
AN_ANALYSIS OF THE PROBLEMS INVOLVED 
IN NOT ACCEPTING THE WARREN REPORT, 

INTRODUCTION 
The following arguments are intended es a critical look at the implications 

of not accepting the version of the assassination as proposed by the Warren Commission. 
If the Warren Report is wrong, then some other set of facts is the case, and by making 
assumptions, (which are stated as such) one can postulate a variety of alternate 
versions of the assassination. It will be seen that it is not easy to construct a 
plausible alternate hypothesis. Some of the Warren Commission critics, it should. be 
Said, are critical of this procedure. Sylvia Meagher writes: "Such a process is hardly 
possible, because the evidence in the WR is highly unreliable, incomplete and dubious; 
much of the testimony lacks credibility or was carelessly and inadequately elicited; and 
a large body of unknown testimony is supressed entirely." This leads onto the question 
of the official evidence. 

THE OFFICIAL EVIDENCE 
It is necessary to decide, in attempting a reconstruction, how much and precisely 

what, of the official evidence one accepts, and what one rejects. In particular one has 
to make some kind of a decision about the teally cricial evidence relating to Oswald's 
gun. Most of the evidence indicative of Oswald's guilt relates to his rifle. What is 
this evidence? 

EVIDENCE OF OSWALD'S GUILT 
L.The Dallas police claimed that the gun Oswaddi ordered from Klein's Sporting 

goods store in Chicago was found in the TSBD after the assassination. 
2. The FBI claimed that CE 899 and the 2 larger bullet fragments recovered from 

the front seat of the limousine were fired from Oswald's Carcano. Also the 3 shells. 
3. Oswald was in the TSBD at the time of the shooting, as he admitted. Also, he 

had no alibi, unless one accepts that he is the person in the doorway in the Altgens 
photo; however I think this unlikely because (a) he would probably have said he was 
in the doorway, and (b) someone would probably have seen him there and said so. 

4. Oswald left the ESBD by bus and then by taxi. Considering Oswald told SS 
inspector Thomas Kelley that this was the fast time he had ever ridden in a cab, this 
actually suggests a rendezvous. 

5 Oswald returned home to Irving the night before the assassination, which was a. 
departure from his regular schedule, and told Wesley Frazier that he did so to get 
curtain rods, whereas he did not need curtain rods at his Beckley Street rooming house, 
according to the testimony of Mrs A.C.Johnson. 

6. Both Linnie Mae Randle and Wesley Frazier say that Oswald carried a paper bag 
to work on the morning of the assassination. 

7. Eyewitness testimony of Howard Leslie Brennan. 
8. Paper bag found on 6th floor of the TSBD. 

TO WHAT EXTENT DOES ONE HAVE TO ACCEPT THIS EVIDENCE? 
Cosidering each item in turn: 
1. Cswald's Gun ; 

Mark Lane has emphasised the testimony of Seymour Weitzman, who first found 
the gun on the 6th floor and described it as a Mauser. The implication of what he is 
saying is that Oswald's gun was at a later date substituted for this Mauser (presumably 
after the police had retrieved it from the Paine garage), and that therefore Oswald was 
framed - by the Dallas police. However, it must be remembered that there is a picture 
of Lieut. Day carrying what is recognisably a Carcano outside the TSBD within a half 
hour or so of the assassination. This is not necessarily® Oswald's C2766 Carcano, but it 
is not a Mauser. This still leaves open the possibility that both a Mauser and a Carcano 
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were discovered in the TSBD. If this is the case, the fact that this was not reported 
is further evdence of conspiracy in the Dallas police Department. For the sake of 
further discussion I will assume at this point that Weitzman made an innocent mistake, 
and the gun he found really was Oswald's C2766 Carcano, ie. the gun Oswald ordered this 
gun. (I will consider later the question of whether he ever received it.) 

CE 399; BULLET FRAGMENTS; 3 CARTRIDGE CASES 

These items were all identified as having been fired from Oswald's gun, the ident- 
ification being made by the FBI, as early as Nov 23 1963. (see vol 24 p.262-3). In the 
case of the cartridge cases and CE 399, I think we can assume they really were fired 
from Oswald's gun — though not necessarly at the time of the assassination. If wh do not 
assume this, then they were fired from another gun, and what would be the point of planting 
evidence to incriminate Oswald which does not even incriminate him? In the case of the 
bullet fragments there is a further question: are they in sufficiently good condition 
to be identified as having been fired from any one gun to the exclusion of all others? 
These fragments are available for inspection at the Archives, and so I should imagine this 
question could be resolved by an independent ballistics expert. Sylvia Meagher objects fo 
the validity of the bullet fragments on the grounds that they do not possess an authentic- 
ated chain of possession. This is tantamount to saying that they may not be genuine exhibit 
and one can discount them (a) if they are identifiable as having been fired from OSmetess 
gun, and (b) If one is prepared to accept a conspiracy within the FBI. 

OSWALD'S PRESENCE IN THE TSBD AT THE TIME OF THE ASSASSINATION 
Considering Oswald got his job at the TSBD before he could have known the Bresident 

was going to be passing in front of it, he can hardly be incriminated on the grounds that 
he was in the building. This, on the other hand, cuts both ways because by the same token 
one can say that Oswald could not have been part of any conspizacy to assassinate the 
President before the motorwade route was announced. This difficulty can be got round, but 
only, .it seems to me, by saying that there was a certain amount of luck involved, (Oswald 
didn't even have to leave his place of work to carry out his part of the plan.) Oswald 
Said he was having lunch at the time of the assassination on the first floor of the TSBD 
(WR p.613) and I think this means it is unlikely he is the person in the doorway in the 
Altgens picture. Despite the contradiction inherent in the shirt in the picture, it seems 
very likely that Oswald would have said he was standing in the doorway at the time of the 
shots if he really had been. Admittedly this is not conclusive; we still don't know whether 
Billy Lovelady owned a shirt of the type shown in the Altgens picture. Clearly he is not 
wearing the shirt he said he was wearing, but maybe he had forgotten by the time his pictur 
was taken by the FBI what shirt he was wearing. His picture was taken on Feb 29th 1964 by 
the FBI. (National Archives, CD 457). 

QOSWALD'S FLIGHT FROM THE TSBD 
There does not seem to be anything in itself suspicious about this. Judging by the 

number of unidentified people in Dealey Plaza who apparently never came forward to givé 
evidence, this would seem to be normal behaviour. Oswald was not the only one who left the 
TSBD, and Roy Truly's observation that he just happeiied to notice that Oswald was missing 
has always struck me as suspicious; nevertheless, what is odd is Oswald taking a taxi. 
This suggests more than that Oswald was the assassin: it suggests he was in a hurry to 
get somewhere, possibly for a rendezvous. Does one have to accept that Oswald left by 
taxi? He himself admitted it (WR p.621 and p.626) in the presence of members of the FBI, 
Secret Service, members of the Dallas police and U.S? Marshall Robert Nash. Also his story 
is corroborated by William Whaley. 

OSWALD'S RETURN TO IRVING ON THURSDAY NIGHT 
This departure from his normal routine definitely seems incriminating in view of the 

events the next day. To deny that he in fact returned that night one has to maintain that 
Wesley Frazier, Linnie Mae Randle, Ruth Paine and Marina all lied about it. If he also 
told Frazier that he did so to get curtain rods then this is even more incriminating 
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as it is difficult to see what Oswald wanted with curtain rods. Also if Oswald brought 
curtain rods into the TSBD they should have still been there after the assassination. 
Ruth Paine later testified that there were 2 spare curtain rods in her garage, but they 
were still there months later when Commission counsel took her testimony at her home. 
There is a possibility, however, that the curtain rod story was an invention of the 
Dallas poiice, which Frazier complied with. This is Frank Dugan's contention..(I have 
told Mark Lane about this.) One cannot deny that Oswald returned to Irving on the 
Thursday night. WHy did he do so? To get the rifle? A part of the rifle, ¢the scope)? 
Just to see his wife? There is nothing conclusive here. 

THE BROWN PAPER BAG OSWALD CARRIED 

Both Randle and Frazier saw Oswald carrying a paper bag to work on the morning 
of the assassination. However both were positive that the bag they were later shown 
by the Warren Comm&éssion was longer than the one they saw Oswald carrying. Frazier 
was quite positive about this and said: "I told them [FBI] that was entirely too long." 
Nevertheless if we are to believe Frazier as to the length of the Gag, then we must 
believe that Oswald carried a paper bag to work, which seems suggestive of some kind 
of complicity, even if the bag was not long enough to hold the rifle. 

HOWARD LESLIE BRENNAN 
Howard Brennan claims to have seen Oswald fire the last shot abi at the motorcade 

and then "step back" from the window. However there arex so many contradictions in 
his story (and I think the George Murray [NBC] incident is of particular interest) that 
I think Brennan's testimony can be reasonably rejected. 

THE BROWN PAPER BAG FOUND ON 6th FLOOR OF TSBD 
Unlike everything else found on the 6th floor, this bag was not photographed in 

position, or in any position in the TSBD. We have the testimony of Frazier and Randle 
mentioned above strongly suggesting the paper bag "found" on the 6th floor was not the 
Same one Oswald carried. We know that Lt Day of the Dallas police obtained mb sample 
paper from the ist floor of the TSBD, (4H268) which is the paper CE 142 (the 6th floor 
bag) was made from; therefore if one wants to maintain that CE 142 was fabricated by 
the Dallas police, it is obvious how it could have been done. There is some fascinating 
testimony on this point which makes it seem quite possible this (CE 142) is nota 
genuine exhibit: 

- Belin: Was there any long sack laying in the floor there that you remember seeing..? 
Craig: No; I don't remember seeing any. [6H268] 

Sergeant Hill: You were asking Officer Hicks if either ohe recalled seeing a sack, 
Supposedly one that had been made by the suspect, in which he could have possibly 
carried the weapon into the Depository, and I at that time told you about the small 
one an appeared to be a lunch sack, and that that was the only sack that I saw... 
7H65 

I believe Sylvia Meagher has sent a chapter from her forthcoming book which 
covers this subject in detail. For the purposes of this argument, I think one can reject 
the paper bag found on the 6th floor as a piece of evidence incriminating Oswald. 

CONCLUSIONS ABOUT THE EVIDENCE AGAINST OSWALD 
That the gun Oswald ordered from Klein's and 3 cartridges fired from that gun 

(though not necessarily fired that day) were found on the 6th floor of the TSBD,. That 
CE 399 and bullet fragments found in the limousine had been fired from the same gun. 
That Oswald teturned to Irving on the night before the assassination, a departure 
from his normal routine, left the next day carrying a paper bag which was probably too. 
small to hold even the disassembled rifle, was in the book Depository at the time of 
the assassination with no-one accompanying him at the time, and then left the building, 
travelling to Oak Cliff by taxi. (I am omitting here all references to the Tippit killing, 
which my have been done by Oswald, but doesn't necessarily link him to the assassination 
at all. 



IN HOW MANY WAYS @AN THIS EVIDENCE BE INTERPRETED? 
The irreducible evidence pointing to Oswald as the assassin of President Kenn- 

edy can be interpreted in 3 broad ways: 
1. Oswald assassinated Kennedy singlehanddd. (Warren Commission conclusion.) 
2. Oswald had accomplices who fired some or all of the shots. 
3. Oswald did not assassinate Kennedy at all. 

In this latter case, Oswald was framed, either: 
(a) Without his knowledge or consent. 

or (b) He co-operated in his own frame-up. [Popkin's theory] 
3(b), that Oswald helped to frame himself amounts to the same thing as 2, that 

Oswald had accomplices, and therefore I will consider it at the same time as considering 
2. The only difference is that it means his accomplices fired all the shots. 

Summarising, if we reject the Warren Commission's interpretation of the evidence, 
one of these two must be the case: Oswald was part of a conspiracy which he knew about 
and co-operated in; or he was the "fall guy" of a conspiracy he did not know about. 
Let us consider this second option first: : 

WAS OSWALD FRAMED WITHOUT HIS KNOWLEDGE? 
If Oswald was framed then one must accept that someone obtained Oswald's gun, 

at some stage took it into the TSBD, where he either fired it at the President, which 
would also explain the bullet fragments in the car, the cartridge cases on the floor, 
and, if one is prepared*to accept the pristine bullet as a genuine exhibit, CE 399; or 
left it hidden on the 6th floor, and then fired with or without other assassins with 
other guns. In this case, both the bullet fragments and CE 399 become faked evidence, 
and also evidence which must have been faked by members mf the Government employees, 
Since they are the only ones who had access to the limousine where the fragments were 
found, This would mean that the whole frame-up of Oswald was done by Government agencies, 
including the removal of the gun from the Paine garage. 

If Oswald's gun was fired at the limousine by those framing him then the conspiracy 
against Oswald does not necessarily assume Governmental proportions because all the 
evidence could be genuine except Oswald did not pull the trigger. If one objects to CE 

399 one can stili say it wasx planted at Parkland, having been previously obtained by 
firing his gun into a soft substance, by any ordinary citizen, eg. Jack Ruby. 

What are the difficlties in accepting such a conspiracy? Both the above described 
variants, which have in common that Oswald was unwittingly the fall guy, have to explain 
why Oswald so conveniently: 1. Befurned to Irving the night before. 2. Came to work . 
carrying a paper bag. 3. Left the scene hurriedly in a taxi, and went to his room where 
he armed himself with a pistol. They also have to explain how they got hold of Oswald's 
gun. This raises the whole question of the whereabouts, and access to the Carcano rifle, 
which I will now discuss. 

WHERE WAS THE CARCANO PRIOR TO THE ASSASSINATION? 
It is not disputed by the Warren Commission critics that Oswald ordered a 6.5 

Mannlicher Carcano. His handwritten order for it was located by the FBI on the night 
of Nov 22-23 (between 10pm and 4 am) in the records of Klein's Sporting Goods Co. in 
Chicago. As Liebeler has pointed out [Capitol Records: 'The Controversy'], this order 
was located in the middle of a long strip of microfilm which it would have been imposs- 
ible to fake in that short time. The rifle was shipped to A.Hidell, P.O.Box 2915, Dallas, 
Tex. on March 20th 1963, and that P.0.Box was rented to "Lee H. Oswald" from Oct '62 
to May 14 '63. 

* Mark Lane questions whether Oswald ever received this gun on the grounds that a 
package being sent to A.Hidell wpuld not be delivered to Oswald's box unless part 3 of 
Oswald's application form so authorised. Lane points out that part 3 has been destroyed, 
and destroyed contrary to Post Office regulations. There are many problems here, however. 
If the gun was not delivered for reasons of adherence to postal regulations, it would 
presumably have been returned as being wrongly addressed to Klein's. There is no record 
of this, at Klein's. Also, presumably Oswald wanted the gun he had ordered, and one 


