised him that 

you were no longer with Convair. 

Mr. Oswarn. Yes, sir ; I feel certain like I did. 

Mr. JENNER Perhaps you wrote him to that effect or you told him about it 

when he was on leave in 195% 

Mr. OSWALD. I would feel like perhaps I wrote him about it. 

Mr. JENNER. And to the best of your recollection did you indicate any resent- 

ment or bitterness in that regard? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. As I have never been resentful to that or bitter about it. 

Mr. JENNER. So that at least, as far as you can recall, any statement you made 

or any attitude you have with respect to your layoff which might have come to 

his attention, did not form a basis for his predicating the Convair comment, on 

which he might have predicated the Convair comment, in his letter of 

November 26? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. All right. Proceed. 

Mr. OSWALD. I alsc+-- 

Mr. JENNER. Excuse me, if I asked you a similar line of questions with respect 

to the union question would your answer be the same? 

Mr. OEWALD. Yes, sir; It certainly would. 

Mr. JENNER. You never expressed any dislike of unions. You never expressed 

to him, or in his presence, or members of your family, views that unions were 

exploited? 
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Mr. Osw~nn. No, sir; I did not. 
Mr. JENNER. All right. 
By the way, had there been any discussion in the course of your youth, as 

you boys grew up, expressions in your family of any of these attitudes that he is 
expressing in his letter of November 8 and his letter of November 26? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. To my knowledge there was never any type of discussion 
that would reflect any of the statements or questions that he wrote in his letter 
of November 26, 1959. 

Mr. JENNER. Would you say to the extent there were discussions among you, 
and your family life, that the contrary was expressed? 

Mr. OSWALD. I do not recall any discussions, sir, but if there was any discussion 
it would have been to the contrary. 

Mr. JENNEB. Your family was always a typical. loyal American family? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 
Mr. JENNEB. That is, loyal to the Government of the United States and you 

thought well of it? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. When I say, you, I mean all of the members of your family as 

far as you knew? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; that is correct. 
Mr. JENNEB. All right. 
Proceed with your recollection of your response. 
Mr. OSWALD. I refer to his statement in the letter of November 26 on the 

second page, “I can still see Japan and the Philippines and their puppet gov- 
ernments. More important, I can see the Americans in uniform, men who were 
there because they were drafted or because they were adventurers or unemployed 
in civilian life.” 

I referred to my own volunteering in the United States Marine Corps at that 
time, and I felt that nothing he pointed out there applied to my case, and I felt 
quite a few other men felt as I did, as to the reasons behind their joining the 
United States service. 

Mr. JENNEB. Had you expressed any dissatisfaction to him with your tour 
in the Marines, or was that subject discussed in family counci81s or visits on his 
part to Fort Worth? 

Mr. MCKENZIE. May I for just a moment? 
(Discussion off the record.) 
Mr. OSWALD. Would you repeat the question, I believe I had it; I want to be 

sure of it. 
(The question was read.) 

Mr. OSWALD. I do not believe that at any time we discussed it. We 
might have mentioned my tour in the United States Marine Corps. He was 
very proud of my service record and it would so indicate that I conducted 
myself in the best tradition of the United States Marine Corps; not that I was 
any lily white, but I was never in any serious trouble and I progressed in rank 
in keeping with the period that I was in the United States Marine Corps. 

Mr. JENNFX Had that thought been expressed, or at least that flavor left, with 
the members of your family? 

Mr. OSWALD. I feel that it was, particularly to Lee, because I- 
Mr. JENNER. Would you elaborate on that, please; we are interested in that. 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. Because I feel very surely that the reason that Lee 

joined the United States Marine Corps was because of my service in the United 
States Marine Corps and he wanted to follow- 

Mr. JENNER. And your reaction to it had been communicated by you to him? 
Mr. OSWALD. I feel like it was, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Many witnesses have a habit that you have when you feel like 

it was. Do you mean that you actually conveyed that thought to him? 
Mr. OSWALD. I believe I did, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. All right. 
Mr. OSWALD. Thank you. 
I believe I was stating that I believe that the reason that Lee joined the 

United States Marine Corps was to follow in my footsteps, in that same service, 
and frankly I believe that at that time in earlier years and later years that he 

375 



looked up to me, not only in that respect, but that eventually he wanted to follow 
in my footsteps. 

I would say within the family relation that Lee and I were closer than Lee 
and mother or Lee and John during our entire lifetime. That if there was some- 
thing that he was going to discuss with anybody, or say to anybody, within the 
family I would be the one that he would discuss it with. 

I refer to his statement on the second page of the letter of November 26, 1959, 
“I will ask you a question, Robert, what do you support the American govern- 
ment for? What is the ideal you put forward. Do not say freedom because 
freedom is a word used by all people through all of time.” 

I did refer to the word “freedom” and I recall stating to him that the word 
“freedom” to me was something that was earned and not handed down. 

I refer to the third page of the letter of November 26, 1959, and the brief 
statement, “America is a dying country.” 

I replied to him that perhaps, and I believe some great man said this state- 
ment at one time or the other, I do not recall who, that we were a sleeping giant, 
and that we were coming awake. 

This was, of course, in reference to the Communist world. 
Mr. JENNER. This was something you said in your letter? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. All right. 
Mr. DULLES. May I ask what is the date of this letter? 
Mr. JENNER. It is in response to the letter of November 26. 
Mr. DULLEB. November 26, yes. 
Mr. OSWALD. I refer to the bottom of the page of the letter of November 26, 

“So you speak of advantages. Do you think that is why I am here for personal 
material advantages, happiness is not based on oneself, it does not consist of a 
small home of taking and getting.” 

I recall my reply to this series of questions as being-as to having that 
right to seek for oneself his own personal desires to the extent that the material 
advantages were something of a secondary nature, and was something of a 
reward for his efforts 

Mr. JENNER. While the witness is looking further, Mr. Chairman, this is a 
little tedious, but as counsel for the Commission, I suggest its importance and 
relevancy in that, if nothing else, it serves to demonstrate the response of the 
witness to the letter indicating the attitude of the Oswald family on these subjects 
and isolating these views to Lee Harvey Oswald. 

Mr. DULLES. I think this is important, and the more I hear of this letter the 
more I get the impression that there was some help given in writing this letter. 

Mr. JENNEB. That is why I am spending so much time on it. 
Mr. DULLEB. Yes. 
Mr. JENNER. With apologies to you, Mr. McKenzie, that is the only way we 

can go at it because we don’t have the actual response itself. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Mr. Jenner, I commend you on the way that you are conduct- 

ing this interrogation. 
Mr. JENNER. Thank you. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Mr. Oswald, under no circumstances speculate on what you 

wrote in answer to these letters. State to the best of your recollection only 
what you did write, if you recall. 

I f  you can’t recall tell Mr. Jenner so. 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, this is what I have been doing, sir. 
Mr. DULLES. In view of the importance of this letter of November 26 and 

certain other of these letters, as Chairman and in view of the absence of a number 
of my colleagues today for unavoidable reasons, I think it might be well to insert 
the entire letter in the record and possibly certain other letters on which you are 
going to interrogate the witness. 

You see no objection? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. None whatsoever, Mr. Chairman. 
Mr. DULLEE. I have in mind that other members of the Commission may not be 

able to read all of the exhibits but I think they should read these letters on 
which we are interrogating the witness. 
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Mr. McICENZIE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DULLES. In order to get the full purport, flavor of this particular line of 

interrogation. 
Mr. MOKENZIE. I couldn’t concur more, Mr. Dulles. 
Mr. DULLEB. We will leave it then to your discretion with Mr. Rankin to 

decide what letters should go in, in connection with his testimony. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. I might add in thaK regard, Mr. Chairman, that I have no 

objection, whatsoever to any or all of the letters going into the record. 
Mr. DULLEN. Thank you. 
Mr. JENNER. They are already in the record. But $0~ mean set forth in full 

in the record. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. I would mark right now the spot in the record following the 

Chairman’s remarks and my concurrence and, of course, Mr. Jenner’s suggestion 
that the letter be in its entirety placed in the record, I would mark that place 
now so that it could go in at this spot. 

Mr. JENNER. Also the letter of November 8. And November 26 letter. 
Mr. JENNER. Proceed, Mr. Oswald. 
Mr. ON~ALD. I do not recall any other statements that I would have replied 

to, or did reply to, in my reply to his letter of November 26,1959. 
Mr. JENNER. All right, sir. 
Now, did you receive any direct response to your letter, and your next letter 

is Commission Exhibit No. 296, sometime during the summer of 1959, it is a short 
one-page letter. 

Mr. OBWALD. This is December, 1959, sir. 
Mr. JENNEE. No, it is in the summer of 1959, isn’t it, or is that the one-page 

letter which you had written December 17, 1959. 
Mr. OBWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. And is that the next letter you received from your brother? 
Mr. ONWALD. That is COrreCt, Sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Is there any reference in that letter to the response you made to 

the November 26 letter? 
Mr. OBW~. No, sir. There is not. 
Mr. JENNEB. Did you receive any subsequent letter in which he made any 

direct response to your long letter which you wrote him in response to the 
letter of November 26? 

Mr. ONWALD. No, sir, he did not, and if I might say I wrote earlier and as a 
reminder to myself that I was concerned at the time I received the letter of 
December 1’7, 1959. 

Mr. JENNER. That is Commission Exhibit 297. 
Mr. ONWALD. That Lee did not have time to receive my reply to his letter of 

November 26, 1959. 
Mr. JENNER. I see. 
Then the next letter you received, at least in the series you have produced, is 

May 5,1961, a two-page letter, Commission Exhibit 298. 
Mr. Oswa~o. Could I have that date again, please, sir? 
Mr. JENNEB. May 5, 1961. 
Mr. ONWALD. Yes, Sir. 
Mr. JENNER. He makes no response in that letter to your response to hi8 letter 

of November 26. 
Mr. ONWALD. No, sir, he does not. Perhaps, sir, the only way that I can be 

aware that he received my letter in reply to November 26 letter, to his letter 
of November 26, 1959, I did enclose one photograph of my daughter Cathy Marie 
Oswald at the age of 2 years old in that letter. 

Mr. JENNEB. In your response to his letter of November 26? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; and at a later date Lee was to tell me that he did 

keep this photograph, so he did receive my letter. 
Mr. JENNEE. Would you repeat what you just said, sir, or would you read it, 

Mr. Reporter? 
(The reporter read the answer.) 
Mr. JENNER. You said Lee was to tell you, did you mean by that expression 

that he actually acknowledged receipt of the photograph? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, he did. 
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Mr. JENNER. Which leads you to believe necessarily then-that he received your 
response to his letter of November 26. 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Did he state that he had received that photograph in a letter 

that he wrote you or was that orally after he returned to the United States? 
Mr. OSWALD. I believe this was orally, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. After he returned to the United States? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, that is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. Now, returning to his short stay at Fort Worth upon his being 

discharged from the Marines, what do you recall, if anything, of any discussion 
respecting his financial status at that time, that is whether he was in funds 
and if so, what volume of funds. 

Mr. OSWALD. I was not aware of his financial situation at that time. 
Mr. JENNER. Was it discussed? 
Mr. OSWALD. Not that I recall, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Did any member of the family, during that period of time, ever 

discuss with you, having in turn discussed that subject matter with Lee? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, they did not. 
Mr. JENNER. Did you ever have a conversation with your mother prior to 

November 22, 1966 respecting Lee’s financial status at the period of time when 
he was immediately-right at the time he was discharged from the Marines? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir ; I did not. I do not remember one. 
Mr. JENNER. So that up to November 22, 196.3, there was never any discussion 

in which you participated or which you overheard on that subject? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Now, with respect to the remaining series of letters, were you 

ever advised while your brother Lee was in Russia how much money he was 
given or earned? 

Mr. Oswann. While he wav 
Mr. JENNEB. Or he received? 
Mr. OSWALD. While he was in Russia employed? 
Mr. JENNER. While he was in Russia. 
Mr. OSWALD. While he was in Russia. 
Mr. JENNER. Either from his employment or by gift. 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; there is a reply in one of these letters that I received 

from Lee from Russia stating how much he was making while employed in 
Russia. 

Mr. JENNER. The letter will, of course, be the best evidence of that. Did 
he say it in terms of dollars or in terms of rubles, what is your recollection? 

Mr. OSWALD. In both, sir. I believe he stated it in the words rubles and in 
parentheses in the amount of American dollars. 

Mr. JENNEFC. I see, we will find that out. 
Mr. OSWALD. And I believe on a monthly basis. 
Mr. JENNER. Did he ever write you as to whether he had received any money 

by way of gift from any agency in Russia? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Mr. Jenner, I respectfully submit that the letters themselves 

would be the best evidence. 
Mr. JENNER. You are undoubtedly correct and I will desist. 
Did you have any discussion with him on that subject after he returned 

from Russia? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, I did not. 
Mr. JENNER. Or on the subject of his earnings in Russia? 
Mr. OSWALD. None that I recall, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Did you receive any packages or gifts from Russia while your 

brother was there? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I did. 
Mr. JENNEIZ. What did you receive? 
Mr. OSWALD. Well- 
Mr. JENNER. And give the approximate times. 
Mr. OSWALD. There again, sir, there is a letter from Lee in Ru&la stating 

that he had sent a gift or gifts to us at my residence in Fort Worth, Tex. I 
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recall that on two occasions we received gifts from Russia at my address in Fort 
Worth, Tex. I believe the first one consisted of Russian cigarettes, Russian 
candy, six place mats or six napkins that Marina had embroidered herself. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. Or at least what they told you Marina had embroidered. 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. And also a Russian wooden doll, the type that pops 

open in the middle and has a smaller doll on the inside and so forth down the 
line until you end up with one approximately an inch high from one originating 
from one six or seven inches high. That was the iirst package that I recall 
receiving from Lee and his wife while they were in Russia. 

Mr. JENNEB. Approximately when was that? 
Mr. OSWALD. Prior to Christmas of 1961. 
Mr. JENNEB. There was a second occasion when you received a package? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, that is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. What was that? 
Mr. OSWAID. This was closer to Christmas of 1961. 
Mr. JENNEB. And it contained what? 
Mr. OSWALD. It contained one Russian children’s book. 
Mr. JENNER. In the Russian language or in English? 
Mr. OSWALD. In the Russian language, sir, and going by the cover of the book 

and as you open the book in the center section, a Russian rocket ship would un- 
fold and be standing in the launch position, and was quite evident by the pic- 
tures, at least in the book, that this was a book for Russian children depicting 
the Russian efforts toward their space program. 

Mr. JENNEB. Do you still have that book? 
Mr. OBWALD. Yes, sir; I do. And there was also another children’s book, and 

I believe this package on1.y consisted of a present for Qathy Marie Oswald for 
Christmas, 1961 from her aunt and uncle, Lee and Marina. 

Mr. JENNEB. A child’s gift? 
Mr. Oswann. Yes, sir, and the second book was a child’s coloring book, a Rus- 

sian coloring book. 
Mr. JENNEB. Does that exhaust your recollection as to gifts you received from 

them or from Lee while they were in Russia? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, it does. 
Mr. JENNEB. Did he ever send you a pair of boots? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, he did not. And I might add we also still have the 

child’s coloring book that was received at that time for Christmas, 1961. 
Mr. JENNEB. All right, sir. 
Now, would you please relate to us everything that your brother Lee told you 

about hunting ,in Russia? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. You mean other than in correspondence? 
Mr. JENNEB. I mean other than by the correspondence. I should precede 

that by the question did you have any conversation with him about hunting in 
Russia? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, I did. 
Mr. JENNEB. And that occurred after he returned to the United States? 
Mr. Oswanu. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNEX Fix the approximate date. 
Mr. OSWALD. Approximately the latter part of June, 1962. 
Mr. JENNEB. While he was residing in your home? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 
Mr. JENNEE. What did he say? Excuse me, this occurred in your home? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; it did. 
Mr. JENNEE. Was anyone present other than yourself and your brother? 
Mr. Oswm. Perhaps Marina and my wife Vada. As I best remember the 

conversation, since our interest in hunting was mutual, that he had on two 
or three occasions gone bird hunting or duck hunting and that he had killed some 
birds and some ducks on two or three of these occasions that he had gone in, 
that he had only used a shotgun, that they were not allowed to have a rifle. 

Mr. JENNEB. Was there any discussion of that subject matter on any other 
occasion prior to November 22, 1963? 

Mr. OSWALD. I believe in his letters- 
Mr. JEK?~ER No, discussions. 
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Mr. OSWALD. Pardon me, no, sir; there was not, not that I recall. 
Mr. JENNEB. Did you have any discussion with him during the period from 

his return in June of 1962 up to November 2,, o 1963, of his membership in a 
gun club while he was in Russia? 

Mr. OBWALD. No, sir; I did not. 
Mr. JENNER. Did any discussion occur between you as to his membership in 

any other group while he was in Russia, whether it was a gtm club, a social 
club, a labor union or otherwise? 

Mr. OSWALD. None that I recall, sir. 
Mr. JE~VNER. In one of the letters, your brother Lee asked you whether, to 

check to see if, the United States had any, lodged any charges against him. 
Do you recall that? 
Mr. OSWALD. Briefly, yes, sir. 
Mr. JENPI‘ER. What did you do when he made thst request to you, if any? 
Mr. OSWALD. I recall replying to his letter and stated that to my knowledge, 

and I could see no reason why they would have any charges against him for 
going to Russia, because he was an American citizen, and he was free to do 
as he chooses as long as it was not harmful to the United States Government 
and I didn’t feel like he had done anything harmful to the United States Gov- 
ernment by going to Russia. 

Mr. JENNER. Did you ever write in any of the letters that you wrote him, 
did you raise the question with him of whether he had in fact renounced or 
attempted to renounce his United States citizenship? 

Mr. OGWALD. I was advised that, at the time, that we became aware that 
Lee was in Russia by newspaper correspondents in Fort Worth, Tex., that the 
United States Embassy acting on their own accord, would not allow him to 
sign any final papers denouncing his United States citizenship. Whether he 
wanted to or not they were attempting to prevent him from doing this. I never 
did hear any more about that. Perhaps during the correspondence or on his 
return from Russia, this was certainly evident that he had not signed any final 
papers denouncing his United States citizenship. 

Mr. JENNER. I take it from your response, sir, that you did not raise that 
matter with him in any letters that you wrote to him? 

Mr. OSWALD. Not to my recollection, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Did you have any discussion with him on the subject on his 

return to the United, States? 
Mr. OSWALD. Possibly so, sir. 
Yr. JENNER. Do you recall that distinctly at the moment? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, I do not. 
Mr. JENNER. Did your brother Lee raise again with you, following your 

response to his request that you investigate whether or not there were any 
other charges against him ; did he raise again with you the question of whether 
you had made an investigation, whether there were charges? 

Mr. MCKENZIE. When you say did he raise again- 
Mr. JENNER. At any time subsequent thereto, that is apart from the cor- 

respondence which haa been introduced in evidence. 
Mr. MCKENZIE There are several instances in the correspondence, Mr. Jenner, 

there are questions raised about this. 
Are you talking about after he returned from-to the United States from 

the Soviet Union? 
Mr. JENITEZ. Yes, sir ; I am at the moment. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. All right. 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir ; not to my recollection. 
Mr. JENNER. When he returned to the United States and while he was living 

with you, was there or were there any occasions in which there was discus- 
sion of his trip back from Russia and the course they took in returning to the 
United States, the means and manner of return? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; there was. 
Mr. JENNEB. Give us your recollection of what that d&m&on was and 

what your brother and/or Marina said to you and your wife Vada or either 
of them? 
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Mr. OSWALD. I recall asking him how his trip was from Russia to New York 
City by boat. I asked him what route they had traveled, and he advised me 
then, that is as I believe he advised me in one of his letters, the first one, was 
to go from Minsk to Moscow and then from Moscow to Holland, I believe, to 
board a ship that touched at England, and from England to Sew York City. 

Mr. JENNER. Did he or they- 
Mr. OSWALD. He. 
Mr. JEXNER. This is a conversation with him? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, that is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. Did you have any conversation with Marina on this subject 

or in her presence? 
Mr. OSWALD. Not that I recall, no, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. But he did state specifically that they had gone to Moscow? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. And from Moscow to where? 
Mr. OSWALD. To Holland, if my memory serves me corr&, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Did he say, did he indicate, how they had traveled from Moscow 

to Holland, by what means of conveyance? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, he did not. 
Mr. JENNER. Was anything said about how long they stayed in Moscow be- 

fore they took off for Holland? 
Mr. OSWALD. In this discussion, I dlo not recall that he did, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. And did he say how long they stayed in Holland, if they stayed 

there at all? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, he did not. 
Mr. JENNER. But you do recall his stating specifically they touched England 

in the sense that the shiw 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; for supplies or for some other reason, it appeared 

not to be, I say appeared, I assume it was not a very long stay there and that 
they did not leave the ship. 

Mr. JENNER. He did state that they did not leave the ship at that point? 
Mr. Osw~ll). No, sir; this is an assumption on my part-the way he put it 

to me. 
Mr. JEXNER. And they proceeded from there directly to New York Harbor, 

New York City. 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; that is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. By what means ? And he did report that to you? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Did this series of letters you received in the early portion, period 

of his stay in Russia excite your suspicions as to whether he was or might be 
a Rbssian agent? 

Mr. OSWALD. If I understand the question correctly this was the early stay 
of his in Russia in 1959? 

Mr. .JENNER Yes, sir, 1959 and let us say to the early part of 1961. 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Did you have any occasion to discuss that subject during this 

period of time with your mother or she with you? 
Mr. OSWALD. Prior to his return in 1961 she did discuss this with me. 
Mr. JENNER. All right. 
Where did this discussion take place? 
Mr. OSWALD. If I may fix the date approximately, sir, if you could give me 

the date of her trip to Washington, D.C. 
Mr. JENNER. You have me at a disadvantage because Mr. Liebeler has been 

called out and he can furnish that. I don’t want to guess at it. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. May I then ask if possibly the Chairman might recall? 
Mr. DULLEG. The date of that visit to Washington? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DULLES. No, I don’t think I do. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Possibly Mr. Rankin might know. 
Mr. JENNER. Our information was that that was January X,1%1. 
Mr. OSWALD. Thank you, sir. If I may have, the question again, please. 
(The question was read by the reporter.) 
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Mr. JENNER. Whether the suspicions, on the part of yourself or your mother, 
were that your brother was or might be au agent for the Russian Government. 

Mr. OSWALD. Pardon me, sir, I believe I misunderstood. I thought it was in 
reference to whether or not Lee might have been an agent of the United States 
Government. 

Mr. JENNER. No. It was the Russian Government I asked about. 
Mr. OSWALD. I am sorry, sir. At no time was any discussion that I have been 

into indicated that in any way. 
Mr. JENNER. Now, you have referred then to, or bad in mind, a conversation 

with your mother as to whether your brother was an agent of the United States 
Government. 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; that is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. And are you able to fix the time of that discussion now having 

been supplied with the date when your mother visited Washington? 
Mr. OSWALD. Approximately the spring of 1961. 
Mr. JENNEB. Several months following her visit to Washington in January, 

1961. 
Mr. 0s~~. That is correct, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Where did that discussion take place? 
Mr. OSWALD. I believe this was a telephone conversation, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Did you call her or did she call you? 
Mr. OSWALD. She called me, sir. 
Mr. JENNEB. And you recognized her voice, did you? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, I did. 
Mr. JENNER. What did she say on the subject? 
Mr. 0s~~. That she told me briefly about her trip to Washington, and 

that she, as she put it, had seen various important people, and that she was 
reaching or coming to the conclusion that Lee was an agent of one sort or 
another for the United States Government. 

Mr. JENNEB. Did you respond to that? 
Mr. OSWALD. I do not recall, sir, that I did; if so, what my response might 

have been. 
Mr. JENNER You don’t recall whether you responded, and if you did, you 

don’t recall your response? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. All right, have you given us now all your conversations you had 

with your mother on the subject of whether your brother, that is up to Novem- 
ber 22, 1963, as to whether your brother was or might have been an agent of 
the Government of the United States or an agent of any other government in- 
cluding that of Russia? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, that is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. As you received these letters, particularly the series of letters 

in 1961, up to the first of January, 1962, did there occur to you the thought that 
your brother was or might be an agent of the Russian Government? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; it most certainly did not. 
Mr. JENNER. And at any time thereafter up to November 22, 1963? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; it has not. 
Mr. JENNER. Did you have any contact with the State Department or did 

the State Department have any contact with you at any time while your 
brother was in Russia? 

Mr. MCKENZIE. Mr. Jenner, I believe the record will show there was a previous 
telegram to Mr. Christian Herter who was Secretary of State at the time. 

Mr. JENNER. Other than the telegram you testified about yesterday. 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Did you have any conversations with your mother respect- 

ing her contacts, if any, with the State Department during the period of 
time your brother was in Russia? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, I did not. 
Mr. JENNER. Did you at any time prior to November 22, 1963, no, I will in- 

clude that date, let’s say a-t any time prior to December 1, 1963, have 
any view or suspicion that Marina Oswald was or might have been an agent of 
the Russian Government? 
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Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I did not. 
Mr. JENNER. In the letter of July 14, 1961, being Commission Exhibit 301, 

your brother expresses or states, makes some derogatory comments re- 
specting Russia. Is that the first information or knowledge that you had 
of any change of attitude on his part? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, it was not. 
Mr. JENNER. Indicate the prior event that gave you some suspicion in 

that connection. 
Mr. OSWALD. If I understand it correctly, sir, whether or not had I had 

any prior indication prior to receiving the letter of July 14, 1961, that Lee 
was becoming-- 

Mr. JENNER. Disenchanted. 
Mr. OSWALD. Disenchanted with the Russian way of life? 
Mr. JENNEB. Yes. 
Mr. OSWALD. When I received his first letter from Russia after a year 

or so of silence 
Mr. JENNER. Give the date of the letter. 
There is a break between December 17,1959 and May 5, 1961. 
Is it the letter of May 5 of 1961? 
Mr. OSWALD. I am referring to the letter of May 51961. 
Mr. JENNEB. All right. It is Commission Exhibit 299. 
Mr. OGWALD. It indicated to me, whether it so states in there or not, be- 

cause he did start writing again that he was in fact disenchanted with 
the Russian way of life. 

Mr. JENNER. This is the first letter you received after Lee had gone to Minsk, 
is it not? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, that is correct. 
Mr. JENNEB. And it is the first letter you received following the undated 

letter of, in December, 1959, but that you have noted was received on the 
17th of December, 1959. 

Mr. OBWALD. That is correct, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. I take it then the subsequent letters heightened your im- 

pression of suspicion that he was becoming-either was completely or was 
becoming, disenchanted with Russia. 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, in his letter it certainly doesn’t indicate that he 
was, but it was my opinion at that time and still is that he was then- 

Mr. JENNER. After you had read that letter, meaning the letter of May 5,1961, 
which is Commission Exhibit 299, you felt that, or you had the reaction that, 
he was becoming disenchanted with Russia? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. And that was later confirmed by subsequent letters in which 

he expressly stated- 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Disenchantment. 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, that is correct. 
(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. JENNER. There appears to be on some of the envelopes now in evi- 
dence some stamps. They are in Russian but they may indicate that they are 
stamps placed upon those envelopes by a censor, and we will now undertake to 
investigate that circumstance. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. Would you like for me to tell you which ones? 
Mr. JENNER. If you will give me the dates I will recite the exhibit numbers. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. It is June 26, 1961. 
Mr. JENIVER. That is Commission Exhibit No. 360. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. August 21, 1961. 
Mr. JENNER. Is the envelope dated August 21? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Yes. 
Mr. JENNER. Would you see if that contains a onepage letter; oh, yes, 

August 21, that is Commission Exhibit So. 303. 
You need not do it. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. And September 10, 1961. 
Mr. JENNER. That is Commission Exhibit No. 305. 
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Mr. MCKENZIE. And I call the Commission’s attention particularly to the 
word stamped on the envelope “recommende” for whatever it means. 

Mr. DULLES. That is French. 
Mr. JEXNER. Would vou nlease relate. Mr. Oswald, Marina’s ability to 

speak or understand English at the time that she and your brother re- 
turned from Russia in June of 1962? 

Mr. OSWALD. Her ability to understand was far less than her ability to 
speak English words. I spoke to her on the telephone the night of June 13, 
1962 from New York City, to my residence in Fort Worth, Tex., and her 
statement to me at that time was, “Hello, Robert.” I replied but no-answer, 
and Lee took the telephone over again. 

Mr. JEIVNER. During the month they lived in your home, were you better 
able Yo form an opinion as to her ability to speak and understand English? 

Mr. OSWALD. I believe the best way to establish the degree of what she 
understood in English at that time and her ability to speak the English 
language would be very, very, very small, if anything at all. 

Mr. JENNER. As to her facility in that regard-did her facility in that 
regard become better as the months and years wore on? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Was ‘there any discussion which you overheard or with YOU, 

respecting her undertaking to study, learn to speak, English? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; she most certainly wanted to learn to speak English at 
the time, and she was staying at my home in Fort Worth, Tex., and prior to 
their departure from Fort Worth, Tel;., to Dallas, Tex., in the winter of 1962. 

Mr. JENNER. What was your brother’s attitude with respect to her desires in 
that respect? 

Mr. OSWALD. I do not recall him stating his desires in that respect either pro 
or con. 

Mr. JENEER. You have no impressions on the subject either way? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. I might have an impression, pardon me, that he 

wanted her particularly at the time we were staying, they were stnying at my 
home in Fort Worth, Tex., to learn English. 

Mr. JENNER. That was expressed in your presence during that period of time 
by him? 

Rfr. OSWALD. Not in so many words, sir. It was perhaps implied, and he left 
me with the impression that he wanted her to learn English at that time or ns 
soon as she possibly could, and I might add that on a number of occasions during 
the visit at my home in Fort Worth, Tex., that my daughter Cathy, with her 
childhood language in 1961, which would establish her age at 4 years old, would 
talk to her and it appeared that she would gather more English from Cathy than 
she would the adults in the family. 

Mr. JENNER. Did the State Department or any agency of the United States, 
get in touch with you with respect to your supplying funds or the possibility of 
your supplying funds to your brother while he wns still in Russia for the purpose 
of financing his return to the United States? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; they did not. 
Mr. JEXNER. Did any agency of the United States or any public body located 

in New York City get in touch with you with respect to supplying him funds 
for his transportation from New York City to Fort Worth? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, they did. 
Mr. JENNER. Was that the initial request or knowledge to you that you re- 

ceived that funds were necessary, or would be needed for that purpose? 
Mr. Oswald. Yes, sir, that is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. Do you remember the name of the agency? Was it the one that 

you identified yesterday? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, it wns. 
Mr. JENNER. All right. 
In his letter of November 30, 1961, he makes a request for a football. 
Did you send the football to him? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, I did not. 
Mr. JENNER In the letter of December 14, 1961, which is Commission Ex- 
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hibit No. 311, he makes a reference to the fact that he had not received any letter 
with “certain” questions. Apparently questions that you had put to him. 

Mr. OswA~n. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNF.R. Do you have that letter? 
Mr. OSWALD. The letter of July 14? 
Mr. JENNER. No, this is December 14. 
Mr. OSWALD. Pardon me. 
Mr. JE~VPI’ER. That is Commission Exhibit 311. It is two pages. 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, I have the letter. 
Mr. JENNER. Does that refresh your recollection as to some letter you had 

written him prior thereto? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, I do. 
Mr. JENNER. Will you state what the letter was and whether it was in response 

to an earlier letter? 
Mr. OBWALD. No, sir, it was not in response-it was a response to an earlier 

letter from Lee. I did in an effort to determine whether or not all my letters- 
Mr. JENNER. The last prior letter was the letter of November 30, 1961, Com- 

mission Exhibit 308, and then immediately prior to that was the letter of No- 
vember 1, 1961, Commission Exhibit 309. 

hlr. OSWALD. In reference to the question regarding that letter of December 14, 
1961, at which time he stated “I did not receive any letter with ‘certain’ 
questions.” 

I did write him a letter at which time I recall raising two political type ques- 
tions to see whether or not he would receir+ 

Mr. JENNER. He would respond? 
Mr. OSWALD. Sir? 
Mr. JENNER. To see whether he would respond, did you say? 
Mr. OSWALD. To see whether or not he would receive the letter itself. 
Mr. JENNER. I am sorry, I thought you said to receive. 
Mr. OSWALD. I believe, sir; if my memory serves me correct in some earlier 

letters he refers there to some Russian censors he felt like were censoring his 
mail and my mail also and I wanted to find out in my own way whether this 
was so or not. 

I might say that was the only time I attempted to raise any type of political 
questions in my response to any of his letters or any other letters that I sent 
him, because I did want the letters to go through rather than be destroyed or 
not received by him. 

Mr. JENNER We can draw our own inference as to whether he received your 
letter. 

Was there any discussion of the subject after return to the United States, 
that is, the subject whether he had received your letter? 

Mr. OSWALD. Not to my recollection, sir. 
Mr. JENNEB. Did you have any discussion with your brother on the subject 

of his undesirable discharge after he returned to the United States? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I did. 
Mr. JENNER. And when was that? Was it more than one occasion? 
Mr. OSWALD. I believe, sir, only on one occasion did we discuss that matter. 
Mr. JENNER When was that? Where was it? 
Mr. OSWALD. Approximately June 1962 at my home in Fort Worth, Tex. 
Mr. JENNER. Who was present? 
Mr. OSWALD. I believe just Lee and I were present in this one room which 

was the living room of our home. 
Mr. JENNER. In your home? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER What did he say? 
Mr. OSWALD. He said he wanted to go down the next day to the Marine 

Corps office in Fort Worth, Tex., and discuss with them and perhaps find 
out what action he needed to take to have this corrected to an honorable 
discharge. 

Mr. JENNER. What did you say? 
Mr. OSWALD. My reply to him on that was that I thought that that was a good 

idea and that he might raise the question at the Marine Corps office in Fort 
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Worth, Ter., if I could be of some assistance in writing the Marine Corps 
office directly on behalf of him. I do not recall if he made this trip to the 
Marine Corps office. I do not recall any further conversation in reference to his 
dishonorable discharge. 

Mr. JENNEB. Would you turn your attention now to the lelter of May 22, 
1962, shortly before he returned to the United States? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Commission Exhibit 318. 
As I recall that letter, he refers to some things that you had said when he 

departed for Russia. Do you find that portion of the letter? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I do. 
Mr. JENNEB. Would you read it aloud, please, just that portion? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. May I interrupt you at this point, Mr. Jenner? 
Please, Mr. Chairman. 
Mr. DULLES. Certainly, proceed. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. The two letters of November 8 and November 26 which we 

should make copies of for the purposes of the record, if you will pull them out 
of your file there I will-do you want to take the originals? 

Mr. JENNER. That will be the best way of doing it. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Except that yours are already marked with the exhibit num- 

ber. I have no objection. 
I will find out who I should see about making these. 
Mr. JENNEB. Why do you not make them on the Xerox machine? 
I had asked you to read that portion of the letter so we can place the matter 

in context. 
Mr. OSWALD. “I know what was said about me when I left the United States 

as Mother sent me clippings from the newspapers. However, I realize it was 
just the shock of the news which made you say all those things. However, I will 
just remind you again not to make any statement or comments if you are 
approached by the newspapers between now and the time we actually arrive in 
the United States.” 

Mr. JENNEB. Is he referring then to things that were reported in the news- 
paper clippings that you said or is he referring to something you said to him 
before he departed for Russia, or is he referring to something you said in a 
letter you may have written him when he was in Russia? 

Mr. OSWALD. He is referring, sir, to the clippings of newspapers that mother 
had sent him containing reportedly my statements to the newspapers at the 
time we were advised on October 31, 1959 that Lee was in Russia. 

Mr. JENNER. Did you have occasion to make any comments to newspaper 
reporters when it became known that he was about to return to the United 
States? 

Mr. Oswann. Yes, sir; I did. 
Mr. JENNEB. And did those come to your brother’s attention? 
Mr. Oswm. No, sir; they did not. 
Mr. JENNFX Did you ever discuss them or he with you? 
Mr. OSWALD. When the newspaper reporters contacted me prior to his arrival 

in New York City, I did not divulge my knowledge of his deoarture as per 
this letter of May 22, 1962, the approximate date he would be in the United 
States. I did not give them any indication whatsoever at that time that he was 
leaving the Soviet Union. 

Mr. JENNEIL Did you ever respond to that particular letter? 
Mr. OSW~D. No, sir; I did not. 
Mr. DULL=. May I ask a question here? 
You indicated that your brother was disappointed when he arrived at Love 

Airfield and the newspapermen were not there when he came back from Russia. 
Did the newspapermen thereafter talk with your brother at your house or 

elsewhere7 
Mr. OSWALD. They attempted to, sir. I say “they.” It was, more specifi- 

tally, one newspaperman. 
Mr. JENNER. But he did not succeed in getting an interview? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Reference is made in your brother’s letter to you of November 17, 
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1962, which is Commission Exhibit 320, to Thanksgiving dinner. Would- you 
obtain that exhibit, please? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I have it. 
Mr. DULLES. What Thanksgiving, 1962? 
Mr. JENNER. 1962, sir. 
Was the Thanksgiving dinner held at your home on Thanksgiving Day, 

November 19621 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Would you tell us all of the circumstances preceding, leading 

up to and what occurred on that date and who attended the Thanksgiving 
dinner ? 

Mr. OSWALD. Lee and Marina and their small child had moved to Dallas, 
Tex. 

Mr. JENNER. Where in Dallas, Tex.? Do you recall? 
Mr. OSWALD. I did not have any address, sir. I had only a post office box, 

Box 2915, Dallas, Tex. 
Mr. JENNER. All right. 
Mr. OSWALD. Mv older brother John had called me from San Antonio, Tex., 

prior to Thanksgiiing 1962, indicating that he was going to be able to take a 
leave 

Mr. JENNER Excuse me, Mr. Oswald. 
Mr. Chairman, there is some confusion respecting this Thanksgiving dinner. 
Mr. OSWALD. Where John was stationed in the Air Force-he called me from 

San Antonio stating that he would be able to take a leave during the period of 
Thanksgiving of November 1962 and that they would travel from San Antonio, 
Tex., to my home in Fort Worth, Tex. I wrote Lee and asked him would it 
be possible for him to join us at that time with his family. 

Mr. JENNER. Did you indicate in your letter that his brother John and wife 
were to join you on that occasion? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I did. 
Mr. JENNER. Did you indicate that anyone in addition, to wit, your mother, 

was also to join you on that occasion? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I did not. 
Mr. JENNER. All right. 
Mr. OSWALD. In reference to the letter dated November 17, 1962, from Lee 

Harvey Oswald- 
Mr. JENNER. That is Commission Exhibit 320. 
Mr. OSWALD. It replied to my letter: “In answer to your kind invitation for 

Thanksgiving, we love to come and will be in Fort Worth Thanksgiving morning 
and we shall come by bus and give you a ring on the phone from the bus station 
(about 9 :lO) . See you soon. Lee.” 

Mr. JENNER. Did he come to Fort Worth? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. For that particular occasion? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. .When did he arrive? 
Mr. OSWALD. Approximately nine to ten o’clock in the morning. 
Mr. JE~NER. Of Thanksgiving Day? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; that is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. Was he accompanied by anyone? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; he was. 
Mr. JENNEB. Who? 
Mr. OSWALD. Marina N. Oswald and the baby June Lee Oswald. 
Mr. JENNER. Did all of you have Thanksgiving dinner on that day? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; we did. 
Mr. JENNEX Did both Lee and Marina attend that dinner? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; they did. 
Mr. JENNEB. And John Pit and his wife? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; they did. 
Mr. JENNER. You and your wife? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER Your children? 
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Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JEIPNEB. Tbe children of Lee and Marina? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. The child. There was only one at that time. 
Mr. JENNER That is right, the child June. Anyone else? 
Mr. OSWALD. The children of John and Marge Pit. 
Mr. JENNER. But your mother did not attend the dinner? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Had you invited her? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I had not. 
Mr. JENNEB. As far as you know, she was unaware of it? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; that is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. Was any comment made that she was not present, about the fact 

that she was not present at the dinner? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir ; there was not. 
Mr. JENNEB. Was anything said about what your brother Lee was doing by 

way of employment in Dallas? 
Mr. OBWALD. Yes, sir; there was. 
Mr. JENNER. What was said, and by whom? 
Mr. OSWALD. I feel like I had asked Lee what he was doing at that particular 

time, and his reply to me was that he was working for a traffic outflt in Dallas, 
the name of which I do not recall. However, he did state the name of the 
firm. I do not recall the name of the firm. And that it was to him very inter- 
esting work. He thought that he could perhaps learn this type of work and 
progress in it quite ably. 

Mr. DULLES. How did he appear to yau men~tallg and physically on this OC- 
casion of the Thanksgiving dinner? 

Mr. OSWALD. Very fit physically and very alert mentally. 
Mr. JENNER. Discussion on that day occurred between you and your half- 

brother, John Pit, did it not, respecting your brother Lee’s un-American’ beliefs? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; it did. 
Mr. JENNER. Would you relate that discussion between yourself-was it 

confined to a discussion betwwn yourself and John Pit? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; it was. 
Mr. JENNEP.. Did you raise the subject? 
Mr. OSWALD. I believe I did, sir. 
Mr. JENNEX. You were concerned about his un-American belie& were YOU 

not? 
Mr. OSWALD. I was not concerned about them. I wanted to state to John, 

since he had not been in contact with Lee when Lee was in Russia, or when 
he was at my home in Fort Worth, that this conversation took place. 

Mr. JENNER. You state it. 
Mr. DULLES. Was John present? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DULLES. He was present. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. It was to John. 
Mr. DULLES. Was he present? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; he was not. I was about to say that this conversation 

took place on our way from my house to the bus station to pick up Lee, Marina 
and June the morning of Thanksgiving 1962. I do not recall the circumstanced 
preceding this particular point of why I brought it up other than I do recall 
mentioning that the FBI had talked to Lee and apparently that everything was 
all right because they were not proceeding to discuss with him at any length and 
they were not holding him for any reason, so I assumed that everything was 
all right in that respeot. 

Mr. JENNER. I see. 
Have you exhausted your present recollection of that conversation? 
Mr. OBW&D. Yes, sir ; I have. 
Mr. DULLES. How did you know that the FBI had talked with Lee? 
Mr. OSWALD. Lee had told me and I was aware that they had called my house 

and requested Lee to come down to their office in Fort Worth and talk with 
them. 
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Mr. DCLLES. Did he report to you on that conversation at all? The details of 

it? 
Mr. Oswar.~. A very small detail of it, sir. 
Mr. JENRER. \Vhat details? 
JIr. 0swar.u. I asketl him when I returned home from work that afternoon how 

did it go. Hc said, “*Just fine.” He said they asked him at the last whether or 
not he was an agent for the United States Government. His reply was “Don’t 
you know ?” 

Mr. JENXER. You recited that yesterday. 
Mr. MCKESZIE. This was testified to yesterday. It is repetition. 
Mr. Oswald. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Did you at that time say to John that the FRI had--excuse me-- 

had assured you that Lee was all right and not dangerous to our country? 
Mr. OSWALD. So, sir; I had not. 
Mr. JENNER. Did you say to John on that occasion or any other occasion that 

he need not worry about Lee in connection with possible danger to our country? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; I did. 
Mr. JENNER. When was that? 
Mr. OSWALI). This was on the same ocrasion on the trip to the bus station as 

I have so indicated, that I had assumed, since they were not holding Lee or 
questioning him to any frequency, because at that time they had only ques- 
tionetl him to my knowledge one time, that everything as far as un-American 
views that he expressed when he went to Russia, everything was cleared and 
they had no reason to hold him or suspect him of anything. 

Mr. DULLES. Did you know about the Fair Play for Cuba incident in New 
Orleans at this time? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir ; I did not. 
Mr. JENNER. Did your brother Lee and Marina leave your home after Thanks- 

giving dinner? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; they did. 
Jlr. JENNER. That same day? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
hIr. JENNER. Did you have occasion to see your brother at. any time from that 

moment when he departed until sometime on the 22d of November 1963? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir ; I did not. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Mr. Jenner, may I interrupt you one more time? 
In response to your question, Mr. Chairman, it is my best recollection, and I 

may be wrong and stand to be corrected if I am wrong, that the Fair Play for 
Cuba or the pro-Castro leaflets that he was handing out in New Orleans was in 
the summer of 1963. 

Mr. DULLEG. I think you may be right. 
Do you remember that? 
Mr. JENNER. Yea, that is correct. 
Mr. DULLES. That is correct. It had not taken place. 
hIr. hICKzNzIE. It had not taken place in November of 1962. 
Mr. DULLES. Right. 
Mr. hICKENzIz. To the best of our knowledge. 
hlr. JENNER. Did the witness have any opportunity to respond to my last 

question? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. You had finished your question and I interrupted you before 

you could make another question. 
Mr. JENNER. You mean the witness had responded to it? 
Mr. DULLEE. No; I do not think he had. 
Mr. JENNER. Would you read the pending question? 
(The last question was read by the reporter.) 
Mr. JENNER. Did you see Marina at any time subsequent to their departure 

on Thanksgiving Day, November 1962 and Sovemher 22, 1963? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I had not. 
Mr. DULLES. Did you have any telephone conversations with either of them? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I had. 
Mr. JENNER. In the interim period? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I had. 
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Mr. JENNER. Were there a number of those or were they infrequent? 
Mr. OSWALD. I recall only one, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. When did that take place? 
Mr. OSWALD. Approximately two or three weeks after Thanksgiving of 1962. 
Mr. JENNER. That would be sometime then in December of 1962? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Did you call him or did he call you? 
Mr. OSWALD. So, sir ; he called me. 
Mr. JENNER. You recognized his voice? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENXER. And was it day or night? 
Mr. OSWALD. It was, I believe it was Sunday afternoon, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Sunday afternoon. And what was the occasion of his making 

that call as you recall it? 
Mr. OEWALD. That he was in town briefly. 
Mr. JENNER. In Fort Worth? 
Mr. OSWALD. In Fort Worth, Tex., and that I asked would we see him; he 

said no, they were visiting some friends. 
Mr. JENNER. “They” meaning he and Marina? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, and that they would be leaving for Dallas very shortly. 
Mr. JENNER. That was a social call? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. You have given the full of the conversation? 
Mr. OSWALD. To the best of my remembrance; yes, sir. It was very short. 
Mr. JENNER. Did you have occasion to talk to Marina over the telephone on 

that particular time? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I did not. 
Mr. JENNER. Did he talk with any other member of your family on that 

occasion? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; he did not. 
Mr. JENNER. Other than that telephone conversation, had you had any other 

conversation with your brother Lee from the time on Thanksgiving Day, Novem- 
ber 1962 to the time you saw him on November 22,X%3? 

Mr. OSWALD. I did not see him on November- 
Mr. MCKENZIE. He did not see him on that day. 
Mr. OBWALXL On November 22, 1963. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. He saw him on November 23, 1963. 
Mr. JENNER. Then my question is November 23. 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I had not had any conversation with him after Novem- 

ber 1962, Thanksgiving Day, other than the one I have mentioned, up to the 
time of November 22, 1963. 

Mr. DULLES. Did you make any attempts to get in touch with him in that 
period? 

Mr. OSWALD. Only through the mail, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. I was about to come to that. 
Did you have any correspondence with him in the sense of your dispatching 

a letter or note or he dispatching one to you? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I did. 
Mr. JENNER. Did you retain the correspondence insofar as anything you 

received from him is concerned? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I did. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. And that has previously been furnished to the Commission. 
Mr. JENNER. It has previously been furnished and it is, I see, a postcard 

which is dated as I recall-you give the date. 
Mr. OSWALD. We are still referring to the period after November 1962, 

Thanksgiving Day? 
Mr. JENNER. Yes, we are. 
Mr. OEJWALD. All right, sir. 
One postcard dated January 10, 1963. 
Mr. JENNER. And that is Commission Exhibit 324. 
Did you receive any other correspondence? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I did. 
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Mr. JENNER. And do you have it there? 
Nr. OEWALD. Yes, sir; I do. 
Mr. JENNER. And it is a letter dated? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Nr. JENNER. What date? 
JIr. OSWALD. March 16, 1963. 
JIr. JENNER. And thnt is Conmission Eshibit 322. 
Did you receive any other correspondence from him? 
Nr. OSWALD. No, sir; I have not. 
Mr. JENNER. Did you dispatch any to him? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir: I had. 
Mr. JENNER. Did they have any relation to either of the exhibits you have 

now identified? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir ; they did not. 
Mr. JENNER. That is, neither Exhibit 322 nor Exhibit 324 was in response 

to any communication that you had dispatched to him? 
Mr. OSWALD. Pardon me, sir, I was incorrect on that. 
The letter of March 16, 1933 was in response to a letter I had written him 

approximately the first week of March 1963. 
Mr. JENNER. Did you retain a copy of the letter you sent him? And if you 

made one, did you retain a copy? 
Mr. OSWALD. Ko, sir ; no copy was made and I did not retain it. 
Mr. JENNEE. Would you state the contents of your letter? 
Mr. OSWALD. It was, briefly, sir, that we had moved to Malvern, Ark. I 

informed him of my new address and advised him that I had placed my home 
in Fort Worth, Tex., up for sale, and I had been given an opportunity by the 
company for a better and higher position, and that I had taken this opportunity 
and moved to Malrern, Ark. and requested, if possible, we would like to have 
them visit us. 

Mr. DULLES. When did you move to Malvern, approximately? 
Mr. OSWALD. The fifth day of March 1963, sir. 
Mr. DULLES. And how long were you there? 
Mr. OSWALD. To September 13, 1063, sir. 
Mr. DULLES. And then you returned tc+-- 
Mr. OSWALD No, sir. Then I moved to Denton, Tex. 
hlr. DULLES. Denton, Tex.? 
Mr. OSWAILL Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. So that at the time of the event, November 22, 1963, you were 

residing in Malrern, Tex.? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir ; I was residing in Denton, Tex. 
Mr. JENNER. I should have said Malvern, Ark., anyhow. 
Mr. DULLES. Let’s see, you were then in Malvern, Ark., from March 1963, to 

approximately September lS63? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; that is correct. 
Mr. JEN~ER. That is where I misunderstood. I thought he said December. 
All right, sir. I take it then at least from Thanksgiving Day, 1962, and the 

23d day of Sorember, KM%, you never had any discussions with Robert with 
respect to his desire, if any, to return to Russia, with Lee rather? 

Mr. Oswlus. R’o. sir; I did not. 
Mr. JENNER. Did you ever have any discussion with him on that subject? 
Mr. OSWALIX No, sir; I did not. 
Mr. JENNER. Did you ever have any discussion with him or he with you or 

with Marina or she with you on her return to Russia, whether he desired it or 
she did? 

Mr. Oswam. During that period? 
Mr. JENNEIC. Prior to November 23, lS63. 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. When did that discussion that you now have in mind take place? 
Mr. OSWALD. At my home in June of 1962, sir. 
Mr. JENNICR. Who was present? 
Mr. OSWALD. My wife Vada and Lee. 
Mr. JENNEB. With Marina I take it? 



Mr. OSWALD. And Marina was there. 
Yes, sir; I was having a conversation or she was having something of a con- 

versation with me. 
Mr. JENNER. Before you give the conversation, was there ever any other oc- 

casion up to and including Sovember 23, 1963 when you had a discussion with 
your brother or with Marina respecting the return of either of them to Russia? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir ; I only recall this one occasion. 
Mr. JEN~ER. State what was said, please, and by whom. 
Mr. OSWALD. This was said by Marina Oswald in June of 1962 in very broken 

English : “1 never want to go to Russia again.” 
Mr. JENNER. Return to Russia? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNEB. And that was said in the presence of your brother Lee, your 

presence and your wife’s presence? 
Mr. OSWAUI. Yes, sir; I feel certain that all four of us were present. 
Mr. JENNER. Did your brother say anything on that occasion? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. 
Mr. JENNEB. As to that subject matter? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. This took place h your home ? How long after they had returned 

from Russia did this conversation take place? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. What was that question? 
Mr. OSWALD. I would say 1 or 2 weeks. 
Mr. JENNJZR. One or two weeks after they had returned from Russia? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DULLEB. That is when they were staying with you after their return? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. At any time prior to November 23, 1962, were you aware or did 

any incident arise or conversation take place indicating any desire on your 
brother Lee’s part to go to Cuba? 

Mr. OSWALD. No. sir; it did not. 
Mr. JENNEB. Or to Mexico? 
Mr. OSWALD. No. sir: it did not. 
Mr. JENNFX. Or any other country than the United States? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir: there was not. 
Mr. DULLES. Was there any particular reason why you did not have some 

contact with Lee during the period November, Thanksgiving 1962, and your 
departure for Arkansas in March of 1963? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; none that I was aware of. I did write him on two or 
three occasions asking him to advise me of his address in Dallas, Tex., so when 
I had an opportunity either on business or otherwise passing through where I 
could possibly stop and see him, if not Marina and the child. 

His response to this was as it is stated in the letter of March 17, 1963, that 
generally he was moving and it was not settled and he would always retain 
the post office box in Dallas, Tex., where I might reach him through the mail 
and that I would not be able to see him or his family when I came through town. 

Mr. DULLES. Did that surprise you? 
Mr. OSWALD. It did not at first, sir, because I realized he was not settled as 

to a stable job and to an apartment. However, it did concern me later, and I 
refer to my letter that I wrote him in March of 1963 which he replied to on 
March 17 or March 16, 1963. 

Mr. JENNER. Which is Commission Exhibit 322. 
Mr. Oswann. That I would like to have an address other than a post office 

box, and when again he did not furnish me this information, I did not respond 
to his letter of March 17, 1963. The last time I wrote him was in September 
1963 when I returned to Texas and our moving into Denton, Tex., advising him 
of my new address, and still at that time requesting again an address where 
they were staying at in Dallas so that I might contact him, since again we were 
close together, approximately 30 miles away. 

Mr. JENNEB. And he did not respond to that? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; he never responded to that letter that I wrote him in 

September other than on the day that I visited him at Dallas County Jail or 
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Dallas City Jail on November 29, 1963, be did say before I had an opportunity 
to say anything to him, “Robert, you now are living in Denton, aren’t you?” 
And I said yea. 

In other words, he had received my letter of September 1969. 
Mr. JENNER. This w,as elicited by Mr. Dulles’ question, his failure to advise 

you in due course eventually here as late as September 196.3 of his location in 
Dallas aroused some suspicions, doubts or a question in your mind? 

Mr. OSWALD. It did to this extent, that I thought perhap- 
Mr. JENNER. Keep in mind all this history also, Mr. Oswald. 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. That you testified about. 
Mr. OSWALD. That perhaps he was angry at us or did not want to have any- 

thing to do with us. However, it was also my thinking on this that this would 
be out of character for him because he normally would keep in contact with 
me and let me have his address and so forth, even though he had furnished a 
post office box at first and which I understood, but his failure to give me an 
address indicated- 

Mr. JENNER. Despite your at least two requests? 
Mr. OswaLD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Or three requests? 
Mr. OSWALD. Indicated to me that perhaps something of a different nature 

was going on that I was not aware of, whether he was having trouble with 
Marina and perhaps the baby, and they were not getting along and he did not 
want me to become aware of this situation; this would be my only speculation 
on that, sir. 

Mr. DULLES. Did your wife have any contact with Marina over this period 
we are discussing from Thanksgiving of 1962 to November 1963? 

Mr. OSWALB. No, sir; she did not. 
Mr. JENNEB. Did she ever indicate to you that she made any effort to effect a 

contact with Marina? 
Mr. OSWALD. Did my wife? 
No, sir; she did not. 
Mr. JENNER. In the light, Mr. Oswald, of the fact that your brother, as you 

testified, you thought looked up to you in his youth at least, in the light of his 
departure for Russia, in the light of the correspondence that you had with him 
in Russia about which you have testified, in the light of the conversations that 
you had with him upon his return, did not the fact that you did not hear from 
him for as long a period as from Thanksgiving Day of 1962 to well into the fall 
of 1963 raise any question in your mind beyond that which you have now 
testified about? 

Mr. Oswa~n. No, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. That it might be something other than possible marital difficulties? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. 
Of course, I refer to the postcard of January 10, 1963, and the letter of March 

15, 1963, which I would state other than the fact that he did not advise me of 
his residence in Dallas, Tex.- 

Mr. JENNEB. Despite the fact that you requested it? 
Mr. OSWALD. Right, that the infrequency of the mail at this time was going 

back to prior to the time that he was in Russia, to the extent that he was not 
writing frequently then when he was in the service and so forth, and then again 
I thought that he was returning to this, because I was also not writing him as 
frequently as we had while he was in Russia. And it is my opinion, sir, that 
Lee felt that he had caused me enough difficulty, that he did not want to in 
any way, even though I had offered my assistance after his return from Russia, 
in any way that I possibly could, that he did not want to burden me in case he 
was in any financial difficulty or any other difficulty. 

Mr. JENNER. All right, thank you. 
I am going to attempt to cover in general terms, Mr. Chairman, Representa- 

tive Ford’s questions and see if I can shorten up the examination in that respect. 
,Mr. DULLES. Could I have just a word with you for just a moment. 
(Short recess.) 
Mr. JEN;VEB. You are acquainted at least by hearsay at the moment, are you 
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not, with respect to an alleged attack having been made by your brother upon 

General Walker? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I am. 

Mr. JESNER. It is that to which I wish to direct a question. 

Did you have any knowledge or information of any kind or character at any 

time prior to November 24,1963, of that incident? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I did not. 

Mr. JEXNER. So one had spoken to you about it? 

Mr. Oswa~n. No, sir; they had not. 

Mr. JESSER. When did it first come to your attention? 

Mr. OSWALD. In the newspaper. I believe this to be sometime in the latter 

part of December 1963 or January 1964. 

Mr. JEWER. It was subsequent to your brother’s death’! 

Mr. OSWALD. Yea, sir. 
Mr. JENKER. And you had no information direct or indirect of any kind or 

character, scuttlebutt, hearsay or otherwise, up to that moment? 

hlr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. DULLES. Did you know of any acts of violence that your brother had 
carried out or had contemplated or attempted during his life other than school 

boy antics? 

hIr. OSWALD. No, sir; I was not. I have never known him to attempt or indi- 

cate to attempt to carm out any type of violence other than a schoolboy- 

Mr. JE~WER. Was he given to tantrums? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; he was not. 

Mr. DULLES. Did he ever seem to you to be a man who repressed himself, that 

he was boiling inside and that there were a great many emotions that he had 
that he was holding in? Did you get that impression from your knowledge of 

him? 

hlr. OSWALD. No, sir ; I did not. I would say that Lee’s character was that he 

was more of a listener than a talker, not to the extent of being an introvert. I 

do not believe he was an introvert. 

hlr. JENNER. I was about to ask you that question. There have been people 

who have been interviewed, teachers and others, a good many of them as a 

matter of fact, who have described your brother as an introvert. Your mother 

used the expression that he was a loner in a statement that she made to the 

authorities in New York City, and I think on this record. 

U’as he in your opinion, gathered from your actual experience with him during 

his lifetime, a loner, that is, a person who would tend to prefer to be by himself 

and not seek out friends, not necessarily repulse friends but not affirmatively 

seek them out? 
Mr. OSWALD. I would say yes and no, sir, to that question if I may. 

Mr. JENNER. All right. 

Would you expand then and explain your answer yes and no? 

hfr. OSWALD. I feel like in the late 1940s to about the time of my departure 

to the service in July of 1952, that he did seek out friends, and that he did have 

friends. However, after my release from the service in 1955, I do believe that 

he had become more grown to himself. 

Mr. JEXXER. That is during the interim he had become, while you were away? 

hIr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 

hlr. JENNER. You noticed a change in him when you returned from the service? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. Is that what you mean to say? 

hIr. OWALD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JENSER. All right, proceed and describe that to us. 

hIr. OSWALD. Still my contact with him was limited, but he did appear to be 

drawn within himself more than he had been prior, and I do not know of any 

friends that he had at that particular time. 

One factor of course would be that he had moved quite frequently or a number 

of times during this period. 
hIr. JENXER. Apart from the reason, for the moment, I seek to draw from you 

your personal reaction as to whether he had become more retiring and that you 

had actually noticed that difference in him? 
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Mr. OswALn. Well, to me, sir, he had become or appeared to become more 
drawn into himself to the extent that I noticed that he wanted to read more, 
and of course when he wanted to read he wanted to be by himself. However, 
t0 me personally at that time when we were together, if he did not wish to read, 
he seemed and appeared to be as he was prior to 1952, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. Did that state of mind or his action, did you notice that that 
persisted when he returned from Russia? 

Was he still of that retiring nature? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir ; he was not. I felt that he was more of a gregarious type 

person that wanted to mix with people and wanted to talk to people. 
Mr. JENNEE. After he left your home and took residence with your mother and 

thereafter in various places in Fort Worth, did he seek you out? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. He called me on a number of occasions at my office. 
Mr. JENNEB. Did he come by your home and visit you voluntarily without 

invitation? 
Mr. OSWALD. I do not recall of any time, sir. I usually was talking to him 

on the telephone quite frequently during the period that he had moved out of 
my mother’s apartment into their own duplex, to the extent that I always told 
him that if he would like to come out any time just to give me a ring and I would 
gladly pick them up and bring them out to the house and return them to their 
home. 

Mr. JENNER. Did he do so? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; he did not. 
Mr. DULLES. There has been some testimony here before the Commission to 

the general effect that in the latter period he broke pretty much away with some 
of the Russian group of friends in Dallas that Marina had developed or 
liked to be with, and that is because she could talk Russian. Did you see any- 
thing of that, and can you throw any further light on that? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I did not. I was aware or had become aware of this 
group or some other group of the Russian-speaking population in Dallas, and I 
was aware of Mr. Gregory in Fort Worth, Tex., who had come to my house 
before Lee and Marina had moved out, to speak in the Russian language to 
Marina and to Lee. I was not aware that-1 was aware that he was talking with 
and becoming acquainted with this group of persons, and I was not aware of the 
fact that he was withdrawing from this group of people. 

Mr. DULLES. Did you know anything about his relations with a certain man 
named De Mohrenschildt? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I did not. 
Mr. JENNER. Is the name familiar to you? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; it is not. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Off the record. 
(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. MCKENZIE. Mr. Dulles, who is the Chairman of the session today, has 
asked Mr. Oswald if he knows or has heard of a man by the name of De 
Mohrenschildt. Robert Oswald’s answer I believe is reflected on the record that 
he did not know Mr. De Mohrenschildt. I have stated off the record to Mr. 
Dulles and to Mr. Jenner that I know George De Mohrenschildt. 

I became acquainted with George De Mohrenschildt in this manner. Shortly 
after the law was passed in Texas that we could have women jurors- 

Mr. JENNER. Could you fix that time? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. No, I cannot, but it has been within the last five years. I 

would say. But shortly after the law was passed that we could have women 
jurors sitting in our courts, my wife happened to be on a jury in Dallas, Texas, 
in one of our district courts. Sitting on that same jury with my wife, Sally 
McKenzie was a man by the name of George De Mohrenschildt. As a result of 
her jury experience in the trial of this case, in which he was a juror, I met 
George De Mohrenschildt. I have since come to know him briefly, and in no way 
intimately. 

George De Mohrenschildt at one time was married to a lady from Pennsylvania 
by the name of Wynne Sharples. They were subsequently divorced in Dallas. 
Wynne Sharples is an M.D. by profession. She comes from a well-known 
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Pennsylvania family, and her father has been engaged in the ciil business under 
the name of Sharples Oil Company. 

Wynne Sharples, following her divorce from George De Mohrenschildt, re- 
married and married another M.D. 

Mr. JENNER. What is her married name? 

Mr. MCKENZIE. I do not recall her married name, but I do believe that she and 
her then husband, and I presume her present husband, the doctor that she 
married, were engaged in medical research at some hospital in Philadelphia or 
Baltimore, looking to the cause and a cure of a children’s ailment of a very 
serious nature, and I believe it was connected with some blood type ailment. 

Mr. JENNER. Leukemia? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. No, it was not leukemia. There was an article on Wynne 

Sharples in one of the magazine supplements of either the Dallas Times-Herald 
or the Dallas Morning News, within the past five years. 

George De Mohrenschildt has subsequently remarried, and some time within 
the past two years there was an article on George De Mohrenschildt in one of the 
Dallas daily newspapers, telling of a trip that he and his new bride were going 
to take through Mexico and Central America walking. In other words, they 
were going to walk from Dallas or the Mexican-United States border through 
Mexico and through Central America. It is my understanding that such a trip 
was taken, and that George De Mohrenschildt has since that time returned to 
Dallas, Tex. In fact, I hare seen him in Dallas, Tex., within the past 7 months. 

I do not know of any relationship between George De Mohrenschildt and 
LMarina Oswald or Lee Harvey Oswald, nor have I ever heard of any. 

Mr. JEXYNER. Would you describe George De Mohrenschildt physically, his 
physical appearance, the one you have in mind? 

Mr. MCKENZIE. The man that I know is a large man, approximately six foot 
one to three inches. He would probably weigh 205 to maybe 215 pounds. 

Mr. JENNER. Age? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. He appears to be between 45 and 50 or 51 or 52. He has got 

a dark complexion, and I would say a typically foreign expression or foreign 
look to him, from the standpoint of being either a Russian or of the Slavic races. 

Mr. JENNER. Hare you ever spoken with him, to give us your impression of 
whether he has a foreign inflection in his speech? 

Mr. MCKENZIE. He does have a foreign inflection in his speech, and I have 
heard, I do not know this to be true, but I have heard that Mr. De Mohrenschildt 
has quite a way with the ladies. 

Mr. JEXNER. All right, thanks. 

Mr. DULLES. Thank you very much. 
Mr. JENNER. Mr. Oswald, I have asked you about the Nixon and General 

Walker incidents. Did you at any time prior to November 23, 1963. have drawn 
to your attention any incident of any kind or character of action on the part 
of your brother Lee similar to those whirh have been raised as to General 
Walker and Richard Nixon? 

Mr. OSWALD. So, sir, I have not. 
Mr. JENNER. You have seen pictures of, and you hare heard about, the rifle 

which was allegedly employed by the assassin of President Kennedy in that 
assassination? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. And you have seen pictures of it? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Did you at any time prior to November 23, 1963, ever see the 

rifle which is alleged to hare been employed in the assassination of President 
Kennedy? 

Mr. OSWALD. I have not. 
Mr. JENNER. Did you erer see at your home or any place a rifle of that char- 

acter in the possession of your brother, Lee Harvey Oswald? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, I have not. 
Mr. JENNER. Did you ever see any rifle of that character in or about any 

premises that he might or was occupying or that Marina was occupying? 
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&Ir. OSWALD. No, sir, I have not. I might further state I never knew him to 
own but one firearm in his entire life, and that was a .22 caliber rifle that he 
purchased from New Orleans, La., and on my visit to Sew Orleans, La., in 
1955 on my discharge from the service, I purchased this from Lee for a 
total of $16. He had given approsimately $16 for the rifle. It would not fire. 
And I gave him $10 for it, and took it back to Fort Worth and worked on it 
and put it into working condition. 

Mr. JEKNER. Did you have any discussion, did any discussion take place be- 
tween you and Lee, or in your lmesenre, other than that which you have testified 
heretofore up to this moment, of his use of a firearm, be it a pistol or a rifle, dur- 
ing the period from June 1962 to, and including, the 23d of November, 1963? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, I had not. 
Mr. JEEEER. Sothing of that character occurred between you or in your 

presence and his presence during all of that period of time? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. I might say what they were saying at 

my home in Fort Worth, Tex., on Davenport Street during the first week, Lee 
and I were discussing hunting and so forth out at my in-laws’ farm, I did pro- 
duce at that time all weapons in my possession in front of Marina and Lee. 
They made Marina Oswald nervous, and shortly after looking at my weapons, 
I returned them to their proper place, and that was the only time that I have 
ever seen him handle a weapon from the time that he returned from Russia in 
1962 until the reports of present-day activities along that line that he handled 
a weapon. 

Mr. JENNER. Just to nail down this subject, I take it then that at no time 
from the time of his return in June of 1962 to the United States to and includ- 
ing November 23, 1962, did you ever see him in the possession of a firearm of 
any kind or character? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I did not. I f  I may, sir, referring to the hunting trip 
that we did take at the farm in June of 1962-- 

Mr. JENNER. Other than that to which you have already testified? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, that is correct, at no time. 
Mr. JENNER. And you had that in mind when you answered my question in 

the negative? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. I was excluding your prior testimony. 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. Thank you. 
Mr. JENNER. Apart from newspaper photographs, have you ever to your knowl- 

edge seen Jack Ruby on television? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, I have not. 
Mr. JENNER. Or a person said to be Jack Ruby? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, I have not. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Use his full name. 
Mr. JENNER. Jack Rubenstein. 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, I have not. 
Mr. JENNER. Have you ever been in any establishment allegedly operated by 

him or in which he has an interest, to your knowledge? 
Mr. OSWAL& Would you mind, sir, giving me the names of those establish- 

ments? 
Mr. JENNER. I will do that from other papers later on, but to your present 

knowledge, without refreshing or stimulating your recollection, could you give 
me an answer? 

Mr. OSWALD. I have not, sir. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Now would you go on and ask him, or would you prefer to--- 
Mr. JENNER. Would you mind waiting ? I am just taking care of Represent- 

ative Ford’s questions at the moment. 
Your mother testifled that an FBI agent had shown her a picture of some 

man on the evening of Saturday, November 23, 1963. She testified further 
that later, after your brother had been killed, she saw a picture of Jack Ruby 
or Jack Rubenstein alias Jack Ruby in the newspaper, and that she exclaimed 
in your presence that Ruby was the man whose picture had been shown to 
her on a Saturday night, November 23, 1963, by an agent of the FBI. Does 
that refresh your recollection? 
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Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, that is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. And aid that take place? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, it aid. 
Mr. JENNER. Would you please testify or tell us of where that took place, 

who was present and what the circumstances were? 
Mr. OSWALD. That took place at the Inn of the Six Flags in Arlington, Tex., 

during the week of November 26, 1963, in the presence I believe of two or 
more Secret Service agents, and perhaps au Arlington police officer in the rooms 
that were assigned at the Inn of the Six Flags, and I feel like at least one 
of the Secret Service agents that was present- 

Mr. JENNER. Excuse me, sir, you used the expression “and I feel like”. Do 
you mean you are speculating? 

Mr. OSWALD. I believe, is that a better expression, sir? 
Mr. JENNER. Go ahead, and then I will ask you on what basis you base 

that belief. 
Mr. OSWALD. All right, sir. I believe that the Secret Service agents, at least 

one of them was Mr. Mike Howard. 
Mr. JENNER. That is your best recollection? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNEE. That is what you mean by believe? 
Mr. OswaLn. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. All right. 
Mr. OSWALD. I testify it was either two or three Secret Service agents present, 

and my best recollection, another Secret Service agent would be Mr. Charles I. 
Kunkel, and if my recollection serves me correctly, there was an Arlington 
police officer at the time. It would be either Mr. Bob Parsons or Mr. Jeff Gan. 

Mr. JENNER. These were the persons present on this occasion? 
Mr. OSWALD. I believe this to be. 
Mr. JENNER. And what occurred and what was said? 
Mr. OSWALD. I believe, to my best recollection, mother was in another room 

and she had received a copy of a newspaper which I capnot identify, that 
reportedly had a picture of Mr. Rubenstein or Mr. Jack Ruby, and mother 
exclaimed to m- 

Mr. JENNER. Did she come into the room in which you gentlemen were? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, she aid. 
Mr. JENNER. And she had the newspaper in her possession? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, she did. 
Mr. JENNER. And she walked among you and said something? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, she aid. 
Mr. JENNER. Did she exhibit anything? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, she did. 
Mr. JENNER. What aid she exhibit? 
Mr. OSWALD. A picture that I could recognize as a picture now of a man 

known as Jack Ruby. 
Mr. JENNER. That was a picture in the newspaper? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. All right, proceed. 
Mr. OSWALD. And she stated to me-- 
Mr. JENNER. In the presence of the others? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; that on Saturday night, November 23, 1963, that two 

FBI agents had gone to the Executive Inn in Dallas, to the rooms where mother 
and Marina and Baby June Lee Oswald were staying, and that at this par- 
ticular time Marina was taking a bath or a shower, mother had just completed 
hers, she was in a robe, she did not open the door fully, that one of the FBI 
agents produced a picture that she stated was Mr. Jack Ruby, ana that was 
the text of it. 

Mr. DULLES. YOU did not see the picture that was shown by the Secret 
Service man? 

Mr. OSWALD. The FBI man? 
Mr. DULLEB. The FBI man. 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, I did not. I was not there. 
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Mr. JENNEB. Assuming it was shown, it was not exhibited to you. Your 
mother stated that a picture of Mr. Jack Ruby had been exhibited to her by 
an FBI man. 

Mr. OEWALD. That a picture that an FBI man- 
Mr. JENNER. On the Saturday night, November 23, 19El. 
Mr. OEWALD. Yes, sir, that the FBI man exhibited a picture, and mother 

said that she recognized from the newspaper to be Mr. Jack Ruby. 
Mr. JENNER. Did any of the gentlemen present say anything when your 

mother made that statement? 
Mr. OSWALD. I believe they did, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. All right. Give us your best recollection of what was said, 

and if you can identify the person, do so, but in any event tell us what was said, 
if you can identify them only by stating he was a police officer or a Secret 
Service man or an FBI agent, then do that. 

Mr. OSWALD. I believe Mr. Mike Howard of the United States Secret Service 
looked at the picture in the newspaper and said something to mother in the line 
or in the nature of “Are you sure” and so forth like that. It was very brief, 
and she was saying that she was positive. 

Mr. JEN~ER. She responded that she was certain of it? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, that she was certain that the photograph shown to her 

on Saturday night, November 23,X%3, was the man in the picture being identified 
as Mr. Jack Ruby, the killer of my brother, Lee Harvey Oswald. 

Mr. DULLES. Did she say anything about what the officer who had shown her 
this photograph had said to her, or explained why he was showing that picture? 

Mr. OSWALD. I believe, sir, she did indicate that they wanted to show it to 
Marina for identification, and mother explained to him that she was in the 
shower and was fixing to go to bed, and they were very tired. 

Mr. JENNER. Now would you give us please your opinion and judgment as to 
the stability of your mother? 

Mr. OSWALD. Prior to November 22, 1963-correction prior to November 24, 
1963, I believed her to be a stable average person. However, during the week of 
November 24, including the date of November 24, 1963, through Friday of that 
week, which was November 29, 1963, due to the happenings and the events that 
had ensued from the November 22d afternoon through Sunday of November 23d, 
it is my opinion that at first that her reactions were quite normal, and to be 
expected. 

However, it is my opinion during the latter part of that week, from approxi- 
mately Wednesday, November 27, 1963, that her reactions to other matters 
related to the events of November 22 and November 24, 1963, were abnormal 
reactions. 

Mr. JENNER. Did those normal or abnormal reactions continue to the best of 
your knowledge thereafter? 

Mr. OSWALD. Since I have not seen her, sir, since Friday November 29, 1963, 
I have talked with her on telephone calls only, I have no opinion on that at 
this time. 

Mr. JENNER. One way or the other? 
Mr. OSWALD. One way or the other. 
Mr. JENNER. Whether continued or not continued? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes. 
Mr. JENNER. You have testified that you thought you had an influence on 

Lee’s joining the Marines. That is an influence of an example rather than a 
direct influence, that is any direct contact by you suggesting that if he entered 
the service he should enter the Marines? 

Mr. OSWALD. That would be correct, sir. It would be as an example. 
Mr. JENNER. You mentioned a Mr. Gregory having visited at your home. Will 

you identify him, please? 
Mr. OSWALD. I believe his given name, sir, is Mr. Peter Gregory, but I am 

confused a little bit about his son. His son’s name is Paul Gregory, or vice 
versa. 

Mr. JENNER. It is Peter. 
Mr. OSWALD. Thank you. Mr. Peter Gregory came to my residence in Fort 

Worth, Tex. on 7313 Davenport Street. 
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Mr. JENNEB. Approximately when, please? 
Mr. OSWALD. Two occasions, the first occasion being approximately the last 

week in June, 1962. 
Mr. JENNER. What was that occasion? 
Mr. OSWALD. He had come over to see Lee and meet Marina and talk with 

them in his native Russian language. 
Mr. JENNER. Was he accompanied by anyone? 
Mr. OSWALD. Not on this first occasion, sir, if my memory serves me correctly. 

I believe he was by himself. 
Mr. JENNER. Was anything said in your presence that you understood, having 

in mind that he spoke Russian at least in part of that occasion, as to how he 
became aware that Lee and Marina were residing with you temporarily? 

Mr. OSWALD. We were expecting Mr. Gregory to come by that night. The 
preceding 2 or 3 days, I understood from Lee, that when he inquired at 
one of the bureaus of the Texas employment agencies in Fort Worth, that some- 
one that he had talked to about a job had set up an appointment with Lee to go 
see Mr. Gregory, since Lee could speak Russian and write the Russian language, 
they thought perhaps Mr. Gregory might know of some contact that he could place 
Lee with, where Lee might obtain a job speaking and writing the Russian lan- 
guage. I understood from Lee-- 

Mr. JENNER. That is the result of discussions in your presence in your home? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; that is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. By Lee and Marina? 
Mr. OSWALD. By Lee to me. 
Mr. JENNER. Lee to you? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. And I understood that- 
Mr. JENNER. Mr. Oswald, if you could, if it is the result of Lee having told you, 

would you please state it in those terms rather than that you understood, 
because your understanding may be based on hearsay that is not the fact. 

Mr. OSWALD. Lee in our conversation told me that he went to Mr. Gregory’s 
office on the first occasion to meet Mr. Gregory. 

Mr. JENNER. And that would be before this last week in June when Mr. Gregory 
visited your home? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 
Mr. DULLES. What is Mr. Gregory’s profession, do you happen to know? 
Mr. OSWALD. He was a consultant geologist. On this first occasion that Lee 

spent 1 or 2 hours talking with Mr. Gregory, and at the end of this occasion, Mr. 
Gregory gave Lee a letter to the effect, which I did read- 

Mr. JENNER. Did your brother Lee exhibit this letter to you? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, he did. 
Mr. JENNER. Have you seen the letter from the time that you read it to the 

present time? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, I have not. 
Mr. JENPTER. And as far as you know the letter doesn’t exist. You don’t know 

whether it exists? 
Mr. OSWALI). That is correct, sir. 
Mr. JENSER. Would you please recite the content of it as you now recall it? 
Mr. OSWALD. That it stated that Lee Harvey Oswald was competent to speak 

and write the Russian language fluently. That is my general remembrance of 
this letter. 

Mr. JENNEE. Was it signed? Did it have a signature? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, it did. 
Mr. JENNER. Was it on a letterhead? 
Mr. OSWALD. I believe it was, sir. 
Mr. DULLES. Was Mr. Gregory a Russian by origin as far as you know? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, he was. 
Mr. JENNER. Did your brother tell you that? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, he did. 
Mr. DULLES. Was he a naturalized American, or don’t you know? 
Mr. OSWALD. This I do not-know, sir. Rut during this conversation, he told 

me about Mr. Gregory to the extent that he had come from Russia approxi- 
mately- 
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Mr. DUIAES. This is your brother now? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, talking to me. Approximately 40 years prior to that 

time. 
Mr. JENNER. So he had been in this country for approximately 40 years? 
Mr. OswA~u. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. It was not long after that conversation in which your brother Lee 

reported these things to you that Mr. Gregory visited at your home the last 
week in June of 1952, is that correct? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, approximately the last week in June 1962. 
Mr. DULLES. Did your brother tell you where he had gotten to know Mr. 

Gregory? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, he had. 
Mr. JERNER. Would you please relate that? 
Mr. OSWALD. Through the lady at the Texas employment agency. 
Mr. JEKNER. He had gone to the Texas employment agency and had an inter- 

view with that lady? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. In charge of the agency? 

Mr. OSWALD. One of the personnel working within the agency. 
Mr. JENNER. Did your brother say to you that she had suggested Mr. Gregory 

as a possible source? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. With regard to employment? 

Mr. Oswa~o. That she had volunteered to call Mr. Gregory on his behalf to 
set up an appointment where Lee could go by and see him and talk with him in 
relation to employment. 

Mr. JENNER. Did your brother indicate that tl,at was his first acquaintance or 
knowledge of the fact that a person named I’eter Gregory existed? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; he did. 
Mr. JENNER. And he said that to you affirmatively? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. In the course of that conversation, did your brother report to 
you any recommendations by the lady in charge of the agency with respect to his 
contacting any other persons who were of Russian derivation or who could or 
might speak Russian and be of possible assistance to your brother in obtaining 
employment? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, he did not. 
Mr. JENNER. The conversation was confined to a Xr. Peter Gregory? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. And have you now given us all you can recall as to that conrer- 

sation? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, I have. 
Mr. JENNER. And Mr. Gregory visited your home the last week in *June or at 

least approximately then? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. He came alone to the best of your recollection? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. And it was a visit, intended as a visit with Lee and Marina . 

primarily? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. You were present when he came to your home? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, I was. 
Mr. JENNEX. Did he exhibit any acquaintance, prior acquaintance with Lee or 

with Marina? 
Mr. OSWALD. He certainly recognized I,ee. He did not recognize Marina. 
Mr. JENNER. Was he introduced to her? 
Mr. Osw~to. Yes, he was. 
Mr. JENNER. On that occasion? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, he was. 
Mr. JENNER. In your presence? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. JENNER. And it is your impression that he was not acquainted with her 

prior to that time? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. Or she with him? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. DULLES. Could 1 ask one question here. Do you know of any other 

close friends of Lee’s? 
Mr. OSWALD. At that time, sir, I was not aware of any others. 

Mr. DULLES. The Fords you met lat,er, I believe, did you not? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, that is correct. 

Mr. DULLES. And are they Russian or is one of them Russian? 

Mr. OSWALD. His wife is originally from Russia. 

Mr. JE~NER. How did you discover that. Mr. Oswald? 

Mr. OSWALD. That Mrs. Ford was Russian? 

Mr. JENNER. Yes. 

Mr. OSWALD. I believe Marina told me. 

Mr. JENNER. Representative Ford has asked that that subject be inquired 

into also, sir. 

Mr. DKTLLES. Won’t you pursue it then if you wish, in whatever way? 

Mr. JENNER. Would you relate to us to the best of your recollection the 

names of Lee’s friends or associates from his return to this country in June 1962 

up to and including November 22, 1963? 

Mr. OSWALD. The only ones I was aware of, sir, other than members of the 

family, was Mr. Peter Gregory and his son, Paul Gregory. 

Mr. JENNEX. May I stop you at that moment. You say his son Paul Gregory. 

Did you come to meet Paul Gregory as well as Peter? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I did. 

Mr. JENNER. On some occasion subsequent to this last week in June of ‘62? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I did. 

Mr. JEIVIPER. Had you known that there was a Paul Gregory at the time Peter 

Gregory visited your home in June of ‘62? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. He might possibly have mentioned his son at that time, 

but I do not recall that he did. 

Mr. JENNER. You don’t have any specific recollection of it? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I do not. 

Mr. JENNER. When did you meet Paul Gregory? 

Mr. OSWALD. Approximately 2 or 3 days later. 

Mr. JENNER. Under what circumstances? 

Mr. OSWALD. Mr. Peter Gregory and Mr. Paul Gregory both came to the house. 

Mr. JENNER. And this is the second occasion of Mr. Gregory being in your 

home, to which you have already alluded? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. And what was the purpose of their visit at your house on that 

occasion? 

Mr. OSWALD. To meet with Lee and Marina again, and to the best of my 

remembrance, for his son, Paul Gregory, who was attending either the University 

of Oklahoma or Oklahoma University, or Oklahoma State University, at which 

he was studying the Russian language. 
And I believe at this time he stated he was a junior at the university, and 

that he wanted to be around others who spoke the Russian language, besides 

his father, to improve his language, or his knowledge of the Russian language. 

Mr. JENNER. Was that stated in your presence? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, it was. 

Mr. JENNER. In this case, you now identified? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JENNEX. By Paul Gregory? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 

Mr. JENNER. Did he attempt to converse, or converse with Lee. and/or with 

Marina in Russian on that occasion? 

Mr. OSWALD. He did with both. 

Mr. JEXXER. And on both occasions did Peter Gregory confer or talk with 

Lee and Marina or either of them or both of them in Russian? 
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Mr. OSWALI). Yes, sir, they did. 
Mr. JENNER. Were you forewarned or did you have notice that the Gregory% 

Paul and Peter, were to visit you on the second occasion? 
Mr. OSWALD. I do not recall, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Do you recall any conversation you had with your brother in 

advance of that visit, or with Marina on that subject? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, I do not recall any. 
Mr. JEXNER. Are those the only two occasions that you ever saw or talked 

with Peter Gregory? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, it was not. 
Mr. JENNER. When subsequent to the second visit to your home, the first time 

subsequent thereto, did you see or speak with Peter Gregory? 
Mr. OSWALD. I spoke again with Mr. Peter Gregory on Sunday morning, 

November 24, 1963. 
Mr. JENNER. So it was an occasion subsequent to the death of President 

Kennedy ? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNEB. Where did ‘that take place? 
Mr. OSWALD. At Howard Johnson’s Restaurant on the turnpike between Fort 

Worth and Dallas. 
Mr. JENNER. How did that come about? 
Mr. OSWALD. I was to meet Mr. Gregory and two Secret Service agents at 

that establishment, to proceed with them from there to the Executive Inn at 
Dallas, Tex. 

Mr. JENNEB. Who had arranged that rendezvous? 
Mr. OSWALD. By mutual consent between myself and the Secret service agent, 

Mike Howard. 
Mr. JENNER. Mr. Howard suggested it? 
Mr. OSWALD. He suggested this as a point of rendezvous on our way to Dallas. 
Mr. DULLES. I believe this is described in your diary, is it not? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; it is. 
Mr. JENNER. Did you see or speak with Peter Gregory-have you seen or 

spoken with Peter Gregory at any time subsequent to this occasion? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I have. 
Mr. JENNEB. Now, first-when was that? 
Is it recorded in your diary? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, I do not believe it is in my diary. 
Mr. JENNER. And when aid that meeting take place? The one you now have 

in mind. 
Mr. OSWALD. On three or four occasions during the week of November 25, 

1963. 
Mr. JENNEB. In what city or town? 
Mr. OSWALD. At the Inn of the Six Flags, in Arlington, Tex. 
Mr. JENNEB. And was he visiting there? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; he was there voluntarily to art as an interpreter between 

the United States Secret Service and Marina N. Oswald. 
Mr. JENNEB. I see. 
Subsequent to that time, have you seen or spoken with Peter Gregory? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I have not. 
Mr. JENNER. All right. 
Now, you were seeking to report to us the friends and acquaintances of your 

brother and your sister-in-law subsequent to their return to the United States 
in June of 1962. Now, who next in addition to Paul and Peter Gregory? 

Mr. OSWALD. None, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. None? 
Mr. OSWALD. None. 
Mr. JENNEB. Were the Fords friends of your brother Lee and your sister-in- 

law Marina? 
Vr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. And you became acquainted with them, when for the first time? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Last Tuesday, a week ago this past Tuesday, on February 11, 

1964. 
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Mr. JESNER. You were unacquainted with either of them prior to that time? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 

Mr. JESNER. And you have already testified about the Paine% And you can 

recall none other-no other persons? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. 

Mr. .JESKER. Friend or acquaintance of either Marina or of your brother Lee 

Harvey Oswald? 

Mr. Oswva~~. Other than the ones I have described. 

Mr. JENPSER. All right. 

Mr. DULLES. Plus, of course, the Paines, whom you have already discussed, 

and others you may have discussed. 

hlr. OSUTALD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. Did you have any knowledge of your brother Lee’s defection or 

alleged defection other than that which you read in the newspapers? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I had not. 
Mr. JESSER. And other-other than there might be a reference to that subject 

in the correspondence you have produced for US? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 

Mr. JENNER. Do you have any possible reason to believe that your brother Lee 

Harvey Oswald knew Jack Ruby, or Jack Rubinstein, alias Jack Ruby? 
Mr. OSWALD. Sir, are you asking for my opinion? 

Mr. JENXER. I am asking if you have any knowledge first-anything upon 

which you can base an opinion. 
Mr. OSU’ALD. No, sir, I do not. 

Mr. JENIVER. That he did or might have had an acquaintance with Jack Ruby, 

or Jack Rubinstein? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I do not. 

hlr. JENNER. I will ask you the same question as to Ofllcer Tippit. 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. I do not. 

Mr. DULLES. With regard to Jack Ruby, you hesitated a moment. 

Do you have anything else in your mind about that that you wanted to add 

or could add? 
hlr. OSWALD. I just misinterpreted his question as to whether or not he wanted 

my opinion, rather than any facts that I might have. 

Mr. DULLEE. Well, let’s ask for your opinion now. 

Mr. JENNER. Now, we will go to your opinion. 

Do you have an opinion? 

Mr. OSWALD. Based on the newspaper articles that appeared during the week 

of November 25, 196$ at which time two reported employees of Mr. Jack Ruby, 

a man and a woman, stated to newspaper reporters that they had seen Lee 

Harvey Oswald in Mr. Ruby’s establishment, known as the Carousel Club, and 

also on one occasion either or both of these reported witnesses stated that they 

had seen Mr. Ruby speaking to Lee Harvey Oswald. 

Mr. JENNER. And it is on the basis of that newspaper report and only that 

that you voice this opinion? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. 

I might further elaborate on my opinion that at various times through various 

magazine articles and television programs, indicating the route taken supposedly 

by my brother Lee from the place of his boarding house, or apartment, and 

prior to his capture, was in a direct or approximately a direct line to Mr. Ruby’s 

apartment. 

Mr. .JENNER. Are you acquainted with the decision which your sister-in-law, 

Marina, reached not to reside with your mother? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I most certainly am. 

Mr. JENNER. And did you take part in that decision, or were you present 

during the course of any event that resulted in her ‘ultimate decision? 

Mr. OSWALLX I would say that that decision, sir, was 90 percent my decision, 

and only 10 percent Marina N. Oswald’s decision. 

Mr. JENNEIZ. All right. 

NOW, as to that event, would you please tell us the course it took, your partici- 

pation in it, where it occurred, and as much as you now recall about it? 

Mr. Oswm. This took place at the Inn- 
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Mr. JENNER. Before you answer-it is not recorded in your diary, is it? 

Mr. MCKENZIE. The diary would be the best evidence of that. 

Mr. JENNER. In order that I don’t try to examine over 20 pages--- 

Mr. DULLES. I have just read the diary, and I do not recall it. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. I don’t, either. I don’t believe it is. 

Xr. JENNER. Proceed. 

Mr. OEWALD. This occurred at the Inn of the Six Flags in Arlington, Tex. 

Mr. JENNER. Fix the time. 

Mr. OEWALD. On Thursday morning, Sovember 28, 1963, at which time I 

talked to Mrs. Marina N. Oswald. 

Mr. JENNER. In whose presence, if anyone? 

Mr. OSWALD. If memory serves me correct, sir, in the presence of Mr. Jim 

Martin, and perhaps one Secret Service agent that I cannot recall vividly enough 

to identify by name. That Mr. Martin-if I may back ‘up. sir. We did have a 

Secret Service agent there. I do recall he was Mr. Gopadze, who was acting 

as an interpreter. And I do believe that hlr. Gopadze acted as an interpreter 

at the time when we discussed with Marina the possibility of her moving to 

Mr. Jim hlartin’s home in Dallas, Tex., as a permanent guest or for as long 

as she wished to with her children, and I believe at this time she asked my 

opinion of this, whether or not I thought this was the thing to do, and my 

advice to her was that it was, and that she was going to abide by my decision 

that this was the thing to do at that time. 

Mr. JENNER. This discussion occurred in the presence of these people you 

have mentioned? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 

hlr. JENNER. Included in that discussion, was the alternative of her residing 

with your mother discussed? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; it was not, because I did not look to that as an 

alternative. 

Mr. JENNER. Do you know whether hlarina-had there been any discussion 

prior thereto, to your knowledge, of any possibility or suggestion by anyone 

that Marina undertake residence with your mother? 

Mr. OSWALD. Not to my knowledge, sir, was there any discussion between 

me and Marina or myself and my mother that hlarina was going to reside in 

her place. 

Mr. JENNER. As a possibility? 

Mr. OSWALD. Not to my knowledge, sir. I might- 

hlr. JENNER. Whether the discussion was directly with you or not, was the 

subject of the possibility-it is always possible-of Marina residing with your 

mother-was it raised during this period of time? Did you know of anybody 

ever suggesting it, or it being considered-apart from whether there was 

discussion with you directly? 

hlr. OSWALD. No, sir, to my knowledge I was not aware of any situation such 

as that. 

Mr. JENNER. I forgot now. 

Did you say Marina was present during the course of this discussion? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 

Mr. JENNER. And did she say anything on the subject through the interpreter? 

hlr. OSWALD. If I may, sir, go to the preceding day of Thursday, November 

28, 1963, to Wednesday, November 27, 1963, at which time I was advised by 

Secret Service agent hlike Howard of the offer of Mr. Jim Martin to take 

Marina and the children into the family, into his family, and raise them as 

he would his own members of the family. I did not discuss at first with Marina 
this offer. I did discuss with Mr. Jim Martin, prior to discussing with Marina 

N. Oswald, this possibility. 

Mr. JENNER. This possibility being what possibility? 

Mr. OSWALD. Of Marina accepting this offer. 

Mr. JENNER. Of Mr. Martin? 

Mr. OSWALD. Of Mr. Martin’s, that is correct. 

After my discussion with hfr. hlartin on this question- 

hlr. JENNER. In that disc!ussion, were any alternatives discussed? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, there was not. It was a discussion only about Mr. 
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Martin’s offer to her with me in the presence of two Secret Service agents at 

lunrh on that day, Wednesday, Sorember 27, 1963. At the end of that dis- 
cussion, I considered in my own mind for a number of hours, perhaps three 

or four hours, at which time I spoke to Marina N. Oswald. 

Mr. JENNER. At the Six Flags? 

Mr. OSWALD. At the Inn of the Six Flags, in a motel room. 

Mr. JENNER. Anybody else present? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. All right. 

Mr. 0s~~. They were present in the room, but we were in a separate room. 

Mr. JEN~VER. They didn’t take part in the discussion? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 

At which time I pointed out Mr. Martin to Marina Oswald, and related to her 

as best I could at that time his offer to take Marina into his home, and the 

children into his home. 
Mr. JENNER. Let me interrupt you. 

You say you pointed out hfr. Martin to your sister-in-law, hlarina? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 

Mr. JENNER. I take it-am I correct from that that she had not theretofore 

become acquainted with him? 

Mr. Osmaw. No, sir, I believe she had, but at that time she had seen so 

many people come in and out of there, that she did not remember which man 

was Mr. Martin. 

And, at this time, I did point out Mr. Martin, so that she would know him from 

then on. 

hlr. JENNER. Was any question raised about her residing at the home of a 

person who was a complete stranger to her ? And about whom you knew little 

or nothing? 

Mr. OSWALD. At this time I was considering this, and I believe this was 

my attempt to have Marina consider this, of moving into a home with a complete 

strange family. 

Mr. JENNER. In other words, you were raising a question in your own mind 

on the subject? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 

Up to that time of Mr. Martin’s offer, not recalling anybody that I stated 

it t-1 assumed it my full responsibility to have Marina and her children move 

into my home in Denton, Texas. 

Mr. JENNER. Had you suggested that to her? 

Mr. Oswann. No, sir. 

Mr. JENNEB. Or to anybody else? 

Mr. OSWAW. No, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. Had the suggestion been made to you? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, it had not. 

Mr. DULLES. Was going back to the Paines in the picture at that time? 

Mr. OSWALD. To some extent, and that was excluded entirely by me, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. For what reason? 

Mr. OSWALD. For my observations of Mr. and Mrs. Paine at the Dallas police 

office, as previously testlded. 

Mr. JENNER. The antipathy to them that arose, or that you had when you 

met Mr. Paine, and Mrs. Paine that evening? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 

Mr. JENNFX Did Marina say anything to you on the subject of her desire 

or possibility of her residing-returning to reside with the Paines? 

Mr. OSWAW. Yes, sir, she did. 

Mr. JENNEB. And what did she say on that subject? 

Mr. OSWALD. That she thought she could go back up to Mr. and Mrs. Paine 

and live. 

Mr. JENNER. Did she indicate that that would be entirely acceptable to her? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. Even desirable to her? 

hIr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. And what was your response to that? 
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Mr. OSWALD. I indicated to her that I thought that that was not the thing 

to do. 

Mr. JENNEE. Did you say that to her? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, I did. 

Mr. JENNER. Affirmatively? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. And what did she say in response to that? 

Mr. OSWALD. I believe, sir, to the best of my memory she wanted to know why 

I did not want her to return with her children to Mr. and Mrs. Paine. 

Mr. JENNER. That is a normal response. 

What did you say to that? 

Mr. OSWALD. As best I could I indicated to her I didn’t think they were the 

proper or correct people for her to be associated with. 

Mr. JENNER. Well, that is a term of conclusion, Mr. Oswald. Would you 

please tell us-were you more specific than that. or just say, “I don’t think 

they are the proper people”? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. It is very difficult. 

Mr. JENNER. Try and reconstruct this conversation as best you can. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. Mr. Jenner, he is trying his best to reconstruct the conversation, 

and I think he has testified to the best of his recollection. 

Mr. DULLES. Are you tired at all? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, I am not tired. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. Let me ask you one question, if I may. 

Mr. JENNER. Could he answer the question I have just put to him first? 

Mr. MCKENZIE. Surely. 
Mr. OSWALD. May I, sir, Tn my own way? 

Mr. DULLES. Do you object to the question? 

Mr. MCKENZIE. No, I don’t object to it, Mr. Dulles. I don’t think that Robert 

being a layman knows what a conclusion is insofar as the way the question 

was framed or insofar as the way it was responded to. And I think he is 

trying to answer your question. 

Mr. JENNER. I don’t mean to suggest otherwise. 

But the witness, as always-this is not criticism of this witness-they do 

tend to speak in terms of conclusions. 

I am seeking as best you are able to do to reconstruct this event and recite 

what occurred. 

Mr. DULLEG. Would you restate the question, or rephrase it, whichever you 

wish to do? 

Mr. JENNEB. When Marine indicated to you her desire to return to the Paines 

and live with the Paines, and you responded as you have now testified, that 

you thought that that would be unwise, and they were not the kind of people with 

whom she should reside, would you please call on your recollection so as to 

state, to the extent that you can, exactly what you said to her in that respect? 

Mr. OSWALD. My recollection of that, sir-1 stated to her, because of her 

limited knowledge of English, that no-perhaps with some hand signals accom- 

panying my “no” that this was not the thing to do. And I perhaps pointed 

to myself and indicated let me help her on this line-something of that nature, 

sir. 

That is the best I can do. 

Mr. JENNER. Did you indicate to her by sign or by expression or statement 

that you were suspicious of the Paines or that your reaction of that-was that 

Saturday night, did you say? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, this was a Wednesday. 

Mr. JENNER. Wednesday night-had led you to have some reservations about 

them? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. I perhaps attempted to give her some more indication 

on that. But due to the difficulty at that time of the language barrier, and 

her limited English, and she, I believe, was agreeable in accepting my explana- 

tion, no matter how brief it was-because, at this time, she was certainly 

looking to me for advice in trying to follow my wishes as best as I could get 

them over to her. 
Mr. DULL.ES. May I just add for the record that the Commission realizes 
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that Mr. and Mrs. Paine were separated or were living separately, and it was 
probably going back to Mrs. Paine, although I understand Mr. Paine from time 
to time would visit there. 

Mr. OGWALD. That is my understanding, too, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. And was that the understanding at the time you gave Marina 

this advice? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; it was. 
Mr. DULLES. Do you know whether Jlr. Paine stayed there from time to time, 

or he just visited his wife? I understand they are separated, and not divorced. 
Isn’t that correct? 

Mr. JENNER. That is my understanding. 
Mr. OSWALD. That is my understanding, also. 
And in answer to your question, sir, I became aware of this on Saturday 

night, November 23, I%%%, at the Dallas police office. 
Mr. JENNER. Aware of the separation? 
Jlr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. -4s the I’aines were about to depart with Marina and 

the children and my mother. And the statement was made by Mr. Paine that 
he would-1 believe this to be my best recollection-that he would take them 
out there and return to his apartment, at which time the looks on both my 
mother’s and mFself’s faces asked the question to Mrs. Paine, without saying 
anything, and she said, “Well, it is a difficult situation, I will explain it on the 
way.” 

Mr. JENNER. And that increased your antipathy? 
Jlr. OSWALD. Yes, sir: it did. 
Mr. JENNER. And the decision was made, as you have related then, that 

Marina would reside with the Martins? 
Mr. OSWALD. Not on Wednesday night, sir. 
On Thursday, the ensuing night. 
Mr. JENNEB. The following day? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. And you have told us about that. 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Now, you had occasion to observe, did you not, the treatment 

of FBI agents of your mother, at least in your presence? Their attitude 
towards her and their treatment of her? 

Mr. OSWALD. Sir, I do not recall any FBI agents in the presence of my mother. 
Mr. JENNER. You do not? 
Mr. OSWALD. If I may, sir-1 believe you have reference to the United States 

Secret Service agents there. 
Mr. JENNER. No. I was going to ask you that. But Representative Ford 

has a question which he has limited, howevir, to the FBI, so Idid want to cover 
that. 

You have no basis for an opinion, then. as to the treatment of your mother, 
Marguerite, accorded to her by the-by FBI agents? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENKER. You might have an opinion, but you have n-well, I will with- 

draw that. 
Sow, I ask you, likewise, with respect to the Secret Service agents. 
Mr. OSWALD. There was some friction with one agent and my mother, whom 

she seemed to resent very harshly, any time this agent spoke to her. 
hlr. JENNER. You used the word “harshly.” Does that include “unjustly” 

in your opinion? 
Mr. OSWALD. No. sir ; it would not. 
Mr. JENNER. Did you share the opinion that the Secret Service agent you 

have in mind was treating her harshly? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I would not be of that opinion. And the Secret Service 

agent in question here is Mr. Charlie Kunkel. 
Mr. JENNER. During this period, did you hare a good impression of him? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, I did. 
Mr. JENNER. Having in mind all of the circumstances, and the stresses, and 

his duties, do you have an opinion as to whether he accorded her normal and 
expected courtesy and proper treatment? 
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Mr. OSWALD. Only on one occasion I might have a hesitation to give a positive 
answer to that, sir. This occurred at the Inn of the Six Flags, in Arlington, 
Texas. As Mr. Kunkel was going out the front door one day-1 do not recall 
the day-1 would say this would be approximately Wednesday, November 27, 
X%,-there was a brief exchange at the doorway between Mr. Kunkel and my 
mother, of which I am attempting to recall, at which time my mother stated to 
him to the best of my remembrance, that “Please, sir, don’t say anything to me 
at all.” 

And Mr. Kunkel’s reply was-and he was irritated-that he would not unless 
he had to, and for her not to please say anything to him. 

And that was the end of that. 
Mr. JENNER, That is the only harshness, if you would call it harshness, that 

you observed occurring between any Secret Service agent and your mother? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. Your mother has made an assertion before the Commission that 

she believes that the FBI should have interviewed her, and, she asserts that the 
FBI did not interview her. 

Do you have any information on that subject? 
Mr. OSWALD. Are we referring to the period of the week of November 25, sir? 
Mr. JENNER. Yes. 
Mr. OSWALD. May I have your question again, please? 
(The reporter read the pending question.) 

Mr. OSWALD. During the week of November 25, 1963, my mother, Mrs. Mar- 
guerite C. Oswald, was not interviewed by FBI agents. 

I might add nor myself by the FBI agents. 
And the only person out there, to my knowledge, that was interviewed by the 

FBI agents was Mrs. Marina N. Oswald. 
Mr. DULLES. You had been interviewed, though, at a previous time by FBI 

agents, had you not? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; that is correct. 
Mr. DULLES. I think that is indicated in your diary. 
Mr. JENNER. I will touch on that subject in due course. 
But Representative Boggs’ area of questioning is confined to your mother. 
Do you have any-do you know why the FBI did not interview your mother? 
Mr. OSWALD. The FBI did not arrive at the Inn of the Six Flags in Arlington, 

Texas, until, to the best of my memory, Wednesday, November 27, 1963. There 
is a possibility this might have been Tuesday, November 26th. But I do believe 
it was Wednesday. 

And their purpose of coming out there at that time, as stated to me by a 
United States Secret Service man, Mike Howard, was to interview Marina N. 
Oswald. 

Mr. JENNEB. And did they do so? 
Mr. OSWALD. They did, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. And did they interview your mother? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, they did not. 
Mr. JENNER. Did they interview you? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, they did not. 
I f  I may, sir-in reply to your question whether or not they interviewed 

Mrs. Marina N. Oswald at that time, they attempted to interview her at that 
time. 

Mr. JEN~EB. Was there an interpreter present? 
Mr. Oswam. Yes, sir, there was. It was Mr. Lee Gopadze of the United 

States Secret Service. 
Mr. JENNER. And you emphasize the word “attempt”. Would you describe 

the circumstances and what occurred? 
Mr. OSWALD. When the FBI agents arrived there-1 can identify one of them 

as a Mr. Brown, even though I know there are two or three Mr. Browns that I 
have met in the FBI-I do not know his initials-the other man I cannot re- 
member his name. When the two agents and Mr. Gopadze came in, Marina 
immediately identified or recognized one of the agents who she had talked to 
before, and it is my understanding now, at the Paines’ home in Irving, Texas. 

Mr. JENNEB. When? 
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&Ir. OSWALD. It is my understanding some time in the early part of 1963, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. And did Marina state that, or did someone state that in your 

presence? 

Mr. OSWALD. This came to my knowledge, sir, after the departure of the FBI 

agents on this particular day. 

Mr. JENSER. Through what source? 

Mr. OSWALD. I believe, sir, through, to the best of my memory-through Mr. 

Lee Gopadze, who acted as an interpreter. 

Mr. JENNER. Was Marina present when you were afforded that information? 

Mr. OSWALD. I believe she was, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. And did she have an aversion to being interviewed by the FBI 

agent on this occasion? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, she did. 

Mr. JENNER. And she expressed that aversion? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, she did. 

Mr. JENNER. Was the reason given in your presence? 

Mr. OSWALD. That she did not- 

Mr. JENNER. Was it-yes or no? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. By whom ; Mr. Gopadze, by interpretation, interpreting Marina? 

Mr. OSWALD. There, again, sir, this was knowledge given to me after their 

departure. 

Mr. JENNER. Ye-but t.hrough what source did you obtain it? 

Mr. OSWALD. Through Mr. Gopadze, in the presence of Marina Oswald. 

And other Secret Service agents. 

Mr. JENNER. And what did he say as to her aversion? 

Mr. OSWALD. That bIarina had recognized this one FBI agent as a man 

who had come to the Paines’ home in Irving, Texas, and perhaps at another 

location where they might have lived in Dallas, or the surrounding territory, 

and had questioned Lee on these occasions. 

Mr. JENNER. In the home? 

Mr. OBWALD. In or outside of the home. I do not know whether it took place 

on the inside-but within the immediate grounds of the home, at least. 

Mr. DULLES. And was this early in 1963? Prior, anyway, to November 22, 

1963, was it not? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, that is correct. And that this particular one agent- 

not the Mr. Brown I have referred to, but the other gentleman that I do not 

recall his name-she had an aversion to speaking to him because she was of 

the opinion that he had harassed Lee in his interviews, and my observation of 

this at this time, at this particular interview, was attempting to start-1 

would say this was certainly so. His manner was very harsh, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. Harsh towards Marina? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, it most certainly was. And by the tone of conversa- 

tion by Marina to Mr. Gopadze, who was interpreting- 

Mr. JENNER. In your presence? 

Mr. OSWALD. In my presence. And the tone of the reply between this gentle- 

man and Mr. Gopadwe, and back to Marina, it was quite evident there was a 

harshness there, and that. Marina did not want to speak to the FBI at that 

time. And she was refusing to. And they were insisting, sir. And they im- 

plied in so many words, as I sat there-if I might stat+with Secret Service 

Agent Gary Seals, of Mobile, Ala.-we were opening the first batch of mail that 

had come to Marina and Lee’s attention, and we were perhaps just four or 

five feet away from where they were attempting this interview, and it came 

to my ears that they were implying that if she did not cooperate with the FBI 

agent there, that this would perhaps-1 say, again, I am implying-in so many 

words, that they would perhaps deport her from the Unit& States and back 

to Russia. 

I arose and called Mr. Mike Howard of the United States Secret Service 

into the back bathroom, and stated this to him. And I also stated that I realized 

there was some friction here between the United States Secret Service and 

the FBI to the extent that I was of the opinion that they did not want the 

FBI at that time to be aware of the tape recording that had been made of 
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Marina N. Oswald, that she had been interviewed, in other words, by the 
United States Secret Service before the FBI arrived at the location. 

Mr. JENNER. You mean that the Secret Service did not want the FBI to 
know that they had taped an interview with Marina? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNEB. What was his response? 
Mr. OSWALD. He said, “Robert, I cannot tell you what to do.” 
I did ask him if he wodd go over there to speak to him, and kind of tone 

it down-if they were going to get anything out of her, they would not get it 
that way. 

And he said he would speak to her. 
Approximately, at this time, the telephone rang, and he had to speak on 

the telephone. 
I returned to my chair at the table where we were still opening mail, and 

again for the second time, the same implication was brought out. 
Mr. JENNER. By the FBI agents? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNEB. To Marina? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. In your presence? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNEB. They spoke English? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. .JENNER. Was the interpreter whom you named-was he partclpating? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. It was from the FBI agent, the other gentleman, not 

named Brown, to Mr. Gopadze, to Mrs. Oswald, from Mrs. Oswald back to 
Mr. Gopadze to the other gentleman. 

Mr. JENNER. Proceed. 
Mr. OSWALD. On the second occurrence of this implication, of the same impli- 

cation, I arose again, and Mr. Howard was walking across the room, and I 
stopped him, and I told him for the second time, or requested for the second 
time that he please say something to them about that. 

Mr. JENNER. Did you speak loudly enough to be overheard? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. I just asked Mr. Howard to please inform the FBI 

that she had, to the contrary, been very cooperative from the time she had been 
out there, up until their arrival. And, again, I referred to Mr. Howard the 
reference there of perhaps the friction, or the condition that I assumed, that 
they did not want the FBI aware of the tape recording at this time. 

And his reply to me, he said, “Robert, do what you want to do. You certainly 
absolutely are free to say anything you want to say.” 

Mr. JENNEB. And did you? 
Mr. Oswtin. I certainly did, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. What did you say ? You went over to the agent? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I went over to Mr. Brown, the agent I knew, who was 

sitting at the end of the coffee table-it was a large round coffee table. And I 
sat there, and I spoke to him without saying so much about-anything about the 
tape recording. I did say to him-and I was shaking my finger at him, sir, I 
might say that-that I resented the implications that they were passing on to 
Marina, because of her apparent uncooperative attitude. 

Mr. JENNER. Supposed, you mean? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
And that I knew for a fact that she had been very cooperative and highly 

cooperative. 
And I returned to my chair at the table. 
They attempted for another 5 or 10 minutes to interview Marina Oswald at 

that time, at which time Mr. Brown-he left the immediate area of interviewing 
there, and came over and started speaking to me. 

I do not recall what our conversation was. I think perhaps it was on what 
had transpired out there prior to their arrival. 

As the other gentlemen arose--- 
Mr. JENNER. Transpired where, prior to their arrival? 
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Mr. OSWALD. Out at the Inn of the Six Flags, prior to the arrival of the FBI 

agents. 

And as the other FBI agent arose rather disgustedly to end the attempted 
interview, he walked to the door, opened the door, and spoke very harshly to 

Mr. Brown, who was just kneeling down in front of me-he said, “Just cut it 

off right there, Mr. Brown.” 

Mr. Brown indicated he wanted to talk to me some more. He just motioned 

to him to cut it off right here. 

Mr. Brown left and went outside with him. 

About 2 minules later _IIr. Brown appeared again, and asked me to come out- 

side, which I did. And then the agent apologized to me. He said he thought I 

was one of the police officers out there and not Robert Oswald-he was not aware 

of who I was. At which time we went into the adjoining set of rooms, in the 

presence of both agents, and hlr. Brown asked me if-it was his understanding 

that Marina had been interviewed and had been cooperative prior to their arrival 

out there, and I said this was so. 

Mr. JENNER. Was the Secret Service mentioned as having interviewed her? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; it was not. 

Mr. JENNER. The only expression was that, had she been interviewed. 

Mr. OSWALD. I believe, sir, that is correct. 

Mr. Brown did use the term had she been interviewed. And my reply, I 

believe, verbatim would be-my answer to that question, sir, is yes. 

Mr. JENNER. And the Secret Service, as the interviewers, had been mentioned? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JENNEB. By you? 

Mr. OSWALII. No, sir. 

Mr. JENNEB. By Mr. Brown? 

Mr. OSWALD. Implied, sir, by Mr. Brown. 

Mr. JENNEB. Is that the end of that incident? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JENNEB. Representative Ford has a notation here to obtain from you all 

the details on when you knew that your brother Lee wished to return from 

Russia, and you have given us those details, have you not? The information and 

knowledge came to you through the correspondence which now has been identified 

and admitted in the record? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 

Mr. JENNEB. And you had no other source? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, I did not. 

Mr. JENNEB. Did you have any discussion with your mother with respect to 

supplying funds-either her doing so or your doing so-to your brother Lee when 

he was in Russia? 

Mr. OSWALD. My mother did write me on one occasion, sir, requesting that- 

Mr. JENNER. This is while he was in Russia? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. I believe at this time she was residing in Crowell, 

Texas. 

Mr. JENNER. She wrote you a note? 

Mr. OSWALD. Stating that if I wanted to help Lee in any way, that I had to go 

through her to do it to the extent that she was going to handle everything, and 

that she was demanding-and that was the word she used in the letter-that I 

do so. 

Mr. JENNER. That you do what? 

Mr. OSWALD. Send any funds that I might want to send to Lee to her, to 

forward to Lee. 

This I did not do, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. Did you respond to that letter? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, I did not. 

Mr. JENNER. Can you fix, approximately, when you received that letter? 

Mr. OSWALD. Approximately July or August of 1961, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. Other than that letter, did you have any-well, in addition to the 

letter, did you ever have a discussion with your mother on the subject matter of 

supplying funds for your brother while he was in Russia? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, I did not. 
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Mr. JENNER. And she had none with you, and none occurred in your presence? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, she did not. 

Mr. JENNER. What part, if any, did you play in assisting, if you did assist, 

your brother Lee in his making of repayments of the funds he had borrowed 

from the State Department? 

Mr. OSWALD. I did not assist him in any way, sir. 

Mr. DUUES. He did not request it? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; he did not. He wanted to do this on his own. 

Mr. JENNER. Did you discuss that subject with him? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I did. 

Mr. JENNBX And did he so express himself? 

Mr. 0s~~. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. Did you offer to help him? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I did. 

Mr. JENNER. And he refused? 

Mr. OBWAID. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. At any time-let us confine it first to the period that your brother 

resided with you in your home, upon his return from Russia-did he express 

to you any opinion or make any comment on his regard for, or affection for, or 

lack of affection for, or regard for Marina? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir ; he did not. 

Mr. JENNER. Was the subject ever discussed between you during that month 

that he was at your home? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; it was not. 

Mr. JENNFX Was the subject ever discussed at any time thereafter? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; it was not. 

Mr. JENNER. Did you have occasion-obviously, you did-to observe the re- 

lationship between your brother Lee and your sister-in-law Marina, in their- 

as husband and wife? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; I did observe that. 

Mr. JENNEB. And would you please state what you observed in that respect? 

Mr. OSWALD. I felt on two or three occasions that Lee’s tone of voice to 

Marina-not understanding what was being said-but by the general tone of 

voice, that he was being overbearing or forceful. 

Mr. JENNEB. Inconsiderate? 

Mr. OSWALD. Sir? 
Mr. JENNFX Inconsiderate? 

Mr. OSWALD. Inconsiderate. 

Mr. JENNEIC. Of her? 

Mr. OSWALD. Of her-some little thing she might want to do. 

I say some little thing-something that she was going to do there at the 

house or something, or was doing-I don’t recall any specific incident. 

Mr. DULLES. Do you recall her reaction? 

Mr. OSWAIB. Yes, sir; I do. 

Mr. DULLEB. What was it? 

Mr. OSWALD. It was usually silence. 

Mr. JENNER. Usually what, sir? 

Mr. Osw~nn. Silence. 

Mr. JENNER. A silence that indicated resentment on her part, or rejection on 

her part, of comments your brother was making to her? 

Mr. OSWALD. Generally, sir, I formed my opinion by the expression on her 

face, and her reaction as indicated, that it was not very pleasing to her to be 

perhaps reprimanded. 

Mr. JENXQX In the presence of somebody else? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Tell us, if you will, please, from your observation of your 

brother and Marina, during all of the period of time up to and through Thanks- 

giving of 1962, her attitude towards your brother in the normal course. 

Mr. OSWALD. I believe, sir, it would be described as just a normal attitude of 

a wife to a husband. They seemed affectionate--both of them appeared to 

be-and I believe this still to be so-very affectionate to the baby June Lee 

Oswald. 
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Mr. JESNER. -4nd it is your opinion, based on your observation during this 

period of time, up to and including August of 19- Thanksgiving Day 1962- 

it is your opinion that they led a reasonably normal married life, having in 

mind all the problems that were facing them? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir: that is correct. 

Mr. JESNER. Did your brother ever discuss with you any incident in which 

he thought that Marina had been guilty of some misconduct-I don’t mean 

sexual misconduct, but did he complain about her conduct? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir ; he did not. 

Mr. JERVER. Any kind or character, at any time? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir: he did not. 

Mr. JENNER. Was there ever a discussion in your presence by anyone, including 

your brother and/or your sister-in-law, on the subject of his having physically 

harmed her? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; there was not. 

Mr. JENNER. The subject was never discussed in your presence? 

Mr. 0swAL~. No, sir; it was not. 

Mr. JENNER. By anyone? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. Did it come to your attention at any time prior to November 23, 

1962, or November 22, 1963, that your brother had inflicted some physical 

harm on your sister-in-law? 

Mr. OSWA~. No, sir; it did not. 

Mr. JENNER. Did you ever see her when she had darkened eyes, as though a 

black eye had been inflicted upon her? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I did not. 

Mr. JENNER. Or any other physical injury? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I did not. 

Mr. JENNER. Your mother, in her appearance before the Commission, has 

stated, and implied, at least, that your sister-in-law Marina could under- 

stand English and could read English-let’s confine it to the period Up 

to and including November 22,1963. 

What is your opinion on that subject? 

Mr. OSWALD. It is my opinion even now, sir, if I may go a little bit 

further, that her understanding of the English language is less than 

what it appears to be. She does not understand a considerable amount 

that she, by her actions, appears to understand. This has come to my attention 

since her visit to Washington. 

Mr. JENNFX You mean since she appeared before the ‘&mnnission? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 

She does not grasp enough, and by this I mean, sir, to any extent-perhaps 

it might be best if I compared that with my experience with my children, 

approximately a three or four year old-if that much. 

Mr. JENR’ER. In other words, do I fairly state that your testimony, even 

to the present time, and including all of the period preceding the present 

time, in your contacts with her, it is your opinion that she has a very 

limited command of the English language, whether you speak in terms of 

reading or understanding or speaking? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 

I might further qualify that, sir-that she could perhaps speak more 

English words than she can read or understand. 

Mr. JENNER. And you do not, therefore, share your mother’s expressed view 

and opinion that she understands the English language to a greater extent 

than, to use the vernacular-than she lets on? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 

Mr. JENNEH. Did your mother menCon to you or has your mother men- 

tioned to you at any time any-or asserted any claims on her part, that 

there were any stolen documents, either stolen from her or stolen from any- 

one else, that would be relevant to this matter? 

Mr. OSWALIL So, sir; she has not. 

Mr. DULLES. Has she spoken to you about the disposition of funds that 
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might have come without a clear address or indication as to for whom 

they were intended as between herself and Marina? 

Mr. OSWALD. No. sir: she has not. 

Mr. JENNER. Now, Mr. Oswald, when your brother returned from Russia, 

was there ever an ocrasion, to the time of his death, when he discussed with 

you the subject as to why he had returned from Russia? This is, apart 

from the correspondence. Did you ever have a discussion with him on that 

subject, or he with you, or a discussion that occurred in your presence? 

Mr. OSWALD. None, sir, that I recall. 

Mr. JENNER. Kone whatsoever? 

Mr. OSWALD. None. 

Mr. JENNER. Now, is that likewise true of your sister-in-law? Did she 

ever discuss it in your presence, or with you? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir ; at no time has she. 

Mr. JENNER. Did you ever inquire of either of them on that subject? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir ; I do not recall at any time discussing it. 

Mr. JENNER. Nor were you present at any time when anyone else ever 

inquired of either of them on that subject, up to and including November 23. 

1963 ? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir: I was not. 

Mr. JENNER. I take it from previous questions that you have no knowledge 

of Marina ever having had a black eye or being otherwise molested or 

beaten by your brother, or anyone else. 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 

Mr. JENNER. Were members of your family together, including Marina, to 

celebrate, to the extent it might have been celebrated, Christmas of 1963? 

Mr. OSWALD. Christmas of 1963, sir? 

Mr. JENNER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OSWALD. I am sorry--I misinterpreted that. 

Christmas of 1963-Ohristmas Eve of 1963 my wife and I and my children 

traveled from our home in Denton to the Martin’s residence in Dallas, 

Texas, and spent Christmas Eve, or the biggest part of that day, with 

Marina. 

Mr. JENNER. Did you remain over to Christmas Day? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; we did not. 

Mr. JENNER. Was your mother present on Christmas Eve while you were 

there? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; she was not. 

Mr. JENNER. Do you know whether she was invited to attend? 

Mr. OBWAU. No. sir; she was not. 

Mr. JENNER. As far as you know, she didn’t know you were attending 

there on Christmas Eve, is that correct? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. Was there any discussion that occurred during the time of 

your visit on Christmas Eve, 1963, of your mother? Was she mentioned? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; she was not. 

Mr. JENNER. Do you have an opinion as to whether the Secret Service 

kept your sister-in-law Marina secluded against her will following November 22, 

1963? 

Mr. OSWALD. I have an opinion, sir, that bhey did not keep her secluded. 

Mr. JENNER. Then you do not-all right. 

Representative Ford is particularly concerned as to how stable a person 

your mother is, which would be of interest, of course, I must tell you, to 

the Commission, in judging the weight they might give to her testimony. 

And wfiile I did ask you some questions on that subject this afternoon, would 

you give us your opinion on that? 

Mr. OSWALD. I believe, sir, I would refer to my prior testimony on that. 

Mr. JENNER. Nothing has occurred since that you would seek to elaborate 

upon that? 

Mr. OSWALD. Perhaps one thing, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. All right. 

415 



Mr. Oswa~n That occurred during the week of December 2, 1963. It came 
to my attention from my wife, during the latter part of that week, that my 
mother said on one occasion, when I talked to her over the phone, a phone call 
that she had originated from her home in Fort Worth, Texas. while the Secret 
Service agents were still present with her, as they were in my home in Denton, 
Texas, that she turned around at the end of the conversation and said that I 
requested that they leave her home. And this, to my knowledge, was the reason 
why they left my mother’s home prior to the time they ever left my home. 
And, as a matter of fact, some of the agents that were at my mother’s home 
came out to Denton to stay at my home. And one of them had conveyed to 
my wife what was said that night. 

Mr. JENNER. And that is an additional factor affecting your opinion as to 
the stability of your mother? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Which leads you to the view that she, since this tragic event, 

she is not as stable as she was prior thereto? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. Now- 
Mr. OSWALD. And I might add, sir-1 don’t believe I stated this. I, of course, 

did not request that the agents be removed from my mother’s residence. 
Mr. JENNER. All right, sir. 
You have testified to ownership of rifles. 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. And do you still own a rifle? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I do. 
Mr. JENNER. Did you own and possess a rifle-1 will withdraw that. 
Did you ever take a rifle to the Irving Sports Shop in Irving, Tex.? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I did not. 
Mr. JEWNFIR Have you ever m in the Irving Sports Shop in Irving, Tex.? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir ; I have not. 
Mr. JENNER. Did anybody ever take any firearm owned by you or possessed by 

you and take it to the Irving Sports Shop in Irving, Tex.? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; they have not. 
Mr. JENRER. May I inquire of you, Mr. McKenzie-I have a question here 

dealing with the nature of Marina’s contract-if there is still one between 
Robert, Marina, and Thorne. 

Do we have that contract? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Yes, it is in evidence and has been given an exhibitnumber. 
And I might also state that I have just left Mr. Rankin’s o5ce where I was 

contacted by long distance telephone from my office in Dallas, Tex., and had 
a letter read to me over the telephone that Mr. Thorne has sent to Marina 
Oswald at the home of Mr. Declan P. Ford, in Dallas, Tex., to the effect that 
he has had and received a letter from me, but regardless of my letter to him, 
that she cannot unilaterally cancel his rontract, and that his contract is one 
that is coupled with an interest and that it would be to her best interest to 
immediately contact him directly in order that certain probate papers may be 
filed in connection with the death of Lee Harvey Oswald, to establish her com- 
munity interest under the laws of the State of Texas in the estate of Lee Harvey 
Oswald; and, further that there was some $7,606 being held for Marina Oswald 
in Fort Worth, Tex., subject to the payment of $100 by Marina N. Oswald, 
and that likewise there were other business contracts needed to be affirmed 
or discussed with Marina Oswald by Mr. Thorne. 

I might add in that connection that I have instructed my o5ce to have Marina 
Oswald bring the letter to my office this afternoon or this evening, have a pho- 
tostatir copy made of Mr. Thorne’s letter, and I further instructed my o5ce to 
contact Mr. Thorne by mail, certified mail, return receipt requested. and re- 
questing in such letter to have Mr. Thorne rontact me directly relative to the 
representation of Marina Oswald. 

And I have directed a copy of that letter to be sent to the Grievance Com- 
mittee of the Dallas Bar Association. 

Mr. JENNER. I take it there at least was, and there is a dispute about it at 
the moment, as to whether it is still legally effective, an agreement between, 
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or a contract between Marina on the one hand and Robert Martin and Thorne on 
the other. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. Yes, Mr. Jenner. And all of those agreements are in the 
record, and have been produced. 

And I might also say that Marina Oswald had placed both Messrs. Thorne and 
Martin on notice that she has discharged them as her attorney and business 
agent, respectively, and, further, that I have likewise notified them since Mrs. 
Oswald has turned the matter over to me. 

And, further, for the purpose of the record. I will state that Mrs. Oswald 
has paid me the sum of $25, which is not my usual fee, to represent her as a 
retainer. 

Mr. JENNEB. And you do represent her? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. And I do represent her, and do not desire one dime out of 

any contributions that she may have received by anyone for the benefit of 
herself or her children, nor would I accept same. 

Mr. JENNER. Do you have a written contract with her? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. I have no written contract with her. 
Mr. JENNER. Do you know whether Marina knows or can use or understand 

any language other than Russian, and other than English, to the extent that 
she is able to use and understand it? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I do not. I do know that she knows a little French. 
Mr. JENNER. And that is the extent of your information on the subject? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
hlr. JENNER. How do you know that she knows a little French? 
Mr. OSWALD. During her recent stay at my home in Denton, Tex.-- 
Mr. JENNER. How recent was that? Just a few days ago? 
Mr. OSWALD. Within the past 10 days to two weeks-I believe this was brought 

about, to the best of my recollection, due to a television commercial with a little 
French involved. I gave my total French vocabulary of parlez rouz Franyais, 
or something, and she replied to that. And we asked her did she speak French, 
and she said four or fire other words, and she said that was about all of it. 

hIr. JENNER. Did your brother ever speak to you or raise the subject of his 
jealousy or possible jealousy concerning Marina and any other man or men? 

hlr. OSWALD. No, sir, he did not. 
Mr. JENNER. And did any discussion of that subject or possible subject ever 

take place in your presence by anybody? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; it did not. 
Mr. JENNER. Do you know any of the following members of the Russian 

emigr6 group? I will omit those you hare already identified. 
George Bouhe? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I do not. 
Mr. JENNER. Have you ever heard of that name? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I have not. 
Mr. JENNER. Teofil Meller? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I do not. 
Mr. JENNER. Have you ever heard the name before? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I have not. 
Mr. JENNEB. Elena Hall? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, I do not. 
Mr. JENNER. Have you ever heard the name before? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, I have not. 
Mr. JENNER. Mrs. Frank H. Ray? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, I have. 
Mr. JENNER. Have YOU heard that name or know of it during the lifetime 

of your brother Lee? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I did not. 
Mr. JENNEa. You became acquainted with that name, with that person, subse- 

quent to his death? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; that is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. Are you acquainted with her? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, I am. 
Mr. JENNER. What were the circumstances, and when? 
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hlr. OSWALD. On February 19, 1964, I went to Mr. and hlrs. Declan Ford’s 

home from Denton, Tex., on my way to Washington, D.C., to visit with Marina 

briefly, and on arrival there Mrs. Ray-and I feel like this is the same one- 

was babysitting with the youngest child of Lee Harvey and Marina N. Oswald 

Also, Mr. and Mrs. Declan Ford’s child and her own child. And I had a cup of 

coffee and waited on a taxicab. 
Mr. JENNER. That is the extent of your acquaintance with her? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. That is the first time you ever saw or met or heard of her? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. To the best of your information, did Marina ever tease your 

brother Lee in public? 

Mr. OSWALD. Not to my knowledge, sir. 

Mr. JENNEB. Did she, in your presence, or to your knowledge, through other 

means ever make fun of his ideas? Deprecate his ideas? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; not to my knowledge. 
Mr. JENNER. Did she ever, in your presence, ever make any comments with 

respect to your brother’s sexual power? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; she did not. 

hlr. JENNER. Was the subject of ses as between your brother and Marina ever 

discussed? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; it was not. 

Mr. JENNER. And do you know whether any remarks of that nature were made 

by anyone, including Marina, to or in the presence of your wife, Vada? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. 

hIr. JENNER. Has anyone or did anyone during the lifetime of your brother 

ever discuss or raise the subject with you? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, they did not. 

Mr. JENNER. Did you ever during all the period of your brother’s lifetime, 

ever hear any discussion? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I did not. 

hlr. JENNER. On that subject? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. Do you record in your memorandum, diary, all of the course of 

events of November 22, 1963, in which you took any part? In particular, your 

visit to the police station on November 22d. 

What I am getting at, Mr. Oswald-if what you have written in your memo- 

randum represents your best and sharpest recollection of the course of events 

recorded there as of the time you wrote that-that may satisfy the gentleman 

who wished that inquiry to be made. 

hlr. OSWALD. Referring to the time I arrived at the Dallas police station? 

Mr. JENNER. Yes. 

hfr. OSWALD. On the night of November 22,1963? 

Mr. JENNER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. hICKExzIE. Is there anything--- 

hlr. JENNER. And any other visits that you made on the 23d or 24th. 

Mr. hICRENzIE. Other than what is in your diary, is there anything else you 

could add to it in the way of expanding on what is in your diary? 

Mr. Chairman, also in the interests of a chronological and connected record, 

having in mind the context of the record when it is read, may I suggest that the 

memorandum diary which we have identified and admitted in evidence, be set 

forth in full in the transcript? 

Mr. DCLLES. I think it would be useful to do that. 

Mr. JENNER. I think this would be a good mint to do that. I will ask Mr. 

Oswald a few things. 

Have you recorded in your notebook how the assassination of the President 
first came to your attention, where you were, where you proceeded from that 

point on, and what occurred with respect to the subject matter really from 

minute to minate or hour to hour throughout the course of the day? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I have’. 

hlr. JENNER. And all of your conversations and your contacts with anyone 
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during the course of the day having relation to the subject matter of tbe as- 
sassination of President Kennedy on that day? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; I believe I do. 
Mr. JENNER. And the subsequent arrest of your brother and your visit to the 

City Jail? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; that is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. And is that likewise true-that is a detailed recording of the 

course of events as you participated in them on the 23d and 24th of November? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; that is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. Now, Mr. McKenzie has kindly asked 3 question that I would 

wish also to join in and put to you. 
Having glanced through the memorandum again, or read it-is there any- 

thing you wish to add to any of the recordings that you hare made in your 
notebook? 

Mr. 0s~~. Well- 
Mr. JENNER. That is that you might have been stimulated during the course 

of the questioning yesterday and today to recnll, that you did not recall at the 
time you made those entries? 

Mr. Oswm. No, sir-not to the entries or material that is already in here. 
Of course this is not complete to the extent it is my intention to complete at 
least as fully as I possibly can the entire week out at the Inn of the Six Flags- 
and possibly other events that has occurred to me since that time that would 
be more in the nature of a personal nature than anything that perhaps the 
Commission would be interested in. However, I might say that any time that 
I do complete this. I would certainly turn it over to the Commission, if they or 
my attorney deemed it necessary. 

Mr. JESNER. If you elaborate further on your memorandum, as I understand, 
you will supply the Commission with a copy, and with your willingness also to 
exhibit the original of what you add to it? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Yes, sir, we shall. 
Mr. JENNER. Mr. Chairman, you hare read the memorandum. It does purport 

to state in some detail and accuracy the course of events of the 22d, 23d, and 
24th, and during that week. 

Was there anything in the course of your reading that memorandum -that 
might have led you to pose any further questions of the witness? 

Mr. DULLES. No, I think not at this time. I would hare to go over it again 
and I will do that. But, at this time-it seemed to me, as I read it, to corer the 
area you have indicated. 

I, of course, cannot myself judge the completeness of it. But it seems to 
cover the points that I would hare questioned the witness on if I had not had the 
diary available. 

Mr. JENNER. There is this feature. Mr. Liebeler and I have not examined the 
memorandum in depth with a view as to whether any thing said in it would 
stimulate us to ask further questions. I read it last night, but not with a view 
in mind of asking additional questions. 

Mr. DULLES. Well, I read it from the same angle. I read it during these 
proceedings, and, therefore, I was distracted from time to time. I think it is 
a very helpful memorandum from the point of view of the Commission. 

Do you wish to-it has been introduced in evidence. 
Mr. JENNER. It is in the rword. 
Mr. DULLES. But do you wish it put in this record? 
Mr. JENNER. Yes, I would like to bnre it recited in full in the record. And 

3s I rec311, you agreed, Mr. Osw3ld. to dictate-to take the memorandum and 
dictate it aloud on a tape. and Mr. JIcKenzie will forward the tape to us. 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; I hare so agreed. 
JIr. DULLEG. And when you do forward it, would you kindly advise us at that 

time if there is anything on a rere3ding of this memorandum which you would 
like to supplement or add which you feel will I)e essential for the Commission to 
hnre. or desirable for t.br Commission to hare? 

Mr. OS~AI,D. I will certainly do so, sir. 
Mr. MCKESZIE. And, further, Mr. Dulles, in the event that any of the attorneys 
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representing or working with the Commission see fit to be in Dallas in the course 
of the invest.igation of the Commission, with a little notice Mr. Oswald will be 
glad to appear and talk with them at any time. 

Mr. DULLES. Thank you. 
And it is, of course, possible that we might wish to recall you. I am not at 

all sure. and I hope that will not be necessary. Rut we always have to reserve 
that for the Commission. 

hlr. JENNER. There may be other witnesses who will say things upon whirh 
we would like your testimony. 

For the period recorded in the memorandum, and the events recorded in the 
memorandum, the recordings are full and complete, is that correct? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JESXER. And if you wish, or should determine to add to it, it will be with 

respect to mat,ters that have occurred subsequently to those events recorded in 
the memorandum? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, that is correct. 
hIr. MCKENZIE. With one exception, Jlr. Jenner. In the event there is some 

recollection or somet.hing that is recalled to his mind, he would likewise add 

that to the memorandum. 
hIr. DULLES. I will direct that a photostat of Commission’s Exhibit 323 de- 

scribing the events of November 22, 1963, and immediately following days 
insofar as concerns the witness be incorporated in the record at this point. 

(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 323 for 
identification and received in evidence.) 

Mr. JENNER. Have you spoken to any member of the Dutz Murret family in 
New Orleans since November 22, l!X3? 

Mr. OSWALD. I have not. 
Mr. JENNER. What knowledge do you have as to the cause of the split between 

your sister-in-law, Marina, and Ruth Paine? 
hIr. OSWALD. The cause of that split, sir- 
Mr. JENNER. What knowledge do you have of the split, Erst? 
Mr. OSWALD. Full knowledge of the split, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. All right. 
Will you tell us about it? What led to it and- 
Mr. OSWALD. Under my advice to Marina Oswald I requested that she sever all 

connections with Mr. and hlrs. Paine. 
Mr. JENNER. When did you give that advice and make that request? 
Mr. OSWALD. At the Inn of the Six Flags. 
Mr. JEXXER. Was this the same occasion about which you have already testi- 

fied, and which consideration was being given, to whether your sister-in-law 
Marina would reside with the Martins rather than with the Paines? 

Mr. OSWALD. This was the Erst occasion, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. I take it then from your present testimony, just answering my 

present questions, that the discussion went beyond the question whether hIarina 
would reside with the Paines as distinguished from the Martins, and when I 
say beyond, it went to the quest.ion of whether Marina would have anything to 
do with the Paines thereafter. 

Am I correct? 
Mr. OBRALD. Not fully, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. All right. Will you please explain? 
Mr. OSWALD. To the extent that the question arose whether or not after our 

Erst agreement that she would not live with the Paines, that question never has 
been brought up again. The question has come up from hlrs. hlarina Oswald. 
The time I fix this second query or inquiry from her was approximately 
December 20 or 21. 1063. at which time we were advised that Mrs. Paine had 
written her a letter or letters requesting that she contact Mrs. Paine. 

Mr. JEXNER. What was t.he date? 
hIr. OSWALD. Approximately December 20 or December 21. 
Mr. JENNER. hlarina advised you that Mrs. Ruth Paine had written her. 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 
Mr. JESXER. Had written her, Marina? 
Mr. Oswm. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. JENNER. Asking Marina to do what? 

Mr. OSWALD. To contact Mrs. Paine; that Mrs. Paine wanted to speak with 

her I do not recall any specific* reference as to what she had to speak to her 

about. She just wanted to speak to Marina Oswald. She did not reply to these 

letters. She asked me would it he all right in my opinion for her to call her on 

the ‘phone. 

I recommended that she did not talk to Mrs. Paine at all nor answer her 

letters and to my knowledge this request has been done. 

Mr. MCKER’ZIE. To the best of your knowledge, is that right? 

Mr. OSWALD. To the best of my knowledge she has not contacted Mr. or Mrs. 

Paine. 

Mr. JENNER. She has followed your admonition or advice to have no contact 

whatever with Mrs. Paine? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. Or to permit Mrs. Paine to have any contact with her, Marina? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. May I ask a question right there, please? 
Mr. JENKER. Yes. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. Mr. Oswald, your testimony is from the best of your knowledge, 

is that correct, insofar as any contact with the Paines or Mrs. Paine is concerned? 

Mr. Oswam. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. And if the Paines have contacted Marina Oswald or if Marina 

Oswald has contacted the Paine& do you or do you not know of any such contact? 
Mr. OSWALD. I am not aware of any such contact. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. All right, sir. Proceed. 

Mr. JENNER. I direct your attention to the month of October, 1962 for a moment. 

Were you aware that your sister-in-law Marina was living with Elena Hall at 

that time? 

Mr. OSWALD. October, 1962, sir? 

Mr. JENNEB. Yes. 

Mr. OSWALD. One moment, please. 

No, sir, I was not aware of that. 

Mr. JENNER. Were you aware of where your brother Lee was living in the 

month of October, 1962? 

Mr. OSWALD. Only to the city in which he was living. 

Mr. JENNER. And what city was that? 

Mr. OSWALD. Dallas, Tex., sir. If I might ask, sir, can you Ex the date in 

October, 1962 when Marina Oswald was reported living with Mrs. Hall? 

Mr. JENNER. No, I can’t at the moment. But neither Marina nor your brother 

was residing in Fort Worth at that time? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, they were not. 

Mr. JENNER. From your previous testimony I gather that you did not know 

the whereabouts of your brother Lee other than that it was, you supposed, some- 

where in Dallas? 

Mr. OBWALD. That is correct, sir. 

If I might make one correction, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. All right. 

Mr. OSWALD. Referring to the postcard received from Lee Oswald post dated 

October 10, 1962 in Dallas, Tex., I recall receiving this two days after he had 

moved from Fort Worth, Tex., so it would be the Erst part of October of 1962 

they were residing in Fort Worth, Tex. 

Mf. JENICER. All right, with the exception of that. 

Mr. Osw~nn. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. I take it you are not in the habit of retaining personal car- 

respondence you receive from others? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I am not. 

Mr. JENNER. I think you have explained why you retained the particular cor- 

respondence that you produced for us, that it was from your brother while he 

was’ in Russia. 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. And after he returned you received some correspondence and you 

retained that as well. 
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Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 
Mr. JENNF,R. Did the somewhat abrupt change in the attitude of your brother 

Lee toward the United States come as a surprise to you? 
Mr. OSWALD. You are referring to the period in 1959? 
Mr. JENNER. I am. 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; it did. 
Mr. JENNER. That is the letters of May 5 and May 31 and those that followed. 

But that change, and his desire to return to the United States, did come as a 
surprise to you, is that correct, sir? 

Mr. MCKENZIE. Are you asking about his return to the United States or his 
going to Russia? 

Mr. JENNER. No, sir, his return to the United States, his change of attitude. 
Mr. OSWALD. It was quite a surprise to me that he wished to return to the 

United States from Russia. 
Mr. JENNER. Was the change in attitud’e toward the United States as expressed 

first in the letters of November 8 and Sooembrr 26, 195Q, and then the series of 
letters that commenced in the spring of 1961 a surprise to you? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir ; it was not a surprise to me. 
Mr. JENNER. Would you explain both of your answers. 
Mr. OSWALD. There, sir, I felt like in the due course he would rertainly change 

‘his mind and opinion of the U.S.S.R., and I felt very strongly that after 
a period of so many months or a year or two that he would change his mind 
and return to the United States. 

Mr. JENNER. Now, prior to your brother’s leaving Russia to return to the 
United States, that is actually a day or two before, if not the day before they 
left Minsk for Moscow, in May of 1962, your brother Lee outlined his projected 
route by return to the United States. He spoke in that letter of leaving from 
England and arriving in New Orleans. 

Mr. OSWALD. I beg your pardon, sir? 
Mr. JENNER. There is a difference in the route actually taken. Did you ever 

discuss with Lee why that change in route occurred? Are you seeking that May 
letter ? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I am. 
Mr. JEXNER. It is probably the 22d of May and that is Exhibit 318. 
Mr. 0sw.a~. Yes, sir; I have the letter before me. You are referring to 

the letter of May 22, 1962? 
Mr. JENXER. Well, it would appear fiom the notation handed to me. Is 

there any discussion in that letter about the route of his return, projected 
return, to the United States? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; there is. 
Mr. .JENR’ER. What does it say, please? 
Mr. OSWALD. “Well, we have finally gotten the word from the U.S. Embassy 

and shall leave for Moscow tomorrow. We will be 10 to 14 days in Moscow 
and then leave for England where we shall board a ship for America. The 
transatlantic trip will take another two weeks or so.” 

Mr. .JENXER. Sow, the fact is that they did go to Moscow and then to Holland, 
and boarded a ship at Holland, and as you say touched England and then 
went directly to the United States. 

Did you ever discuss with your brother that change in route? 
Mr. Oswam. No, sir; I did not. ,4nd I did fail to read further on down 

where it does refer to, as he put it, “will actually arrive in America probably 
in New Orleans.” 

Mr. JENNER. He actually arrived in Sew York City. 
Mr. OBWALD. That is correct, sir. 
Mr. JENXER. That subject matter was never discussed by you with him? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; it was not. 
Mr. JENNER. Or by him in your presence? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; it was not. 
Mr. JENXER. Or by Marina? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. 
Mr. JENR’ER. With you or in your presence? 
Mr. OSWALD. So, sir; it was not. 
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Mr JENNER. Have you related, during the course of the day and yesterday, 
called our attention to all of the correspondence between yourself and your 
brother from the time of his return to the United States in June of 1962 to 
and through November 22,1963? 

Mr. OBWALD. Yes, sir; I have. 
Mr. JENNEB. According to our records you and your wife, Vada, or either 

or both of you, had the following contacts with the FBI during the lifetime 
of your brother Lee. I direct your attention first, to the possibility of refresh- 
ing your recollection, to the date of April 27,196O. 

Were you interviewed by an FBI agent on that day, and would the name 
Fain serve to refresh your recollection on that score? 

Mr. OSWALD. It certainly does, sir. I cannot recall the date of our interview 
or our conversation. 

Mr. JENNER. This would be in the spring, let us say, of 1960. I have given 
you the date. Does that sound right to you, April 27,196O. 

Mr. OBWALD. It sounds approximately right, sir, because I do recall I just 
started my employment with the Acme Brick Company in Fort Worth on the 
18th of April, 1960. 

I do not believe that it was that close to my date of employment with the 
Acme Brick Company. I feel like it would have been perhaps 20 or 30 days 
later. 

Mr. JENNEE. All right. 

Subject to that, do you recall the interview, is the name familiar to you 
as being the gentleman who interviewed you? 
. Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

Mr. JENNER. And what inquiries did Mr. Fain make of you? What subject 
matter, first. 

Mr. OBWALD. He was inquiring as to whether or not I had heard from my 
brother Lee Harvey Oswald recently, I believe that is the way it was put. 

Mr. JENNER. Did he at that time inquire of you on the subject matter of 
your brother’s defection? 

Mr. OSWALD. Not to my remembrance, sir. 
Mr. DULLES. By subject matter, do you mean reason? 
Mr. JENNEX Reason or the fact that he had defected or what he might 

have known about his defection. 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir ; I do not beliere he did. 
Mr. JENNER. He didn’t discuss ‘that. According to your recollection, there 

was no discussion of that subject? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 
Mr. JENNEE. Was the subject of the possibility of your being contacted by 

any Soviet officials discussed? 
Mr. OSWALD. It was discussed not in the term of Soviet officials. In case 

any- 
Mr. JENNER. Any representative. 
Mr. OSWALD. Any Communist Party member or so forth along that line con- 

tacted me, I assured him I would certainly. if necessary, take care of myself 
or if I had time report it to his attention. 

Mr. JENNER. You would report all contacts to the FBI either directly to 
Mr. Fain or some other FBI agent or offire? 

Mr. OBWALD. That is correct, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. And you agreed to do that? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; I most certainly did. 
Mr. DULLIZS. Have you had any other calls from the FBI officers since that 

date? 
Mr. OSW&D. Yes, sir; I have. 
Mr. JENNER. I think we will get to that. 
Mr. DULLEB. Are they pertinent? 
Mr. JENNER. Yes, they are and I think I hare them listed. 
Was the subject of the possibility of your receiving any request by any such 

PeoPle for any item Of personal identification of your brother discussed with 
Mr. Fain. 



Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I do not recall that it was. 

Mr. JENNER. You have no present recollection of that? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir ; I do not. 

Mr. JENNER. This is not-trying not to be repetitious but the author of this 

memorandum is highly desirous of inquiring of you a4 to whether the subject of 

personal identification of your brother was raised by Mr. Fain in any connection 

or in any aspect. 

Mr. DULLES. I don’t understand that question, what do you mean by personal 
identification? 

Mr. JENNER. Some item of personal identification. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Marks identifying. 

Mr. DULLES. Wound or anything of that sort? 

Mr. JENNER. Yes. 

Mr. DULLES. Physical marks really. 

Mr. JENN~R. Two classifications, physical marks how he could be identified; 

secondly any items of identification, such as registration cards, things of that 

nature. But first personal identification in the sense of physical properties. The 

person of your brother Lee. 

Mr. OSWALD. I believe Mr. Fain did at that time inquire as to any scars that 

might appear, that I was aware of on Lee’s body. The only scar that I was 

familiar with was the one over one ear, I do not recall which ear it was, where 

he had a mastoid operation performed at an earlier date. 

Mr. JENNER. That is his right ear, was it not? 

Mr. OSWALD. I still don’t know, sir. I don’t recall. 

Mr. JENNER. I see. 

In that connection, however, did Mr. Fain raise with you the subject that if 

anyone inquired of you as to any items of scars or other possible identification 

that you would in turn advise the FBI that such an inquiry had been made of 

you ? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir, and I might say it was my further under- 

standing that I did agree if anybody inquired about Lee in such a nature that 
other than perhaps newspaper reporters, who were properly identified to me 

and I did know, I would inform him or his office of this inquiry. 

Mr. JENR‘ER. Your present recollection as to aspects of identification was lim- 

ited, that is the only one you discussed with Mr. Fain was the fact that your 

brother had a mastoid operation on one of his ears. 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. And you knew of no other scar or similar identification on his 

body? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. Now, do you recall being again interviewed by Mr. Fain on Sep- 

tember 18, 1961? This would be a couple of months, two or three months after 

your brother returned-no, he is still in Russia. 

Mr. D~LLES. He is still in Russia. 

Mr. JENNER. Perhaps I may refresh your recollection an interview by Mr. 

Fain with you respecting your then current knowledge of your brother Lee’s 

activities in Russia. 

Mr. OSWALD. May I inquire, sir, was this a telephone conversation? 

Mr. JENNER. All that is reported to me in this memorandum is that Mr. Fain 

again interviewed you on September 18, 1961 with respect to your knowledge 

of your brother Lee’s activities in Russia. 

Mr. OSWALD. I do believe that he did, sir, and I believe this was over the 

telephone. 

Mr. JENNER. By way of a telephone call? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. You do not recall as of this time or approximately this time any 

personal interview that is as distinct from interview by telephone? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. Do you recall that during the course of that conversation you 

advised FBI agent Fain that your brother had been critical of the Russians. 

Mr. Oswam This was in September 1961, sir? 

Mr. JENNER. Yes, sir. 

424 



Mr. OSWAI.D. Yes. sir. I did. sir. 
Mr. JENNER. And that you were surprised that the Russians would permit 

such criticism to be conveyed to you by letter? 
Mr. OSWALD. I do not recall that specific statement but I do not deny it. 
Mr. JENNER. It is possible that you made that statement? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Now, the next date is May 18, 1962. Was to your knowledge 

or by report from your wife, was your wife interviewed by the FBI on that date 
or approximately that date? 

Mr. Oswano. My remembrance on that, sir, is that she was on or around that 
date, and also by telephone. 

Mr. JENNER. Did she report both occasions to you? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, she did. 
Mr. JENNER. All right. 
Would you ph.&se recite those, taking them in the order, what she said to you 

and where and what the circumstances were? 
Mr. OSWALD. She was at our residence in Fort Worth, Tex., and she acknowl- 

edged that Mr. Fain- 
Mr. JENNEB. Did she tell you that, sir? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes. I might add very courteously, inquired- 
Mr. JENNER. That Mr. Fain was quite courteous in his inquiries of Dada? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes. He inquired over the phone as to whether or not we had 

recently heard from Lee, and was there any indication about how his efforts to 
return to the United States were progressing from that end. 

Mr. DULLES. How did it happen he called upon your wife, rather than you; 
were you away at that time, away on business or what? 

Mr. OSWALD. I don’t believe I was, sir. I do believe Mr. Fain was courteous 
enough perhaps not to call me at my office, and it was of such a ‘nature that he 
felt like perhaps my wife could certainly answer whether or not we had heard 
from him recently. 

Mr. DULLES. I see. 
Mr JENXXR. Did she report to you as to whether any understanding had 

been made by her, that she or you or both of you would advise the FBI as soon 
as you had information as to when he might return to the United States? 

Mr. OSWAI.D. No, sir, I do not recall that. 
Mr. JENNER. You don’t recall her reporting that to you? 
Mr. OSWALD. No. sir, I do not. 
Mr. JENNER. You had already agreed with hlr. Fain back in September, 1961, 

to keep him advised of the comings and goings of your brother in any event, 
did you not? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, I do not believe it was my intentions, nor do I believe 
I conveyed it to Mr. Fain at that time, that I would. as soon as I did have notice 
that when, or approximately when, he was going to arrive, that I would notify 
them. This was certainly not my intention then. It perhaps didn’t even occur 
to me at that time. 

Mr. JENNER. Did you say anything to Mrs. Oswald, Mrs. Vada Oswald, when 
she stated she had agreed to keep the FBI advised, or to advise the FBI when 
you and she or either of you was further notified as to the time, if any, of your 
brother Lee’s return to the United States? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, my wife did not advise me that she made any type of 
statement to Mr. Fain of that effect. So, I certainly did not advise her to what 
we would do or convey to the FBI when we did have knowledge of it. 

Mr. JENNER. To the best of your rec~ollection then there was no discussion on 
that particular phase of your brother’s presence in Russia on the occasion you 
are now testifying about? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Now, you adverted to two occasions when the FBI interviewed 

your wife. Was the second one .June 26, 196’2, or thereabouts? 
In other words, approximately five weeks later? 
Mr. OSWALD. The date was June 26, 1962, sir? 
ah'. JENNER. I'M, Sir. 

Mr. OSWALD. I believe that would be correct, sir, or approximately correct.. 



Mr. JENNER. Did you have a conversation with Mrs. Vada Oswald on that 
subject and did she make a report to you of any kind? 

Mr. OSWALLI. Yes, sir, I believe this is the occasion that either Mr. Fain or 
some other agent called the house in Fort Worth, Tex., and requested my wife 
to pass on to Lee Harvey Oswald that they would like to see him at their 
o5ce in Fort Worth, Tex., for an interview. 

This is the only other time my wife ever conveyed to me that the FBI had 
called the home and spoke to her, nothing else was said about it. 

Mr. DrznLEs. This was about a month after his return, wasn’t it? 
Mr. OSWALD Approximately 2 weeks. 
Mr. JESNER. Was there any discussion on this particular occasion between you 

and your wife on the subject of her not advising the FBI of your brother’s 
arrival in the United States? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, there was not. 
Mr. JESXER. No discussion on that subject at all? 
Mr. OSWALD. So, sir, not at all. 
hlr. .JF,NNER. Did she report to you that she had stated to Mr. Fain that your 

brother Lee and his wife Marina and their child had come to Fort Worth and 
were living with you and with her? 

hIr. OSWALD. No, sir ; she did not state that to me. 
BIr. JEXNER. Would you “1 7 ,‘ve again the full conversation? 
Mr. OSWALD. On that date of June 26, 1962? 
Mr. JESNER. Yes, between yourself and your wife Vada. 
Mr. hICEiEKZIE. To the best of your recollection. 
Mr. JEKNER. Yes. 
RIr. Osw.41.~. To the best of my recollection, the full text of my conversation 

with my wife was that Mr. Fain or some other member of the FBI Bureau in 
Fort Worth, Tex., had called and spoke to her and requested that she pass on to 
Lee Harvey Oswald that they would like to speak to him at their office in Fort 
Worth, Tex. I would not say this was part of the conversation, I would assume 
at that t.ime, as I would assume now, that perhaps he asked her was Lee and his 
family there. 

If you know my wife, she didn’t lie to Mr. Fain or any other FBI agent, and 
she said he was, and perhaps this prompted the request. I might say this, sir. 
If they did not know that Lee Harvey Oswald had returned in June, until 
June 26, 1962, somebody was asleep on the job. 

Mr. JEKVR‘ER. I would perhaps be inclined to agree with that, sir. But as far 
as your conversation with your wife Vada is concerned, she said nothing that 
she had advised the FBI that-she had discussed with hlr. Fain the fact that 
she had not advised the FBI of your brother Lee’s return. 

Mr. OSU’ALD. That is correct, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Now, do you recall an interview with the FBI, or they with you, 

on August 14, 1962 or thereabouts in Fort Worth? 
Mr. OSWAI.D. Yes, sir, and I recall that this was by telephone at the general 

office of the Acme Brick Company and outside of my office as I was leaving the 
office to go to lunch that day. 

The telephone call came through and I took it in another office and spoke to 
Mr. Fain briefly. He inquired- 

Mr. JENNER. He identified himself as Mr. Fain? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, that is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. Had you become acquainted with his telephone voice at least by 

that time? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, I had. 
Mr. JENNER. And that voice was the voice that you identified at that time as 

that of Mr. Fain? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. All right. 
What did he say and what did you say? 
Mr. OSWALD. He inquired as to where Lee was living at at that time and to 

the best of my recollection my reply to him was that I did not know the house 
number. I knew the street not by name but by locale and I gave him this 
location. 
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Mr. JEIVXER. Would you please tell me what you said to him? 
Mr. OSRALD. That to the best of my recollection, that this duplex was located 

across the street from the side of hlontgomery Ward located on West 7th Street 
in Fort Worth, Tex., approximately three or four blocks from West 7th Street. 

Mr. MCKE~ZZIE. hlr. Chairman, you have greatly inconvenienced yourself this 
evening and accommodated both myself and hlr. Oswald for which we thank you. 

However, it is now 16 or 17 minutes of 8 o’clock in the evening, and Mr. 
Oswald has been testifying here for, to the best way I can- 

Mr. DULLES. It will be 12 hours pretty soon, 11 hours. 
hlr. hICKENZIE. Approximately 11 hours and by the same token Mr. .Jenner 

has been questioning him for a like period of time, with the exception of the 
few questions you have asked and the few questions I have asked, and I submit 
maybe we should start again in the morning. 

And I likewise say that he is perfectly willing to go forward but I do know 
that you have plans and if we can mee- 

Mr. DULLES. We will have to do it tomorrow. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. We can be here at 8 :30, if it will suit the Commission’s- 
(Discussion off the record.) 
Mr. DULLES. 9:30 tomorrow morning. 
And we will adjourn at 11 o’clock, come hell or high water. 
(Whereupon, at 7 :45 p.m., the President’s Commission recessed.) 

Saturday, February 22, 1964 

TESTIMONY OF ROBERT EDWARD LEE OSWALD RESUMED 

The President’s Commission met at 10 a.m. on February 22, 1964, at 200 Mary- 
land Avenue NE., Washington, D.C. 

Present was Allen W. Dulles, member. 
Also present were Albert Jenner, assistant counsel; and William McKenzie, 

attorney for Robert Edward Lee Oswald. 

Mr. DULLEB. The Commission will come to order. 
We will continue the hearing of Mr. Robert Oswald. 
Mr. JENNER. Thank you, sir. 
Have you now recited for us all of the occasions on which any agent of the 

FBI called or visited with you prior to November 22, X%3? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I have. 
Mr. DULLES. And your answer would include any other Government investi- 

gatory bodies, would it? I mean you didn’t have the Secret Service at this 
time? 

Mr. MCKENZIE. In answer to your question, Mr. Jenner, and to Mr. Dulles’ 
further question, Robert has told me there was one other agency that he does 
recall at this time. 

Mr. JENNER. Why don’t we have him recite it, and then see if it is pertinent. 
Or, may I suggest, Mr. Chairman, we might go off the record and see what 

it was. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. It was Immigration and Naturalization. 
Mr. JENNEB. Fix the date, please. 
Excuse me. 
There was one other Government agency that interviewed you? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNEX Would you give the time, please? 
Mr. OSWALD. To the best of my recollection, this was approximately January 

or February of 1962, at my residence in Fort Worth, Tex., approximately 7 
o’clock or 7 :30 p.m. The gentleman had called my home from Dallas, Tex. 
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Mr. JENNER. Had he called you? 
Mr. OswALn. No, sir; he had called my home. and my wife had talked to him, 

and he asked if it w.as satisfactory if he came over to ask us some questions and 
some background information in regard to Lee Harvey Oswald. 

Mr. JENXER. \Vas this a week day or a Sunday? 
Mr. OSWALD. This was a week day, sir. 
hIy wife-- 
Mr. JENNEE. How did you become informed of this? 
Mr. Oswan. hly wife called me at my office, sir. And she advised the gentle- 

man on the phone unless I said to the contrary it was certainly satisfactory for 
him to come that night, which he did, at approximately 7 or ‘7 :30 p.m. 

Mr. JENNER. And you were there? 
hlr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I was there, and my wife was present. 
Mr. JENNER. Did he give you his name, and do you recall what the name was? 
Mr. OWVALD. Yes, sir; I am sure he did give his name, but I do not recall 

what his name was. 
It was a rather brief meeting and conversation that we had, and it was with 

regards to the possibility or inquiry into the possibility of having Lee’s wife, 
Mrs. Marina N. Oswald, brought to this country, with Lee Harvey Oswald. 

hfr. JENNER. As best as you can, would you reconstruct the conversation? 
Mr. OSWALD. This gentleman did take notes or perhaps he did hare a form 

outlining various questions that he needed answers to. I do not recall any 
specific questions. However, I did state to him, after three or four questions, 
in regards to Lee Harvey Oswald being in the Soviet rnion, and quite surprised, 
I do recall, myself that he was not aware of the reasons why-r the reported 
reasons why Lee had gone to the Soviet Union. 

And I suggested to the gentleman at that time that he perhaps contact the 
FBI and I specifically mentioned Mr. Fain by name-he said he was acquainted 
with Mr. Fain of the FBI Bureau, and that he would get the background infor- 
mation from Mr. Fain in regards to Lee Harvey Oswald. 

I believe, sir, to the best of my remembrance that he stated at that time he 
was not aware of the situation, and he thought this was just an “ordinary” case 
of bringing an immigrant in from the Soviet Union to the United States. 

Mr. JENNER. And when he said that, what person did you have in mind? 
Mr. OSWALD. Marina N. Oswald. 
Mr. JENNER. That is the person to whom you thought he was referring, was 

Marina? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. DULLEG. And this was after, as I recall, your correspondence showed 

that they were planning to come back, was it not? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Could you give us a little more of your recollection as to the 

thrust of his inquiries, the subject matter of his inquiries? 
Mr. OSWALD. I believe, sir, the best of my recollection on that would be 

directed to us at that time about Marina N. Oswald. 
Mr. JENNEB. Of what natur+her age? 
Mr. OSWALD. I do not recall any specific questions, sir. 
Mr. DULLES. Did they inquire about the marriage? That would be one 

of the things they would inquire about. Because it would be the marriage 
to an American that would give her the preference. I was wondering if that 
might have been the subject of the inquiry-whether you had evidence that 
she was married to your brother. 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I do not recall that specific question, but perhaps this 
ground was covered. It was just a general background on Marina N. Oswald. 

Mr. JENNER. But it did relate to Marina N. Oswald? You recall that much? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; it did. 
Mr. JENNER. And the questions were directed toward her and about her 

specifically? 
Mr. OSWALD. More so than Lee Harvey Oswald. Some questions were 

addressed to me by the gentleman in relation to my brother, Lee Harvey Oswald. 
Mr. JENNER. And the inquiries of the agent-he inquired of you as to whether 

you were the brother of Lee Harvey Oswald, did he? 
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Mr. OSWALD. I am sure he did, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. I am just trying to reconstruct the scene for you. 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. And whether your brother Lee Harvey Oswald was then in 

Russia, and had been in Russia? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Whether he was married, and married to Marina ? 
Mr. OSWUD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. And was he familiar with Marina’s name? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; he was. 
I might further add, sir, if I may, that the gentleman advised me he assumed 

that Lee was employed by the Government in some capacity in Russia, and 
not having any background or apparent background of Lee’s reported reasons 
for going to Russia. 

Mr. JENNER. And did you make any response to that, when his conversation 
was such as to indicate that he was not fully advised of the circumstances 
under which your brother had entered and remained in Russia? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I did-to the extent as I have already testified. 
I believe perhaps at this point, if not this exact point, I referred him to the 

FBI Bureau and Mr. Fain. 
Mr. JENNER. Did he ask you--did he inquire whether you had received corre- 

spondence from your brother, or the extent to which you had been in touch with 
each other? 

Mr. OSWALD. Not that I recall, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. These are horribly leading questions-but I take it then his 

inquiries were largely directed toward, as a representative of the Immigration 
and Naturalization Service, obtaining information as to Marina, whom he under- 
stood to be the wife of your brother, who, in turn, was about to return to the 
United States with Marina, then a citizen of Russia? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. How long did this interview last? 
Mr. OSWALD. Approximately 30 minutes, sir. 
Mr. JENNEE. And your mind’s eye is that he had a form, or he had some set 

questions which he was asking from a sheet of paper? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir: I do. 
Mr. JENNEB. Rather than the typical FBI or Secret Service inquiry, in which 

the questions range, as mine have, for example, largely dependent upon what 
your answers to the previous questions were? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 
I believe the gentleman did have some type of set form as to questions he 

was referring to when he spoke to me. 
Mr. JENNER. Did he go into your family background, your own age, your 

occupation, and that sort of thing? 
Mr. OSWALD. I believe, sir ; he just went into my background, as to the extent 

of my relation to Lee Harvey and Marina N. Oswald at that particular time. 
Mr. JENNER. Would you describe this gentleman, please--his physical appear- 

ance? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. If you recall. 
Mr. JENNEB. Yes, of course. 
Mr. OSWALD. To the best of my remembrance, I would describe this man to be 

average build, rather short, approximately 5-foot 9 or 5-foot 10, perhaps in 
his middle forties or early fifties. I do recall, sir; if I might further add, as 
the gentleman was leaving the house that night, I requested of him if it was 
possible for him to notify me when and if Marina’s visa would be accepted 
or not, and he replied to me at that time that he could not do that. And I 
replied back to him that I guess I would know about it from the extent that 
if she arrived over here, it was approved. 

Mr. JENNJZB. Have you now exhausted your recollection of this particular 
incident? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I have. 
Mr. DULLES. Could I ask a question there? 
Do you recall that at any time the State Department was in touch with you 
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over this general period-that is, the period of your brother’s stay in the 
Soviet Union, or his prospective return here? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; at no time was I aware of any member of the State 
Department being in contact with me. 

And I might further add that at this particular time, after the Immigration 
and Naturalization agent was there, including my prior testimony as to the 
contacts with the FBI Bureau, these were the only times prior to his arrival I 
was in contact with any Government agency. 

hlr. JENNEB. Any agency of the Government of the United States? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; that is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. Now, were you consciously in contact during any of that period 

up to November 22, 1963, with any agent or agency of any other government? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I was not. 
And I might further add that no one else other than perhaps my close friends 

inquired as to my contact with Lee Harvey Oswald during that period. 
Mr. JENNER. All right. 
You have related to us an incident of your brother being interviewed by the 

FBI, and he reporting back to you either that evening or that same day of 
that interview. That is the one in which your brother reported to you that 
inquiry had been made of him as to whether he was an agent of any agency of 
the United States, and you responded-I have forgotten now just how you 
phrased it. 

hIr. OSWALD. “Well, don’t you know, sir?” 
Mr. JENNER. Now, in addition to that particular occasion. were there any 

instances in which you were directly advised or advised by your brother or by 
Mrs. Vada Oswald of any other interviews by any agent of the United States 
Government with your brother, after his return from Russia? 

Mr. OSWALLI. I believe, sir, to the best of my remembrance on that question, 
that I was advised by Lee Harvey Oswald, after he and his wife took up resi- 
dence on hlercedes Street in Fort Worth, that the FBI had contacted him and 
held an interview with Lee Harvey Oswald in their car in front of their apart- 
ment on Mercedes Street. 

hIr. JEXVNER. When you say in their car, you mean the automobile of the 
agents? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. And was that approximately the middle of October-I mean the 

middle of August? 
hfr. OSWALD. Yes, sir: it would have been approximately the middle of 

August 1962. 
Mr. JENNER. Your brother reported that to you, did he? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; he did. 
Mr. JENNER. Is that the first information you had about it--that is, did it 

come through your brother initially to you? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I had indication from Mr. Fain, when he called me at 

my office, inquiring as to where Lee was residing at that time, that they did 
want to speak to him. 

h!Ir. JENNER. I see. 
And I take it, then, that Mr. Fain had called you at your office, as you testified 

yesterday, shortly before this interview took place with your brother. 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. Did you inquire of your brother about it, or did he volunteer it? 
Mr. OSWALD. He volunteered the information, sir. 
hIr. JENNER. I have forgotten now. 
Have I had you recite what your brother said to you about it? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir : you have not. 
Mr. JENNER. Would you please state that-and who was present when your 

brother related this to you? 
Mr. OSWALD. To the best of my remembrance of that occasion, sir, it was in 

the presence of my brother, myself, and his wife, Marina N. Oswald. 
Mr. JENNER. In their home, or your home? 
Mr. OSWALD. In their home, on Jlercrdes Street--either the afternoon or 

the following day of the interview. And he just simply stated to me, sir, that 
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the FBI had been by and had held an interview with him in their car in the 
front of their residence on Mercedes Street. 

Mr. JENNEB. Did he tell you anything about the thrust of the interview, any- 
thing that had been said, what the inquiries were of him? 

Mr. OSWUD. No, sir ; I do not recall any. 
Mr. JENNEB. Your recollection now serves you only to say that he did report 

to you that FBI agents had interviewed him in their automobile, in front of or 
near their apartment on Mercedes Street-2703 Jlerredes Street-is that correct? 

Mr. OSWALD. I do not recall the number of the house, sir. I do recall it was 
at the Mercedes Street address, and I hare exhausted my recollection of that 
particular occasion. 

Mr. JENNEB. Do you recall what you said or what others said-that is, others 
in addition to your brother-on that particular occasion, when he recited the 
event? 

Mr. 0s~~. No, sir; I do not recall any further comment about that particular 
event at that time. 

Mr. DULLES. There is one question I would like to ask at this point. 
This is slightly on a different subject. 
Mrs. Marina Oswald, as I recall-and I don’t know whether you were pres- 

ent, Mr. Jenner, when she gave this testimony or not. 
Mr. JENNEB. I think not. 
Mr. DULLES. She stated that in the later period she had the impression 

that your brother was trying to break off a little with, I might call it, the 
Russian group in Fort Worth that he had had a good many contacts with. That 
is when they called, he did not seem to welcome their coming, and they slowly 
stopped coming. I think this was to the house on Mercedes Street. 

Do you have any recollection of that? Did you know about that? Did Marina 
speak to you about that? Or did your brother speak to ydu about that? 

Mr. JENNEB. Or did you have any impressions about it? 
Mr. OBWALD. Yes, sir; I do have impressions about that-at that particular 

time when they were residing in Fort Worth. 
If I may, sir- 
Mr. DULLES. It was Fort Worth when this took place? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DULLEB. Mercedes Street is in Fort Worth? 
Mr. OSWAL.D. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNEB. Would you sort of start at the beginning, and give us what im- 

pressions you had, as to how this impressed you, as an incident? 
Mr. OSWALD. All right, sir. 
During the period that they resided at the Mercedes Street address, I was 

of the opinion-and I was present on one occasion at the Mercedes Street 
address- 

Mr. JENNER. Could you fix the time? 
Mr. OSWALD. This would be approximately the latter part of August 1962, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. It would be subsequent to this interview by the FBI agents with 

your brother in the automobile near their home? 
Mr. OSWALD. To the best of my recollection, I would say that would be so, sir. 
Mr. JENNEB. All right. 
Mr. OSWALD. That Mr. Paul Gregory had retained Marina in the capacity 

of teaching him the Russian language, and he in return was paying her a certain 

amount per hour for this instruction. 
Mr. JENNEB. And how did you come by that information? 

Mr. OSWALK On the night that I was present at the home or apartment ou 

Mercedes Street, I was informed- 
Mr. JENNEB. By whom? 

Mr. OSWALD. By Lee Harvey Oswald-that Mr. Paul Gregory was due to 

arrive at any moment, to take him and Marina driving around Fort Worth, 

Tex. During this period Marina and Jlr. Paul Gregory would converse in the 
R’ussian language, and that she would be paid by the hour for her time, and 
for the instruction. 

Mr. JENNER. Who was present on this occasion when your brother told you 

that, in addition to yourself and your brother? 
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Mr. OSWALD. Marina N. Oswald. 

Mr. JENNER. And your brother spoke in English, did he? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. To the best of your knowledge and present recollection, did 

Marina understand what he was relating to you? Did he make it apparent to 

her? 

Mr. OSWALD. I believe, sir, to the best of my recollection that generally she 

was apparent to what he was saying to me. I do feel like she certainly recog- 

nized the name of Mr. Paul Gregory and was able more or less to fill in the 

conversation to the extent that she understood that Mr. Gregory was due to 

arrive, and that they were to converse in the Russian language for his benefit. 

And it was my understanding at this time, either implied or stated to me, by 

Lee Harvey Oswald, that this was not the first occasion that this had occurred. 

Mr. JENNER. I see. 

hir. MCKENZIE. hIr. Dulles, if I may interrupt at this time-you have brought 

here with ydu this morning a copy of the New York Times which you have 

very kindly allowed me to look at and read. 

On page 22 of the New York Times, Saturday edition, February 22, 1964, there 

is an article there--- 

Mr. DULLES. I may add I have not read the paper yet. 

hlr. MCKENZIE. There is an article here by hir. Anthony Lewis, correspondent 

for the Sew York Times, dateline Washington, February 21, which I would like 

to put into the record. 

Now, the reason I would like to put it into the record- 

hlr. J$NR.ER. Mr. McKenzie, would it suit your convenience if we finished 

this incident, and then you put this matter into the record, or is it pertinent 

to this particular point? 
hfr. MCKENZIE. It is not pertinent to this line of inquiry, Mr. .Tenner. But 

with the Chairman’s permission, I would like to insert it into the record, or 

make a statement into the record at this time. 

Mr. DULLES. It is all right-go ahead. 

hlr. hIcKENzIE. It is apparent to me, from a reading of this article, that 

someone other than Robert Oswald or myself has made a statement to the press. 

We have consistently stated to the press that Mr. Oswald was under oath 

before this Commission, and that being under oath before this Commission he 

was in no position, or that it would not be an appropriate time for any statement 

to be given to the press. 

And yet in this article, Mr. Lewis has given some direct quotes, or what 

appear to be direct quotes, of Mr. Oswald’s testimony before this Commission. 

Mr. DULLES. I wonder if it would be agreeable to you, if we go off the record 

at this point. 

Mr. McKExzIE. If I may still be on the record for one more second, please, sir- 

I would like to further and say that some of the text of this article gives testi- 

mony in the same light, and nearly in the same manner in which Robert Oswald 

has testified. 

Now, if there is a leak to the press, or if anyone on the Commission or its staff 

are giving articles to the press, then I want to know as soon as possible, because 

if that is so we will go down and have a press interview, and I just don’t think it 

is fair to the witness, nor do I think it. is fair to the Commission. 

And if you feel that I am right in my statement here, then I would like 

to have this article inserted in the record. 

Now, if you would like to go off the record, that is fine with me, sir. 

Mr. DULLES. Just for a moment. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. DUL.LES. Back on the record. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. hlr. Dulles, off the record we have discussed the New York 

Times article, and I have stated to you-the New York Times article referred 

to as the one by Anthony Lewis, of February 22, 1964. 

Mr. DULLES. I think it is of February 21, but reported in the Times on Feb- 

ruary 22. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. That is correct. 

I have stated to you that at no time to my knowledge has Robert Oswald 
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given any statements to the press as set forth in this article, particularly his tes- 
timony to the Commission. 

And, further, that both Robert Oswald and his counsel have stated to the 
press that while Mr. Oswald was under oath to the Commission, and subject 
to recall by the Commission, that he would not issue any press statements, 
because I have likened it to a grand jury investigation, ‘and I have stated this 
to the press. 

And I did not deem it appropriate at any time for him to make any statements 
to the press of his testimony before this Commission. 

And yet there are1 find in this article by Mr. Lewis, dateline February 21, 
certain excerpts from his testimony before the Commission-and it can come 
from only one place, and t.hat is from someone on the Commission’s staff. 

Mr. DKJLI.ES. Well, I may wish to make an exception to that-having been in 
Washington a long time, and knowing that things have a way of leaking, and 
many ways of leaking. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. Well, sir, I will state to you-maybe my statement is too 
strong. 

But I will state to you, sir, that at no time has Mr. Oswald or myself made 
any statements giving testimony to the press which has previously been given 
to the Commission. 

Mr. DULLES. I am very glad to hear that statement. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. And, further- 
Mr. JENNER. I have every confidence in that. As a matter of fact, I have 

been with both of you most of the time. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. And, further, if it has been given to the press by someone 

other than the people in this room, and I feel confident it was not given to the 
press by anyone-because I have either been with you, Mr. Dulles, or Mr. Jenner. 
But I feel that the Commission should investigate this to see if there is a 
leak, and, if so, I feel that it is reprehensible. 

Mr. DULLES. I will present your statement to the Chief Justice. 
Do you wish to identify the statements to which you take exception? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. I will identify it this way. 
Let me just identify it this way: “His brother told the Commission that Lee 

seemed changed when he returned to the United States. He had lost a lot 
of hair, which Robert said was unusual for their family, and he appeared to 
be under a strain.” 

“Robert testified that the last time he saw Lee before the assassination was 
at Thanksgiving in 1962.” 

Now, I offer that, sir, for the record from the standpoint that that is testimony 
given to the Commission and quoted in this article. 

There are other items or matters in the article which Mr. Lewis could have 
received from public records, or from newspaper morgues, or newspaper records. 
However, the two quotes that I have given from this article are direct testimony 
from the Commission, from the Commission’s records. 

Mr. JENNER. I think in fairness, Mr. McKenzie, they are with respect to 
subject matter. I don’t think they are direct quotes of the witness’ testimony. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. But you will agree with me, won’t you, Mr. Jenner, that they 
are in respect to subject matter, matters testified to before the Commission by 
Robert Oswald? 

Mr. JENNER. The subject matter of the hair, yes. I recall specifically asking 
Mr. Oswald about that yesterday. We had not inquired of the witness about 
that prior to that time. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. I might further add, sir, that I am familiar with the state- 
ments made to the press by you, Mr. Dulles. 

Mr. DULLES. I think you heard both of them that I made yesterday before 
the morning, afternoon and evening sessions. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. Yes, sir; I did. And I would be remiss if I did not add that 
I know that you-when you have made statements to the press, you have been 
most fair, both to the press, to the Commission, and also the witness. 

And I am in full accord with the statements that have been made to the 
press by yourself, by Mr. Rankin, and by the Chief Justice. 

I might also add, Mr. Dulles, if I may, sir, that the only reason I bring this 
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up is that I do feel that Mr. Robert Oswald is under strict-the strictest of 
oaths to give his testimony only to the Commission, in the interests of finding out 

the truth, and that he has not given any statements to the press nor have I. 

Mr. DULLES. On that latter point, I would say that I appreciate and respect 

the position that ~011 have taken in this respect, that in the case of previous 

witnesses, the (‘ommission itself has no authority to, as I understand it, and 

has not attempted to “muzzle” witnesses that have appeared before it as to what 

they themselves may say after the hearings. 

The Chief Justice has enjoined them during the hearings not to discuss the 

proceedings. 

Am I correct, Mr. Jenner? 

Mr. JENNER. That is my understanding. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. And that is exactly the position we are taking, sir. And that 

is exactly the position that we have taken, and will continue to take at all times 

while he is under oath to the Commission, and until such time as he is released 

from that oath. 

Mr. DUUES. Well, I will see that your statement is brought specifically to the 

attention of the Chief Justice and Mr. Rankin. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. DULLES. Shall we proceed, Mr. Jenner? 

Mr. JERNER. Yes, thank you, sir. 

When the discussion of the Times article arose, you were in the process, Mr. 

Oswald, of relating to us an incident of one evening in the home of your brother, 

in which-with respect to which Paul Gregory, the son of Peter Gregory, was 

expected to arrive at your brother’s home and then to drive about the city of 

Fort Worth with Marina, she talking to him in Russian and he likewise in 

Russian, as part of a course of instruction in conversational Russian between 

Marina and Paul Gregory, who was seeking to improve his command of the 

Russian language. And you had reached the point at which you related a con- 

versation with you in the presence of Marina, which you thought she understood 

and she took sufficient part in to lead you to believe she did understand it. 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 

Mr. JESSER. Does that refresh your recollection as to where we were? 

Mr. OSWAI.D. Yes. sir; it does. 

Mr. DULLES. And I would like to add, as I understand it, it was indicated to 

you by your brother that this was to be on a financial basis-that is, she was in 
effect giving Russian lessons to Paul Gregory, and would be paid for it. 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 

Mr. JENXER. Was any amount of money mentioned? It was by the hour, I 

think you said. 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; a figure was mentioned. However, I do not recall the 

exact figure. I could perhaps to the best of my ability and remembrance of the 

occasion place the figure at over $3 an hour. 

I do not recall any further conversation that I had with Marina and Lee 

Oswald on that occasion. 

I did leave their residence before the reported time that Mr. Gregory was due 

to arrive. 

Mr. JENNER. Did anything occur that evening, in the course of that interchange 

and conversation, that had a bearing upon, or led you to believe or have the 

impression, that your brother Lee was seeking to break off or lessen relations on 

his part and Marina’s part with their Russian friends? 

Mr. OSWALD. R’o, sir; there was not. 

Mr. JENNER. All right, proceed. 

Mr. DULLES. Could I ask one question there? 

Did your brother indicate whether these lessons were being given in his and 

Marina’s home, or whether they were to be given at the Gregory home? 

Mr. OSWALD. Xo, sir. It was implied if not stated to me at that time that 

the lesson was to be given going around Fort Worth, Tex. 

Mr. JENNER. This particular occasion? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JESSER. Did you get any impression, Mr. Oswald, as to the course of pro- 

cedure in that respect for any future occasions, or those that had occurred in 
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the past, because I believe you indicated that your impression was that this was 
not arising for the first time that evening. 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir ; I do not recall anything being stated at that time or any 
other time where these lessons were to be given other than my impression’ of 
that one night that it was to be given as they drove around Fort Worth, Tex. 

Mr. .JESNER. Am I correct in my impression of your testimony that your im- 
pression in turn was that this relationship had existed at least somewhat. before 
this occasion? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JERKER. Then would you proceed to the next circumstance or event which 

led you eventually to the conclusion or impression that your brother was seeking 
to lessen the relations between themselves, he and Marina, and their Russian 
friends? 

Mr. OSWALD. To the contrary, sir, that was the only time that I recall that any 
people of Russian descent or interested in the Russian language was mentioned in 
my presence, and I base my opinion on that particular incident that they were 
not at the time seeking to lessen their relationship within this group of people 
when they did reside at the Mercedes Street address in Fort Worth, Tex. 

Mr. JENNEB. I see. 
I had been under the impression, Mr. Oswald, from your first immediate re 

sponse to Mr. Dulles’ question on this subject, that you had stated or at least 
indicated-I had that impression-that you had noted somewhere along a point 
of time while they were on Mercedes Street, some effort on the part of your 
brother to lessen the intensity at least of the degree of intercourse between 
themselves, that is he and Marina, and their friends of Russian derivation. Am I 
correct in that? 

Mr. OSWALD. I believe you are incorrect in that, sir. I believe I stated t0 Mr. 
Dulles that to the contrary at that particular time they were not attempting 
to lessen their relations with this group of persons. And I cited the incident 
of that night as they awaited on the arrival of Mr. Paul Gregory as an example 
that they were still in contact at least with that member of Mr. Gregory’s family, 
if not Mr. Gregory. 

Mr. JENNER. I see. 
Mr. DULLES. It may well have been that the testimony that we previously 

had related to a subsequent period. 
Mr. JENNER. That may well be. 
I was not here when Marina testified. 
It does lead me, Mr. Chairman, however, to make some further inquiries on this 

subject. 
Mr. DULLES. All right. 
Mr. JENNER. How old, in your judgment, if you have an impression, was Mr. 

Paul Gregory? 
hlr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. I would place his age at that time approximately 20 

or 21 years of age. 
hlr. JENNER. And I believe you testified last evening that you had met Paul 

Gregory. 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. Did you gain any impression that evening that prior contacts 

between Paul Gregory and your brother and sister-in-law in this area had 
embraced other occasions when they, meaning Marina and Paul Gregory, had 
driven about the city of Fort Worth? 

hlr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I was of that opinion-whether it was stated or implied, 
at that time. 

Mr. JENNEB. Could you state for us a little more in detail any remark that 
led to that conclusion? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I do not recall any specific remark that was made at 
that time. But I was, as I am now, of the opinion that there were or had been 
prior interviews or lessons between hlarina Oswald and Lee Harvey Oswald and 
hlr. Paul Gregory. 

Mr. JENNER. That is prior occasions when this method of conducting a lesson 
had been pursued-that is, just driving about the city of Fort Worth? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; that is correct. 
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JIM. JEIVXER. Kow, did there occur snhsequently any further occasions in which 
the conducting of lessons by Marina with or for Paul Gregory arose? 

Mr. OSWALD. Sot to my knowledge, sir. 
Jlr. JESSER. Up to the time that they had left Fort Worth, which, as I recall, 

was the day after Thanksgiving. 1962, did there come to your attention, either 
through your brother or Marina or some other source, the undertaking by 
BIarina to give or particil)ate in lessons to persons other than Paul Gregory, 
the teaching or increasing the facility of use of the Russian language on the 
part of someone else? 

Mr. OSWALD. So, sir. And if I may, sir, to understand the question fully- 
you referred to the day after Thanksgiving, 1962, as the day that they had left 
Fort Worth, Tex. They had given ul, their residence on Mercedes Street in the 
early 1)art of October 1962, and moved to Dallas, Tex., address unknown to me. 
On the occasion referred to on Thanksgiving 1962, it was my understanding that 
they returned to Dallas when they departed from my home in Fort Worth, Tes. 

Mr. JESNER. Tou are absolutely correct. 
I did misstate your testimony. But up until the time they did leave, were 

there any further occasions on which you received the impression, at least, 
that Marina had been engaged, either for compensation or voluntarily in teach- 
ing conversational Russian or increasing the facility or use of the Russian lan- 
guage by someone else? 

Mr. OSWALD. So, sir; I am not acquainted with any other persons that per- 
haps she had pursued this line of employment with, or volunteer4 to instruct 
anybody else in the use of the Russian language. 

Jlr. JENSER. Does that exhaust this subject, Mr. Chairman? 
hh. TULLES. yes. You may proceed. 
Mr. JENNER. At any time before Marina and Lee left Fort Worth to go to 

Ijallas, did you become aware of her, at least from time to time, living with 
others in the city of Fort Worth-that is, not living with your brother in their 
home? 

hlr. OSWALD. Xo, sir; I was not aware of that. 
Mr. JESSER. Mr. Oswald: I anticipate that a series of names which I am 

about to put to you would in large part be strange to you, but one of the other 
divisions of the investigation staff desires me to inquire whether any of these 
names are familiar to you. 

Prior to November 22, 1963, did you or your brother, Lee, or any member of 
the Oswald family-that would include your brother John and your mother- 
as far as you know hear of any of the following persons : 

hlr. Chairman, may I withdraw that question and put it to the witness first. 
Did you, at any time prior to Sovember 22, 1963, know of or hear of any of 

the following persons : 
One, George Senator? 
Mr. OSWALD. So, sir ; I have not. 
Mr. JENNER. And that name is unfamiliar to you? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. Ralph Paul? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I did not. 
Mr. DULLES. We will assume that each of those questions the name is also 

unfamiliar to you. 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
If You would like, may I suggest that you read the entire list and if any 

of them are familiar to me I would stop you on that occasion. 
Mr. JENNER. Thank you. 
Andrew Armstrong ; Karen Bennett, also sometimes known as Carlin ; Rruce 

Carlin ; Roy William Pike, alias Mickey Ryan ; Robert Kermit Patterson, ailas 
Bobby Patterson ; Donald C. Stuart ; Charles Arndt ; Stanley or Katch Skotnicki ; 
Larry Crafard ; Ilka Grant ; Joe Bonds; Joyce Lee McDonald, also known as 
Joy Dale. 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I have not heard of any of those people mentioned by 
name, nor am I familiar with any of their names. 

Mr. JENNER. And as far as you know, none of the members of your family, 
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including your brother Lee, and Marina, knew of, or were acquainted with any 
of these people? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. And this likewise would include your wife Dada and your 

mother and your brother John? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JE~NER. Do you know whether or not your brother Lee ever visited any 

of the following night clubs, bars, or taverns or restaurants in the Dallas-Fort 
Worth area : 

The Bullpen Drive-In ; the Carousel Club. 
Mr. OSWALD. Pardon me, Mr. Jenner. This is prior to November 23, 1963- 

is that correct? 
Mr. JENNER. It is, sir. 
Mr. OSWALLL Thank you. 
Mr. JENNER. I will repeat the list. 
The Bullpen Drive-In; the Carousel Club: the Vegas Club; the Sovereign 

Club. 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I am not aware at any time that he did enter these 

establishments. 
Mr. JENNER. Have you been in any of these establishments? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir ; I have not. 
Mr. JENNER. This leads me to ask you about your brother’s drinking habits, 

if any. Did he take an occasional drink-1 mean of inboxicating liquor? 
Mr. OSWALD. To the best of my remembrance, sir, on that particular point, 

I have never known him to take a drink of an alcoholic beverage. 
Mr. JENNER. And have you been with him on occasion when you have had 

alcoholic beverage, whereas a’t the same time he declined to have any, or did 
not have any? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I do not recall any occasion such as that. 
Mr. JENNER. Were there occasions on ahich you would have drawn to your 

attention the fact that your brother was not a drinking man-even a social 
drinker? 

That is, were you present when others might have been having a social drink 
at which your brother either declined or just didn’t have one? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir ; I do not recall any such incident. 
Mr. JENNER. But you do have a firm recollection or opinion, in any event, 

that your brother was not a drinking man, even a social drinker? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. And am I correct that you did testify a moment ago that there 

was never an occasion when you saw your brother imbibe an intoxicating 
liquor? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. What about Marina in that respect? 
Mr. OSWALD. There, again, sir, we are referring to the time prior to No- 

vember 23, l.963, is that correct? 
Mr. JENNEX. Well, let’s take that first. 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I have not. 
Nor was I present on any occasion that she did take a drink of any type of 

alcoholic beverage. 
Mr. JENNER. Now, I will take the period from the 22d of November to the 

present time. 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, I hare been in her presence on a number of occa- 

sions where she has taken a drink of an alcoholic beverage. 
Mr. JENNER. And’ has it been just an occasional drink, purely social drinking? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. And- 
Mr. OSWALD. If I may qualify one point of that statement, as to being a 

social drink-during the period that we was at the Inn of the Six Flags in 
Arlington, Tex., the baby, Rachel Oswald, being breast fed, and due to the 
nature that she was quite upset at that particular time, that she was not eating 
proper, and thtlt they were having some difficulty-she was having difficulty 
maintaining the natural milk supply in her own body for the baby, that one 
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six-pack of beer was brought in, and at no time did I see her drink other than 

one beer at a time or one beer per day to help fortify herself in this production 
of milk. 

Mr. JENKER. Did you ever hear any conversation in which your brother 

participated or Marina participated with you or in your presence respecting the 

subject of his or her or their attendance at any night club, bar, tavern, or 

restaurant in the Dallas-Fort Worth area, and when I use ‘the word restaurant, 

I am thinking of a restaurant in which intoxicating liquors or entertainment 

might be employed. 

Mr. OSWALD. I am sorry I keep referring to this point again, sir, but this was 

prior to November 23, 19637 

Mr. JENNER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I was not aware of that. 

Mr. JENNER. All right. That is, your brother and Marina were not in the 

habit of-you know of no occasion on which they attended bars or restaurants 

with entertainment which might be described as night clubs and that sort of 

thing? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. And I take it that is not your habit, either? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 

Mr. DULLES. To your knowledge, did he have any friends in this circle, the 

nightclub circle? 

Mr. OSWALD. Not that I was aware of, sir, prior to November 23,X%3. 

Mr. JENNER. Do you know of any friends or classmates or associates, either 

of yourself or your brother Lee, who have become nightclub entertainers? And 

may I say that includes so-called stripteasers or musicians or singers, or masters 

of ceremony. 

Mr. OSWAI.D. If I may refresh my memory to the question, sir, you did include 

myself in that statement, did you not? 

Mr. JENNER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OSWALD. The only gentleman that I was ever in a remote way acquainted 

with who has become perhaps what might be determined an entertainer as you 

have outlined was a boy that attended high school with me in Fort Worth, 

Tex., and he is now known as, as then-1 believe his correct name is Mr. Van 

Williams. If I might pinpoint the series of programs on television that he 

appeared in was Surfside Six, and other western and detective type series pro- 

grams on television. 

Mr. JENNER. Do you know whether your brother was acquainted with him? 

Mr. OSWALD. I would be of the opinion, sir, that he was not acquainted with 

Mr. Williams. 

Mr. JENNER. Now, do you know of any friends, classmates or associates of 

either yourself or your brother Lee who have become waitresses, bartenders, or, 

to use the vernacular, bouncers? 

You know what a bouncer is? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 

To answer your question, sir, I do not know of any that are, personally 

acquainted to myself or that I would be of the opinion that were acquainted 

with Lee Harvey Oswald. 

Mr. JENNER. And the same question as to members or employees of any gun 

clubs or shooting ranges, rifle ranges. 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes; 1 am acquainted with at least two people who have joined 

or belonged to a gun club or something of that nature. 

Mr. JENNER. Would you please identify them, and also state whether or not 

your brother Lee was acquainted with these people. 

Mr. OSWALD. Mr. Bill Harlan, formerly of the Acme Brick Co., in Fort Worth, 

Tex., and &fr.--I am quite sure that Mr. Harlan is not acquainted with my 

brother, Lee Harvey Oswald. 

The other gentleman is Mr. Jewel Godi, of the Acme Brick Co., in Denton, 

Tex., who is not acquainted with my brother Lee Harvey Oswald. 

Mr. JENKER. I take it these two gentlemen you have identified are fellow 

employees of Acme Brick Co.? 

Mr. OSWALD. Or ex-employees that have become my personal friends, sir. 
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Mr. JEXNER. As far as you knolv-I will withdraw that, because it would be 
repetitious. 

What kind of gun clubs-hunt.ing clubs, or gun practice clubs? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Harlan belonged to an archery club in Fort Worth, Tex., that I believe 

was also part of a gun club. 
And Mr. Godi belongs to a Denton gun club of the nature of a practice 

range. 
Mr. JENNER. Do you know of any possible homosexual tendency or activity 

of your brother, Lee Harvey Oswald? 
Mr. OBWALD. No, sir ; I do not. 
Mr. JENNER. Do you have any information as to whether he at any time met 

with suspected homosexuals or whether he went to the places reputedly fre- 
quented by homosexuals? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I do not. 
Mr. JENNER. What was your brother’s attitude toward sex in general? 
Mr. OSWALD. I do not have an opinion on t.hat, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Do you have any opinion whether it was a normal, healthy 

attitude? 
Mr. OSWALD. I would say it would be a normal, healthy attitude, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Do you have, any-do you know what his attitude was, if he had 

one and you are acquainted with, toward homosexuality and homosexuals? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I am not of any opinion on that particular question. 
Mr. JENNER. And this series of questions which I have been asked to put to 

you, I intended to include his entire lifetime. And were you answering the 

questions with that in mind? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. I would not change my own answers on that basis. 
Mr. JENNER. Do you know whether or not any of the persons whose names I 

read to you, that series of names, beginning with George Senator, and con- 
cluding with Joyce Lee McDonald, contacted any member of your family or 
friends subsequent to November 22, 1963? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir ; not to my knowledge. 
Mr. JENNER. Or any employer or fellow employee of yours? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. Not to my knowledge. 
Mr. JENNER. And I take it from your previous answer, which was that these 

names were unfamiliar to you, that they certainly did not contact you-at least 
you did not know consciously that they contacted you. 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. This is not, I anticipate, fully repetitious, Mr. Chairman, but an 

inquiry has been made-1 just want to make certain of it. 
Were you at all aware as to whether in October of 1962-aware of the fact, 

that for a short time Marina resided with Elena Hall? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I was not. 
Mr. JENNER. And were you aware that there was for a short period of time 

some argument or fight between your brother and Marina which may have played 
a part in her visiting in the home of Elena Hall for a short time in October 1962? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir ; I was not. 
Mr. JENNER. I take it, sir, this is all completely new to you. You have no 

information on this subject. 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. You were not aware of anything of this nature at that time? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. Mr. McKenzie described at length yesterday Mr. George De 

Mohrenschildt. As I recall it, your testimony was that you were unacquainted 
with this gentleman. 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. Did you ever hear either your brother-were you present when 

either your brother or Marina discussed, or may have discussed Mr. De 
Mohrenschildt? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir ; I have not been. 
Mr. JENNER. Are you aware of any threat that your brother uttered against 

or may have uttered against Mr. De Mohrenschildt? 
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Mr. OSWALD. No, sir ; I am not aware of any threat. 
Mr. JENNER. You are now aware of the photograph of your brother with the 

pistol on his hip and holding the rifle and also holding a sheaf of papers, are 
you not? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; I am. 
Mr. JENNER. And did you see that photograph by any chance at any time prior 

to November 22, 1963? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir ; I have not. Or did not. 
Mr. JENNER. You were unaware that it had been taken? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. DULLES. Did you know that your brother had either the gun or the pistol? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. 
Mr. DULLEB. Or had acquired the gun or pistol? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I did not. 
Mr. JENNER. Did Marina, following November 22, 1969, herself also acquire 

the same antipathy that you have testified you had with respect to the Paines? 
Mr. OSWALD. I would be of the opinion, sir, that she has not or does not have 

the antipathy that I have to the Paines. However, I feel confident that she has 
followed my advice along that line, and not contacted Mr. or Mrs. Paine since 
November 23, 1963. 

Mr. JENNEB. All right, sir. 
Mr. DULLES. Did you have the impression that Mrs. Paine had some ulterior 

motive, other than a good motive, desire to befriend Marina when she was in 
some distress, and to gain the chance to talk Russian with her? 

Mr. OEWALD. No, sir; I would not have an opinion of that, since I was not 
aware of the circumstances of how they did become acquainted, and consequently 
started living in her residence in Irving, Tex. 

Mr. DULLES. I gathered from your previous testimony that your feeling, 
visceral feeling, related both to Mrs. Paine and to Mr. Paine. 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; it did. More so, if I might add, sir, to Mr. Paine than 
Mrs. Paine. But still I will include both of them in that answer. 

Mr. DULLES. Did you know anything of Mr. Paine’s background and 
affiliations? 

Mr. Oswann. No, sir; I did not. 
Mr. DULLES. You knew of Mrs. Paine’s interest in learning Russian, did you 

not, and in Russian matters? 
Mr. OSWALD. Following November 22, 1963, this has been reported to me. 
Mr. DULLES. By Marina? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I believe I read this in various reported news articles 

and magazines that she has stated this was her intention. 
Mr. DULLES. And Marina did not talk to you about either of the Paines 

particularly7 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir ; not to any extent. 
Mr. JENNEB. Your information with respect to the Paines, other than your 

meeting them, I believe you said, the evening of November 22, and later in the 
Inn of ‘the Six Flags, is based primarily-in addition to that--on items you 
have read in the newspaper and that sort of thing? 

Mr. OSWALD. Sir, to fully understand the question, you referred to a meeting 
of Mr. and Mrs. Paine at the Inn of the Six Flags? 

Mr. JENNER. I thought you said that Mrs. Paine-or was it Mrs. Ford in the 
Inn of the Six Flags? 

Mr. OSWALD. NO, sir; neither of the ladies you have mentioned were in the 
Inn of the Six Flags. 

Mr. JENNER. Then your whole acquaintance with the Paines was your 
being introduced to them, is that correct? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir ; that is not correct. 
Mr. JENNER. Would you relate your acquaintance with the Paines, and 

when it first arose? 
Mr. OSWALD. The first occasion that I met Mr. and Mrs. Paine, was at the 

Dallas police station on the night of November 22, 196.X 
Mr. DULLES. May I ask there-had you heard about them before? 
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Mr. OSWALD. No, sir ; I had not. 
Mr. DULLES. Hadn’t even heard about them? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I had not. And my subsequent second meeting with 

Mr. and Mrs. Paine---and I might add my last meeting with hZr. and Mrs. 
Paine-was at their home in Irving, Tex., on the day that Mr. John Thorne, 
Mr. Jim Martin and myself-for the purpose of picking up Marina N. 
Oswald’s and Lee Harvey Oswald’s personal belongings. This was the only 
time that I have met them since the night of November 22,1963. 

Mr. DULLES. Did anything transpire on that occasion, when you were taking 
up Marina’s and your brother’s belongings? 

Mr. OSWALD. Perhaps, sir, the only thing that I recall that would per- 
haps be of some type of significance was that Mr. Paine, at the approxi- 
mate time we were ready to depart from his home, called me over to the 
side and stated that he would like to know where Marina was staying, and 
they would like to be in contact with her. And my comment to him was 
that Marina was leaving the area, and that she was to be well taken care 
of. And at that time we left. 

Mr. DULLES. Do you know whether the Paines have been in touch with 
Marina since that particular time, when you left the Paine’s home? 

Mr. OSWALD. To my knowledge, sir, they have not in person been in con- 
tact with Marina Oswald. However, it is my understanding from Mr. Jim 
hlartin and Mrs. Marina Oswald that hlrs. Paine has written a number 
of letters to Mrs. Marina Oswald during her stay at the Martin’s home in 
Dallas, Tex.. 

Mr. DULLES. Do you know the content of those letters? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir ; I do not. 
Mr. DULLES. Do you know whether Marina still has them in her possession? 
Mr. OSWALD. I would be of the opinion that she does, sir. And the only 

comment she had made to me directly, or Mr. Martin perhaps made to me, as 
to the contents of the letters was that they wanted to talk with Marina, 
they wanted to be in contact with Marina in person. 

Mr. DULLEB. Thank you. 
Mr. JENIPEE. Off the record. 
(Discussion off the record.) 
Mr. DULLES. Back on the record. 
Mr. JENNER. Mr. Oswald, during all of the time that your brother and 

your sister-in-law Marina resided in Fort Worth, Tex., were you aware 
of any occasion when your sister resided or visited with, and lived with, 
anyone else other than your brother Lee in their home? 

Mr. OSWALD. Sir, if I may correct you-you referred to her as my sister. 
Mr. JENNER. I meant sister-in-law. 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I was not acquainted at any time that she did. 
Mr. JENNER. Do you have any knowledge or acquaintance with whether 

Marina did any shopping on her own? 
Mr. OSWALD. During the period that they were in Fort Worth, Tex., 

sir? 
Mr. JENNER.. Yes. 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, I am acquainted. 
Mr. JENNEK Would you relate your knowledge in that respect? 
Mr. OSWALD. A conversation with my wife on return home from work 

one afternoon, approximately the latter part of June 1962-correction, sir. 
It was not a conversation with my wife-it was a conversation with my 

mother, at approximately the latter part of August 1962, or the first part of 
October 1962. And, to the best of my recollection, the conversation was 
to the effect that Lee Harvey Oswald had gone downtown in Fort Worth, 
Tex., looking for a job, and that Marina wanted to find Lee while he was 
downtown, and even though reportedly from my mother that she insisted 
that she not leave the house, she did, carrying the baby, June Lee Oswald 
with her, and walked approximately 15 or 16 blocks into downtown Fort 
worth. 

It is my understanding that she became lost or needed assistance in 
her directions, in her attempt either to find Lee Harvey Oswald or return home, 
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that she asked the assistance of a police officer, and that apparently she did not 
have any other difficulty. 

It is my understanding at that time that she did purchase either some 
baby clothes or perhaps some clothes for herself. 

Mr. JENNEB. And this was all related to you by your mother? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. And does that exhaust your fund of knowledge as to any shopping 

trips or visiting and shopping at a local shopping center or stores by Marina? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir-prior to November 1963. 
Mr. JENNEB. November 22,1963? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; that is correct. 
Mr. DULLEB. The diary, or memorandum, has considerable information, you 

may recall, with purchases that were made by others for Marina and the 
child, as I recall. 

Mr. JENNEFZ. That was afterward.. 
Mr. DULLES. That was afterward? 
Mr. OSWALD. If I may, sir, I do recall another instance. 
In the presence of myself, Lee Harvey Oswald and Mrs. Marina Oswald 

and the baby June Lee Oswald, approximately the middle of June 1%X%- 
the occasion was a grocery shopping for my family and for- 

Mr. JENNEE. June of 1963? 
Mr. OSWALD. Thank you, sir. June of 1962. And this was to my 

knowledge--- 
Mr. JENNER. Your statement 1963 was a slip of the tongue? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
And there was, to my knowledge, at that time the first occasion that Mrs. 

Marina Oswald had ever been in a supermarket of the nature that is found in 
the United States. 

Mr. JENNEZR. Tell us about the occasion. 
Mr. OSWALD. I remember the occasion quite vividly. If you ever have the 

opportunity, sir, to take a person of that nature into a supermarket or an 
average size store, and watch the expression on their face, as to the magnitude 
of the food and the variety of the food that was in her presence-and I be 
lieve for the first time to any extent-it was quite a pleasant observation, I 
might add, sir. She was quite overwhelmed. 

Mr. JENNEB. Surprised and overwhelmed? 
Mr. OSWALD. Surprised- 
Mr. DULLES. There is nothing like it in Minsk. 
Mr. OSWALD. I feel certain, sir, there is not. 
Mr. JENNER. Did you get the impression that her reaction was such to indicate 

that at least she had never seen anything of this nature? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I was of the exact opinion she had not seen anything 

anywhere comparable to that in the nature of a food store. 
Mr. JENNEB. Now, did you get the impression this was a spontaneous reaction 

on her part? 
Mr. OSWALD. Most certainly it was, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. She was not putting on an act to impress you and Lee and anyone 

accompanying you? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. This is of interest, Mr. Chairman, particularly the spontaneity. 
Mr. DULLES. Was that in Dallas or Fort Worth? 
Mr. OSWALD. This was in Fort Worth, Tex. 
Mr. JENNER. This is while they were living with you, Mr. Oswald? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. How did this arise? Did you just decide-was this part of 

showing her Fort Worth, or was it developed from desiring to go to the super- 
market to purchase something, or was it a combination of both? 

Mr OSWALD. Sir, I believe it was a combination of both. 
If I might add, the store that I went into was not the store that I usually 

purchased groceries from. 
Mr. JENNER. You were leading-you were doing the leading of this party? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
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Mr. JENNER And, in addition to yourself and Marina, who was present? 
Mr. OEWALD. Only the baby, June Lee Oswald. 
Mr. JENNER. Just the two of you going, and you were showing her around the 

town? 
Mr. OSWALD. And Lee Harvey Oswald. 
Mr. DULLES. And you made some purchases? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; we did. And she made some purchases. Or she se- 

lected some items. 
Mr. DULLEB. Can you tell us whether Marina had from time to time a certain 

amount of money for her own disposition ? Did your brother Lee leave her 
money? 

Mr. OSWALD. Not to my knowledge that he did, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Would it be your impression that he did not? 
Mr. OSWALD. It would be my impression that he did not. 
Mr. JENNER. I would appreciate it if you would proceed to tell about your 

taking her around on this particular day, and her reactions, perhaps, to other 
things that you showed her in Fort Worth at this early stage of her being in this 
country. 

Mr. OSWALD. Her reactions in the supermarket, sir, as I have testilled, I 
believe to be completely spontaneous, and certainly from all appearances it was 
entirely new to her. I do recall we started off in the section of the store-do you 
want me to name the store, sir? 

Mr. JENNEB. Yes; you might do that. 
Mr. OBWALD. It was a Safeway Grocery Store, located on Camp Bowie and 

Ridglea addition of Fort Worth, Tex. 
Mr. JENNER. I take it Camp Bowie is the name of a street? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. And you obtained any additional impressions as you made this 

tour of Fort Worth, that is, as to her reactions to her new surroundings? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. She reacted to a walk that we took after leaving the 

grocery store and drove across the street to a suburban shopping center, with 
a large variety of different type stores. I do not recall going into any particular 
store. We were, as the term is applied, window shopping. And she was quite 
impressed at the articles of clothing, of jewelry, of shoes, and such items as 
might be displayed in this type of suburban shopping center which would more 
or less encompass a full variety of practically everything other than large 
appliances at this time. 

Mr. JENNER. All right. 
At any time prior to November 22, 1963, did you become acquainted with her 

habits, if any, with respect to independent shopping on her part-that is, shop- 
ping by herself for foodstuffs or articles of clothing for little June or for herself? 

Mr. OBWALD. None other than, sir, that I have already related as related by 
my mother to me. 

Mr. JENNER. Is the name Hutch’s Market familiar to you? 
Mr. OSWALD. It is not. 
Mr. JENNER. You testified yesterday that, as I recall-and if I am incorrect, 

please correct me-that your impression at least was that your mother was 
opposed to your marriage? 

Mr. OSWALIX That is right. 
Mr. JENNER. Am I correct up to that point? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; that is right. 
Mr. JENNER. Without the degree of that opposition. Was it quite affirmative? 

Did she make any scene? Did she talk-express to you unequivocally her 
opposition? 

Give us those circumstances, please. 
Mr. OBWALD. No, sir; I do not recall any specific instance where she firmly 

stated that she was against my marriage. It might have been little things 
along that line she might have said to me that I do not recall formulated my 
opinion that she was to some degree at least having objections to my marriage. 

Mr. JENNER. But did you have the feeling, and was it conveyed to you, that 
she was quite affirmatively opposed to your marriage? 

Mr. OSWALD. I would say generally; yes, sir. 
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Mr. JENNER. All right. 
Did Marina and your mother stay at the Adolphus Hotel in Dallas? 
Mr. OSWALD. In what period? 
Mr. JENNER. Before they moved to the Executive House? 
Mr. DULLES. Right after November 22-maybe the night of November 22. I 

think they had a room and moved out. 
Mr. JENNER. I thought the witness referred to the Adolphus Hotel yesterday. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. He has not referred to the Adolphus Hotel. 
Mr. OSWALD. I believe that is right. 
My first occasion to meet with my mother and Marina Oswald on Novem- 

ber 23, 1% 
Mr. JENNEB. That is a Saturday. 
Mr. OSWALD. Was at the Adolphus Hotel, rather than the Baker Hotel, as 

noted in my notes on page 10, in my diary. 
Mr. JENNER. I had noted that, Mr. Oswald. And would you identify the page 

to which you have reference now? 
Mr. OSWALD. Page 10, sir. 
Mr. JENNEB. Page 10 of your memorandum? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is right. And I might point out at the time I wrote it 

down in parens-“I believe.” In other words, my statement was “I received a 
call from mother while at the DA’s office, and she advised she was at the Baker 
Hotel-I believe.” 

Mr. JENNEFC. And your recollection has now been refreshed that that was the 
Adolphus Hotel rather than the Baker Hotel? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I am of the opinion now it was the Adolphus Hotel 
rather than the Baker Hotel. 

Mr. JENNEB. And then the next day they were moved to or themselves moved 
to Executive House. 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; that is not correct. They were moved later on, on 
Saturday, November 23,X%3, to the Executive Inn. 

Mr. JENNEB. Executive Inn that is called? 
Mr. OswaLn. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Rather than Executive House? 
Mr. Oswann. Yes, sir; that is right. 
Mr. JENNEB. They went from the Adolphus Hotel in Dallas to the Executive 

IIUl? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. That is my understanding, that they did. 
Mr. JENNEB I see. 
Mr. DULLES. Were those quarters, as far as you recall, retained for them by 

the Life people, Life, Time, Fortune people? 
Mr. OSWALD. In my conversation with my mother on Saturday, November 23, 

while I was at the district attorney’s office in Dallas, Tex., she related to me at 
that time that they had furnished her and Marina Oswald and the babies three 
rooms at the Adolphus Hotel, and that Life magasine was paying for these 
rooms, and that they could keep these rooms as they wanted-as long as they 
wanted to be close to Lee and the situation that was erupting in Dallas, Tex., 
at this time. 

Mr. JENNEB. I see. 
Did you, during this period of time, have occasion to visit them at the Adolphus 

Hotel? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I did. 
Mr. JENNEB. And is that recorded in your memorandum. 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; it is. 
Mr. JENNEB. Then I don’t wish to burden the record by asking you about 

it again. 
Did you have occasion to visit them at the Executive Inn? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I did. 
Mr. JENNEB. And is that recorded in your memorandum? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; it is. 
Mr. JENNEB. Identify the page, please. 
Mr. OSWALD. That begins on page 14, at the bottom of the page, under the 

date of Sunday, November 24, 1963. 
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Mr. JEN~ER. And on that same day, did they move to the Inn of the Sis Flags? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is right-later on in the afternoon, Sunday, November 24. 
Mr. JENNER. Did you accompany them on that occasion? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I did. I was in a separate car, but they were in the 

same party. 
Mr. JE~NEX. All three phases, Mr. Oswald-Adolphus Hotel, Executive Inn, 

and the journey to and living at the Inn of the Six Elags, they are recorded 
in your memorandum? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; they are. 
Mr. JENNER. Did there come a time when differences arose between Marina 

and your mother? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. You have covered that. 
Mr. JENNER. Are you sure? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. I will submit it to the Chair. 
Mr. DULLER I would think so. I think that has been covered. 
Mr. OSWALD. Did you want me to answer that, sir? 
Mr. JENNER. We don’t want it if it is repetitious. 
Mr. OSWALD. I believe that has already been testified to, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. During the course of the days immediately following November 

22, 1963, whether at the Adolphus or the Executive Inn or the Inn of the Six 
Flags, did any time arise, any talk with you or in your presence, of a supposed 
possible conspiracy between the Secret Service men on the one hand and 
Marina on the other? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir ; there was not. 
Mr. JENNER. Nothing of that character arose, as far as you can recall? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. And I may say to you, Mr. Oswald, that the purpose of asking 

you that question is a statement made by your mother that there was a con- 
spiracy between Marina and the Secret Service to turn Marina against your 
mother and against your brother, Lee Harvey Oswald, or the memory of your 
brother. 

Mr. OSWALD. I would say to the best of my remembrance of all happenings 
at the Inn of the Six Flags that at no time, to my knowledge, was there any 
type of conspiracy of that nature, and at no time was I aware of any type of 
conspiracy that would even resemble that statement, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. All right. 
Mr. DULLES. As I recall, however, you have testified that you discussed with 

the Secret Service the type of interrogation that the FBI were carrying on, and 
that has been fully presented in the record. 

Mr. OSWALD. That is right. 
Mr. JENNER. Following November 22, 1963, you saw a good deal of Marina, 

did you not in those few days? You were guiding her and advising her? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is right. 
Mr. JENNER. And you already testified that on at least one occasion, or maybe 

two, that you had taken her to your brother’s grave in the cemetery. 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; on quite a few other occasions a!so. 
Mr. JENNER. In addition? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DUILES. And in your memorandum or diary-I don’t know how we 

described that, but I think variously as memorandum or diary. 
Mr. JENNER. I would say memorandum, except the last pages a diary. 
Mr. DULLES. In your memorandum you have recounted certain problems in 

connection with the funeral arrangements. Is there anything else you would 
like to add to that? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I would not. 
Mr. JENNER. On the basis of your participating in the course of events subse- 

quent to November 22, and your continuing presence at the Inn, and advising 
your sister-in-law, Marina, do you have an opinion as to whether the Secret 
Service or anyone else was overly influencing Marina? Or even that they 
were attempting to influence her? 

Mr. OBWALD. Yes, sir ; I believe that-perhaps I did not get the full statement 
there. I believe you included anyone, including the Secret Service agents. 
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Mr. JENNER. Could we confine it to the Secret Service first? 
Mr. OSWALD. All right. 
In answer to that part of the question, I would say I felt like they were not 

attempting to influence Marina. 
Mr. JENNER. Would it be your impression that they were trying to be corn- 

pletely fair, even leaning over backwards? Or do you have any impression 
in that respect? 

Mr. OGWALD. Yes, sir ; I do have an impression and opinion on that. 
Mr. JENNER. Would you state it? 
Mr. OSWALD. That I felt at no time during our stay at the Inn of the Six 

Flags during the week of November 25, 1963, including Sunday, November 24, 
1963, that the United States Secret Service agents that were present at one 
time or another did anything other than to be extremely helpful to Marina, 
and not to the point of attempting to affect her judgment or to, so to speak, 
put words into her mouth, or in any way lead her with relation to the events 
that had occurred on November 22, 1953, or prior events that she had recorded 
on her tape recording interview in the Inn of the Six Flags, or the events that 
happened Sunday, November 23, 1963, until the time she left the Inn of the Six 
Flags. 

In other words, they conducted themselves in a highly admirable way at all 
times. 

Mr. JENNEL Now, would you give us your same opinion with respect to the 
FBI ? 

Mr. Osw~to. As I testi5ed yesterday, sir; I was of the opinion on the 5rst 
and the second interview-and I refer to the 5rst interview as I did yesterday as 
an attempted interview, and I referred to the second interview, to the best of 
my recollection it was the second interview, at which time the FBI, in my 
opinion, kept Marina Oswald in an interview to the extent that it had almost 
entirely exhausted her. 

Mr. JENNEB. Is this the occasion you related to us yesterday, or is this 
another one? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; this is the second occasion, when there was an inter- 
view. 

Mr. JENNEB. Would you please tell us about that, and when it occurred? 
Mr. OSWALD. This interview occurred approximately Wednesday night, No- 

vember 27, 1333. 
Mr. JENNER Where? 
Mr. Oswa~n. At the Inn of the Six Flags, at which time the FBI agents and 

Mr. Tom Kelley, of the United States Secret Service, left the room that we had 
been staying in with Marina Oswald and went to the adjoining set of rooms 
that was located, of course, right next to the room we had been staying, and 
commenced an interview. It is my understanding that Mr. Kelley was not pres- 
ent at this interview. 

However, he was in the adjoining room to that set of rooms, and that he was 
not permitted to be within the immediate interviewing area. 

I do not recall the exact length of this interview. But as the night progressed, 
it became at least apparent to me that due to the state of Marina Oswald at that 
time, considering all the things that had occurred, and the difficulty that she 
was having producing enough milk for the baby Rachel, that they were ex. 
tremely disregarding her own personal welfare at this time. 

And I did go to the adjoining rooms, and I believe Mr. Kelley opened the door. 
And at that time I related to him that the babies had awakened, and that they 
needed their mother, Marina Oswald. 

He immediately informed the interviewers in the next room. And as my 
memory serves me, Mr. Kelley turned to me and stated he was glad I did that, 
and I stated to him that the babies were still asleep, and I did it on the very 
purpose of stopping the interview, too, to the length and the nature of Marina’s 
welfare, and to the extent that that was quite late at night. 

Mr. DULLES. Were you present during the whole interview? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I was not. I was ln the adjoining rooms, keeping an 

eye just in case the babies did wake and so forth. 
Mr. DULLES. Was there an interpreter present at that time? 
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Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DULLES. Was that FBI or Secret Service interpreter? 
Mr. OSWALD. To the best of my memory, sir, that was Mr. Lee Gopadze of the 

United States Secret Service. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Mr. Gopadze was participating in the interview? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is right. 
Mr. DULLES. But only as interpreter. 
Mr. OSWALD. That is right. 
Mr. JENNER. Do you have an opinion as to whether Marina was or is in- 

volved in any plot or conspiracy in connection with this affair? 
Mr. OSWALD. May I have the first part of that question again? 
(The reporter read the question.) 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I do not. 
Mr. JENNER. Do you have an opinion to the contrary? 
That is, that she is not? 
Mr. OSWALD. I am of the opinion, sir, that she is not involved in any con- 

spiracy or was involved in any way with the event that took place on November 
22, 1933. 

Mr. JENNER. Thank you. 
Mr. DULLES. Could I ask a question there? 
Do you have any opinion as to whether any American security service, Secret 

Service, FBI, CIA, were in any way involved in any conspiracy or plot or 
otherwise involved in this whole affair? 

Mr. OSWALD. Sir, you are asking mc of my opinion? 
Mr. DULLES. Only your opinion, yes-obviously if you have information or 

any evidence we would like to have it. 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I do not have any evidence or information along that 

line. I do have an opinion, sir, qualified to this extent. That it is very difficult 
for me to feel that Lee Harvey Oswald acted entirely on his own without any 
assistance whatsoever. 

Now, whether this assistance was from my-from any member of any gov- 
ernment agency, or just individuals, I do not know. I do feel like he had 
assistance of one nature or another, sir. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. Robert, that does not answer Mr. Dulles’ question. And I 
want you to answer his question fully. 

Mr. DULLES. My question was really directed toward any security agency 
of the United States Government. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. If  I may state your question, Mr. Dulles, to Mr. Oswald- 
his question was whether or not any security agency of the United States 
Government, whether it be the FBI, the Secret Service, the CIA, or any Gov- 
ernment agency, had any part in a conspiracy or plot dealing with the events 
of November 22, and what your opinion is concerning the same. 

Mr. DUL.LEG. That is correctly stated. 
Mr. OSWALD. All right. 
I would correct my answer to this extent, sir. I would be of the opinion that 

no agency of the United States Government was in any way involved with the 
assassination of the President of the United States on November 22, 1963. 

Does that answer the question? 
Mr. JENNER. Or in any way involved with your brother’s, Lee Harvey Oswald. 

Would you go that far? 
Mr. OSWALD. When we say involved, sir-excluding the interviews that I 

am aware of and so forth. Yes, sir; I would be of that opinion. 
Mr. DULLES. To which you have testified with regard to the FBI and the 

Immigration and Naturalization. 
Mr. OSWALD. That is right. 
Mr. JENNEB. Would you elaborate further, please, when you first undertook 

to answer Mr. Dulles question-you made some references to an opinion on 
your part that your brother, Lee Harvey Oswald, must have had some assist- 
ance. 

Would you please state what you had in mind there? Assistance with what, 
sir ? 

Mr. OSWALD. My opinion on that, sir, would be that, conc!luding that Lee 
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Harvey Oswald did actually shoot the President of the United States and 
Governor Connally of Texas on November 22, 1963-I do feel that he did have 
assistance to the extent that perhaps some money was given to him, and that 
other types of assistance, such as perhaps training and orientations as to per- 
haps the method to be used. 

I believe that would conclude my opinion on the assistance I had reference 
to. 

Mr. JENNER. This is based, I gather from what you have just said, on the 
assumption or opinion-I will say assumption first-that your brother Lee 
Harvey Oswald did assassinate President Kennedy? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is right. 
Mr. JENNEB. And do you have that opinion? 
Mr. OSWALD. That he did assassinate the President of the United States? 
Mr. JENNEB. Yes. 
Mr. OSWALD. On his own, sir? 
Mr. DULLES. Did he handle the gun and shoot the shots? 
Mr. JENNEB. Let’s take it in alternatives. You state it in your own words. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. He has stated this once before, but I am going to ask him 

to state it again. 
Mr. JENNER. Yes, I would like to have that clearly stated. 
Mr. OSWALD. Sir, as I previously testified to that question, based on the cir- 

cumstantial evidence that has been put forth and that I have read from the 
newspapers and general impression of the time that the event took place, and 
the subsequent following days of that event, that I would be of the opinion, 
purely based on these circumstantial points, that he did actually fire the rifle 
that killed the President of the United States and wounded the Governor of 
Texas, Mr. Connally. 

Mr. DULLES. The same would apply to the attack on Officer Tippit? 
Mr. OSWALD. I would base my opinion on Ofllcer Tippit’s death, sir, on my 

conversation with the District Attorney of Dallas, Tex., on the morning of 
Saturday, November 23, 1963, at which time during our conversation he said 
in his mind and based on the evidence and the eye witnesses, that he was 
reported to have, that there was no question to him that Lee Harvey Oswald 
did in fact kill Officer J. D. Tippit in Dallas, Tex. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. And you believe that would be correct? 
Mr. OSWALD. I believe that would be correct. 
Mr. JENNEB. Have you had any conversation with Marina- 
Mr. DULLES. Just one point on that. 
You have testified that you felt that your brother did have or would have 

required some outside help or assistance to do what he did-roughly to that 
effect, I believe. 

Mr. OSWALD. That is right. 
Mr. DULLES. Have you any idea at all or any thoughts as to what kind of 

help, where that could have come from, who was involved. 
I have in mind-was this in your opinion a rightist plot, a leftist plot, an 

anarchist plot? 
Mr. OSWALD. If I may take your question, sir; in the Parts that you pointed 

out-1 believe the first part was to where and how. 
Mr. DULLES. And who. 
Mr. JENNER. May have assisted. 
Mr. OSWALIX The where and the how, sir, I am not of any opinion. And as 

to who might have assisted him, as related in my diary, or memorandum- 
Mr. JENNEB. Identify the page, please. 
Mr. OSWALD. On page 6-and I quote-“1 still do not know why or how, but 

Mr. and Mrs. Paine are somehow involved in this affair.” 
I am still of that opinion, sir. 
And as to any other persons that I might suggest was involved in any way 

in this affair, I do not know of their names nor can I identify them in any way. 
Mr. DULLES. As this covers two of my questions--- 
Mr. JENNEB. Why don’t you proceed. 
Mr. DULLES May I proceed at this time. 
I will proceed with a couple of questions I have at this time. 
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Mr. OSWALD. Pardon me, sir; may I interrupt you here? And I would like 
to add something to my previous statement there. 

Mr. DULLJZS. Please, yes. 
Mr. OSWALD. Perhaps there is one other person that I feel like would be 

involved in this affair, and the subsequent death of my brother, Lee Harvey Os- 
wald, and that was the man that actually shot Lee Harvey Oswald, Mr. Jack 
Ruby or Mr. Rubenstein. And that would be the only other party that I could 
possibly attempt to identify that I feel like would have been involved and 
perhaps assisted Lee in this assassination. 

Mr. JENNER. Would you please give us the basis of your opinion? 
Mr. OSWALD. I am of the opinion, as previously stated, based on newspaper 

accounts and magazine articles of Mr. Ruby’s activities, to the best of my re- 
membrance, as reported in one newspaper I recall reading after November 24, 
1963, that a period of a couple of months, 2 or 3 months, prior to Mr. Ruby’s 
killing my brother, Lee Harvey Oswald, in a Dallas police station, that he ap- 
peared at the Dallas police station and started making acquaintances at the 
Dallas police station to the extent that he, from then on, appeared frequently 
and was able to move about the Dallas police station very easily. 

Based on that and the shooting of Lee Harvey Oswald, I am of the opinion 
that Mr. Ruby did in fact know Lee Harvey Oswald prior to Sunday, Novem- 
ber 23, 1%Sunday, November 24, 1963, and that he was in my opinion paid to 
silence tie Harvey Oswald. 

Mr. DULLES. This is based on-this opinion is based on what you have read 
in the press subsequent to November 22? 

Mr. OSWALD. November 24; sir, 1963, the day of my brother’s death. Up 
until that time I had never heard of Mr. Jack Ruby. 

Mr. DULLES. I was including all of the press accounts that carried through 
from the time of the assassination. 

Mr. JEIVNER. Well, the witness has referred, of course, to events immediately 
preceding November 22-that is Mr. Ruby’s apparent interest in-his frequent 
visits to the quarters-did you say the police department? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir: the Dallas police station. 
Mr. DULLES. I was trying to get at also-to cover what you had previously 

said about possible aid in connection with the assassination of the President. 
Is that based largely on what you have read subsequent thereto? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is right. 
Mr. DLXLES. This question of mine covers the whole period of your relation- 

ship with your brother. 
Do you recall during that entire period, up to November 22, that your brother 

made any comments with regard to President Kennedy of a derogatory nature 
or character or of any other character ? Did he ever discuss the President with 
you during the whole period ? Of course, he was only President for the last 
3 years. 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I do not recall at any time that he ever mentioned 
President Kennedy’s name or referred to him in any way, either pro or con. 

Mr. DULL.FX Governor Connally-the same question. 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; not as Governor Connally. 
Mr. DULLFX Or as Secretary of the Navy? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; to the extent that he had mentioned his letter to 

Governor Connally, his request for his assistance in correcting the dishonorable 
or undesirable discharge that he had received from the United States Marine 
Corps. 

Mr. DULLEB. What was his comment with regard to Mr. Connally, Secretary 
of the Navy, and later Governor? 

Mr. MCKENZIE If you recall, go ahead and tell him. But it is covered in 
some of the letters previously introduced into testimony. 

Mr. JENNEB. If there was any discussion, I would like to have that. And I 
take it, Mr. Chairman, you are interested in that as well. 

Mr. DULLES. I am interested in that, because there has been some testimony 
here from Mrs. Oswald to the general effect that he had not expressed any 
antipathy to Secretary of the Navy and Governor Connally, but rather the con- 
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trary. I would like to get your impression of that, what he might have said to 
you on that subject. 

Mr. OSWALD. All right. 
I do recall a conversation at my home in Fort Worth, Tex., between myself 

and Lee Harvey Oswald- 
Mr. JENNER. Fix the time, please. 
Mr. OSWALD. Approximately the middle part of June 1962, at which time 

the subject was brought up by him about his efforts to have the discharge 
corrected to an honorable discharge, and that again he advised me that he 
had written to the then Secretary of the Navy, John B. Connally, and that Mr. 
Connally, or his office had replied that he was no longer the Secretary of 
the Navy, and that he had turned over the correspondence to the then Secre- 
tary of the Navy, Mr. Korth, I believe. 

Mr. MCKENZIE Mr. Fred Korth. 
Mr. OSWALD. I do not recall any further discussion on that subject. And 

he did not indicate to me the pro or con of any antipathy toward Mr. ConnaRy. 
Mr. DULLEE. He expressed no antipathy? 
Mr. JENNER. As a person? 
Mr. Oswanu. As a person, he did not make any comment, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. And did he at any time, apart from this particular event you 

are now relating, at any time prior to November 22, 1963, ever express any 
antipathy toward Governor Connally as a person? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir ; he did not. 
Mr. DULLES. Did you ever hear Marina Oswald express any views about 

President Kennedy one way or the other? 
Mr. OBWALD. No, sir; I do not recall at any time that she has expressed 

any views on Mr. Kennedy. 
Mr. DULLES. Do you recall at any time that Lee Harvey Oswald expressed 

antipathy to government in general, people in authority, leaders? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir ; I do not recall. 
Mr. DCLLES. Did he express any-apart from the letters, what he said in his 

letters to you, which we harebut after he returned from the Soviet Union, and 
during the period you saw him, subsequent to his return, did he ever discuss with 
you the failures of government, that government itself was not good, or if the 
kind of government we had in the United States was not good, as was expressed 
to some extent in the letters? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I do not recall at any time other than in his letters 
during the period of the latter part of 1959, at any time that he made any 
derogatory remarks about any official or any particular leader or the government 
of the United States. 

Mr. DULLES. And that statement would include General Walker, would it? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; it most certainly would. 
Mr. DULLES. He never discussed General Walker with you? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I never heard him mention the gentleman’s name. 
Mr. DULLES. Did your brother have any sort of pet hatreds, institutions, 

people or otherwise, that he disliked, apart from what he said in his letters? 
I am talking now of the period after his return from Russia. 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir ; to my knowledge he did not. 
Mr. DULLES. I h,ave nothing further at this time. I may have one last ques- 

tion at the end. 
Do you wish to follow up on any of these points? 
Mr. JENNER. No ; not right at the moment. 
Would you take your diary. There are one or two items that I would like 

to clear up. 
Page l-you speak of the old Denton plant and the new Denton plant. 

Would you please locate those plants? 
Mr. OSWALD. They are both located at Denton, Tex., and they are located 

approximately a mile apart, sir. 
Mr. JEXNER. And they are the plants of the Acme Brick Co. by whom you are 

employed? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is right. 
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Mr. JENNER. And the reason I asked you about these is that you talk about 
going from the old to the new plant, and I wanted to locate them. 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. The incident in New Orleans in which your brother was dls- 

tributing literature of the Fair Play for Cuba Committee-did that come to 
your attention at that time? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; that did not. 
Mr. JENNER. And when was the first time that you became--you ever heard 

of the Fair Play for Cuba Committee, or anything about it? 
Mr. OSWALD. I believe this to be, sir, to the best of my remembrance, on 

Friday night, November 22, 1963, at the FBI office in Dallas, Tex. 
Mr. DULLES. You are referring there, I assume, to Lee Harvey Oswald’s con- 

nection with the committee, aren’t you ? Or are you referring to the fad 
whether he knew there was a committee. 

Mr. JENNEB. Both. 
I will separate those. Did you know there was such a committee at any 

time up to that occasion-had you heard of its existence? 
Mr. OSWALD. Perhaps I had read about it in the paper and not recalling any 

significant value to myself I perhaps had forgotten about it. 
Mr. JENNER. Then I will ask you the other part. 
Had you heard of any connection on the part of your brother with or any 

activity on his part with respect to the Fair Play for Cuba Committee, prior 
to November 22, 1963. 

Mr. OBWALD. No, sir ; I had not. 
Mr. DULLER You knew nothing of his short arrest in New Orleans? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I did not. 
Mr. DULLES. You didn’t even know he was arrested? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. I did not even know he had traveled from Dallas, Tex., 

to New Orleans, until that night of November 22,1963. 
Mr. JENNER. Page 2 of your memorandum-you recited there that an an- 

nouncer-1 assume a radio station announcer-called you. Did you find that? 
Mr. OSWALI). Yes, sir; I do find the area that you are referring to. The an- 

nouncer did not call me, sir. It was the radio announcer on the radio. 
Mr. JENNEB. I see. 
And what did the announcer say? 
Mr. OSWALD. To the best of my remembrance, sir, the announcer stated that 

a man identified as Lee Oswald had been arrested in connection with a police 
man’s death and possibly the death of the President of the United States on or 
about that approximate time. 

Mr. JENNEI(. And was that the first intimation of any kind or character, or the 
first notice or knowledge to you, of the possible involvement of your brother, Lee 
Harvey Oswald, either in the murder of Policeman Tippit or in the assassination 
of President Kennedy. 

Mr. OSWALD. That is right. 
Mr. JENNER. And where were you when that announcement was made? 
Mr. Oswa~o. I was in the office of the new Denton plant when this announce- 

ment was made, or at least I first became aware of the announcement on the 
radio at that time. 

Mr. JENNER. Now, would you give us your immediate mental reaction when 
you heard that? 

Mr. OSWALD. I believe, sir, my reaction to that would be somewhat stunned. 
Mr. JENNER. Stunned in the sense of disbelieving? You just could not absorb 

it? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; not to that extent. If I may say this. My own 

personal mental attitude, through my entire life, seems to react to trouble 
to the extent that I do not perhaps go to pieces, so to speak, that I’ react 
apparently calmly in the face of adversity. 

Mr. JENNER. I take it with that disposition that you have that anything 
in life is possible-no matter how extraordinary it may seem at the moment- 
you retain a grip on yourself? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; or at least attempt to. 
Mr. JEIVNEB. You were disbelieving, but it might have been-at least your 



thought was that it was possible, though, you were disbelieving at the 

moment? 

Mr. Osw~~n. That is right. 

Mr. JEEXER. Then you state in your memorandum on page 2 that you 

immediately called your wife Vada. 

Mr. OSWALD. That is right. 

Mr. JENNER. And you went directly to the phone and called her? 

Mr. OS~ALI). That is right. 

Mr. JESSER. What did you say to her? 

Mr. OSWALD. I asked her first had she been listening to the television or 

the radio set, and was she aware that Lee had been arrested. She stated 

she had not heard this, even though she had been listening to television. In 

her statement to me, to the best of my recollection at that time, was that 

they had not, over the television set, referred to Lee by name. 

Mr JENNER. And, as I recall in your memorandum, you immediately told her 

you were going to come right home. 

Mr. OSWALD. That is right. 

Mr. JENNER. And you did depart for home? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is right. 

Mr. JENXER. On page 3 of your memorandum, you make a reference to your 

brother’s arrest. 

Would you find that place on page 3 ? The report to you of his arrest. 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; I have it. 

hlr. JENNER. And as I recall, that was a report to you that he had been 

arrested? 

hIr. OSWALD. That is right. 

Mr. JENNER. By whom, and by what means? 

Mr. OSWALD. Over the telephone, by Mr. Dubose, the credit manager in our 

Fort Worth general office. And, “Bob, brace yourself, your brother has 

been arrested.” 

Mr. JENNER. What did you say? 

Mr. OSWALD. “Yes; I know. I just heard.” 

Mr. JENNEB. Did Mr. Dubose elaborate ? Did he say only your brother has 

been arrested? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. To the best of my recollection that was his exact 

words. 

Mr. JENNE&. Did he add, if I may refresh your recollection, assuming it is 

so, that he had been arrested in connection with the assassination of President 

Kennedy, and the murder of 05cer Tippit? 

Mr. OSWALD. R’o, sir; I believe I did not give him an opportunity, if he 

wanted to state that, to complete his statement. 

Mr. JENNER You have now given us the whole of that particular con- 

versation? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is right. 

If I might add-other than that as noted on page 3, that he did advise 

me that my mother was trying to reach me, and gave me a number to call. 

Mr. JENNER. I wish to go to that next. You did call her? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is right. 

Mr. JENNER. And where was she ? To where was your call directed? 

Mr. OSWALD. To Fort Worth, Tex., to which address I am not acquainted, 

but the telephone number is her residence in Fort Worth, Tex. I believe that 
to be 1220 Thomas Place. 

Mr. JENXER. And when you called that number, your mother was home? 

hlr. OSWALD. That is right. 

Mr. JENNER. All right. 

What did you say to her? 

Mr. OSWALD. My comment to her that this was Robert, and she immedi- 

ately started advising me of what she had heard, and that she had been in 

contact with a Star Telegram reporter. 

Mr. JENNER. That is the Star Telegram reporter for the Dallas Star 

Telegram ? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, for the Fort Worth Star Telegram, sir. 



Mr. JENXER. Thank you. 
Mr. OSWALD. And that she was going to go to Dallas in the presence of this 

Fort Worth Star Telegram, and she asked me did I have enough money to 
fly down immediately. 

I advised her I was 35 or 30 miles away from Dallas, Tex., that I was not 
in Arkansas, and that it was my intention to go to Dallas just as fast as 
possible. And she stated that she believed she would stay at the Baker Hotel, 
and asked me to meet her there. 

I agreed to this. However, this meeting never did take place at the Baker 
Hotel. 

Mr. JEN~ER. A meeting did take place at the Adolphus? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir. As prior testimony-at the Dallas police station, on 

the night of November 22,1963. 
Mr. JENNER. You referred to, on page %-to a Fort Worth general office, 

and a gentleman by the name of Reger. 
Mr. OSWALD. That is right. 
Mr. JENNER. And that is the Fort Worth general office of the Acme 

Brick Co.? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is right. 
Mr. JENNER. You mentioned another gentleman there. I don’t know if I read 

your writing correctly. Bill- 
Mr. OSWALD. Darwin. 
Mr. JENNER. Did you speak with him on that occasion that you related in your 

notes? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I did. 
Mr. JENNER. And what was the purpose of your talking with those gentlemen? 
Mr. OSWALD. The purpose of talking to Mr. Darwin was to advise him that I 

needed to go to Dallas, and his immediate reply was yes, he had just heard-1 
believe he did say-about Lee, or about my brother, and that I was to do just 
anything that I deemed necessary and not worry about the office. 

And he did inform me at the latter part of this conrersation that the FBI 
had called the Fort Worth general office in an attempt to talk to me or to locate 
me. 

Mr. JENNER. Was any suggestion made by him at that time that you get in 
touch with the Fort Worth Office of the FBI? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I advised him that I would contact the FBI upon com- 
pletion of our conversation. 

Mr. JENNF.B. And you did so? 
Mr. OSWALD. I did so. 
Mr. JENNER. And a reference to that- 

Mr. DULLES. By telephone? 
Mr. Oswa~n. That is right. 
Mr. JENNER. A reference to that appears on page 4 of your memorandum. 
Mr. OSWALD. That is right. 

Mr. JENNER. I won’t go into that interview. But on that occasion, and all 
other occasions when you had interviews with, or were interviewed either by 
the FBI or Secret Service, you related the whole truth and nothing but the 
truth to the best of your knowledge and information at the time you were being 
interviewed? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is right. 
Mr. JENNER. At this moment, had you contacted anyone other than those you 

have now mentioned? 
Up to this point of the sequence of events? 
Mr. OSWALD. May I qualify that question-outside of my office in Denton, 

Tex., sir. 
Mr. JENNER. The office in Denton, Tex., the call to your mother, the call to 

Mrs. Oswald, your wife Vada, the call to the FRI office. 
Mr. Oswa~n. No, sir; I did not. 
Mr. JENNER. Are all of the contacts that you had and all of the occasions of 

interviews during the period November 22, 1963, through the following week, 
November 25, recorded in your memorandum? 
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Mr. DULLES. I wonder if to save time we could ask him to review that memo- 
randum and to report if he finds that there are other calls that were made. 

Mr. JENNER. Will that be acceptable to you, Mr. McKenzie? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Fine. 
Mr Dulles, it is a quarter of one. Being as how it is a quarter of one, I 

know you have a luncheon meeting to go to. Our plane does not leave until 
5 o’clock. We have to leave here no later than 3 :30. We will be glad to have 
lunch and come back, if it would suit your convenience. 

Mr. JENNER. There are a couple of things, in the interests really of Mr. 
Oswald, that have turned up, when I studied the memorandum last night, that 
I am sure Mr. McKenzie would like to have. 

Mr. DULLES. Yes ; I would like to give Mr. McKenzie plenty of time. 
If the car is there, I can wait another 5 or 10 minutes. But I think that it 

would be better if I were to come back. 
We will recess at this time until 2 p.m. 
(Whereupon, at 12 :45 p.m., the President’s Commission recessed.) 

Afternoon Session 

TESTIMONY OF ROBERT EDWARD LEE OSWALD RESUMED 

The President’s Commission reconvened at 2 :3O p.m. 
Mr. DULLES. The Commission will come to order. 
Mr. JENNER. Returning to page 1 of your memorandum, as I recall your 

recording of the events of that day, November 22, 1963, you first learned of 
the assassination or attempted assassination as of that moment of President 
Kennedy while you were at lunch with some fellow workers. 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. And would you identify those fellow workers, please? 
Mr. OSWALD. If I might- 
Mr. MCKENZIE. I ask you to withdraw that. 
Mr. JENNER. All right. You don’t like the expression “fellow workers”? 
Mr. DULLES. You object to the whole question, or just the way it was 

phrased? 
Mr. MCKWZIE. Let’s rephrase it, Mr. Dulles, if I may, please. 
Mr. JENNER. I will yield to you, Mr. McKenzie. Fellow employees. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. That is tine. 
Mr. JENNER. You were at lunch with fellow employees ef Acme Brick Co.? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. Would you please identify those gentlemen? 
Mr. OSWALD. They are Mr. Bill Darwin, the director of marketing of the 

Acme Brick Co., Mr. Burnett Henry, director of plants and transportation of 
the Acme Brick Co., Mr. Bob Oech, who is the Texas division plant manager. 

Mr. JENNER. Of Acme Brick Co.? 
Mr. OBWALD. Of Acme Brick Co. 
And Mr. Bud Adams, who is the plant manager of both the old and new 

Denton plants. 
Mr. JENNER. And it was at this time and on this occasion at lunchtime that 

you first heard any intimation or otherwise of the assassination or attempted 
assassination of President Kennedy? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. At the completion of our lunch, as we were departing 
from the restaurant, as noted in my memorandum, page 1. 

Mr. JENNER. NOW, you speak on that page of driving in an automobile, either 
all or some of you gentlemen. 

Whose automobile was that? 
Mr. OSWALD. All of us were in one automobile, and we were in Mr. Burnett 

Henry’s automobile. 
Mr. JENNER. And I take it-did the automobile have a radio in it? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; it did. 
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Mr. JENNER. And did you gentlemen have the radio in operation? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; we did. 
Mr. JENNER. And listening to it? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; we were. 
Mr. JENNEB. Were you listening to anything in particular? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JENNEIZ. What? 
Mr. OSWALD. We were listening to a newscast of the eveuts that had already 

taken place in Dallas, Tex., at approximately 12 :36 that afternoon. 
Mr. JENNER. And you record the time in your notebook? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir-as approximately 1 p.m., sir. 
Mr. JENNER. I think we had reached page 6 of your memorandum. 
You record on pages 4 and 5-I think towards the bottom of page 4, and 

the upper portion of page &your meetin, n that day or early evening with 
Marina and, I believe your mother-but at least Marina. 

Is that correct? 
In Dallas? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. And just for the purpose of making sure of the record, I gather 

from your testimony yesterday that this was the first time that you had seen 
Marina since Thanksgiving Day of 1962? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNEB. And where aid this visit take place-where did you meet her 

on this occasion? 
Mr. OSWALD. At the Dallas police station. 
Mr. JENNER. Did she have either or both of her children with her? 
Mr. OSWALD. She had both of her children with her. 
Mr. JENNER. That would include the infant Rachel? 
Mr. OSWALLL Yes, sir; that is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. Were you advised at any time prior to this occasion that her 

second child had been born to her? 
Mr. 0s~~. No, sir; I had not been. 
Mr. JENNER. And this was the first information you had on this subject? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. DULLEK You probably knew that a child was contemplated. 
Mr. JENNFX Well, he might not. 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I wasn’t aware of that. 
Mr. JENNER. Had you even up to that moment been advised directly or 

indirectly that Marina had been pregnant, from which pregnancy the child 
Rachel had been born? 

Mr. OBWALD. No, sir ; I had not been advised. 
Mr. JENNER. Was there an interpreter present at the time you visited with 

Marina : as I recall your mother was present, also. 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. Was there an interpreter there at that time? 
Mr. OSWALD. There was a Mrs. Paine there, who was acting as an interpreter. 
Mr. JENNER. You have now named everybody present-yourself, Marina, and 

her two children, your mother, yourself, and Mrs. Paine. 
Mr. OSWALD. With the exception, sir, that there was a police officer, or my 

assumption that he was a police officer, in the room. 
Mr. JENNER. Was he in uniform or plain clothes? 
Mr. OSWALD. Plain clothes. 
Mr. DULLES. Mr. Paine was not there at this time? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, he was not. 
Mr. DULLES. He came later that day, did he? 
Mr. OSWALD. Just a very few minutes after this meeting. 
Mr. JENNEE. Mrs. Paine then acted as interpreter between yourself and 

Marina and between her and others in the party? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. Did you say anything in the presence of everybody Tao her with 

respect to the birth of her second child, which came as a complete surprise to 
you? 
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Mr. OSWALD. If memory serves me correct, sir, I did make some type of state- 
ment to that effect. 

Mr. JENNER. Did you express surprise? 
Mr. OSWALD. I feel certain that I did, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Do you recall now-you walked into the room, and there was 

Marina with these others, but with two children, one an infant that you had 
not seen before. Was it immediately explained to you? Did you inquire as to 
the identity of the infant? Can you reconstruct that for us? 

Mr. OSWALD. To the best of my remembrance on that, sir, possibly during the 
preceding half hour, when I was talking with my mother, she possibly;this I 
am not clear-advised me of the second child. If she did not, I was, of course, 
much more surprised when I walked into the room where Marina was holding 
the infant. I remember looking at the infant, as Marina held the infant, and 
making some type of comment about whether or not it was a boy or girl and 
how old it was. 

Mr. JENNER. I don’t recall this recorded in your memorandum-and it may 
very well be-that the preceding half hour you had had a meeting or conference 
with your mother? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. And was that-in whose presence was that conference? 
Mr. OSWALD. First in the presence of two or three FBI agents, and a Star 

Telegram reporter, Fort Worth Star Telegram reporter, at the Dallas police 
station. 

Mr. JENNER. Do you record that event in your memorandum? 
Mr. OBWALD. Yes, sir; I do, on page 5. 
Mr. JENNER. On page 6 there is a reference, I think I have interpreted your 

writing, to a Mr. Cummings. Would you find that place on page 6? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I have it. 
Mr. JENI~ER. Do I interpret your writing correctly? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. I believe his name to be a Lieutenant Cummings. 
Mr. JENNEB. That is what I sought. He was an officer of the Dallas police 

force? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. I believe you record on page 6, that Mr. Cummings, Lieutenant 

Cummings, or some other-well, I don’t want to interpret what you do record- 
but you received a report at that time, according to your memorandum, of the 
fact of the arrest of your brother, Lee, in connection with the murder of Officer 
Tippit. 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 

Mr. JENNER. Is that the first information you had that your brother had 
actually been arrested in connection with that incident? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; it was not. 
Mr. JENNER. When had you first received information in that respect? 
Mr. OSWALD. As my prior testimony stated, at the of&e, at the new Denton 

plant, when Lee’s name was first mentioned, stating that he had been arrested 
in regards to the shooting to death of a police officer, and possibly the President 
of the United States. 

Mr. JENNEE All right. 
Page 74id you, at the time of the events recorded on page 7, see or request 

to see your brother, Lee Harvey Oswald? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I did. 
Mr. JENNER. And of whom did you make that request? 
First I would put it this way: Did you see Lee Harvey Oswald on that day 

or evening? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir ; I did not. 
Mr. JENNER. But you did make a request? Of whom did you make that 

request? 
Mr. OSWALD. To a police officer. I cannot recall his name. He reportedly 

passed on my request to captain of police, Captain Fritz. 
Mr. JENNER. And what was his response? 
Mr. OSWALD. The police ofhcer who passed on my request asked that I stay 

around, that Captain Fritz was quite busy, that he would see me later. 
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Mr. JENNER. And did you see Captain Fritz later? 
Mr. OSWALD. I did see him, but I did not talk to him. By this, I mean he 

was in his glass office, within an office, and I did see him through the glass, but 
I did not talk to Captain Fritz. 

Mr. JENNER. What was the disposition of your-at least as of that day-of 
your request to see your brother? 

Mr. OSWALD. None, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Not decided either way? 
Mr. OSWALD. I never did receive an answer either way, sir. 
Mr. JENNEB I see. 
And you eventually left the police station, did you? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. You record on page 7 that you walked to your automobile, do you 

not? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I do. 
Mr. JENNEB. Now, would you trace your course from the time you left the 

Dallas City police o5ce to the time you retired that evening? 
Mr. OSWALD. You are referring to the time that I first left the Dallas police 

05ce? 
Mr. JENRER. Yes--start there, and trace your steps to the time you retired 

for the evening. 
Mr. OSWALD. Well, my departure of the Dallas police 05ce-I walked to my 

car that was in a parking lot approximately seven blocks away. 
Mr. JENNEB. About what time of day or evening was this? 

Mr. OSWALJL To the best of my recollection, approximately 8 o’clock at night, 
sir. 

Mr. JENNEX. All right, sir. When you left the Dallas police o5ce or station, 
did you then have a definite route in mind as to where you were going? 

Mr. OSWALK No, sir; I did not. 
Mr. JENNEB. You had no arrangements with anybody, and no one had any 

with you, with respect to where you might or could go? 
Mr. 0swar.u. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNEB. All right. Proceed, please. 
Mr. OSWALD. On arrival at my car in the parking lot in Dallas, Tex., I started 

to drive, I did drive to Fort Worth, Tex., by Highway SO. 
Mr. JENNEB. You were then-you then had in mind doing what-returning 

home? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; that was not the direction of home, sir. I did not have 
anything in mind other than I wanted to drive and to arrange my thoughts at 
that particular time. 

Mr. JENNER. All right. 
Now, you do say, and I quote from your memorandum, “I was attempting to 

arrange my thoughts and my fears.” 
Do you find that expression on page 7? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JEXNER. Now, would you please explain to the Commission what was 

meant when you recorded the sentence, “I was attempting to arrange my thoughts 
and my fears”? 

Mr. OSWALD. What I meant by that statement, sir-not being disrespectful- 
I believe it speaks for itself in view of the happenings of the day. To further 
elaborate on that, I wanted to have some time by myself to think about the hap 
penings of the day and the arrest of my brother, Lee Harvey Oswald, and the 
reference to my fears, whether or not he could have possibly done this. He 
had been up to that time either accused or arrested for the death of Police 
Officer J. D. Tippit, and the investigation that was now going on in Dallas as 
to the death of the President of the United States and the wounding of Governor 
Connally, of Texas. 

Mr. JENNEB. All right. You were then driving in your automobile. 
Did you actually reach Fort Worth? 
Mr. OSWAILJ. Yes, sir; I did. 
Mr. JENNER And then what did you do? 
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Mr. OSWALD. After driving through Fort Worth, to the west side of Fort Worth, 

I turned around and headed back toward Dallas. 

Mr. JENNER. Excuse me. Up to this point it was continuous driving, except as 

you might have been resting or waiting a change of stoplight or something of 

that character? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 

Mr. JENNER. Did anybody contact you, or did you speak with anybody during 

the period of this drive up to the moment we now have reached? 

Mr. OSWALD. No. sir; they did not. 

Mr. JENNER. All right, sir. You reversed your course and then where did 

you go? 

Mr. OSWALD. When I reversed my course, I still did not have any idea as to 
exactly where I was going. But I did reverse my course, and I started driving 

on the turnpike between Fort Worth and Dallas. 

Mr. JENNER. Does that have a highway number? 

I notice you mentioned a Highway 80. 

Is that the same as the turnpike? 

Mr. OEWALD. No, sir; it is not. 

Mr. JENNER Would you explain that, please? 

Mr. OSWALD. Highway 80 is on the old highway from Fort Worth to Dallas, 

the turnpike being a later and more modern trafficway. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. And a toll road. 

Mr. OSWALD. And a toll road. 

Mr. JENNFX Did you take Highway 80 in going to Fort Worth? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I did. 

Mr. JENNEB. But you returned by the toll road? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 

Mr. JENNER. All right, sir. 

I take it you continued your drive--continued to drive along, while you were 

attempting to rearrange your thoughts. 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 

Mr. JENNER. And you eventually arrived where? 

Mr. OSWALD. At Dallas, Tex., sir. 

Mr. JENNEXL Did you become a guest of a hotel; did you register anywhere? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, I did. 

Mr. JENNER. Where? 

Mr. OSWALD. At the Statler Hilton Hotel. 

Mr. JENNER. In Dallas? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JENRER. Now, up to that moment, having in mind your route, had any- 

body contacted you, had you spoken with anybody? Up to the time that you 

entered the Statler Hilton Hotel to register? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; I had spoken to somebody. 

Mr. JENNER. Who was that? 

Mr. OSWALD. A gas station attendant midway on the turnpike where I stopped 

to buy gas. 

Mr. JENNER. But other than that incident, you had no contact with anyone? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. All right. You registered? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. Did you go to your room? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I did. 

Mr. DULLES. Approximately what time was this? 

Mr. OSWALD. Approximately 10 :30 p.m., that night, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. After registering, did you retire for the evening, or did you go 

somewhere? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I did not retire for the evening. I did, in fact, go 

into the coffee room of the Statler Hilton Hotel in Dallas, and have a ham 

sandwich and some milk, and shortly after completing this, I walked across 

the street, which was approximately a half a block down the street, to the 

Dallas police station again. 

Mr. JENNER. All right. 
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Now, up to that moment, other than was necessary for you to register and 
your conversation with a waitress, in connection with your having some evening 
lunch, did you have any contact with anybody? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I did not. 
Mr. JE~NEB. Did you have any contaot at all of any kind or character up 

to this moment with anybody in connection with the events of the day? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I had not. 
Mr. JENNEB. All righ,t. 
You went across the stti to the Dallas City police station? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, I did. 
Mr. JENNER. Had you had an appointment? 
Mr. O~WALE No, sir, I did not. 
Mr. JENNER. What was your purpose in going across the street for that visit? 
Mr. OSWALD. I wanted ato speak to Captain Fritz, if possible. 
Mr. JENNEB. You record on page 8 that you entered the Dallas police station, 

you were interviewed or consulted by some FBI agents in a small office. 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNEB. Do you recall their names? 
Mr. OSWALR No, sir; I do not. 
Mr. JENNEB. I take it in any event, however, that ‘they questioned you, did 

they? 
Mr. OSWAL.D. That is oorrect. 
Mr. JENNEB. And were all the answers that you gave the truth and nothing 

but the truth to the best of your information, recollection, and belief, at that 
time? 

Mr. OSWALD. It most certainly was, eir. 

Mr. JENNEB. All right, sir. 
When did you learn, if you ever learned, that your brother, Lee Harvey 

Oswald, had in fact been charged with the assassination of President Kenntiy? 
Mr. OSWALD. At approximately midnight or a few minutes before midnight, 

November 22, 1!363. 
Mr. JENNER And is that recorded on page 8 of your memorandum? 
Mr. Oswann. Yes, sir, it is. 
Mr. JEHNER. What was your reaction when that information was conveyed 

to you? What were your thoughts? 

Mr. OSWALD I do not recall if I had any thoughts at tha,t particular time, 
sir. I did not make any comment that I recall. I believe I just shook my 
head. 

Mr. JENNEB. I was going to ask you in ronnection with page 8, your opinion 
respecting the possible involvement of your brother, Lee Harvey Oswald, in 
the assassination of President Kennedy, but Mr. Dulles this morning in his 
questions has covered that subject, so I will skip it. 

Now, did you see Captain Fritz that evening? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, I did not. 
Mr. JENNEB. Did you attempt to see him? 
Mr. Oswa~o. Yes, sir; I did. 
Mr. JENNEB. Did you inquire further with respect to an opportunity on 

your part that you wished to see your brother? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I had been told so many times that Captain Fritz 
was quite busy, and I realize, of course, he was, and I let it go at that 

’ Mr. JENNEB. Now, following your visit to the police station, which you do 
record there, and therefore I won’t go into it further, what did you do that 
evening? 

Mr. OSWALD. I returned to my hotel, sir. 
Mr. JE~NER And retired? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNEB. Now, between the time you left the Statler Hilton Hotel and 

the time you returned there to retire, were you contacted by anybody or did 
you have any conversation with anybody respecting the course of events of the 
day, other than you have recorded in your memorandum? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I did not. 
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And 1 might add I did register under my regular name at the Statler Hilton. 
Mr. JENNER. I didn’t even think to ask you that, because I assumed it was SO. 

On page 9, you record and report the following morning an occasion when 
you were in the barber shop of the Statler Hilton, obtaining a shave. Isn’t that 
correct, sir? 

Mr. OSWUD. That is correct. 
hlr. JENNER. And you also record an observation by one or both of the barbers, 

I think the gentleman who was shaving you, on the subject of your brother, 
Lee Harvey Oswald deserved a fair trial like anybody else. 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. And then you end up that comment, “but I did leave my barber 

a 50-cent tip.” 
That followed an observation on your part that you did not engage in that 

conversation, and you merely listened. 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 
Mr. JENNEILLNOW, would you indicate to me the signidcanee if there is any 

significance, of the expression “but I did leave my barber a 50-cent tip.” 
Mr. OSWALD. The only significance, sir, that I put to it at that time was that 

for the drst time I was listening to somebody other than police officers and FBI 
agents as to the past events of the preceding day, and I was more or less hearing 
again for the first time a reaction, either-pro and con, to these two gentlemen’s 
opinions, who I would take at that time would be average people, as to whether 
or not Lee did have a right to a fair trial, regardless of what he had done or 
been accused of. 

Mr. JENNER. And do I take it a fair interpretation of your comment is that 
you were pleased that average everyday people, that their reaction was that 
your brother, Lee Harvey Oswald, was entitled to, and they hoped he would ob- 
tain a fair and impartial trial when put to trial? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. And your reference to a 50-cent tip was an emphasis in your own 

mind of your pleasure that a spontaneous reaction of ordinary people was that 
he was entitled to and they hoped he would receive a fair and impartial trial? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Would you turn to page 10, please ? You record events-you were 

then in the district attorney’s office? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; that is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. You refer to a “H. Wade.” Who is H. Wade? 

Mr. OSWALD. Mr. Henry Wade. 
Mr. JENNER. And what office did he hold? 
Mr. OSWALD. Dallas District Attorney. 
Mr. JENNJCR. All right. 
I don’t know as I interpret your handwriting clearly. 

YOU have written reference to a Jim Bowie. 
It looks to me as though 

Who was Jim Bowie? 
Mr. OSWALD. First assistant district attorney to Mr. Henry Wade. 
Mr. JON=. On page IO YOU use-you make a reference to, or a comment 

with regard to a conversation which I take it took place between you and Mr. 
Wade and Mr. Bowie, either or both of them, which was “not too informative.” 
Do you find that? 

Mr. OswALn. Yes, sir, I do see the section that you are referring t-if I may 
elaborate on that. 

Mr. JENNER. I would like to have you elaborate. 
Mr. OSWALD. “Not too informative on either side.” 
Mr. JENNER. Either side of what? 
Mr. Oswa~n Referring to the district attorney’s office as one side and my side 

as the other side. 
Mr. JEKNER. On what issue? 
Mr. OSWALD. Of the conversations that we had in reference to the legal stand- 

ing of Lee Harvey Oswald or to his guilt, of the accusations that had been- 

that he had been charged with. 
Mr. JENNER. Would you turn to page 12? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 



Mr. JENNE& There is a reference there to a conversation as t0 whether Lee 
Harvey Oswald would say anything to you when and if you interviewed him. 

Mr. OSWALR That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. What did you have in mind as to the subject matter about which 

Lee Harvey Oswald might speak with you? 
Mr. OSWALD. To the amount of involvement, if any, with relation to the death 

of the President of the United States on November 22, 1953. 
Mr. JENNER. You were then contemplating your prospective conversation with 

him? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. And you use an expression also there that you would do your 

best. Do you And that? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I do. 
Mr. JENNER. Now, you would do your best to do what, sir? 
Mr. OSWALD. To find out. 
Mr. JENNER. From whom? 
Mr. OSWALD. From Lee Harvey Oswald, during our conversation or our- 
Mr. JENNEB. Your prospective interview? 
Mr. OSWALD. Our prospective interview, whether or not he did in fact per- 

form the acts, either alone or with other people, that he had been accused of. 
Mr. JENNER. I see. 
Now, following that conversation that you do record on that page, did you see 

your brother? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I did. 
Mr. JENNER. Where? 
Mr. OSWALD. Dallas police station. 
Mr. JENNEB. Will you describe the surroundings? 
Mr. OSWALD. I was taken up on the elevator by a Dallas police oftlcer-Mr. 

Tom Kelley, inspector from Washington, D.C., U.S. Secret Service joined us, and 
one agent, Mr. Mike Howard. On arrival to the floor where Lee was being held, 
the police officer passed through a glass slot in the window to another polic* 
officer the paw, I believe signed by Captain Fritz, which authorization was for 
me to see Lee Harvey Oswald. Two or three minutes went by, and I was 
advised that he was now ready to see me, and I was taken to a small room 
to the left of the elevators on this floor, and no one else was in this room on his 
side, or my side of the glass partitions that separated the locked side from the 
unlocked side. 

And Lee was standing there before me on the other side of the glass. 
Mr. DULLES. Did you have the impression that the officers had told your 

brother that you were the one who was coming to see him? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I did not. 
Mr. DULLES. Because you just said that the officer said he was ready to see 

you, and I gained the impression from that- 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir-whether or not I meant by that that-1 do not believe 

that was my full meaning on that statement, because 1 was not aware that 
they had actually told Lee that it was me he was about to see. 

Mr. JENNEB. Did you converse with your brother? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I did. 
Mr. JENNEB. By what means? 
Mr. OSWALD. By telephone, while looking at him through the glass partition. 
Mr. DUI.LES. How far apart were you, roughly? 
Mr. OSWALD. Just a matter of inches. 
Mr. JENNER How long were you in that room, conversing with your brother? 
Mr. OSWALD. Approximately 10 minutes. 
Mr. JENNEE. And as near as you can recall, what did he say to you and 

what did you say to him? 
Mr. OSWALD. I do recall to the best of my ability his 5rst statement to me was 

“How are you?” 
My reply was “I am fine.” 
I asked him how he was-as I observed the cuts and bruises on his face. 

He said he was just 5ne, and that they were treating him okay. I believe his 
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next statement was at this time “I cannot or would not say anything because 
the line is apparently tapped.” 

I did not comment on that, and he rather carried the conversation for 2 or 3 
minutes. 

Mr. JENNER. Would you repeat it to us as best you can recall it, please? 
Mr. OSWALD. Sir, I do not recall this particular part of the conversation. 
Mr. JENNER. Just do your best. 
Mr. OSWALD. I am sorry, sir, I just cannot recall that particular part of the 

conversation. I might comment on that particular part to this extent. That 
I felt that it was rather a mechanical conversation from his standpoint. 
He seemed to be speaking very fast, and there was approximately 2 or 3 minutes 
of him speaking in this nature. Then I took the initiative and started speaking 
to him about the family. 

Mr. JENNEB. His family? 
Mr. OSWALD. About the family, including his family, my family. And, also, 

at this time, when we talked about his family in particular-I believe my 
question to him was “What about Marina and the children?” 

His reply to me at that time was “Don’t worry about them. The Paines 
will take care of them”-that his friends, the Paines, would take care of them 
satisfactorily. 

Mr. JICIVNJCB. That Lee’s friends, the Paine& would take care of them satis- 
factorlly ? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
My reply to him on that was what he considered to be his friends were not 

mine. 
Mr. JENNER Did he respond to that? 
Mr. OSWALD. Not to my recollection, sir. 
Mr. DULLES. Were you the first member of the family to see him, or had 

Marina seen him the day before? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Both Marina and Marguerite had seen him before. 
Mr. OSWALD. Earlier that afternoon, sir. I was the last member of the 

family to see him. 
Mr. JENNER. Did you say anything about the new child, Rachel? 
Mr. OBWALD. Yes, sir; I did. 
Mr. JENNEB. Did you raise that, or did he? 
Mr. Oswann. I believe I did, sir. 
Mr. JE~NEB. What did you say? 
Mr. OSWALD. I simply stated that I had seen the new baby and was not 

aware of it at that time. 
Mr. JENNER Not aware that the baby had been born? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNEB. Did he respond to that? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, he did. 
Mr. JENNEB. What did he say? 
Mr. 0swar.n. He smiled and stated he had hoped for a boy rather than a 

girl. His further comment was, “Well, you know how that goes.” 
Mr. JENNER. He said nothing, I take it, then, by way of apology or otherwise 

that you had not theretofore been informed of the birth of this child? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNEX. You record on page 13 of your memorandum-you use this ex- 

pression : “I was not talking to the Lee I knew.” 
Do you find that? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I do. 
Mr. JENNEB. Would you read that full sentence? 
Mr. OSWALD. “He talked about the Paines as his friends and that they would 

take care of Marina and the children.” 
Excuse me-1 started too soon. 
Mr. JENNEB. That is all right. 
Mr. OSWALD. “I stated who he considered to be his friends were not necessarily 

mine. I did this to try to get through to him. To me his answers were 
mechanical and I was not talking to the Lee I knew.” 

Mr. JENNEB. Were you able to get through to him? 
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Did you feel you got through to him? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I was not. 
Mr. JENNER. And would you elaborate, please, on your expression “I was not 

talking to the Lee I knew”? 
Mr. OSWALD. I was referring more specifically to the first part of our conver- 

sation, where his conversation seemed to me, as previously stated, very 
mechanical. 

Mr. JENNER. You had the feeling he was not exposing himself fully to you? 
Mr. Oswam. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNER. Was this the last time you ever saw your brother? 
Mr. OSWALD. Alive, sir? 
Mr. JENNER. Yes. 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; it was. 
Mr. JENNER. On page 14 you re,cord a later conversation after you had left 

your brother-you have an expression there along the lines that you agreed 
with someone that if the conversation had been person to person, that things 
might have been different. Do you find that? 

Mr. OSWUD. Yes, sir; I do. 

Mr. JENNER. Would you please elaborate on what you meant by that? 
Mr. OSWALD. By “we” in that paragraph, sir, on page 14, I am talking about 

Mr. Tom Kelley, Inspector from Washington, D.C., United States Secret Service, 
and agent, Mr. Mike Howard. 

Our discussion was of the nature--I related to them as best I could remember 
my entire conversation with Lee Harvey Oswald on that afternoon of No- 
vember 23, 1963, and I was of the opinion, or perhaps expressed, either by Mr. 
Kelley or Mr. Mike Howard, that had we been placed in a room facing each other, 
perhaps more could have been learned or something could have been learned 
about whether or not he was actually guilty or how much he was involved in the 
assassination of the President of the United States. 

Mr. JENNER. Could I elaborate on that? If you talked person to person to 
him in a room, in which there was assurance there was no bugging, nobody 
listening to your conversation, that you might have been able to obtain more 
information from him? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 

Mr. JENNER. Is that a fair summary? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. If you wish him to elaborate or expand or amend that, Mr. 

McKenzie, it is perfectly all right with me. 
Mr. KCKENZIE. No-that is all right. 
Mr. JENNER. Does Mr. Oswald wish to elaborate? 
Mr. OSWILLD. No, sir; I do not. 
Mr. JENNER. Mr. Chairman, I have concluded my examination. 
On behalf of myself and the staff, I express to Mr. Oswald and to Mr. 

McKenzie our appreciation for the splendid cooperation that we have received, 
and the frank and direct answers that the witness has given to all of the ques- 
tions I have put to him. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. Thank you, sir. 
Mr. DULLES. I am very glad that was put on the record. I entirely share it 

for the Commission. 
Mr. OSWALD. If I could, possibly, sir, at this time--- 
Mr. JENNER. Would you like to add anything? 
Mr. OSWALD. I would like to make one little statement in regard to my memo- 

randum, on page 12. . 

Mr. JENNER. Proceed. 
Mr. 0s.~~. In relation or reference to my intentions at that time, as it is 

now, as recorded on page 12, “Intentions then as now was to find out the truth 
and nothing else.” 

Thank you. 
Mr. DULLES. Thank you. 
I have one question, only one. 
You testified, I believe, yesterday that when you met your brother at the air- 

463 



port, upon his return from the Soviet Union, that he seemed somewhat disap- 
pointed that the press was not there to meet him and talk with him. 

Do you recall, in your relat.ions with your brother, any other instances where 
he appeared to desire publicity? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; it is my opinion that that was the only time that I felt 
like possibly he dld want publicity. At later dates, at my home, in Fort Worth, 
Tex., where they stayed, on quite a few occasions, either by telephone call or 
the newspaper reporter actually coming to my home, he stated he did not want to 
speak to him, and he did not want to see them, and they did not, sir, while he 
was in the presence of my home. 

Mr. DULLES. Thank you very much. 
Mr. JENNEB. May I ask one further thing? 
What is your religion? 
Mr. OSWALD. I was raised in the Lutheran religion, sir. 
Mr. JENREB. And were all three of you boys so reared? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 
Mr. JENNEB. Were you steady churchgoers ? Or were you churchgoers at 

all ? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, we were. 
Mr. JENNEB. All three of you? 
Mr. OSWALLI. Yes, sir; we were. 
Mr. JENNEB. I have nothing further. 
Mr. DULLES. I want to join Mr. Jenner in expressing to you and your counsel, 

Mr. McKenzie, our thanks for your full and I believe frank testimony. I think 
you have been very helpful to ns. I wish to thank you for it. 

Mr. OSWALD. Thank you, sir. And we hope that we have been of some help. 
Mr. JENNJZB. You have. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. I thank you, Mr. Chairman, for that statement, and likewise, 

Mr. Jenner, I appreciate on behalf of myself and Mr. Oswald your statement for 
the record. 

I only have a few brief questions, Mr. Chairman, if I may, sir. 
Mr. DULLES. These are to be put to your client? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Yes, sir. Although I will say this at this time-that the Chair 

has very generously, and Mr. Jenner likewise, granted me the opportunity to 
question or ask Mr. Oswald questions as we proceeded along. 

Robert, there is a contract which has been introduced into the record, and I 
believe it is Commission Exhibit No. 277, which contract is dated December 9, 
1963, and it is signed by Marina N. Oswald and yourself, and approved as to form 
by John M. Thorne, Attorney, and James H. Martin. In this contract, it provides 
that Marina Oswald has appointed you as an assistant business manager to 
Mr. Martin. And in the last paragraph of the contract there-is a statement to the 
effect that she has employed the firm of Thorne and Leach, attorneys-at-law, and 
further agreed that their services will be available at all times to yourself and 
that you will use same as required by you. 

Now, my question to you is this: Have you ever at any time employed Mr. 
John M. Thome to represent you? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I have not. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Has Mr. Thome ever represented you in any capacity? 
Mr. Oswam. No, sir; he has not. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. All right, sir. 
Mr. DULLES. May I just ask one question? 
Mr. McKenzie now is your appointed lawyer? 
Mr. OSWALD. He is my selected lawyer. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Did Lee Harvey Oswald ever tell you or advise you, or haa 

Marina N. Oswald told you of any trips that I&e took, or cities that he visited 
in Russia, other than Moscow, Minsk, or the hunting trip he took while he was 
in Russia reported in your diary ? Or reported not in your diary, but reported in 
the letters to you? 

Mr. 0s~~. No, sir; he did not. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Do you know of any cities or any places that he might have 

gone in Russia, other than the two cities that I have named, and the hunting 
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trip that he took as reported in the letter to you, which has been introduced into 
evidence? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir ; I am not aware of any other cities. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Did Marina N. Oswald have either June Oswald, her two-year- 

old child, or Rachel, her infant child, baptized, to your knowledge? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; she has. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. And where was that, sir? 
Mr. OSWALD. It is my understanding that this took place in Dallas, Tex., some 

time in the year of 1963. sir. 
Mr DULLES. You are speaking now of June? 
Mr. OSWALD. I am speaking now of June. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Has the baby Rachel been baptized as of this time? 
Mr. OSWALD. Not to my knowledge, sir. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Do you know what faith June was baptized in? By faith I 

refer to what particular church or denomination. 
Mr. OSWALD. I believe, sir, this was the Greek Orthodox Church. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. From your acquaintance with Marina Oswald, and based on 

your discussions with her, both in your home and elsewhere, including cemetery 
visits which you have made with her, do you now consider and believe that 
Marina N. Oswald is a Christian and believes in the teachings of our Lord and 
Savior Jesus Christ? 

Mr. OSWALD. I do, sir. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Has she professed such faith to you? 
Mr. OSWALD. Not directly, sir-only by implication, sir. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Do you believe or have you formed an opinion now, based on 

your discussions and observations of Marina Oswald, as to whether or not Marina 
N. Oswald is a Communist or a Soviet agent, either now or at any time since you 
met her at Dallas, Love Field, in June of 1962? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I do not believe that she is any of those things. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Now, do you think she is a Communist? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir ; I do not. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. Do you have any opinion as to whether or not she is at this 
time or since she arrived in this country? 

Mr. OSWALD. I am of the opinion that she is not, based on my observations of 
her reactions and her conversations with me. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. Mr. Oswald, have I or has anyone at any time coached or 
briefed you-and if you don’t understand what I mean by the word “coached” 
please tell me so-as to what you should testify here before this Commission, 
other than my cautioning you not to speculate or use conjecture? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; you have not. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Has anyone? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; they have not. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Have you told the Commission- 
Mr. JENNER. Excuse me-that anyone includes any member of the staff of this 

Commission? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. And likewise it includes, does it not, any member of the FBI, 

or the Secret Service or any other Federal agency? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. And the same would apply to any State agency of Texas? 
Mr. OSWALD. Sir, that would apply to anybody, no matter what his position 

with any government agency or individual. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Now, have you told the Commission during the hearings here, 

since you have been testifying, only the facts as you knew them, or the facts 
as you know them now? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. And have you expressed opinions or speculated only when the 

Commission or Mr. Jenner or myself have asked you to do so? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, I have. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Have you testified, Mr. Oswald, truthfully to the best of your 

recollection in each instance? 
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Mr. Oswann. Yes, sir, I have. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. And in the event you have inadvertently made any mistake on 

dates, addresses, or facts, do you now ask the Chairman’s permission to change 
your answer and correct any mistakes which you might have made in the event 
a mistake is at any time hereafter called to your attention? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I do so. 
Mr. DULLES. Well, could I supplement that ? In the event that you, yourself, 

find any mistakes-I think you said if it was called to his attention- 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir, I certainly will. 
Mr. DULLEB. May I just add here-1 hope that that will be looked over, the 

record will be looked over fairly promptly, so that we can make any corrections 
within a reasonable length of time. 

Mr. MOKENZIE. Yes, sir ; as soon as we receive it, Mr. Chairman, we will do so. 
Mr. JENNEB. May I say in that connection, Mr. McKenzie, if you could have 

him dictate that tape covering his memorandum, we can perhaps actually in- 
corporate that in the record, which you will receive. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. We cannot do it today, because we won’t get to Dallas until 
late this evening. And I am going to church tomorrow and teach Sunday school 
and be with my children. 

Mr. OSWALD. And I with mine, sir. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. I will make arrangements the first of the week to have it done. 
Mr. JENNEB. Send it to Mr. Rankin. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. I shall. 
Jf you receive from any source any further documentary information or any 

type of information which might be considered as evidence by this Commission, 
do you now ask the Commission’s approval and permission to deliver such docu- 
ments or information, if any, to the FBI, so that the information may be im- 
mediately forwarded to the Commission to assist in preparing its dnal report? 

Mr. OSWAI,D. Yes, sir ; I do. 

Mr. DULLES. Is that satisfactory to you, Mr. Jenner? 
Mr. JENNEB. Yes, sir. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Likewise, do you authorize me to deliver any like information 

or documents which I may receive, discover or otherwise have in my possession 
to the same agencies for the same purpose? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I most certainly do. 
Mr. JENNER. Here, again, Mr. McKenzie, if anything is delivered, would you 

have it delivered to Mr. Rankin, rather than to me? 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Yes, sir. 
Have you ever applied for relief, unemployment compensation, or any other 

form of welfare aid? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I have not. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. And I refer there, sir, to both the Federal Government aid 

programs and likewise any aid program of the State of Texas or the State of 
Louisiana. 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct-or any other State of the United States. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. I believe that you have previously testified to this, but I want 

to make it absolutely clear. 
Do YOU now believe that Lee Harvey Oswald was at any time an agent of any 

agency of the United States Government, from the time that he departed for 
Russia, until the day of his death on November 24, 12g2? 

Mr. OSWALD. I do not believe that he was an agent of any government. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Prior to November 22, X36.3, did you know of any activities 

of Lee Harvey Oswald relative to the Fair Play for Cuba Committee or his 
arrest in New Orleans, La.? 

Mr. OSWALD. No, sir, I did not. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. Mr. Oswald, what has been your position insofar as the press 
is concerned, since the unfortunate and tragic happenings of November 22, I#321 

Mr. OSWALD. My position with any news media, whether it be the newspapers, 
magazines, television, et cetera, has been that-no comment, and the only com- 
ment I ever made to any of them, at a very early date, was that I would abide 
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by the decision of the Commission which is now known as the Warren 
Committee. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. Have you ever sought to elaborate or give any statement to 
the press at any time? 

Mr. OEWALD. No, sir; I have not. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Do you recall any statements made by Marina N. Oswald 

expressing sympathy for President’s family? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I do. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. And if you will, state the source of your recollection and 

where the statement was made, and if she has ever made any statement to that 
effect to yourself. 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; she did make a statement directly to myself. To the 
best of my recollection, this was first done on Monday, November 25, 1963, at 
the Inn of the Six Flags, at Arlington, Tex., as Marina and myself observed the 
beginning of the funeral for the President of the United States. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. And was there anyone else present at that time? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; there were other people in the room. Whether or not 

they overheard our conversation, I do not know, sir. 
Mr. DULLES. You observed that on television, I gather? 
Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Were there any Serret Service agents there at that time? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Were they in the room with you and Marina Oswald? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir: they were. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. And did they overhear any expressions of sympathy which 

she might have said? 
Mr. OSWALD. It is possible that they did, sir. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Have you ever testified in a lawsuit or given a deposition 

before a court reporter prior to your appearance before this Commission? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir; I have not. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Now, you have testified that you have not given any state- 

ments to the press other than the statement to the effect that you would abide 
with and he satisfied with the report of this Commission. 

Since arriving in Washingon, and since you have been sworn under oath before 
the Commission, have you given any statement to .the press, other than saying 
goodnight, or good afternoon, or good morning? 

Mr. OSWALD. I believe at one time I did say thank you. Other than that, sir, 
I have not. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. Now, have you read an article here in the New York Times 
of Saturday, February 22, 1964, on page 22 of the first section, entitled, “Russian 
training of Oswald hinted”? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir ; I have. 
Mr. MCKENZIE Do you know Mr. Anthony Lewis? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir ; I do not. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. All right, sir. 
Have you ever talked with Mr. Lewis? 
Mr. OSWALD. No, sir ; not to my knowledge. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Now, you have testified this afternoon following our lunch 

break that you visited Lee Oswald in the Dallas County Jail. Do you recall 
that testimony-the testimony of just a few minutes ago? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir: I do. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. Have you previously testified to that before the Commission, 

to your recollection? 
Mr. OSWALD. To my recollection, I believe we at least touched on that during 

our first session on February 20, 1963. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. When you were in the jail-and I believe it is in the sixth 

floor of the Dallas County Jail-I mean the Dallas City Jail-talking with your 

brother, Lee Harvey Oswald, did you ask him at that time if he had committed 
the crime? 

Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I had. 
Mr. MCKENZIE. You did ask him that question? 
Mr. OSWALD. Yes, sir; I did. 
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Mr. MCKENZIE. And what did he say? 

Mr. OSWALD. I put it to him as stated in my diary, sir. 

Mr. JENNER. Identify the page, please. 

Mr. OBWALD. On page 12, “I do not recall everything he said. I did try to 

point out to him that the evidence was overwhelming that he did kill Police 

Officer Tippit and possibly the President. To this he replied ‘do not form any 

opinion on the so-called evidence.’ ” 

Mr. JENNER. Is that all he said? He said nothing else? 

Mr. OSWALD. To that- 

Mr. JENNER. In response to you? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 

Mr. JENNER. At no time when you interviewed him over the telephone while 

you were in that-the sixth floor--did he affirmatively deny either that he 

had shot Officer Tippit or that he shot the President? 

Mr. OSWALD. He did not admit to anything whatsoever. 

Mr. JENNEX. Nor did he deny it affirmatively-other than the remark that 

you have recorded in your memorandum? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. In other words, Mr. Oswald, when you were talking there 

with your brother, in the city jail of Dallas, he did not deny that he had killed 

Officer Tippit, nor aid he deny that he had assassinated President Kennedy? 

Mr. OSWALD. He did not admit to anything, sir. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. And he didn’t deny anything? 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. Have you, or haven’t you told this Commission that you be- 

lieved a denial? 

Mr. JENNER. Excuse me, Mr. McKenzie, I don’t understand that question. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. It says in this article that he told the Commission that he 

believed the denial. 

Since there was no denial, there was nothing for you to believe. 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 

Mr. JENNER. Up to this moment he has never testified as to that, to my 

recollection. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. That is correct. 

Again, based on the evidence that you have read or heard in newspaper 

articles, whether it be evidence or not, but based on everything that you have 

heard or read, you now believe that your brother, Lee Harvey Oswald, did kill 

Mr. Tippit and assassinated President Kennedy, is that correct? 

Mr. OSWALD. Purely on the circumstantial evidence that has been brought 

to my attention or that I have read. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. I believe that is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. JENNER. May I ask one question? 

Mr. Oswald, until this afternoon, when you recalled orally here the circum- 

stances and the event of your discussion with your brother on the sixth floor 

of the Dallas-is that Dallas County? 

Mr. MCKENZIE. No ; it is Dallas City Jail. 

Mr. JENNER. Dallas City Jail-had I had any conversation with you at all 

on that subject? 

Mr. OSWALD. None that I recall, sir. 
Mr. JENNER. Thank you. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 
Mr. DULLES. That will then conrlucle the testimony of Mr. Robert Oswald, 

with the understanding that the Commission might later wish to recall him 

if any facts are adduced that would make that desirable. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. Mr. Dulles-is he now released from his oath to the Commis- 

sion, subject to recall and being resworn? 

Mr. DULLES. That is correct. 

Mr. JENNER. That is correct. That is my understanding. 

In any event, I so agree, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. Thank you, sir. 

I would like to state to the Commission one further thing, Mr. Dulles, if I may. 

We very much appreciate, and by “we” I mean myself as counsel, and Mr. 
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Oswald as a witness, the manner in which the Commission and its counsel 
have conducted the interrogation of Mr. Oswald. We further appreciate the 
opportunity to be in Washington and to be heard, and hope that in some 
manner that we may assist in shedding some light that will assist this Commis- 
sion in making its final report, and that the true facts of this situation will be 
known to the President of the United States to use at his discretion. 

Mr. DULLES. Thank you very much, Mr. McKenzie. 
Mr. JENNER. May I ask one more question? 
Up until this afternoon when I questioned you, possibly there might have 

been a question this morning on the subject of any opinion which you might 
have held dealing with whether your brother did or did not participate in the 
shooting of Officer Tippit or the assassination of President Kennedy, had I had 
any conversation with you on that subject? 

Mr. OBWALD. Yes, sir; I believe you had. 
Mr. JENNER. When was that? 
Mr. OSWALD. I believe this was on the first session, during the first session 

on Wednesday, February 20, 1964. 
Mr. JENNER. Was it in this room? 
Mr. OBWALD. Yes, sir; it was. 
Mr. JENNEB. That is all I meant. I had no separate-no conversation with 

you on the subject other than as I might have put a question to you in the 
presence of the Commission. 

Mr. OSWALD. That is correct. 
Mr. JENNEB. Thank you. 
Mr. DULLES. And a part of the record. 
Mr. JEN~ER. And as part of the record ; yes, sir. 
Mr. DULLES. We will adjourn. 
(Whereupon, at 3 :49 p.m., the President’s Commission recessed.) 

. 

Thursday, February 07, 1964 

TESTIMONY OF JAMES HERBERT MARTIN 

The President’s Commission met 9% a.m. on February 27, 1964, at 299 
Maryland Avenue NE., Washington, D.C. 

Present were Chief Justice Earl Warren, Chairman; Senator John Sherman 
Cooper, Representative Hale Boggs, Representative Gerald R. Ford, and Allen 
W. Dulles, members. 

Also present were J. Lee Rankin, general counsel; Norman Redlich, assistant 
counsel; Paul W. Leech, counsel to James Herbert Martin; Charles Murray 
and Charles Rhyme, observers; and Dean Robert G. Storey, special counsel to 
the attorney general of Texas. 

The CHAIF~MAN. The Commission will be in order. 
Let the record show that Mr. Martin, first that Commissioners Dulles and 

Ford and I are present. 
Mr. Martin, the witness, is here with his lawyer; would you state your name 

for the record, please? 
Mr. LEECH. Paul Leech. 
The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Leech, I understand you are a partner of Mr. Thorne 

who was here representing Mrs. Oswald. 
Mr. LEECH. Yes, sir. 
The &AIRMAN. Gentlemen, I will just read an opening statement to you that 

we make for the record and for the benefit of the witness each time we convene. 
On November 29, 1963, President Lyndon B. Johnson issued Executive Order 

No. 11130 appointing a Commission “to ascertain, evaluate and report upon the 
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the attorney general of Texas. 

The CHAIF~MAN. The Commission will be in order. 
Let the record show that Mr. Martin, first that Commissioners Dulles and 

Ford and I are present. 
Mr. Martin, the witness, is here with his lawyer; would you state your name 
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Mr. LEECH. Paul Leech. 
The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Leech, I understand you are a partner of Mr. Thorne 

who was here representing Mrs. Oswald. 
Mr. LEECH. Yes, sir. 
The &AIRMAN. Gentlemen, I will just read an opening statement to you that 

we make for the record and for the benefit of the witness each time we convene. 
On November 29, 1963, President Lyndon B. Johnson issued Executive Order 

No. 11130 appointing a Commission “to ascertain, evaluate and report upon the 



facts relating to the assassination of the late President John F. Kennedy, and 
the subsequent violent death of the man charged with the assassination.” 

On December 13, 1963, Congress adopted Joint Resolution S.J. 137 which 
authorizes the Commission, or any member of the Commission, or any agent 
or agency designated by the Commission for such purpose, to administer oaths 
and affirmations, examine witnesses, and receive evidence. 

On *January 21, 1964, the Commission adopted a resolution authorizing each 
member of the Commission and its General Counsel, J: Lee Rankin, to admin- 
ister oaths and affirmations, examine witnesses, and receive evidence. 

On January 21, 1964, the Commission adopted a resolution authorizing each 
member of the Commission and its General Counsel, J. Lee Rankin, to admin- 
ister oaths and affirmations, examine witnesses, and receive evidence concerning 
any matter under investigation by the Commission. 

The purpose of this hearing is to take the testimony of Mr. James Herbert 
Martin who has acted as the business manager of Mrs. Marina Oswald, the 
widow of Lee Harvey Oswald, who, prior to his death, was charged with the 
assassination of President Kennedy. In view of Mr. Martin’s close association 
with Mrs. Oswald it is the intention of this Commission to ask Mr. Martin 
questions concerning this association and any and all matters related to the 
assassination, and to the subsequent killing of Lee Harvey Oswald. 

Mr. Martin has been furnished with a copy of this statement and a copy of 
the rules adopted by the Commission for the taking of testimony or the produc- 
tion of evidence. Mr. Martin has also been furnished with a copy of Executive 
Order No. 11130 and Congressional Resolution S.J. Res. 137 which set forth 
the general scope of the Commission’s inquiry and its authority for the examin- 
ing of witnesses and the receiving of evidence. 

I should also like to read into the record at this time a copy of a letter dated 
February 22, 1964, to Mr. Martin from Mr. J. Lee Rankin, General Counsel of 
the Commission, which reads as follows: 

“Dear Mr. Martin: 
“Confirming discussions between the staff of this Commission and John M. 

Thorne, Esquire, your counsel, we hereby request that you appear before this 
Commission at 9:oO a.m., on February 27, 1964, at Room 499, 296 Maryland 
Avenue, NE., Washington, D.C., for the purpose of giving sworn testimony con- 
cerning your association with Mrs. Marina Oswald and your knowledge of the 
facts relating to the assassination of President Kennedy and the subsequent 
killing of Lee Harvey Oswald. 

“You are hereby requested to produce before this Commission at that time 
any and all books, records, papers, notes, and documents pertaining to your 
association with Marina Oswald and your knowledge of the facts relating to 
the assassination of President Kennedy and the subsequent killing of Lee Harvey 
Oswald including, but not limited to, those books, records, papers, notes, and 
documents pertaining to (1) your business dealings with Marina Oswald, (2) your 
activities as Marina Oswald’s business representative, (3) Marina Oswald’s busi- 
ness dealings with others, (4) your dealings with Marina Oswald in connection 
with the preparation of any testimony, interviews, public appearances, story, 
article, or other narrative concerning her personal history or the assassination of 
President Kennedy and the killing of Lee Harvey Oswald, and (5) your dealings 
with Marina Oswald in connection with her appearance before this Commission. 

“The Commission is authorized to reimburse you for your expenses in con- 
nection with your appearance before the Commission, and the necessary details 
will be arranged when you are here. 

“Attached herewith are copies of Executive Order No. 11130, dated Novem- 
ber 29, 1963, S.J. Res. 1374th Cong., 1st Session, and the rules of this 
Commission in connection with hearings conducted for the purpose of taking 
of testimony or the production of evidence.” 

I assume, gentlemen, you did receive a copy of that letter? 
Mr. LEECH. Yes, we did. 
The CHAIRMAN. I will not be able to be here at all times today because we 

have, we are hearing arguments in the Court at 10 o’clock and I must leave to 
be there, but Mr. Dulles anticipates being here all day so in my absence he will 
conduct hearings. 
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Congressman Ford has some unfinished business at the Congress as I have at 
the Court so he probably will not be here all through the day. 

Mr. Martin, will you please rise and be sworn? 
Do you solemnly swear in this proceeding before the Commission to tell the 

truth, the whole truth and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 
Mr. MABTIN. I do. 
Mr. LEECH. Your Honor, who are these other gentlemen here. I haven’t 

been introduced to them. 
The CHAIBMAN. This is Mr. Charles Rhyne, who represents the American 

Bar Association. 
Mr. LEECH. Former president of the American Bar Association? 
The CHAIRMAN. Yes, and Mr. Murray who is also in the Public Defender’s 

office of the District of Columbia. 
Mr. RANKIN. He represents Mr. Walter Craig, too. 
The CHAIBMAN. He and Mr. Rhyne represent Mr. Walter Craig. 
Mr. LEECH. Who is that? 
Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Craig is the President of the Bar Association and was asked 

to act in order to protect or advise the Commission as to any interests of Lee H. 
Oswald because of-you probably saw the notice in the paper and so forth. 

Mr. LEECH. You represent the maln from Arizona? 
Mr. RHYNE. Walter E. Craig, President of the American Bar Association. 
Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Storey is the representative of the Attorney General of Texas. 
Mr. LEECH. He is Dean of the Southern Methodist Law School. 
Mr. RANKIN. Yes. 
The CHAIBMAN. Of course, this is Professor Redlich of our staff. And this 

is the reporter. 
All right, Mr. Rankin will conduct the examination. 
Will you proceed, Mr. Rankin? 
Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Leech, does the reporter have your full name? 
Mr. LEECH. Yes, sir; he does. 
Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Martin, will you tell us your name, please? 
Mr. MABTIN. James Herbert Martin. 
Mr. RANKIN. Where do you live? 
Mr. MARTIN. Dallas, Tex. 
Mr. RANKIN. How long have you lived there? 
Mr. MABTIN. Since 1956. 
Mr. RANKIN. What is your occupation? 
Mr. MAETIN. Hotel executive. 
Mr. RANKIN. Are you now connected with the Six Flags Motel? 
Mr. MABTIN. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. Were you at one time? 
Mr. MUTIN. Tes. 
Mr. RANKIN. And during what period? 
Mr. MABTIN. From May of 1962 until January 1,19f34. 
Mr. RANKIN. What was your position with that institution? 
Mr. MABTIN. Resident manager. 
Mr. RANKIN. While you were at the Six Flags Inn, did you become acquainted 

with Marina Oswald? 
Mr. MARTIN. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. About when was the drst time that you met her? 
Mr. M-TIN. I guess it was November 24. 
Mr. RANKIN. Of what year? 
Mr. MABTIN. 1963. 
Mr. RANKIN. And will you tell us how that acquaintance started? 
Mr. MABTIN. Well, I was called by the Tarrant County sheriff on Sunday. 
Mr. RANKIN. Who was that? 
Mr. MABTIN. Lew mans. 
Mr. RANKIN. Yes. 
Mr. MABTIN. About 11 o’clock in the morning, and they wanted a room where 

they could question the Oswald family. I told them they could have it, and 
about four o’clock, I guess, four or four-thirty, I don’t know the exact time they 
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came in with the whole family, and we gave them several rooms to accommodate 
the family. 

Mr. RANKIN. Were you introduced to Marina Oswald at that time? 
Mr. MARTIN. Well, I don’t believe I was ever really introduced to her. 
Mr. RANKIN. How did you come to know her then? 
Mr. MARTIN. Well, just through association. 
Mr. RANKIN. I see. Did you know the county sheriff before that? 
Mr. MIIBTIN. Vaguely, not to any great extent. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you know of any particular reason why he chose your 

establishment? 
Mr. MARTIN. Because of the central location between Dallas and Fort Worth 

and the isolation of it. 
Mr. RANKIN. At that time who came to stay with you at the Six Flags Inn, 

Marina and some of her family? 
Mr. MABTIN. Well, Marina and the two children and Robert and Marguerite 

Oswald. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did they hare several suites there? 
Mr. MABTIN. They had one room, well, one suite, room 423 and 424 and then 

we gave them two other rooms for the Secret Service. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did anyone make arrangements with you besides the county 

sheriff about how this would be handled? 
Mr. MABTTN. Yes, Secret Service. 
Mr. RANKIN. Who, for the Secret Service? 
Mr. MABTIN. Let’s see, Charles Kunkel, and Howard-I can’t remember his 

flrst name. 
Mr. RANKIN. Secret Service man? 
Mr. MABTIN. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Where was this arrangement made? 
Mr. MABTIN. Well, down in the room in the suite. 
Mr. RANKIN. There at the Six Flags Inn? 
Mr. MARTIN. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. And the three of you were there together, were you? 
Mr. MUTIN. Yes, there were also Arlington police officers and several other 

Secret Service men. 
Mr. RANKIN. Who participated in the conversation? 
Mr. MARTIN. Well, I don’t know who else was in the conversation. It was 

primarily between Kunkel and Howard and myself. 
Mr. RANKIN. What was said in regard to this arrangement at that time? 
Mr. MABTIN. Well, they said that they would need these rooms to accommodate 

the family and they had no idea how long they would need it 
Mr. RANKIN. Was anything said about the price and who would make payment? 
Mr. MABTIN. Yes. They said that the Government would take care of the room 

rate on it. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you have to submit this matter to any of your superiors 

or did you make the decision at that time? 
Mr. MARTIN. No, I made the decision. 
Mr. RANKIN. Had you had any prior dealings with the Secret Service people 

before that? 
Mr. MABTIN. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. How loog did Marguerite Oswald stay there? 
Mr. MABTIN. I believe she left on Friday. 
Mr. RANKIN. What day? 
Mr. MABTIN. Or maybe Thursday. Would be the 28th or 29th, I am not certain 

as to the exact date. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall any incidents where Marguerite Oswald sought 

to leave prior to the Thursday or Friday that she left? 
Mr. MABTIN. No, I don’t recall anything like that. 
Mr. RANKIN. Have you ever assisted the local police offlcers in any other way 

at your Six Flags Inn before that? 
Mr. MABTIN. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. In a general way what was the nature of that assistance. 
Mr. MABTIN. Well, of course, I can’t recall any speciiic instances. I know 



we cooperate with the law enforcement officers in anything they have to ask 
us, and we cooperate with them, giving them information. I don’t know of any 
particular incidents other than- 

Mr. RANIZIN. Would you describe briefly just where these rooms were in your 
Inn and where the Secret Service were compared with Marina Oswald’s rooms? 

Mr. MARTIN. Well, Marina Oswald was in Rooms 423 and 424, which were 
connecting rooms, and the rooms faced away from the entrance to the motel. 
And then the Secret Service had 422 and 421 also. They were rooms next door 
to it, but not connecting. 

JIr. RAXKIN. After Marina first came there did the Secret Service have some- 
one on duty while she was at the Six Flags? 

Mr. MARTIN. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. All the time? 
Mr. MARTIN. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall who that was? 
Mr. MARTIN. Let’s see-well, I remember his first name now, Mike Howard. 

and Charles Kunkel, Lee Gopadze was there part of the time. They seemed to 
change quite frequently. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did they hare someone there 24 hours of the day? 
Mr. MARTIN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. RANKIN. During this early period did you ever talk to Marina? 
Jlr. MARTIN. No, except to say hello. 
Jfr. RANKIN. Do you know whether she talked English much at that time? 
Mr. MARTIN. From all appearances, she didn’t. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did anyone visit you while she was there at the Six Flags 

during this early period that you recall? 
Mr. MARTIN. Not to my knowledge other than the FBI. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you invite Marina and her family to come to your home for 

Thanksgiving? 
Mr. MARTIN. Yes. 
Mr. RAR’KIN. Will you tell us how that happened? 
Mr. MARTIN. Well, it just happened, I don’t know, I think I asked Robert if 

he would like to come out for dinner, Thanksgirin g dinner. They weren’t going 
to have a very happy ThanksCiTing, and living in those rooms was pretty 
rramped. 

Mr. RANKIN. When was this that you asked Robert? 
Mr. MARTIN. I believe on Wednesday. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you include Robert and his wife as well as Marina and her 

family in the invitation? 
Mr. MARTIN. Well, Robert’s wife wasn’t there, but I included Robert. He 

came out to the house also. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did Marina then come to your house for Thanksgiving? 
Mr. MARTIN. Yes. 
Mr. Ranx1x. Who all came at that time? 
Mr. MARTIN. Let’s see, there were Marina and *June Lee, and Robert, Charlie 

Kunkel, and one Arlington police officer. I don’t rwall his name. 
Mr. RANKIN. What time of the day did they come? 
Mr. MARTIX. I believe it was 3 or 4 o’clock in the afternoon. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you invite Marguerite Oswald to Thanksgiving dinner 

at that time, too? 
Mr. MARTIN. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you say anything to her about it? 
Mr. MARTIN. No. As I recall I just asked, I believe I just asked Robert if 

they would like to come, they were welrome if they would like to mme. 
Mr. RANKIN. You mean by that that you included Marguerite Oswald in 

your invitation? 
Mr. MARTIN. I don’t think I named her. I don’t know if she had left 

by then. 
Mr. RANKIN. You didn’t deliberately exclude her from the invitation? 
Mr. ~LIRTIX. X0. 
Mr. RAPI‘KIN. Then did you at some time discuss with Marina the possibility 

of her staying at your home rather than at the Six Flags Inn? 
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Mr. MARTIN. No, I discussed it with Secret Service first. 

Mr. RANKIN. When was that? 

Mr. MARTIN. Thursday or Friday. 

Mr. RANKIN. Before this Thanksgiving dinner or afterwards? 

Mr. MARTIN. I don’t recall. I know the Secret Service made a statement 

that they were quite concerned as to where Marina would go after she left the 

Inn. They had no place to put her and they had no idea where she was 

going to go. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall when they made that statement? 

Mr. MARTIN. No, it was Wednesday or Thursday. 

Mr. RANKIN. At that time did you say anything about that? 

Mr. MARTIN. I told them that if they couldn’t find any place for her that 

I would be glad to take them into my home. 

Mr. RANKIN. Was anything said about what compensation you would 

receive for that? 

Mr. MARTIN. No. There was no compensation considered. 

Mr. RANKIN. You didn’t suggest any and they didn’t, is that right? 

Mr. MARTIN. That is correct. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you discuss that idea with Marina at all? 

Mr. MARTIN. No. They, the Secret Service told Robert about it, and- 

Mr. RANKIN. How do you know that? 

Mr. MARTIN. Because he told me they had. And then Robert thanked me 

and said that it would work out all right. 

Mr. RANKIN. Before you made that suggestion had you had any discussions 

about selling any rights to Marina’s stories or anything of that character? 

Mr. MARTIN. No. 

Mr. RANKIN. With any media? 

Mr. MARTIN. No. 

Mr. RANKIN. How did you happen to make this offer? 

Mr. MARTIN. I felt sorry for her. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you limit the offer to Marina and her children? 

Mr. MARTIN. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. Was there any talk at that time about Robert living at 

your home, too? 

hlr. MARTIN. No. 

Mr. RANKIN. Anything about Marguerite living there? 

Mr. MARTIN. No. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you discuss this proposal with your wife before you 

made it? 

Mr. MARTIN. No. 

Mr. RANKIN. Could you describe for the Commission briefly your home, 

how the layout of it was? 

Mr. MARTIN. Well, it is a three-bedroom house, with a living room, dining 

room, den and kitchen, two baths. 

hlr. RANKIN. All of it on the same floor? 

Mr. MARTIN. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. Could you give us an idea of where the bedrooms were from 

the rest of the house? 

Mr. hIARTIN. Well, as you come in the front door you go through One 

end of the living room, and then into a hallway, and the bedrooms are along 

the hall. 

hIr. RABKIN. And is yours and hlrs. Martin’s bedroom at the end of 
the hall? 

Mr. MARTIIV. Yes. 

h¶r. RARKIN. Does it have a private bath associated with that suite? 

Mr. MARTIX. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. And all of the rooms of the house are on one floor, is that 

right? 

Mr. MARTIN. Yes. 
Mr. RAXKIS. And then where was Marina’s bedroom from yours? 

hir. MARTIN. The nest room. 

Mr. RANKIN. And where was the bath that she used? 
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m-. MARTIN. Right across the hall from it. 

Mr. RANKIN. And then after Marina’s room right next to hers? 

Mr. MARTIN. Is a children’s bedroom. 

Mr. RAKKIN. That was the closest one to the living room, is that right? 

Mr. J~ARTIS. Yes. 

Mr. RAXKIS. About how large was your bedroom? 

>Ir. >IARTIS. I think it is about 14 by, masbe 14 by 14, 16. 

Mr. RAXKIX. How large was Marina’s room? 

Mr. MARTIX. About 11 by 13. 

Mr. RAKKIJ. And the children’s room? 

Mr. ~IARTIS. About the same size. 

JIr. RAXKIS. What children do you have? 

BIr. M~TIS. I have a 14-year-old boy and a 12.year-old boy and a S-year-old 

girl. 
JIr. RASKIS. And they are all living at home? 

Mr. MARTIS. Yes. 
Mr. ~~~4xKIx. And they have been throughout this period, have they? 

Mr. MARTIN. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Had you discussed the assassination with Marina at all prior 

to the time she came to live with you? 

Mr. MARTIN. No. 

Mr. RAXKIN. Had you discussed any financial arrangements with her or the 

idea that you should manage her affairs before she came to live with you? 

Mr. MARTIN. So. 

JIr. RAXKIN. When did the donations for Marina and her children start to 

come in, do you recall the date? 

Mr. MARTIN‘. No. 

Mr. RANKIK. Was it before she came to live with you? 

hlr. MARTIN. Not to my knowledge, I didn’t-I think it started after she came 

into the house. 
The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Rankin, if you will excuse me now, gentlemen, I am going 

to retire to my Court work and Mr. Dulles, will you conduct the hearing? If 

you are still in session I will be here this afternoon to see you, if not, gentlemen, 

I am very glad to have seen you, both of you. Give Mr. Thorne my regards, 

please. 

(At this point, the Chief Justice Warren ieft the hearing room.) 

Mr. DULLES. Will you proceed, please. 

Jlr. RANKIN. When did the idea of your being Marina’s business manager 

first come up. 

Mr. MARTIN. It was after the first of December. She had been there about 
3 or 4 days, I guess. 

Mr. RANKIN. That is 1963? 

Mr. MARTIN. 1963. 

Mr. RANKIN. Will you tell us how it came up? 

hfr. MARTIN. One of the Secret Service agents suggested that I get an attorney 
for Marina. 

Mr. RANKIN. Who was that? 

1Mr. MARTIN. Lee Gopadze. 

Mr. RANKIN. Where did this conversation occur? 

Mr. MARTIN. In the den. 

Mr. RANKIN. Who was there? 

Mr. MAI~TIN. I think Marina was there. 

Mr. RANKIN. Anyone else? 

Mr. MARTIN. Not to my knowledge. 

Mr. RAXKIN. About what time of the day, do you recall? 

Mr. MARTIN. No. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Gopadze made this suggestion, he made it to you, did he? 
Mr. MARTIN. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did he say that in English? 

Mr. MARTIN. Yes. 

hIr. RANKIN. Did you know whether Marina understood it? 
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Mr. ~IARTIX. Well, he had discussed it with her. 

Mr. RANKIN. How do you know? 

Jlr. MARTIS. Well, he was talking about it to her about something in Russian. 

Mr. RASKIS. And then he turned to you, did he? 

Mr. MARTIN. Yes. 

Mr. RASKIN. Did he say anything about who you should get as a lawyer 

for her? 

Mr. MARTIN. No. 

Mr. RANKIN. What did you say about that? 

JIr. MAETIN. Well, I told him I would be happy to get one for her. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you do that? 

Mr. MARTIN. Yes. John Thorne. 

Mr. RASKIN. How did you happen to select John Thorne? 

Mr. MARTIS. I had known him from association at the Inn. 

Mr. RANKIN. Had he ever acted as your attorney? 

Mr. MARTIN. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. What was the nature of your acquaintance with him? 

hlr. MARTIN. Just a passing acquaintance. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you discuss with Marina the qualifications of this attorney? 

Mr. MARTIN. No. 

hlr. RANKIN. Did you say anything about it to Mr. Gopadze? 

Mr. ;\IAR’~Is. I, like I probably mentioned, John had handled some movie 

work and he would probably know something about the area in which we were 

talking. 

Mr. RANKIN. After you had made the suggestion of Mr. Thorne as a lawyer 

did you do anything about it? 

Mr. hIAarIN. I called Mr. Thorne. 

Mr. RANKIN. On the telephone? 

Mr. hIARTIN. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. And then what happened? 

hlr. XARTIN. He came over, I believe, the next day and talked to Marina and 

Lee Gopadze and myself. 

hlr. RANKIN. How did he talk to Marina? 

hlr. MARTIN. Well, through Lee Gopadze. 

Mr. RANKIN. As an interpreter? 

Mr. hIARTIN. As an interpreter. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Gopadze is fluent in both Russian and English? 

Mr. hIARTIN. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. Could you tell what Mr. Gopadze said to Marina? 

hlr. MARTIN. No. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you discuss the nature of this retainer with hlr. Thorne at 

that time? 

Mr. hIARTIN. I don’t understand the question. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you discuss what he would be doing if he was employed as 

her lawyer? 

hlr. hIARTIN. Handling all her legal work. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you tell him that? 

Mr. MARTIN. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. And did you say anything about what the legal work would 

involve, the kind of work it would be? 

Mr. MARTIN. I don’t believe so at the time. I may have mentioned some- 

thing about her story or something like that. I don’t recall the conversation. 

Mr. RANKIN. Was anything said about the donations at that time? 

Mr. MASTIN. No. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you discuss what he would be paid by way of compensation? 

Mr. MARTIN. Not at that time. It was later. 

Mr. RANKIN. Was anything said by you or Mr. Thorne about his qualifications 
to act as her attorney? 

Mr. MARTIN. Not that I recall. 

Mr. RANKIN. Were formal arrangements made about the employment of Mr. 

Thorne as counsel for hIarina? 

Mr. MARTIN. Yes. 
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Mr. RANKIN. When was that done? 
Mr. MARTIX. I believe that was December 6. 

Mr. RAKKIS. Do Lou recall anything else that was said or done at this ron- 

rersation when 1Ir. Thorne came over and talked to Afarina through the in- 

terpreter and you were present? 

Mr. MARTIN. No. 

Mr. RANKIS. Was there a formal contract executed between Marina and Mr. 

Thorne at some time? 

Mr. XARTIN. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. You think that was December G to your rcyollection. 
3fr. MARTIX. Either the 5th or the 6th. 

Mr. RANKIN. Now, before that contract was executed did you discuss it with 

Mr. Thorne? 

Mr. MARTIN. Yes. 
Mr. RAKKIX. Was Marina present when you did? 

Mr. MARTIN. I don’t believe so. 

Mr. RANKIN. Where did this discussion occur? 

Mr. MARTIN. I believe it was at t.he Inn. 

Mr. RANKIN. Your office? 

Mr. MARTIX. No, in the coffee shoppe. 

Mr. RANKIN. Who else was present. 

Mr. JIARTIN. No one. 

Mr. RASKIN. Did ;rou then go over the terms of the contract with him? 

Xx-. MARTIN. No. I think I left that up to him. 

Mr. RANKIN. Were you then the manager of JIarina’s affairs? 

Mr. MARTIN. No. 

Mr. RANKIN. Who were you acting for in regard to that arrangement? 

Mr. MARTIN. Well, acting for Marina although I had no-1 had no contract 

to that effect. 

Mr. RANKIN. You were still acting under this suggestion by Mr. Gopadze 

that some counsel be gotten for her? 

Mr. MARTIN. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. And you did go over the terms of this contract at that time, 

did you? 

Mr. MARTIN. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you make any suggestions for changes? 

Mr. MARTIN. That we delete it, on my contract, we deleted any gifts or 

contributions. 

Mr. RANKIN. That is on the draft of the contract for you to act as manager? 

Mr. MARTIN. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. And when did that idea of your acting as manager come up? 

Mr. MARTIN. Well, I believe it was the same day that John Thorne came 

out to talk to JIarina and to Gopadze. 
Mr. RANKIN. Do you know who brought it up? 

Mr. MARTIN. No. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you suggest that you act as manager? 

Mr. MARTIN. I don’t believe I suggested it. We were discussing the need 

for a manager, and I don’t know who brought it up as far as my being the one. 

Mr. RANKIN. At that time was there any discussion about what compensation 

you would have? 

Mr. MARTIN. No. 

Mr. RANKIN. When you were talking to Mr. Thorne in the coffee shoppe was 

there a discussion about how much compensation he would receive for acting 

as attorney? 
Mr. MARTIN. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. What was said about that? 

Mr. MARTIN. Well. just that it would be 10 percent. 

Mr. RANKIN. Had you erer discussed that before with him? 

Mr. MARTIN. Not that I recall. 

(At t,his point, Senator Cooper entered the hearing room.) 

Mr. DULLES. Senator, we welcome you. 

Senator COOPER. Thank you. 
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Mr. DUI.LES. Would you proceed? Would you just resume for a moment 

where we are in the proceedings? 

Mr. RAXKIS. We are discussing the contract between Mr. Martin and Marina 

and also how Mr. Thorne became counsel under the contracts that were made. 

Senator COOPER. Yes. 

Mr. RASKIN. This IO-percent figure for John Thorne and the contract with 

regard to his appointment then was his suggestion so far as you know? 

Mr. M.~~TIx. As far as I know. I think we had discussed it. 

Mr. RANKIN. You had discussed it? 
Mr. MARTIN. I don’t know exactly how we came to these figures as far as 

that is concerned. 

Mr. RAKKIN. But you think you had discussed it before the meeting at the 

coffee shoppe that you described? 

Mr. MABTIN. Probably so. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you suggest the amount? 

Mr. MARTIN. I don’t know. 

Mr. RANKIN. You don’t recall whether you did or he did? 

Mr. MARTIN. No. 

Mr. R~XKIN. Did you talk that over with Marina? 

Mr. MARTIN. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. Who was present at that time? 

Mr. MARTIN. I believe Lee Gopadze. 

Mr. RANKIN. Anyone else? 

Mr. MARTIN. Well, there were several times we discussed it with Marina. 

One time Robert was there. He read the contracts. Let’s see, he usually came 
in on Sunday so he read the contracts more at length. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did Robert come in before or after your conversation in the 

coffee shoppe that you referred to? 
Mr. MARTIN. I believe after. 

Mr. RAXKIN. After you had the conversation in the coffee shoppe with Mr. 
Thorne, did you make any changes in the draft of the contract. 

Mr. MARTIN. Yes. 

Mr. LEECH. Excuse me, what contract are you talking about? 

Mr. RANKIN. Thorne contract. 

Were you referring to the Thorne contract? 

Mr. MARTIN. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. What changes did you make at that time? 

Mr. MARTIN. We deleted gifts, contributions. He used a standard contractual 

form, and in that contractual form it includes gifts and contributions, and we 

deleted those. 

Mr. RANKIN. I hand you Exhibit No. 279 and ask you if that is a photostat 

copy of the contract you have been referring to? 

Mr. MARTIN. Yes. 

Mr. RINKIN. And it has stricken out the words that you have just described 

with regard to donations and gifts? 

Mr. MARTIN. Yes. 

Mr. RSNKIN. It does give him an interest in collections, trust funds and 

bequests, according to the language of this Exhibit No. 279. 

Do you know what was meant by that? 

Mr. MARTIN. No. That was in the standard contract that this was drawn 

from. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did you ever discuss this contract, Exhibit No. 279, with Marina 

Oswald? 

Mr. MARTIN. Yes, with Mr. Thorne and Robert Oswald present. 

Mr. RANKIN. When was that? 

Mr. MARTIN. Between the 1st and the 6th of December 1963. I can’t recall 

the dates. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you remember where you were when you had that dis- 

cussion? 

Mr. MARTIN. At the house, my home. 

Mr. Ra~~rl-. What did you say to Marina about it? 

Mr. MARTIN. I don’t recall any conversation at all. 
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Mr. RANKIN. Was anything said about the 10 percent at that time? 

Mr. MARTIN. Well, she knew it was 10 percent. 

Mr. RANKIN. How do you know she knew that? 

Mr. MARTIN. Well, we explained it to her. 

Mr. RANKIN. Who explained it? 

Mr. hIARTIN. I don’t know whether I did or whether John Thorne did or 

Robert. 

Mr. RANKIX. Did she understand English enough to understand what you 

were talking about? 

Mr. MaRTIN. yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. How do you know that? 

Mr. MARTIN. Because of her reaction to it. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did she react about the 10 percent? 

hIr. MARTIN. Xo. I mean there was no reaction as far as her. a definite 

reaction but I could tell she understood it. 

Mr. RANKIN. Can you tell us what you observed about her that caused you 

to think that she understood it? 

hIr. hIAaTIx. Well, I don’t know. I think it was explained to her as 10 

cents of a dollar. 

nlr, RANKIN. Was anythiug- 

Mr. hI4aTIN. But she said she understood percentS. 

Mr. RAXKIS. How did she say that? 

Mr. hI.\KTIN. That way. “I understand percents” or something of that type. 

Mr. RANKIN. Was there apy discussion with hlarina about the effect of this 

contract on donations and contributions from the public? 

hlr. MARTIN. Yes. We said that that would not be included in that 10 per- 

cent. 

Mr. RASKIN. Did you say anything to hIarina about whether this was a good 

contract for her? 

Mr. MARTIN. I probably did. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall what you said? 

hlr. MARTIN. No. 

Mr. RANKIN. You have no recollection about that? 

Mr. MARTIN. So. Actually we left most of it up to Robert. 

Mr. RASRIN. So whatever esplanation was made to Marina was really made 

by Robert, is that right? 

Mr. LEECH. Escuse me for just a minute. 

(Discussion off the record. 1 

Mr. R.\KKIN. Rack on the record. 

hlr. LEECH. Mr. Martin’s contract and Robert had a contract with her, too, 

and Mr. Thorne’s contract were left with her. They were not signed that day. 

Mr. RAEKIN. You tell us what you know about, that, Mr. Martin. 

Mr. MARTIN. Well. Robert wanted to read o17er the contracts and think them 

over, and I believe he took copies of them. IVow, I am not sure, I am not certain 

about ‘that. 

Mr. RANKIN. When did Robert get inrolred here. of getting a share? 

Mr. hfARTIN. From the beginning. 

Mr. RANKIN. Were you present when that matter came up? 

Mr. hL4srrN. Yes. That was hIarina’s request that he participate. 

Mr. RANKIN. When was that request made? 

Mr. hIAaTIN. Prior to the signing of the contracts, probably December 4- 

3d or 4th. 

Mr. RANKIN. Who was nresent at that time? 

Mr. M.~RTIN. I believe .John Thorne and Robert, Marina and myself. 
Mr. RANKIN. What did Marina say about that at that time? 

Mr. MARTIS. She wanted Robert to hare some of the money. 

Mr. RANKIS. What did Robert say about that? 

Mr. hI.4RTIN. As I recall he didn’t say much of anything. 

Mr. RASKIX. Did he say anythin g to indicate that he thought that was a 

good idea, a bad idea? 

Mr. MARTIS. So. I think he said, “Thank you,” that is about it. 
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Mr. RATKIN. Did Marina say anything about how much she wanted Robert 

to get? 

Mr. MARTIP\‘. YPS. 
Mr. RASKIN. What did she say about that? 

Mr. MARTIS. Ten percent. 

Mr. R~NKIN. She just said 10 percent, is that all? 

Mr. MARTIN. Yes. 

hlr. RANKIN. Did Marina make any explanation of how she decided that 

Robert should get a share, too? 

Mr. MARTIK. So, other than she wanted to give Robert something. 

Representative FORD. hlay I ask a question? 

Mr. RAKKIX. Surely. 
Representative FORD. Was there any discussion at any time, Mr. Martin, as 

to whether Marguerite should have any benefits from it? 

h1r. MARTIS. No. 

Jlr. RAXKIK. Did Marina discuss with you at that t,ime what Robert was to 

do for his 10 percent? 

hlr. MARTIN. No. 

hlr. RANKIN. Do you recall any discussion about what you were to do for 

your share? 

hfr. MARTIR. Yes, to sell her story. 

Mr. RAXKIX. And what would Mr. Theme do for his 10 percent? 

Jlr. MARTIX. Handle all the legal work involved. 

Mr. RAXKIS. Did you ever hear any discussion about what Robert was to do 

for his percentage? 
. 

Mr. MAKTTK. We said that-let’s se+-\ve would disms with him on various 

occasions any of these contracts, hut that he was-he would take over the 

handling of Marina’s affairs in case of my disability. 

Mr. LEECH. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

hlr. R.XNKIN. Was there anything more said than you have related about 

w,hat Robert would do for his share? 

hlr. MSRTIS. So. I think I probably remarked to him that there would 

probably be plenty for him to do. 

Mr. RAXKIX. Was there any dispute between any of you or with Marina at 

this time about the percentages? 

hlr. MARTIS. So. The only thing that I recall was the terms of the contract, 

of my contract. 
Mr. RANKIN. Was something said about that? 

hfr. MARTIS. Was 10 years. 

hlr. RANKIN. Yes. 

hlr. M‘IRTIN. And Marina thought that was too long. 

Mr. RAXKIX. What did she say about that? 

Mr. MARTIN. She said she thought 10 years was too long. 

Xr. RAX~KIN. What did you say? 

Mr. MARTIX. Let’s see, she wanted a 1 year contrart and I told her that ac- 

tually 1 year, there is no telling 110~ this story would develop or anything, and 

that 1 year might interfere with the Sale of the story. 

Mr. RANKIN. What did she say to that? 

Mr. MARTIN. That they agreed to it. 

Mr. RASKIN. She agreed then to the 10 years? 

;\1r. AlARTIN. Yes. 

Mr. RASKIX. Was any interpreter present at that time? 

hlr. Man~1s. So. 

Mr. RASRIN. So whatever JIarina understood about was from her under- 

standing of English and (~olllillunicatioll with you and Robert and Mr. Thorne? 

Mr. MIK’I‘IS. Well, I.ee Gopxlze had discussed it prior to that. 

Mr. R.\SKIS. Was that in your presence? 

hlr. M.\RTIS. So. He just discussed it, the general terms, I assume. 

Mr. RASKIS. I3ut you don’t know. 

Mr. ~IARTIS. Of course. I couldn’t understand what he was saying. We left 

the contracts with her for several days. 

480 



Mr. RANKIN. But you don’t know what was done with them? 
Mr. MABTIN. No. 
Mr. R~KKIF-. Because you weren’t present. 
Do you know whether she understood English enough to read those con- 

tracts at that time? 
Mr. MARTIS. So. She c&ouldn’t. have read the contracts at that time. But 

she said she understood it sufficiently, and that she would trust Robert’s judg- 
ment on it. 

Mr. RANKIN. When did she say that? 
Mr. MARTIN. Just before-1 guess the same day she signed it. 
Mr. RANKIN. I will ask you to look at Exhibit No. 279 and tell us whether 

you recognize the signatures on that? 
Mr. MARTIN. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIS. Whose signatures are they? 
Mr. MBRTIN. Mrs. Marina S. Oswald and James H. Martin. 
Mr. RANKIS. In the parts that are stricken out-- 
Mr. MARTIN. John M. Thorne. 
Mr. RANKIN. On Exhibit No. 279 were those stricken out before the dis- 

cussion of the contract? 
Mr. MARTIN. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Was that done when you were there? 
Mr. MARTIN. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you observe the signing? 
Mr. MARTIN. Yes. 
Mr. LEECH. They were not signed the date it says they were signed. 
Mr. MARTIN. On the 5th. 
Mr. LEECII. The date it saxs they were signed that is the date they were 

drawn up but they were all signed the same time, weren’t they, Mr. Martin? 

Mr. MARTIN. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Can you tell us what the facts are in that regard, Mr. Martin? 
Mr. MARTIS. The contracts were drawn-let’s see-the contracts were drawn 

and Robert wanted to go over them, so we held it in abeyance. I think he was 
there on a Sunday and he came back on a Tuesday, I am not sure about the 
days, and signed the contracts. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you know the signature of Marina Oswald? 
Mr. MARTIN. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Will you tell us whether or not Exhibit No. 279 bears her 

signature? 
Mr. MARTIN. Yes, it does. 
Mr. R.%NKIN. It appears to be witnessed by you, is that your signature? 
Mr. MARTIN. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. And the acceptance at the bottom of Exhibit No. 279, do you 

know whose signature that is? 
Mr. MAB~N. John Thorne’s. 
Mr. RANKIN. And you say that the exhibit was, the contract, Exhibit No. 279 

was executed on the 6th rather than the 5th day of December. 
Mr. MARTIN. Well, I can’t recall the dates on it. 
Mr. LEECH. Excuse me for just a minute. 
(Discussion off the record.) 
Mr. LEECH. Counsel, for what it is worth, Robert’s was executed at the same 

time as the other ones. I believe his is dated the 9th, isn’t it? So it would hare 
been the 9th or afterwards. They were all executed at the same time. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Martin, do you know that? 
Mr. MARTIN. I know they were all executed the same time. 
Mr. RANKIN. Whether or not it was the 9th or the 6th you don’t recall at 

this time? 
Mr. MARTIN. No. I am fairly certain it was not the 6th. 
Mr. RANKIN. Are you certain what date it was? 
Mr. MARTIN. No. 
Mr. RGKIN. What is your best recollection in that regard? 
Mr. MABTIN. Well, it was several days after the contracts were drawn that 
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they were executed, and I believe the contracts were drawn, and the date that 

they were drawn was entered on the contract. 

Mr. RANKIN. You think that might have been December 5 that they were 

drawn then? 

Mr. MA&TIN. Pes. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, that is already in evidence. 

Mr. DIJLLE~. It has already been admitted. 

Mr. RANKIN. Yes. 

Mr. DULLES. Mr. Rankin, we would like to have a short adjournment at 10 :30. 

The members of the Commission would like to speak with you. 

(Short recess.) 

Mr. DCLLES. The Commission will resume. Mr. Rankin, will you please con- 

tinue with the examination? 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Martin, I have been asking you about some of your con- 

tractual and financial arrangements with Marina Oswald and also Mr. Thorne’s 

and Robert Oswald’s. If you and your counsel won’t object I would like to 

depart from that because I would like to have this information developed when 

some of the members of the Commission are here who might not be at other 

times during your examination. 

Mr. MARTIN. One thing Mr. Leech brought to my attention was that he 
thought maybe you might be under the impression that these contracts were 

all drawn on the same date, December 5. They weren’t drawn on the same date. 

I think it was the 5th, 6th and 7th, or the 5th, 6th, and 9th. Robert’s was 

drawn on the 9th, mine was drawn the 6th, and Mr. Thorne’s was drawn the 

5th. 

Mr. RANKIN. Thank you. 

I want to ask you about a particular incident that was referred to in the 

Houston Post, an article in the paper and the source was given as you and 

that is in regard to Mr. Nixon, Richard Sixon, former Vice President of the 

United States. 

Did Marina ever say anything to you about Lee Oswald planning any violent 

action or assassination of Richard 11. Nixon? 

Mr. MARTIN. Yes. 

hlr. RANKIN. When did you first learn about that? 

Mr. hIARTIN. I don’t remember the date. It was sometime in January, and 

she mentioned it, said that he had come home one night and said, one evening, 

and said that he had waited for Xixon to shoot him. 

Mr. RANKIN. Where was this? 

Mr. MARTIN. In Dallas. 

Mr. RANKIN. What time was it that he came home that night? 

Mr. MARTIN. I didn’t question her too much about the time. I assumed 

that it was after work. 

Mr. RANKIN. At about what time of the day was it? 

hIr. MARTIN. Five or six o’clock. She said they were living on Neely Street, 

and he came home that night, and told her about it. So the next morning 

he got up, Nixon had not come into town, so he said that he would be in the 

next day, and so he got up the next mornin g and got dressed with a suit, I 

believe she said, and she locked him in the bathroom and kept him there all 

day, they said. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did she say how she locked him in the bathroom? 

hlr. MARTIN. No. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you ask her how she could do that, whether there was a 

lock on the inside of the bathroom or outside? 

Mr. hIARTIN. No, I thought it was a little-1 thought the story was a little 

far-fetched myself. 

hlr. RANKIN. What did you say to her about it? 

Mr. hlARTIN. Well, I said, “Don’t go around telling people something like 

that.” 

Mr. RANKIN. Did she say anything about whether it was true or not? 

Mr. MARTIN. She said it was true. 

Mr. DULLES. May I ask a question? 
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Mr. RANKIN. Yes. 

Mr. DULLES. Was this brought up in connection with anything in particular 

or just come out of the blue, blurted out? 

Mr. MABTIN. It just came out of the blue. 

Mr. DULLES. There was no prior conversation that led ul) to this or any 

background to it? 

Mr. MARTIN. Not that I recall. It was just a statement that she made. 

I think she was talking about Oswald--- 

Representative FORD. Was she prone to come out with these kinds of com- 

ments or was this an unusual circumstance? 

Mr. MARTIN. l90. She at times referred to some particular incident in 

Russia or various things like that. And they would be completely unattached 

to anything that we had been talking about. 

Mr. RARKIN. What more did you say to her about this incident when she 

brought it up? 

Mr. B~ARTIX. Well, the only time I recall pl’ison being in Dallas was in 

Sovember. Sow. she was not living with Oswald in Sovember, and--- 

Mr. RAXKIN. Did you say that to her? 

Xr. MARTIN. So. I just let the thing go. 

Mr. RANKIX. You didn’t even ask her how she locked him in the bathroom? 

Mr. MARTIN. Ko. I thought about it, because I know the only bathroom 

doors 1 have seen lock from the inside and they swing in. 

Mr. RASKIN. Did you ask her what he did after he was locked in the 

bathroom? 

Mr. MARTIN. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. What did she say about that? 

Mr. MARTIX. She said he didn’t do anything. When she let him out that 

night, and I suppose he would be pretty mad at her, and she said no, he 

wasn’t. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did she say she kept him in the bathroom all day? 

Mr. hihRTIN. Yes. 

Representative FORD. Was anybody else present at the time of this statement 

by her to you? 

Mr. MARTIN. My wife. 

Representative FORD. Did your wife make any inquiry? 

Mr. MARTIN. Ko. We thought it was some kind of a story. 

Mr. RANKIN. You mean you thought it was an untrue story? 

Mr. MARTIN. Yes, and why, I don’t know. It didn’t sound logical. 

Mr. RANKIN. Were there other conversations with Marina that you had 

where you thought she was telling you things that were untrue? 

Mr. MARTIE. She would relate stories about Russia that I would listen to 

but they didn’t sound right. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall any? 

Mr. MARTIN. Well, they mostly dealt with boy friends. 

Mr. RANKIN. What did she say in that regard? 

Mr. MARTIN. Oh, she would talk about some individual boy friends, usually a 

non-Russian, someone from Rumania or Germany or from some other country. 

Mr. RANKIN. What did she say? 

Mr. LEECH. Is this going to be made public? 

Mr. RANKIN. This might be, yes. 

Mr. M-TIN. Oh, I don’t know about specitic incidents. She would remark 

about she knew-1 am trying to think of a specific-one was, let’s see, she 

left Leningrad and went to Minsk because of an association with a married 

man there. 

Representative FORD. In Leningrad? 

Mr. MARTIN. It was either she left Leningrad to go to Minsk or vice versa. 

Representative FORD. But she left one or the other to go to the other because 

of an association with a married man? 

Mr. RfARTIN. Yes. 

Mr. R~XKIS. Where was the association, in Leningrad or in Minsk? 

RIr. MARTIX. Well, it was in the city that she left. 
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Mr. Ran-KIK. She was getting away from that association, was she? 

hIr. MARTIN. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. By going to the other city? 

hlr. MARTIN. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you recall any other conversation when she told you some 

thing that you don’t believe? 

Mr. MAKTIN. Oh, she remarked about people that she knew in Russia that 
had, we will say, lovers- 

Mr. DULLES. Did she tell anything about a letter that she wrote to a boy 

friend in Minsk? 

JIr. ~IARTIN. After she was here in New Orleans? 

Mr. DULLES. Yes. 

Mr. MARTIN. Yes. 

Mr. DUI.LES. What did she say about that? 

Mr. MARTIN. Let’s see, she said she wrote the letter, and I believe what it 
was she told the boy that, she wasn’t-she wanted to come back to Russia, to 
him, she loved him, and the letter was returned, I believe, for lack of Postage, 
and Oswald got hold of the letter, and he asked her about it, and I think he 

asked her either to read it or he would read it. I believe she read it to him. 
This caused quite a bit of difficulty. Now, that is when she was in New Orleans. 

Mr. RASKIS. When she was telling you about these people that had lovers 

in Russia, you didn’t believe these stories? Is that what you are saying? 

Mr. MARTIN. Well, of course, I know nothing about Russian life. 

Mr. RANKIN. Yes. 

Mr. MARTIX. So I more or less took it with a grain of salt. I didn’t put any 

credibility to it or any doubt to it. It was just something that was said and I 

didn’t either accept it or reject it. 

Mr. RANKIN. How did she happen to tell you about going to hlinsk to get 
away from a married man in Leningrad? 

Tell us how that came up. 

Mr. MARTIN. I think she was just talking about boy friends, I guess. 

Mr. R~NKIX. Did she tell you she had quite a few boy friends? 

Mr. XAR~N. Yes. 

hir. RANKIK. Was that in Russia that she had the boy friends? 

Mr. MARTIN. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. How many did she tell you about? 

Mr. MARTIN. Oh, boy. Well, she didn’t mention any names as such, and I 

don’t know whether different stories got confused to being two different people 

or-1 would say 10 or 12. 

hIr. UNKIN. Did she include Lee Oswald among those? 

Mr. hI.4RTIN. Well, you mean as a boy friend? 

Mr. RANKIN. Yes. 

hlr. MARTIN. No. 

Mr. RANKIN. Did she tell you anything about her relations with these boy 

friends? 

hlr. hIARTIx. NO. 

Mr. RANKIN. You say you didn’t believe these stories? 

Mr. MARTIN. Well, I didn’t have any reason to disbelieve or to believe them. 

They were just conversation. 

Mr. RANKIN. Sow, on the Sison matter, when that came to your attention, 

did you tell anyone else about it? 

hlr. hluvrm. I discussed it with my wife, and with John Thorne. 

hIr. DULLES. Excuse me just a moment. 

Mr. hIartin, this is Congressman Boggs, a member of the Commission, and 
this is hlr. Leech, counsel for Mr. Martin. 

Mr. LEECH. I know Mr. Boggs, I met him in New Orleans years ago. 

Mr. RANKIN. Will you tell us about the conversation when you related this 

to someone else? 
hlr. MARTIN. It was on the telephone, and I was quite shocked at first about 

it and then thinking it over, it didn’t sound logical. 

hlr. RASKIN. You believed it at first? 

Mr. MARTIN. Yes. I guess I didn’t see any reason for it not to be true. But 
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then I didn’t see any reason for it to be a lie, either, and I supposed it was 
possible. 

Mr. RANKIN. When did you tell Mr. Thorne ahout it with reference to when 
Marina told you? 

Mr. MARTIN. The same day. I don’t recall the date at all. 
Mr. RANKIN. What did you say to Mr. Thorne about it? 
Mr. MARTIN. I just related the incident, what she had told me. 
Mr. RANKIN. Did you saF anything to him about telling the Commission about 

it? 
Mr. MARTIN. No. 

Mr. Ral\-srx. Did he say anything about telling the Commission about it? 
Mr. Ma~nr. No. I don’t believe so. 
Mr. RATKIS. Was there anything else said in this telephone conversation 

with Mr. Thorne excei)t relating what Marina had said? 
Mr. Jl.~~l’rn-. I remarked what a big bombshell that would be as far as pub- 

licity was concerned if the newspapers ever got hold of something like that. 
Mr. RANKIR’. That it would be helpful in regard to Marina’s story, did you 

say that? 
Mr. ;\IARTIN. No, I did think it would he harmful. 
Mr. RATKIS. Did you say that to him? 
Mr. MARTIN. I believe so. 
Mr. DULLES. Why would it be harmful? 
Mr. MARTIN. Well, this purportedly took place after the Walker incident, and 

she had made a statement that if Oswald repeated anything of a similar nature 
as the Walker incident she would turn him over to the police, and this was a 
repeat or similar, he actually didn’t shoot at him but threatened to, and she did 
not report it to the police. 

Mr. DULLES. I see. 
The Walker incident took place on April 10,1963, according to our records. 

Senator COOPER. I would like you if you can to repeat everything that 
Mrs. Oswald told you about the Nixon incident. What did Lee say to her? 

Mr. MARTIN. This has been a very confusing 2 months- 
Senator COOPER. I know that. 

Mr. MARTIN. To me. 
Senator COOPER. Do the best you ran. Take your time and tell us about it. 
Mr. MARTIN. I couldn’t recall it verbatim, but she said he came in one evening, 

early in the evening, and said that he had tried to shoot Nixon but that he had 
not come into town that night as he was supposed to have, or that day, but that 
he would be in the next day, and he would take care of it then. 

(Discussion off the record.) 
Senator COOPER. I think you said that she did at least partly identify the 

time by saying at the time they were living on Neely Street. 
1Mr. MARTIN. Neely Street. 
Mr. DULLES. May I just add there our records indicate they were living on 

Neely Street on March 2, between March 2,1963, and April 24, 1963. 
Senator COOPER. Did Mrs. Oswald tell you anything that he said about the 

way or means he intended to kill him or at what place? 
Mr. MARTIN. No. 
Mr. REDLICH. Do you recall what weapon she mentioned at the time? 
Mr. MARTIN. I don’t know if I recall that she said shoot him or kill him. 
Representative FORD. Could she speak English well enough to differentiate 

between shoot and kill? 
Mr. MARTIN. At the time? 
Representative FORD. Yes. 
Mr. MARTIN. Yes. 
Representative FORD. She could distinguish English that well? 
Mr. REDLICH. Did she mention a pistol or rifle? 
Mr. MARTIN. No. 
Mr. REDLICH. Did she mention whether he was employed at the time or un- 

employed at the time? 
Mr. MABTIN. I don’t believe so. 

485 



Mr. REDLICH. Did you ask her how it was possible for hec to keep him in a 

bathroom for one whole day? 

Mr. MARTIN. No. 

Mr. DULLES. Did you ask her why Lee Harvey Oswald wanted to kill Nixon, 

any motive? 

Mr. MARTIN. I think I asked, “Well, why would he want to do that?” And she 

shrugged her shoulders. 

Senator 000~~~. I would like to follow up on that. In this conversation with 

her, did he give any reason to Marina Oswald why he wanted to kill Nixon? 

Mr. MARTIN. Evidently not. She didn’t answer. She didn’t answer me when 

I asked. 

Mr. REDLICH. Mr. Martin, you have said in your opinion the Nixon incident 

was after the Walker incident. 
Mr. MARTIN. Well, that is what she said. 

Mr. REDLICH. Did she relate it to the General Walker incident in any way when 

she discussed the Nixon incident with you? 

Mr. MARTIN. She just said it was after General Walker. 

Mr. REDLICH. Did she relate to you any conversation that she may have had 

with Lee Harvey Oswald relating the Nixon incident to the Walker incident? 

Mr. MARTIN. No. 

Mr. REDLICH. Did she refer to any promise that he may have made at the 

time of the Walker incident that may have related to the Nixon incident? 

Mr. MARTIN. No. I remember her saying after the Walker incident she told 

him that if he ever did anything of that nature again that she would report 

him to the police. 

Mr. DULLES. How did you know the Nixon incident was after or supposed to 

be after the Walker incident? Did she say that? 

Mr. MARTIN. She said it was. 

Mr. DULLEB. She said that? 

Mr. MARTIN. Yes; I asked when it happened and she said after Walker. 

Mr. REDLICH. When she told you that she had threatened Lee Oswald with 

going to the police if there were another incident, did you ever ask her why 

she had not done so in light of the Nixon incident which subsequently followed? 

Mr. MABTIN. I must not have because I think I would have remembered it if 

I had. 

Mr. REDLICH. Did you ever consider reporting the Nixon incident to any Fed- 

eral authorities? 

Mr. MARTIN. If it didn’t come out in the hearing, yes. 

Mr. REDLICH. When Mrs. Oswald was preparing to come to Washington with 

you for the hearings before this Commission, did you discuss the Nixon incident 

with her? 

Mr. MARTIN. I don’t think so. I know I told her to be sure to tell the truth to 

the Commission. She had mentioned that she had lied to the FBI. 

Mr. REDLICH. With regard to what? 

Mr. MARTIN. On a Mexico trip. She told the FBI she didn’t know he had gone 

there or that he was going. 

Mr. REDLICH. To the best of your knowledge had she ever related the Nixon 

incident to the FBI or Secret Service prior to her trip to Washington? 

Mr. MARTIN. I don’t know. I was never in on any of the questions. 

Mr. REDLICH. Did you give her any adrice in connection with any of those 

interviews? 

Mr. MARTIK. So. I told her if she got tired to tell them so that they 

could come back the next day. 

Mr. REDLICH. You sar when she was planning to come here you advised 

her to tell the truth? 

Mr. MARTIS. Yes. 
Mr. REDLICH. Did you give her similar advice in connection with the FBI 

and Secret Rrrricr intfarvirns? 
Mr. MABTIS. I don’t think the situation ever arose. She asked specifically 

about the Jfrsico incident. 

Mr. REDLICH. Throughout the many interviews with the FBI and Secret 
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Service you never asked her, I take it, whether she had discussed the Kxon 
incident with the FBI or the Secret Service? 

Mr. MARTIN. I think I may have asked her when she told me, if she had 
told the FBI. 

Mr. REDLICH. What did she say? 
Mr. MARTIN. She said no. 
Mr. REDLICH. What did you say? 
Mr. NARTIN. I don’t recall if I said anything. 
Representative Fo~n. Mr. Redlich. I wonder if we couldn’t have Mr. Martin 

tell us the time of day and the circumstances that this conversation with 
Marina in the presence of your wife arose. not necessarily the date but 
the time of day, and the overall- 

Mr. IIARTIX. It wns in the evening. 
Representative FORD. You were sitting around the room? 
Mr. X\RTIS. Yes, in the den. 
Representative FORD. Just the three of you? 
Mr. MARTIS. Yes. 

Representative FORD. Did she just start talking or did you prompt her 
or just how did the situation arise? 

Mr. MARTIN. I don’t recall. I think maybe-1 think it just came into con- 
versation as we were talking about the whole thing in general. 

Mr. DULLES. Were you talking at that time about what her memoirs or 
any writings she miglitP 

Mr. MARTIN. No. 
Mr. DULLES. -she might produce would include? 
1Ir. MARTIS. So. 
Representative Form. What was your wife’s reaction to this story? 
Mr. J~RTIS. Well, she couldn’t believe it either. 
Representative FORD. Did she ask any questions about it such as the ones 

you have indicated? 
Rlr. MARTIS. So, other than the nnes I asked. 
Mr. REDLICH. Could you tell us with whom you have discussed the Nixon 

incident other than those that you hxvc mentioned thus far, I believe thus 
far you have said Mrs. Martin and Mr. Thorne. 

Is there anyone else you have told this to? 
Mr. MARTIN. Don Levine. 
Nr. REDIXCH. Who? 
Mr. MARTIN. Levine. 
Jlr. REDUCEI. Who is he? 
Mr. MARTIN. A writer. 
Mr. REDLICII. For what lml)liration. 
Mr. MARTIX. He is an author. 
Mr. DULLES. Freelance writer and author, Isaac Don Levine for the 

record. 
Jlr. REI~ICH. When did you relate this incident to him? 
Mr. MARTIS. Rack in January. 
Mr. REINXH. Could you tell us why you told him? 
Mr. MARTIX. He is of the opinion that there is more to this than meets 

the eye, so to speak. He is- 
Mr. DULLES. More to what? 
Mr. NARTIS. More to the assassination. 
Mr. DULLES. The Sixon story? 
Mr. MARTIX. So. 
Jlr. DrJI.r.Es. The whole assassination, Kennedy assassination? 
Mr. MARTIS. And he-of course, he is quite familiar with Russian affairs, 

and he said the stories just don’t match. and he was trying to tie in Os- 
wald, I guess, with the Communist Party or some attachment there some 
place, and I mentioned that I thought he was just a nut. 

Mr. REI~ICH. That who was. 
Mr. NBRTIS. Os~vald. And I said. I told him I didn’t know how true it 

was hut then I related the story. and he-1 cautioned him not to pass it 
around or anything like that. which he said he n-ouldn’t. 
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Mr. RE~LICH. Were you or Marina Oswald compensated in any way for 
the release of this information to Mr. Levine? 

Mr. MARTIN. No. 
Mr. DULLES. Was Mr. Levine at this time trying to get the rights to the 

story or the right to write the story? 
Mr. JIARTIS. He wants to write the story, and through Meredith Press. 
Mr. RE~LICH. Were you negotiating with Mr. Levine at the tlme con- 

cerning the rights to 31 arina Oswald’s story ? 
Mr. MARTIS. Yes. 
Mr. REDLICH. And it was during the course of these negotiations that you 

revealed to him the Sison incident? 
hIi-. MARTIS. Yes. 
Mr. REDLICH. And this, you say. was sometime in January? 
Mr. MARTIN. Yes. 
Mr. REDLICH. Did you tell anyone else other than Mr. Levine? 
Mr. MARTIS. Sot that I recall unless it was Robert Oswald. 
Mr. REDLICH. TVill you try to refresh your recollection with regard to 

Robert ? 
Mr. MARTIN. I beg your pardon? 
Mr. REDLICH. Do you recall whether you had a conversation in mid-January 

with Robert Oswald concerning the Nixon incident? 
Mr. MARTIN. I don’t remember. I was trying to remember that the other 

day to find out if I had mentioned it to him. And- 
Mr. REDLICH. Do you recall when Robert Oswald would come to visit your 

house? 
Mr. MARTIN. On Sundays. 
Mr. REDLICH. And what would he do on these Sundays? 
Mr. MARTIS. Usually take Marina and the baby to the cemetery. 
Mr. REDLICH. Do you recall whether on one of those Sundays you had a con- 

versation with him concerning the Nixon incident? 
Mr. MARTIN. I don’t remember. I am not sure whether I did tell him or not. 

It seems to me that I did, but I can’t recall the incident at all. 
Mr. REDLICH. Did Jlrs. Oswald, Marina Oswald, ever indicate to you that 

she had discussed the Nixon incident with anyone else? 
Mr. MARTIN. No. 
Mr. REDLICH. To be more specific, did she ever indicate to you whether she 

had discussed the Nixon incident with Robert Oswald? 
&1r. ~%IARTIN. No. 
Mr. REDLICH. With Mrs. RLarguerite Oswald? 
Mr. MARTIN. No. 
Mr. REDLICH. With any Federal authority? 
Mr. MARTIN. No. 
Mr. REDLICH. Could you state again what your advice to her was with regard 

to the revealing of this incident? 
Mr. MARTIN. Well, I told her it would be advisable just not to say anything 

about it. 
Mr. REDLICH. To anyone? 
Mr. MARTIN. That is right. 
Mr. REDLICH. But you related the incident to Jlr. Levine. 
hlr. MARTIN. Yes. 
Mr. REDLICH. When you accompanied Mrs. Oswald to Washington for the 

hearings before this Commission, did the Sixon incident come up at all during 
your conversations? 

hlr. MARTIN. Not that I recall. 
Mr. REDLICH. This incident which you regarded of such importance at the 

time you didn’t discuss with her at all during the time she was appearing before 
this Commission? 

Mr. MARTIIT. I don’t remember mentioning it to her. 
Mr. REDLICH. You didn’t ask her whether she had told the Commissioners? 
Mr. J~ARTIS. I think I asked John Thorne if she had mentioned it. 
Mr. REDLICH. What did Mr. Thorne say? 
,\lr. I\IARTIX. He said no, not yet. And I dropped it at that. 
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Mr. REDLICH. You and Mr. Thorne didn’t hare any conversations concerning 
whether she should mention it? 

Mr. MARTIN. No. 
Mr. REDLICH. At the conclusion of the testimony did you ask Mrs. Oswald 

whether she had mentioned it? 
Mr. MARTIN. Not to my knowledge, no. 
Mr. REDLICH. Did you discuss with Mr. Thorne the question of whether 

she had mentioned the Nixon incident before this Commission? 
Mr. MARTIN. I think so. 
Mr. REDLICH. What did Mr. Thorne say? 
Mr. MARTIN. He said no. 
Mr. REDLICH. Did you and Mr. Thorne discuss whether she should have 

mentioned that incident before this Commission? 
Mr. MARTIN. No. 
Mr. REDI,I~H. Did you think it was an important incident, Mr. Martin? 
Mr. MARTIN. Ko. I don’t know why-the credibility of it didn’t sound logical. 

It didn’t seem to me that it actually happened. 
Mr. REDLICH. Did you speak to any representative of the Houston Post or 

the Associated Press with regard to this incident in the last several days? 
Mr. MARTIN. Yesterday morning. 
Mr. REDLICH. Could you tell us the nature of that conversation? 
Mr. MARTIN. He came out and asked me. 
JIr. REXII,ICH. Who is “he”? 
;\Ir. MARTIN. Let’s see, his name is Creighton, I believe or the last name began 

with a “C”. he is with the Houston Post, reporter. He came out and asked 
me what I knew about the Nixon incident and I said I know nothing about it. 
He said well he had it on gnod authority that there was a diary that Lee Harvey 
Oswald had written and it was mentioned in the diary. 

Now, I hare never heard of a diary involved. There are some 60 pages of 
manuscript that he is supposed to have written, but I have never heard of a 
diary. 

Then-which I told him. 
He asked me if I knew of anyone that he could contact to find more about it. 

.4nd I said well, if anybody knows about it, it will be the Commission, and 
J told him that I had just heard about it the day before, and he asked if Marina 
knew anything about it, and I said I don’t know. 

Mr. REDI.ICII. You didn’t discuss with this reporter whether you believed the 
incident to be true? 

Mr. MARTIN. No. 
Mr. REDIXH. At the time you first learned about the incident you thought 

it was of sufficient importance that you called Mr. Thnrne the same day, isn’t 
that right? 

Mr. MARTIS. Yes. We discussed it back and forth and I don’t-we couldn’t 
think of how it could happen. 

Mr. IXECH. Could we go off the record? 
(Discussion off the record.) 
Mr. DI:LLES. Read this brief report into the record. 
JIr. RE~LICEI. I would like to read into the recnrd a story which appears in the 

Washington Post February 22,106t27,1962, dated Houston, Tesas, February 26, 
Associated Press : 

“The Houston Post quoted an associate of Lee Harvey Oswald’s widow tonight 
as saying Oswald planned to kill former Vice President Richard 11. Nixon. The 
Post quoted aames Alartin, until a few days ago >Iarina Oswald’s business rep- 
resentative, as saying that eridenre to this effect had been presented to the 
Warren Commiusinn investigating the assassination of President John F. Ken- 
nedy. Jlartin is scheduled to test.ify before the Commissioners Thursday. Nixon 
was in Dallas the dar before President Kennedy was killed. Oswald was charged 
with the slaying.” 

Mr. ~IARTIX. Now. I did not tell him-1 told him exactly what I told you, 
that I had no knowledge of it. I had secondhand knowledge only of it. I said 
if anTone knew about it the Commission would know it. 
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Mr. REDLICH. Did you tell him that this evidence had been presented before 

the Warren Commission? 

Mr. ~VARTIN. No, I told him if anybody knew about it, you would know about it. 

Senator COOPER. I think you said a minute ago that you only learned about it 
the day before? 

Mr. MARTIN. That is what I told the newspaper reporter. 

Senator COOPER. What is the significance of that ? Did you talk to somebody 

the day before? 

Mr. MARTIN. No, it was just a method of brushing him off. 

Senator COOPER. Had you talked to Robert Oswald the day before? 

Mr. MARTIN. No. 

Senator COOPER. May I ask this : Now, hlrs. Marina Oswald told you about the 

Wixon incident? 

hlr. hIARTIN. Yes. 

Senator COOPER. Had she previously told you about the Walker incident? 

hlr. MA&TIN. Yes. 

Senator COOPER. General Walker? 

Mr. MARTIN. Yes, after it came out in the newspapers. The first I heard about 

it was when I read in the newspapers. 
Senator COOPER. Then she talked to you about it? 

Mr. MARTIN. I asked her about it. 

Senator COOPER. You have read somewhere, have you, that Mrs. hIarina Oswald 

said that Lee Oswald gave her his reason for wanting to shoot at General Walker? 

Mr. MARTIN. The reason she gave me was that Lee Harvey Oswald thought 

that General Walker was a Fascist. 

Senator COOPER. Right. 

Mr. MARTIN. And needed to be killed. 

Senator COOPER. Did she tell you any statement that Lee Oswald made giving 

his reasons that he wanted to kill or shoot Richard Nixon? 

hlr. MARTIN. No. 

Senator COOPER. Didn’t talk about that at all? 

Mr. MARTIN. No. 

Senator COOPER. Did she ever tell you of any other statements that Lee Oswald 

had made to her about his, any attempts that he made or any intentions that he 

had to kill any other person? 

Mr. MARTIN. No. 

Senator COOPER. You are sure of that? 

Mr. MARTIN. Positive. 

Senator COOPER. Did she tell you about any statements that Lee,.Oswald might 

have made about President Kennedy? 

Mr. MARTIN. No. Anything that- I 
Senator COOPER. You must have talked to her a great deal about this,a&assina- 

tion of President Kennedy. 
. 

. 
Mr. MARTIN. Actually, I tried to avoid most of this stuff. 

Senator COOPER. What? 

Mr. MARTIN. I tried to avoid most of these things. I don’t know, I figured 

they would be a sore spot with her, but I don’t know whether they were or not. 

Senator COOPEI(. It would be tremendously helpful to this Commission to know 

if she did talk to you about the assassination of President Kennedy and anything 

that Lee Oswald might have said about him before and tell us anything- 

Mr. MARTIN. If she had said anything to me about it I would definitely tell 

you. I cannot recall any incident that+f the conversation between she and 

Lee about any other assassination or about the President. 

Mr. DULLES. Had you ever met or heard of Lee Harvey Oswald prior to No- 

vember 22, 1963? 

Mr. MARTIN. No. 

Representative BOGGS. Mrs. Oswald lived in your home for how long? 

Mr. MARTIN. About 2j5 months. 

Representative BOGGS. You had many conversations with her in that period 

of time. 

Mr. JIARIIS. No, not really many. I was usually out of the house, and there 

weren’t many opportunities that arose to have a conversation. 
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Representative BOGGS. Did you ever have any reason to believe that she was 
anything other than what she appeared to be, namely an ordinary housewife who 
had come to this country as the wife of an American whom she married? 

JIr. MARTIN. Looking back on the whole picture, she doesn’t seem quite right. 
1 mean she doesn’t fit. 

Representative Boccs. What do you mean by that? 
Mr. JIARTIN. As a mother and a housewife. She is too cold for one thing. 
Representative Boccs. Cold in what way? 
Mr. hIARTIN. Emotionally. This thing, I don’t know whether it is the Russian 

woman or what, but this thing would have terrifically upset an American woman, 
and she was not very upset at all. 

Representative FORD. Sot upset about the assassination? 
Mr. MARTIN. About her husband. 
Representative FORD. About her husband’s subsequent death? 
Representative BOGGS. Well now- 
Mr. hfARTIN. She was to a degree. But it didn’t ring true. 
Representative BOGGS. So what do you mean by that. Do you mean that be- 

cause of her coolness under very terrificvery difficult conditions and a very 
difficult situation, that maybe she n-as not just what she appeared to be, and if 
not, what do yop think she was? 

Mr. MARTIN. I have no idea. It is the way she treated, the way she treated 
contributions. for instance ; someone would send a dollar, I don’t know, maybe 
it was her last dollar, and she would look at it and throw it aside and say, 
“Oh, it is just a dollar.” And John Thorne and I kind of built up an image 
for her or of her, for the American public, and she is not exactly as we picture 
her in the news articles. 

hlr. REDIXX. Would you spell that out in more detail? 
Mr. hIAaTIN. Well, for one thing, I recall instances that she read the Bible 

every day, she didn’t crack a Bible. She got up between 10 and 11 o’clock every 
morning. The only household chores she did was wash the evening dinner dishes, 
and occasionally she would vacuum. 

Representative Booos. This may be attributed to lack of energy or laziness. 
hlr. hIARTIN. Well, yes, that is true. But she is not a humble person at all. 
Representative FORD. Did you ever see her cry or show any comparable 

emotions? 
Mr. MARTIN. No. The closest I ever saw her to really showing any emotion 

at all was when, it was about a week after she had been there, she saw a picture, 
of Jackie Kennedy’s picture-a picture of Jackie Kennedy, I don’t know whether 
it was Life Magazine or what. 

Representative BOGGS. Did she ever do anything or say anything that would 
give you any reason to believe that maybe she was part of an intelligence system? 

Air. hIARTIN. No. Although I hare wondered about it since. 
Mr. KEDLICH. Since when, hlr. Martin? 
hlr. hIARTIS. Well, this whole thing, since I got into it. This whole thing 

seems to me like I have been kind of made a patsy. Robert Oswald wouldn’t 
take her in right after this incident because he was afraid of what might happen, 
might or might not happen. 

The Fords also expressed the same opinion. 
Mr. DVLLES. What do you mean by the same opinion? 

3 
. hfARTIN. That they wouldn’t have taken her in at first. Mr. Ford ex- 

pres ed the opinion that he was afraid of what the public reaction might be 
and he didn’t know what to think. 

We took her in n-ith the full knowledge that anything could happen, and any- 
thing might happen, and it was done strictly on an altruistic basis at first, and 
then this manager thing came in which I wish it hadn’t at all. 

But be that as it may, it has happened, and things have been turned upside 
down. 

But then as soon as the Secret Service was pulled off then Robert insisted 
that she move from my home to his home, and start proceedings to cancel the 
rontracts that are in existence. She was up there-she came back to the doctor 
on a Tuesday after she left our home, and stopped in at the house and said she 
wanted to come back to live with us. 
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Mr. DULLES. When was this approximately? Just after she moved to the 

Fords or how long after she moved? 

Mr. MARTIS. No, she left my home on Sunday, went to Denton to live with 

Robert, came back to the doctor, Dr. Bishop, on Tuesday, and came over to the 

house to pick up some of her belongings, and- 

Mr. REDLICH. Excuse me, just so the Commission has the date straight, the 

Sunday you are referring to when she left is the Sunday after her appearance 

before this Commission? 

Mr. MARTIN. Yes. 

Mr. RDLICH. That would be the 9th of February, is that correct? 

Mr. MARTIN. Right. 

Then on Tuesday, which would be the llth, she came back to the house, and 

wanted to move back in. 

Representative Form. Who drove her, how did she get there? 

Mr. MARTIN. Vada Oswald, Robert Oswald’s wife. 

Mr. REDLICH. Are you finished with what you were about to say? 

Mr. MARTIS. It just seemed strange to me that a sudden move should be made 

like that and then within two days after that, it was Tuesday, and Wednesday. 

Thursday and I received a letter from her discharging me as her manager or 
attempting to discharge me. 

Representative BOGGS. I was asking you about intelligence and that sort of 

thing. 

This wouId not indicate that sort of thing to you, would it? 

Mr. MARTIN. No, but the whole thing seemed to be a kind of a preplanned 

thing. 

Mr. REDLICH. Will you spell that out in more detail because when Congress- 

man Boggs asked you questions as to whether Mrs. Oswald might be part of 

Soviet intelligence you replied you are now beginning to wonder, and you also 

replied you wonder if you have been made a patsy. 

Could you, in your own words. explain that answer in greater detail? 

Mr. MARTIN. Of course, not knowing how a spy would work or anything, I 

have no knowledge of anything of this sort, this whole thing shows a lack of 

gratefulness or something, and actually she showed the same thing with Mrs. 

Paine. She lived with Mrs. Paine for quite some time. Then Mrs. Paine has 

been trying to contact her consistently for, well, ever since the assassination, 
and we have passed letters to her, letters from Mrs. Paine to Marina, wherein 

she has asked Marina to at least call her or do something, and Marina doesn’t 

want to have anything to do with her. 

Mr. REDLICH. Has Marina given you a reason for that? 
Mr. MARTIN. She said she doesn’t like her. 
Mr. DULLES. Do you know why it was that Robert Oswald advised her not 

to go back to the Paines or did you know that he did? 

Mr. MARTIN. I knew that he did. 

Mr. DULLES. Do you know the reason for that? 

Mr. MARTIN. No. He said he just didn’t like her. 

Mr. DULLES. He gave no reasons? 

Mr. MARTIN. No. 

Mr. REDLICH. And Mrs. Oswald, Xarina Oswald, gave no reason to you as to 

why she didn’t like the Paines? 

Mr. MARTIX. No, I think it is because Robert didn’t. That is a thought. 

Mr. REDLICH. You said that- 

Mr. MARTIN. She has expressed that. 

Mr. REDLICH. You said that you were beginning to wonder whether this is a 

preplanned affair. What do you mean by that? 

Mr. MARTIN. Well, I don’t mean preplanned from tbe very beginning, but I 

think probably sometime in December from then on it might have been planned. 

We have accumulated for her a considerable amount of money in story rights. 

Representative BONGS. How much? 
Mr. MARTIN. Well, on advances, this is not the ultimate or the end result, but 

just on advances, it is $132,009. 
Mr. REDLICII. Mr. Martin, you are reading from a document. Is that some- 

thing- 
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Mr. MARTIX. This I brought for you. We don’t have the money. But these 
are the contracts that have been negotiated. 

Mr. REI)I.I~II. Is this something you are turning over to the Commission? 

Mr. M~RTIS. Yes. tllilt is for your information. 

Mr. DULLES. What is the nature of this document? 

Mr. X\RTIX. It, is a handwritten--- 

Mr. DULLES. By whom? 

Mr. MIRTIS. By me, a handwritten list of the lml~lishers. and the news media 

that I have contacted in Marina’s behalf to sell her movie rights, the TV right, 

book rights and so forth. 

Mr. DUILES. ,ind the amount they have proposed to pay for them? 

Mr. X~RTIY. Well. these are just the ~IdYi~IlCPS. 
Sow, in the case of Tesitalia Films, for instance--- 

Mr. REDLIC~I. Could I interrupt and get this identified? 

Mr. JIa~rts. Certainly. 

Mr. REI~XH. ~Vith your permission. we would like to introduce this into 

evidence and take, a l)hotostatic col)v and leave you with the original. 

Mr. 11 \arrV. Certainlr &‘ A . . 
Mr. DUILES. \Vould gou describe this:’ 

Mr. REIILICII. This document lists various publications, media of communic3a- 

tion. and indicating the amounts whirh have been the subject of negotiation, and 

the contracts, if any. which have been signed with these various media of 

publication concernin, (r JIarina Oswald’s story. 

Mr. DUILES. Mr. Jlartin has said this is written in his own hand, is that 

correct, Mr. Martin? 

Jlr. MARTIS. Yes. sir. 

Representative Booos. Mr. Chairman, I have to go to a meeting at the Speaker’s 

offire momentarily, I would just like to ask one further question of this witness. 

Now. I understand about the business negotiations here and so forth. but I 

want. you to be specific-anything that comes to your mind as to whether or not 

this woman, angthing more than what I asked you about. 

Mr. LEECII. Can you give us about two minutes in that room? 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. REDLICII. Back on t.he record. 

Mr. DULLES. ,Jnst one minute. This should go in the record. 

Representative Boccs. Who is this individual? 

Mr. MARTIS. I have been trying to remember his name. I can find out his 

name. It began with an “H”. 

Mr. DULLES. Would yen repeat the story. please, and then we will continue 

with the examination. 

Mr. MARTIS. I mgt a gentleman who is an executive with the Dinkler Hotel 

chain, and he related the story to me that was told to him by one of their end- 

neers, a maintensnc~e man in the Atlanta, in their Atlanta hotel. The mainte- 

nance man’s wife was an, or is a long distnncse telephone operator, and on the 

night preceding the assassinat.ion there was an individual that called, well, the 

way I heard the story. that she said he sounded like he had been drinking. and 

that he mentioned to her to rememher this telephone call because it would go 

down in history. He made a credit card call to JLee Harvey Oswald, and 

simply said, “Proceed as planned.” 

Then he made another telephone call to *Jack Rnhy and told him that if any- 

t.hing went wrong he kne\v what to do. 

Now, I questioned this, I guess there are numerous rumors of this type or 

whatever it is. and he said no, that it was definitely the truth, and the reason 

she hadn’t come out before with it was that it is a violation of Federal law to 

listen to a long distance telephone call, and that they finally did report it to the 

FBI. 

Mr. REI~ICI~. The person you were speaking to, as I understand this story, 

received the information from a maintenance man whose wife was the telephone 

operator who overheard the conversation? 

Mr. MARTIS. Yes. 

Representative Boccs. Was this a telephone operator in a Dinkler hotel? 
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&llr. MARTIS. I didn’t get that whether it was in a Dinkler hotel or whether she 
was in the long distance or toll offices in Atlanta. 

Representative BOGGS. Did this person have the credit card number and so 
forth? 

Mr. MARTIS. No. The person that I was talking to? 
Representative BOGGS. Did the telephone operator have it? 
Mr. MARTIN. The telephone operator did, or the telephone company has the 

records. 
Representative BOGGS. Do you have any other information that would indicate 

that--- 
Mr. MARTIS. Iuo, I know this doesn’t indicate anything about Marina as far 

as-no, it is just a strange feeling as far as Marina is concerned. She is too 

c301d. 
Mr. REI)I.ICII. When did you hear about this story, Mr. Martin? 
Mr. MARTIS. About a week ago. 
Mr. REDLICII. You haven’t discussed it at all with Marina in that week? 
Mr. MARTIX. No. 
Mr. REDLICH. I wnuld like to question you again on Congressman Boggs point. 

You have said she is too rold, you have said you thought that all this was pre- 
planned. Is there anything specifi? in anything that she told you or in any of 
her actions which would lead you to believe that she has withheld certain in- 
formation from you. or this Commission, concerning her knowledge about the 
assassination? 

Mr. MARTIS. So. except she made a remark to me one time that she didn’t 
volunteer anything. She only answered questions. 

Representative FoRn. This was after the return from the Commission hearing? 
Mr. MARTIN. So. this was sometime ago. That was befor- 
Representative FORD. Before the Commission hearing where she appeared? 
Mr. MARTIK. Yes. And it was--- 
Mr. DULLES. Is that all you had on this particular point? 
Representative Boccs. Yes. 
Mr. MARTIS. I don’t remember what brought it up even. She didn’t like the 

FBI. She said that. And she didn’t like to answer questions. 

Mr. REDLICH. Did she tell you why? 
Mr. MARTIN. So. She just didn’t like them. Bnguslav in particular. 
Mr. DULLES. But her remark was made before her hearing before this 

Commission? 
Mr. MARTIN. Yes. 

Mr. nUI,I.ES. And did not relate then to that hearing. 
Mr. MARTIN. So. 
Mr. REDLICII. Did she indicate to you she had revealed everything that there 

was to reveal before this Commission? 
Mr. MARTIN. Yes. There again I didn’t question her about anything that she 

said in the Commission. I didn’t feel it was any of my business for one thing, 
and all I asked her is how it went, and she would say fine, and that would be 
the end of it. That is the limit of my questioning her as far as testimony within 
the Commission was concerned. 

.Mr. REDLICII. Will you tell us how you found out about the General Walker 
incident? 

Mr. MARTIN. Read it from the newspapers. 
Mr. REDLICH. When you read about it did you talk to Mrs. Oswald about it? 

Mr. MARTIIV. Tes. 
Mr. REDLICH. Could you tell us the nature of the ronversation? 
Mr. MARTIN. Well. I asked her if it was true, and she said yes, and I also 

asked her who was with Oswald, and she said no one. He did things alone. 
And. let’s see. she related the story as to the note he had written. He had left 
earlier in the evening. and he hadn’t come home at the, we’ll say, at an early 
hour, and she was getting quite upset with him, and she found this note on a 
bed table or somewhere in the bedroom, and read it, and it simply said that he 
mieht be gone for a time or he might be in jail, and instructions as to what to 
do in case he was gone. 
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Mr. REDLIC~. Did Marina tell you all about this? 
Mr. MARTIN. Yes. 
Mr. REDIXII. In English? 
Mr. MARTIN. Yes. 
Mr. REDLICH. She knew English well enough to be able to relate this type of 

story? 
Mr. MARTIN. She learned very rapidly. 
Mr. RED~~II. Do you rH#all approximately when that was? 
Mr. MARTIN. No. It was the same day it came out in the paper. 
Representative FORD. Did she know of her own knowledge about General 

Walker? Did she indicate any background information about General Walker? 
Mr. MARTIN. No. 
Representative FORD. She only told what Lee told her about it? 
Mr. MARTIN. Lee told her he was a Fascist. 
Mr. DIJILES. Did she recount to you, that is, did Marina account to you, what 

she said to Lee Harvey after this incident, after the Walker incident, after he 
told her about the Walker incident? 

Mr. MARTIN. Yes, she said that she hid the note that he left in a cookbook and 
told him if he ever did anything like that again that she would turn that note 
over to the police and turn him over to the police also. 

Mr. REDLICH. Mr. Martin, were you aware that Marina Oswald had given 
this information voluntarily to the Secret Service or the FBI concerning the 
Walker incident? 

Mr. MARTIN. No. 
Mr. REDLICH. Did you ever ask her about it? 
Mr. MARTIN. Well, it was in the newspapers so I assumed they knew about it. 
Mr. REDLICK. And you assumed she had volunteered this information? 
Mr. MARTIN. Well, of course now, I was a little concerned to begin with as to 

how it got out. 
Mr. REDLICH. Why were you concerned? 
Mr. MARTIN. Well, if she had told it to the FBI and the FBI only then how 

did it get in the newspapers? 
Mr. REDLICH. What was the-you say you were concerned that certain aspects 

of her story were being released. What was the nature of your concern? 
Mr. MARTIN. Well, I was just wondering how that information got to the 

newspapers? 
Mr. REDLICH. Did you ask her? 
Mr. MARTIN. No, I didn’t ask her because she didn’t see any newspaper re- 

porters at all. 
Mr. REDLICH. Did you ask any of the agents of the FBI or the Secret Service? 
Mr. MARTIN. Yes, Mr. Heitman. 
Mr. REDLICH. What did Mr. Heitman tell you? 
Mr. MARTIK. He said it didn’t come from the Dallas office. He said it must 

have come from Washington. The Houston Chronicle brought, it out. 
Mr. REI~XX. By Washington he meant the Washington office? 
Mr. MARTIN. Of the FBI, the Justice Department. 
Mr. REDLICH. FBI. That was his opinion as to where this information could 

come from? 
Mr. MARTIN. Yes. 
Mr. REDIJCH. Did you ever ask Mrs. Oswald why she had not revealed this 

information prior to that time? 
Mr. MARTIN. No. I tried to stay as far away from this investigation as pos- 

sible, berause I didn’t want to get into it at all to be real frank about it. I 
figured there are people better equipped than I to ferret out information and 
they have methods of doing it that I have no idea about. 

Mr. REDLICH. At that time, however, you were acting as her business repre- 
sentative. 

Mr. MARTIN. Yes. Because I had to refute something in the paper. 
Mr. REDLICII. Were you assisting her at that time in the preparation of any 

narratives that she was preparing in connection with her story? 
Mr. MARTIN. No. She has never written anything other than the manuscript 

that she wrote for the Commission. And we have never pre-prepared anything. 
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Mr. DULLES. Has she had conversations with others, to your knowledge, who 
have been writing material, Isaac Don Levine, for example? 

Mr. MARTIN. The only one would be Levine. 
Mr. DULIZS. The only one would be Isaac Don Levine? 
Mr. lIARTIN. Levine told me she told him that her husband was a Trotskyite. 

Now what that means, I don’t know but he seemed to think quite a bit. 
Mr. DULLES. Marina told Isaac Don Levine? 
Mr. MARTIN. Yes. 

Mr. DUIJXS. That Marina’s husband? 
Mr. MARTIN. Lee Oswald was a Trotskyite. 
Mr. DULLES. He was a Trotskyite. 
Mr. REDLICII. Mr. Martin, in what way do you consider yourself a patsy? 
Mr. MARTIN. Well, because this, for instance--- 
Mr. REDLICH. May we introduce this in evidence so we know what we are 

talking about? 
Mr. Chairman, I offer--- 
Mr. DULLES. Identify it. 
Mr. REDLICH. In the course of the witness’ explanation of his business repre- 

sentation of Mrs. Oswald the witness has presented before this Commission a 
list of arrangements that he has entered into or is considering entering into 
concerning the sale of certain aspects of Mrs. Oswald’s story. This document is, 
we are told, written in Mr. Martin’s handwriting. I show the witness Com- 
mission Exhibit No. 325 and ask you whether this document is one that you have 
brought before the Commission and whether its contents are as I have described 
them. 

Mr. MARTIN. Yes, it is. 

Mr. REDLICH. Mr. Chairman, I ask that Commission Exhibit No. 325 be 
admitted. 

Mr. DULLES. It shall be admitted. 
(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 325 for 

identification and received in evidence.) 
Mr. REDLICH. It is understood that a photostat of this exhibit will be made 

part of the permanent record of the Commission, and that the original will be 
returned to the witness. 

hlr. D~LLES. I wonder if you wouldn’t leave us the original in this case be- 
cause this was prepared for the Commission? 

Mr. MARTIN. You can have the original. 
Mr. DULIXS. We will keep the original and we will be glad to give you a 

photostat for your records. 
Mr. MARTIN. I have it right up here. 
Mr. DULLES. Do you want to read that into the record, it is quite short and it 

might make the record more intelligible. 
Mr. REDLICH. Since this is in the handwriting of the witness may I suggest 

that the witness read it? 
Mr. DULLES. Right. 
Mr. MARTIN. Texitalia Films, $i5,000 movie and the TV rights, World Wide 

plus $7,500 plus expenses per film appearance, plus $1,500 per-plus expenses 
for personal appearance. Contract was signed February 11. 

Life RIagazine was $5,000, North American rights for Lee had photo with 
rifle and pistol. 

Stern Magazine, $12,500, story serial rights for Germany and Italy only, with 
a 7&30 percent reciprocal for serial rights in Europe, 70 percent to Marina. 

Stern Magazine, $2,650 picture rights on the seven photos with same arrange- 
ments as above. 

Mr. REDLICH. Finish the documents. 
Mr. MARTIS. Meredith Press, $25,000 advance on world book rights. 
London Daily Mirror $2,200 guarantee on 5%50 reciprocal for British Com- 

monwealth rights on rifle photo. 
Detroit Free Press stole photo and has sold it to foreign news media thereby 

leaving themselves liable. 
This Week hlagazine, $1,500 for 500-word article. 
Total is $132,3.50. 
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Mr. REDIXCH. Mr. Martin, it is in connection with this document that you 

have referred to yourself as a possible patsy? 

Mr. MARTIN. Yes. 

Mr. DTXLFZS. Could I ask just, one mom(hnt before that, how much has been 

received and how much is- 

Mr. MARTIN. $50,000 of it. The rest is being held, $75,000 in Texitalia Films 

they have the money. 

Mr. DUI,I.ES Who is they? 

Mr. MARTIN. Texitalia Films. But they don’t n-ant to part with it until this 

is settled. 
Mr. REXICH. Until what is settled? 

Mr. MARTIN. Until there is an amicable settlement betffeen Marina Oswald 

and my.self. 
Mr. REDLICII. Concerning your representation of her? 

Mr. MARTIN. Yes. 

Mr. DCI.LES. You mean they are holding their own money and not paying it 

at the present time? 

Mr. MARTIN. Yes. 

Mr. REDLICH. It hasn’t been put in escrow or anything of that kind? 

Mr. MARTIS. So. We have received $5,000 from Life Magazine. That is 

in an escrow account. I have a checak for $2,400 from Stern Magazine, which 

is uncashed bernuse the attorney JIrKenzie who has been hired by Robert 

wrote a letter to Stern Magazine saying that I had no authority to make any 

deals for Marina. So the.v stopped 1)ayment on the check. Of course, I haven’t 

tried to cash the check, so it is sitting. 

Nr. REI)I,ICH. At this time, rather than go into the details of these business 

arrangements, I would like to revert to the qnestion posed earlier in connection 

with this document. you referred to yourself as a patsy. 

Would you care to explain that? 

Mr. MARTIX. JVell. I have put in apl)rnsimately 2yz months of good, hard work 

and grief trying in the first place. trying to keep the news media away from her 

and at the same time trying to sell her story. 

Mr. REDI.ICH. Don’t :wwnie we know anything, tell us everything. 

Mr. MARTIN. I had to leave my job at the Inn of the Six Flags to properly 

handle this wbirh was the first of the year. I could not keep going on both 

jobs. These contracts were negotiated on the basis of my contract with her, 

which states that I have full power to sign any conlracts for her in these fields. 

TVilliam IlIcKenzie, who is, n-as hired, apl~arently, by Robert Oswald, and is 

acting in his behalf. I guess. although he is using Marina Oswald’s name, has 

tried to cancel 111.v contract retroartirelg. in other wnrds, just like it was never 

there at all, and it just happened too sutldenly for it not to have heen planned. 

Mr. REDLICH. What would hare been planned? What is the plan that you 

suspect? 

Mr. MARTIS. Well, the drolq)inp of it-as soon as the money starts to come in, 

then the first thing they want to do is get rid of the personal manager and the 

attornq who has been takinq h all, who have been the buffers for the 2W months 

prior to that. 

The Secret Service was pulled off, there is apparently no danger at all con- 

cerning her life or anyone connected with her. So they feel perfectly safe in 
taking off, carrying on where we left off, utilizing all the work that we bad put 

into it. 

This was not a deczision that was matle in two days. 

Mr. REI)I.ICH. Co111d ~011 I)e more specific in terms of your suspicions with 

regard to the plan which .rou have allegrd her<, was designed to get you off 

this job? 

JIr. ~f.tR7’Ix. l\‘rll. I havr letters front--on(a from Marina and one from &Ire 

Kenzic. that requests 111~ discharge from this caontractual agreement. 

SOW they have actually 110 re:lson to cancel the c.ontrac$. I have performed 

:IS far a.s these ~1~s nrc conc~nned quite well. and. of (aonrse. tbosp <are just 
:rtlmn~? ~r:l~-~llc~nts of $lX?!.ooO. Thprc wonl~l 1)e 11101’~ on rnyxltipc; ;jfter that, 

Mr. Dw.I.~cs. Did you sign these agreements or Mr. Thorne or did Marina 

sign them? 
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Mr. MARTIN. I did. 
Mr. DULLES. These agreements with the news media? 
Mr. MARTIN. I did. 
Mr. DULLES. You signed them? 
Mr. MARTIN. According to the contract that I have with Marina, “You will 

authorize me and approve for and in my behalf and in your discretion and 
decision the following: approve and permit the use of my name, photographs, 
likeness, voice, sound effects, characters, persons for all publicity, advertising 
and the promotion of any and all ventures desired by you to be undertaken by 
me and for the performance by me of any appearance or service. You are 

authorized, empowered and directed by me.” 
Mr. DI-LI.ES. I think we have a copy of this, do we not? 
Mr. REDLICH. Yes. You are reading from- 
Mr. MARTIN. My contract. 
Mr. REDLICH. Yes, just so the record is clear, the contract between James 

JIartin and Marina Oswald is Commission Exhibit 276 which was introduced 
in connection with Robert Oswald’s testimbng. Mr. Martin, there has been 
introduced in a prior hearing what is now Commission Exhibits SOS. 274 and 275, 
a letter from William McKenzie to ;rou and a letter from William McKenzie 
to Mr. Theme concerning the discharging of your services. 

Do you hare ang document which sou wish to introduce at the present time 
concerning that-the reasons given for your discharge, because I would like 
to ask you questions concerning that? 

Mr. LEECH. 1Ia.r I ask the date of the letter please, sir? Give me the date. 
I think we have the originals, sir. 

Mr. REDLICH. There is one dated February 18. two of them dated February 18. 
Mr. LEECH. Yes, one to Jim Nartin and one to Mr. John Thorne. 
Mr. REDLICH. One is addressed to Xr. James Martin and the other to Mr. 

John Thorne. 
Mr. LEECH. Yes, sir ; we hare the originals. 
Mr. RNLICH. Do you have with you any other letters in connection with the 

termination of Mr. Martin’s services? 
Mr. MARTIN. One from Marina Oswald. 
(Discussion off the record.) 
Mr. REDLICH. Mr. Martin, .vou said earlier in Four testimony that you were 

building a public image of Marina Oswald? 
Mr. MARTIN. Yes. 
blr. REDLICH. Would you tell the Commission what you mean by that? 
blr. blARTIN. Well, in this type of thing- 
Mr. REDLICH. May I interrupt and suggest xou don’t thumb through-- 
blr. MARTIN. Excuse me. We were trying to create in the public mind an 

image of a bereaved widow and a simple lost girl. And I think we did actually. 
This was for her, as I say, for her benefit. She has received some $Q~,(M)O ln 
contributions, and the image is not all true. 

Mr. REDLICH. Would you tell us in respect to which in your opinion the image 
is not true? 

Jlr. bIAsTIN. Well. as I mentioned before about the bible, this is a very small 
incident, she has received numerous bibles in the mail, and to my knowl&ge has 
never read the first page of one, and most of them are in Russian. 

This is a small thing really but it is part of her image, that she 1s a religious 
person. 

She wants to be thought of as we hare built her now but she doesn’t conform 
to that image. 

Mr. REDLICH. In what way, how? 
bfr. blARTIS. Well, she is lazy, for one thing. 
Mr. REDLICH. Lazy in n-hat respect? 
Mr. MARTIIT. Well, as far as even taking care of the children. The children 

bother her. I mean to her they are a constant upset. When she left our home 
to go ul) to Denton, my wife offered to keep the baby there at the house if she 
liked, and JIarina took her up on it and then Robert told her she had better 
take the baby with her. She hadll’t seen the baby for over a wetsk. And the 
first day she was back she was willing to leave the babx again. 
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&lr. REDLICH. Is there anything else? 
JIM. M~RTIX. Her lack of, well, humbleness as far as all these contributions 

are concerned. She takes it as a matter of-she takes it for granted. She is 
quite unhal)l,y when the contributions slack off. 

Jlr. REI)LICH. Has she discussed the amount of contributions with J’OU? 
Xr. MARTIN. I have kept her informed all along on it. 
Jlr. REDLICII. Has she indicated that there is some relationship between the 

story that she reveals to the public and the contributions whirh she will receive? 

Mr. MARTIN. Yes. 
Mr. REDLICII. Would you be more specific about that? 
Jlr. MARTIS. Well, she has read newspaper articles, for instance, that I haven’t 

written but I hare directed. 
Mr. REDLICH. Directed? 
Mr. MARTIK. By giving them information. 
Mr. RF,DI,ICH. What is the nature 
Mr. MARTIN. To build it up. 
Mr. REDIJCH. What is the nature of these articles? 
Jlr. MARTIS. Well, I recall one, I wonder if I have it, I guess I don’t have it, 

that was written b.r Bill Burrus of the Times Herald in Dallas. It was a very 
good article, and not quite true, we will say. It is shaded in truth. 

Mr. RF,DLICH. Do you have the article with you? 
Mr. MARTIS. Here is one Bill Burrus did that is when she went to midnight 

mass. 
Mr. RE~IJCH. Mr. Martin has submitted to the Commission an article which 

tloes not carry a date or the name of the publication in which it appears, but is 
headed “Marina Oswald attended mass, had quiet Yule”, by Bill Burrus. 

Mr. MARTIX. That was the Dallas Times Herald. 
Mr. REDLICII. Since we would like to question the witness about this, I would 

like to label it Commission Exhibit No. 326 and ask it be introduced in evidence. 
Mr. DULLES. It will be admitted with no objection. 
(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 326 for 

identification and received in evidence.) 
Mr. REDLICH. I hand you Commission Exhibit 326, Mr. Martin. Will you 

tell us in what respects this article is not true? 
Mr. MARTIN. Well, I wouldn’t say it is strictly not true. But it embellishes 

the truth. 
blr. REDLICH. Could you be specific in terms of references to the particular 

article? 
Mr. MARTIN. Well, for instance, let’s see, is this where she went to ch’urch? 
Mr. DULLEB. Did she go to church? 
Mr. MARTIN. Yes. 
Mr. LEECH. It is my partner’s church. 
Mr. MARTIN. Well, for instance, “she wandered around the secret quarters 

for long periods of time, sometimes she listened to Christmas carols over radio 
or television”, which I believe is not true. I don’t believe I told that; that was 
just added in there. 

“Marina continued her studies of the Dnglish language and watched tele- 
vision, including her favorite Steve Allen show”. She doesn’t even like Steve 
Allen. And, of course, she is never studying English. 

Mr. D~LLES. Was this information that you gave to Mr. Burrus? 
Mr. MARTIN. No. That is the trouble with newspapers. I have told Bill 

Burrus that she watches Steve Allen. She does but just for lack of anything 
else to do. 

Now I didn’t say anything about the Christmas carols nor about studying the 
English language. 

Mr. DULLES. You say she has not been studying the English language? 
Mr. MARTIN. NO, she is learning it quite rapidly because she had to in her 

own defense in order to converse with people. When she was living with us, 
there was no one there that spoke Russian so she had to learn English in order 
to converse. 

Mr. DULLES. Is there anything else in this particular article that you would 
either regard as unslanted or untrue? 
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Mr. MARTIN. No. 
Mr. DIJLLES. Cduld you give us other examples wher- 

Mr. MARTIN. There is the first one. 

Mr. DULLES. If you are planning to comment on that I would like to intro- 

duce it in evidence. 

Mr. MARTIN. Yes. This will go with it. 

Mr. REDLICH. The witness has submitted to the Commission an article appear- 

ing in the Dallas Times Herald on Sunday, December 15, 1963, the headline 

reading, “Narina Oswald, all the pity in the world won’t help”. written by 

Bill Burrus. This has now been marked as Commission Exhibit Ko. 327, and I 

ask that it be admitted in evidence. 

Mr. DULLES. This will be admitted, if there is no objection. 

(The document referred to was marked Commission Exhibit No. 327 for 

identification and received in evidence.) 

Mr. REDLICH. Mr. Martin, I hand you Commission Exhibit No. 327 and ask 

you to tell the Commission in what respects if any there is material in this 

article which you regard as untrue or exaggerated or slanted? 

Mr. MARTIN. Here is a sentence in here, “She pores over the letters reaching 

her more than a thousand so far and is choked with emotion by the compassion 

and support they express”, the only thing she did actually was to open the 

letters and did not open all of them. The only letters she read or attempted to 

read were ones written in Russian. 

Mr. REDLICH. What was her reaction to those letters? 

Mr. MARTIN. Acceptance of it but no real thankfulness. The further it went, 
the longer it went, it seemed the less she cared whether- 

Mr. DULLES. Did Burrus get this slanted material from you? 

Mr. MARTIN. Yes. 

Mr. REDLICH. Do you recall anything she specifically said in response to these 

letters that is leading you to the conclusion that you have reached? 

Mr. MARTIN. That she specjdcally said? 

Mr. REDLICH. Yes. 

Mr. MARTIN. Well, for instance, one day she opened a letter and there was 

a dollar in it and she said, “Oh, a dollar”, and threw it on the table, and there 

are little things that living as closely as we did, you can’t really recall the 

specific incidents but there is a general feeling, and there is a complete lack 

of compassion as to what all these people are doing for her or trying to do for 

her. 

Mr. REDLICH. But you can’t recall anything specific that she said which 

would indicate this lack of compassion? 

Mr. MARTIN. No, other than “the American people are crazy for sending me 

that money”. 

Mr. REDLICH. Is that a quotation from Mrs. Oswald? She said the American 

people are crazy for sending this money? 

Mr. MARTIN. Yes. 

Mr. REDLICH. Did she elaborate on it? 

Mr. MARTIN. No. 

Mr. REDLICH. Did you reply to that? 

Mr. MAETIN. I told her that they felt sorry for her and she didn’t say 

anything. 
Mr. REDLICH. Did she make any other comments of that nature? 

Mr. MA&TIN. Other than that dollar bill. Those are the only ones I can 
remember specifically. 

Mr. REDLICH. Would you continue your examination of Commission Exhibit 

No. 327? 

Mr. MARTIN. Well, let’s see, “unlike her husband, Marina is devout. She is 
a member of the Greek Orthodox Church”, that is not true. She was not a devout 

Greek orthodox. She was not devout anything so far as religion is concerned. 

Mr. DULLES. Did she ever say anything about the baptism of her child in 

that church to you? 

Mr. MARTIN. Well, now let’s see, she was supposed to have gotten Junk bap- 

tized without her husband’s knowledge. 
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Mr. REDLICH. You say she was supposed to have, where did you get that 
information? 

Mr. ~IARTIN. Well, I read it somewhere prior to this article. This article 
has it in there. I didn’t give him this information. He got it from some other 
article, and I recall reading it. And when she read this, she commented on it. 
She said he did know that June was being baptized. 

Mr. REDLICH. Did she read that? 
Mr. MARTIN. Yes. 
Mr. REDLICH. In English? 
Mr. MARTIN. Yes. 
Mr. REDLICH. She knew English well enough to read this? 
Mr. MARTIN. Yes. It took her a while to read it. 
Mr. REDLICH. I would like to call the attention- 
Mr. MARTIN. This is December 15. 
Mr. REDLICH. I would like to call the attention of the Commission to the date 

which is Sunday, December 15. You say as of Sunday, Decembx 15, which is 
a little over 3 weeks after she came to live with you, Mrs. Oswald knew English 
well enough to be able to read this and understand it? 

Mr. MARTIX. Sot to read it legibly, I mean not to understand every word of 
it but she understood the biggest part of the article. I was quite amazed at how 
much she could read. She can’t read writing or says she can’t, but she can read 
printing or typing. 

Here is another one now, “she is poring over children’s primary readers 
and studying the Russian-English dictionary attempting to understand all the 
words and talk about her.” 

She had one child’s book that one of the Secret Service men brought her, and 
she looked at it and that was the end of that. 

Mr. REDLICH. Where did this information appearing in this story come from? 
Did you tell that to Mr. Burrus? 

Mr. MARTIN. Yes. 
Mr. REDLICH. When Mrs. Oswald read this story and saw things that were 

not quite true, did she discuss that fact with you? 
Mr. MARTIN. On one occasion, let’s see, what was it-it may have been in this 

article. Oh, yes, about the baptism. She said that Lee did know about the 
baptism. This was gleaned from some place else. 

Mr. DULLEB. Before or afterward? 
Mr. MARTIN. Well, she said before. Before the baptism. 
“She washes clothes for herself and June Lee, she cooks her own meals 

favoring macaroni and other casserole dishes.” She did not cook her own meals. 
She cooked twice while she was at the house in two and a half months. 

Mr. REDLICH. Is this fact one which you related to Mr. Burrus, the fact she 
cooked her own meals? 

Mr. MARTIN. I didn’t say she cooked her own meals but she cooked. 
Mr. REDLICH. Do you recall what reaction if any Mrs. Oswald had in reading 

this comment? 
Mr. RIAaTIh’. The only one she commented on was she doesn’t like macaroni, 

it is noodles. 
Jlr. REDLICK. But Mrs. Oswald voiced no objection to your giving this in- 

formation to the newspapers which to use your expression was not quite true? 
Mr. MARTIN. Ko. “hlarina now has the first dish washer she has ever used 

and she thinks it is wonderful”. Actually, she didn’t, like it but now in most of 
this stuff Bill Burrus would ask me a question like, “Does she have a dish 
washer”, and I would say “yes”, and he would ‘elaborate on it. 

This is quite a sympathetic article. “Marina gets up at about 9 a.m. every 
day.” She always got up between 10 and 11. “She asked Secret Service men to 
read some of the letters to her”. I don’t recall any incident where she did. 

Mr. REDLICH. Was that also a fact which you gave to Mr. Burrus? 
Mr. MARTIN. No. 
“As the hours and days tick by Marina watches television and struggles 

with newspapers. These things bring tears to her eyes, pictures of Presi- 
dent Kennedy, Jackie, Lee Oswald, Mrs. Tippit, the wife of the slain police 
officer. Sometimes she turns off the set.” That is not true. 
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Mr. REDLICH. Could you be a little bit more specific about that? Were there 
instances in which she saw these people mentioned and what was her 

reaction? 

Mr. MARTIN. No real reaction at all. Just there on television. 

Mr. DUILES. You started to describe earlier I think when she saw a picture 

of Mrs. Jacqueline Kennedy and she made certain remarks. I don’t know 

that we finished that. 

Mr. MARTIN. Well, yes; she did. She remarked, “Oh, Jackie, Jackie”, and 

that was it. There wasn’t-kind of shook her head. That is in this article, 

too, and that is true. 

Of course, this last paragraph, “The agents speak through curtains and 

she feels hunted sometimes despite friendly letters and packages”. I don’t 

think she has ever felt hunted or in danger. She has expressed that opinion. 

She didn’t feel that anyone was-anyone intended to harm her. 

Mr. DULLES. Did she ever express any ideas about going back to the Soviet 
I’nion? 

Mr. MARTIN. She said it once and I questioned her about it. She said she 

was just-what was it-just joking. She used a funny sounding word for 

joking, I don’t remember what it was. 

Mr. REDLICH. Do you have any further comments with regard to this 

particular exhibit? 
Mr. MARTIN. X0. 

Mr. REDLICH. I suggest this would be a good time for recess, Mr. Chairman. 
Mr. DULLES. All right. The Commission will be adjourned until 3 p.m., 

this afternoon. 

Would you report with your counsel at that time? 

(Whereupon, at 12 :35 p.m., the President’s Commission recessed.) 
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