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November 4, 1966

Mr. Harold Welsberg
Hyattstown, MNd,.

Dear Mr. Welsberg:

Forgive my intrusions; I know how busy you are; and, frankly,

I would rather write poetry. I want you to know that I have

no axe to grind and no interest in this case beyond that it be
solved and the foreign policy of this country changed. I do not
expect you to answer me formally - or at all - unless I am of
use. In that case, I would be glad to know it, of course.

I have attached certain observations on testimony and material
regarding Mrs. Ruth Paine. The last paragraph is, in my opinion,
Important - provided of course it is not a problem which, out-
side of my knowledge, has salready been solved.

As I have sald, I am incerested primarily in studying areas that

1f investigated might turn up something beyond mere theory - some
actlvity or document the investigation of which would not merely
cast doubt on the official line, but also serve positively, as a
key to unlock or at least reopen the case. Thus, my concentration
on the "Walker" letter, since I believe it refers to an activity of
Oswald as yet undisclosed; and, in the case of the attached, Mrs.
Palne's "copy" of Oswald's Nov. 9th rough draft to the CPA ~ which
I hope 1s still in existence and avallable for studye.

Sincerely,

//“474-4“"\/‘\ N—cqas N

Beverly Brunson
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RUTH PAINE
1.

In regard to Ruth Paine (and possibly Michael Paine though T
haven't enough information about him to say much), and the role
played by her in events, I would like to offer the following
remarks for your record,

Oswald's assoclation with the Paines, after his return from Mexico,
has been minimized. He "only went to Irving on weekends". Actually,
from October 4 to November 22, 1963, Oswald spent part of at least

22 of the 49 days with the Paines - most of them full days and nights,
almost all of his free time in fact, except for workday nights and the
one weekend before the assassination. If there was a consplracy and
1f Lee Oswald was aware of it, Oswald, after October 14, 1963, Gumisd
could have spent only about 20 weekday nights and the two full days

of the last weekend in the company of the congpirators - provided

the Paines were not involved. Yet his landlady testified that he spent
nights in his room and seldom went out and never had visitors, We
know that he probably did go out to make phone calls., But, in the
Report, at least, there 1s no hard evidence that he spent any of hils
free time wlth anyone bther than the Palnes. No one else can be
ldentified as having been in his company, The rest of the time he

was elther working or spending time at the Paine home, riding around
with one of them, golng to an ACLU meeting with one of them. One
wuld expect, that if Oswald was part of an assassination plot, that
he would have spent more of his time with the "conspirators"., In-
stead he spent it with the Paines,

We know also that Oswald engaged in some of his suspicious activitles
while in the presence of the Paines - though, not necessarily with
their knowledge, of course, He attended an ACLU meeting with Michael
Paine on October 25th where he presented himself as a Marxist and
made remarks agalinst General Walker and in general made his visit
consplicuous and memorable. Later on he used his attendance at this
meeting in an attempt to contamlnate the ACLU. There is no reason

to suspect that Michael Paine was aware that Oswald was not on the
level at thils meeting, of course,

We know also that Oswald wrote his Hov. 9th letter to the CPA on
Mrs. Paine's typewriter at her house in Irviig. But her story of
how events transpired regarding it does not hang together., She
states that he must have written the letter "early in the morning"
of Saturday, November 9th. According to her, when she caretoo near,
he made an effort to conceal his papers. %That made her suspicious.
But then she says he left a rough draft of the letter - with a

lle exposed - on the top of her secretary desk 1n the living room -
left it there according to her story until Sunday night when she
swept 1t into her desk drawer surreptltiously. Oswald spent a good
deal of his time in that living room according to other of her
testlimony, watching TV and so on. It's strange he did not notice
an incriminating letter which earlier he had teken pelns to con-
ceal. In fact, according to her, he forgot the draft ever existed
and went off withfit. In the mean>time, she had made a "copy" of
this letter because 1ts<lles” offended her. What is not brought out
in her testimony is that Monday, November 1lth was a holiday and
Oswald also spent that day in Irving. ( The final draft of the letter
was postmarked November 12th.,) So for three days Oswald did not
remember questionable material that he had taken pains to conceal
on S8aturday morning. - It is interesting that in addition to this
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story, Mrs. Palne also sald that Oswald"worked on the letter

2ll that weekend." Commission Counsel made no effort to clarify.
- There is also the Nov. 1st letter to the GPA. Vas that written
on Mrs. Paine's typewriter?

I will return to the matter of the Nov. 9th letter in my last
paragrapha.

There is also the fact that in her testimony before the Commission
Ruth Paine - not necessarily intentionally, of course - made a
gratultous and misleading statement regarding the letter Marina

wrote to a boyfrilend in Russia which was rgurned to her for in-
sufficient postage. Mrs, Paine is vague about both when Marina

told her of the incident and when the incident actually occurred,

By implication $he makes it seem later than it actually was., If I

am right (see the "Walker" letter) the letter to the Itussian boy-
friend was written about January 1963. Mrs. Paine sets the tire

she flrst heard about it as May or even October 1963, More important,
Mrs. Paine misrepresents the circumstances of the letter's return.
She stated to Commission that the letter was sent back for in-
sufficient postage and left at the Oswald's door, where Lee found it.
Now Mrs., Paine volunteered this story: she was not specicifacally
asked about it. She found a place and intruded it into her testimony.
Apd in this connection it i1s interesting that it was also Mrs. Paine
who (unwittingly according to her) turned over the "Walker" letter

to the authorities., 8She was at any rate well aware of the importance
of dating the "Walker" letter as she had been intensFively grilled
about it after its "acclidentel" discovery in a cookbook she turned
over. Now Mrs. Palne should have grasped irmedlately the implication
in the difference between Hmdmy letter being returned to the post

. office box (to which it actually was returned by explicit testimony
of Marina) and its being left at the door of the Oswald's apartment.
If the letter was left at the dagr it would indicate tha Marina

was not uslng the postoffice box at the time postal rates wamt up

in Januar;r 1963. 1If 1t was returned to the post office box (which

1t waa)lt would indicate a time when Marina was using the box and
rost likely had a key. (Marine, reasonably, must have expected to

be able to retrieve. herself any letter that the boyfriend might

send in reply and would not have expected Oswald to deliver it and
place it in her hands.) DBut the "Walker" letter obviously refers

to the time Oswald first gave Marina a key to the box since it tells
her how to find the post offlce. xkxkhrxkkpmxMmxkwx This incident
of the returned letter is very important in dating the "Walker" letter;
NMrs, Paine's gratultous statement is then highly misleading and hard
to understand.

For in spite of Marina's unkind remark, Mps. Paine is anything but
stupid. It was Mrs, Paine, in fact (see Dec. 1963 article in NY
Times) who first analyzed and gave out to the press an almost com-
plete explanation of how Oswald and Oswald alone could have financed
his trip to Mexlco -~ which explsnation was later accepted in full

by the commisasion and put out as its own.

There is more.

There is, for instance, the two identical phone calls which Oswald
made to Ruth Paine about 4:30 P.M, on Saturday Nov. 23. Mrs, Palne
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tried to minimize this highly charged and suspect sequence -
though she did admit that Oswald probably lied to the police about
whom he was calling on one of the dialings. She skims deftly on
and says she really regarded the two calls as one ~ which is
preposterous. Obviously, even if Mrs. Paine did not know why
Oswald made a call to her under the pretense of calling someone
else, Oswald knew it and knew why he did it - and knew ifl fact
that he was putting through a secret call to Ruth Paslne. One
cannot help thinking of the possibility of a code message. At the
very least Oswald must have wanted to tell Huth Palne something he
did not want police to know he was telling her. What did he say?
Wnat was the message? DMrs. Paine is innocently unaware of any.

There 1s also the fact that Mrs, Paine did not tell the FBI Oswald's
phone number in Dallas which would in effect have given his address.
She says i1t didn't occur to her - which 1s compatible with the open,
honest, intelligent-but-human pilcture she conslstently presents of
herself,

There & also the question - never settled in the report—of whether
or not Ruth Palne knew exactly which building Oswald worked in. <+his
vagueness has been interpreted to mean that Marina may have lied
when she seid that Mrs. Paine cried that the President had been shot
from the bullding Lee worked in: if Mrs. Palne did not cry out that
atatement, then what made llarina go out to the garage and look for

Oswald's rifle? Mrs, Paine is also vague on whether Marina did actually

go to the garage. DBut this vagueness also accrues to the benefit of
Mrs. Palne: if she did not actually know the building in which Oswald
worked she could not have anything to do with events there. However,
the fact 1ls that Mrs, Paine dld know exactly which bullding Oswsald
worked in for she xlooked 1t up in the telephone directlory for the
FBI early in November, and gave them the Elm street address. This she
admits but claims she “forgot”about it; and, I suppose, went vaguely
back to thinking that maykhe really worked on Industrial Blvd. She
is mistress of the art of honest-seeming vapguitiles.

There is also the fact that she steered Oswald into the job,

There are cther things: her goodness to Lee and Marina, going so
far as to rake two trips to New Orleans; her statement that Oswald
didn't drink and would have no reason to go to nightclubs though
she testifles that he tried to make up a batch of blackberry wine.
But vagueness and inconsfistencey are not evidence of guilty know=-
ledge. Most of us, I'm sure, want to believe in Ruth Paine. Ve
want to believe that there are people simple, Intelligent and good
as she seems to be. She 1is one of several almost Tabulous characters
in this story, but she 1s the only one who seems wholly good.(Unless
of course she was in love with Marina which sewss# her letters might
suggest to some people). 8o strong is this inmpression of her good=-
ness that one hates to snip away at it/%?\fear of turning up behind
: /
the image, a clever fictilon.

"This 1s a dark horse supggest¥s and information not available Lo me

might have already invalidated it - but I think there may be one
way to establlsh conclusively the innocence of krs. Palne's char-
acter. If her copy of Oswald's rough draft of the Nov. 9th letter
to the CP4A, along with the rough draft itself, can be compared
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rigorously and mid@ptely by someone who understands the nature

of composition, it ought to become evident whether the copy in

her handwriting 1s actually a copy and not a draft of the letter
ltself., Any sensitively literate person ought to be able to de-
termine this. I can think of no reason why she should copy the
letter if she were ot honestly what she pres nts herself to be

and 1if circumstances were not actually as she says they were, that
she was merely troubled and confused, But if the copy in her handwrit-
lng should turn out not to be a“copy”and if it could be established
that 1t was a draft of the letter itself, thls alone might be
enough to reopen the case.

I would 1like very much to make this comparison myself but can't;
I don't have a copy of her "copy" nor a full copy of Oswald's
rough draft. Do you? Can you?

Beverly Brunson
Box 296
Baxter Springs, Kensas 66713
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(/ Keeper of the Graveyard

his place is in a patch

of scrubgrass at the end of a long road
in a deserted city where scratch
brazen beetle and horned toad

where lie the hills and ridges

of earth, level across the eye

to the outermost reaches of birth
and the stone sings all day

“genius loci” under a tree:

his is to look and listen

admiring the several sounds, to see
though the seed be stricken

it carried off on the wind’s horn
and returned in the same motion:
this climate is bad for the corn
but good for devotion

here all day he can roam

in and out out and in

among fallen stars and at night come
home with a fetching grin
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