.missed the few inches of the narrow end Ol SUCH a4 patsds®
“sticking up past Oswald's shoulder.

he carried th»-

. Desspite the dispute about Just how

LciggiézE the rgasonable answer to this question 1s that he
’gid take a rifle to the Book Depository Building.

ANNOUNCER: This CBS NEWS INQUIRY: "The warren Report" will
continue in a moment,

not only unwarranted; it ia dicmstrically opposite to the truth, on :

. which Pragier was expliolt: "(I) looked at vatch ..., saw we had

. ® fow minutes .,. sat there ... watohing (retlroad) cars ..., but I

) vas letting my engine run and getting to oharge up my batte be-
cause uh?n you start and stop you have to sharge your ba:{‘ry:

. (2H227.8). "A glance at Prasier's anclent vehiole [Bxhibit L7,

. 17H167) would seem to resowe any doubt of the desirebility of thia
practice. :

; There is none of Prasier's testimony about Oswald that ias not
opposed to the Commission's theories. He found Oswald t rastful,
quiet, devoted to his family, espocially fond of his salldren and

CLe, smiling and happy 1n talking of emd be&ng.s’m thom. Osveld newer
crrled talked politiocs and@ made no mention of $ Naident's vigit or the
.- h'a motoroade (2H219ff.), Prasier's scoount of She slosnes Oswald was
. *he wearing that day was in contradieticn te the Commiesioa's, snd Pre_
+ PBEK. zier saw more of these olothes than angese elocs. Presier also ta.
1te, sisted the shots came from a point other oA the ome the Comalssion
e " slleged, and in this he was in acsord with a najerity of Be obserw
*1. ers, ineluding police of various kiads, ' -
VO Fraster's truthfulnrss was eatcdliched uoordiz to Detestive
Lot R. S. Stovel}, by @ polygroph oxsmination (%’nw 2), Stewvall's : TR e
Led , worde were, "The oxuminaticn oborsd consludivoly thaw Yoslsy Praster
Caenston waz truthfyl cnd that the feoto o%aled by Preaier in Ats afftdavit om
2 el were true, N ”
& Loe . But the Coamiocion hod to use Fragier So g0t Oswrld to the duild.
et ing with any kind of a paskege, ovea though Prasier, as did hia sistar, -
T proved Oswald eould not posaibly haw boen serrying bhe rifle. With FE
.. somplete and total disregard of the only testimony it had, the Com- R
o sission oonoluded exactly the opposite from its only ovidenoce., It . L e
o aatd aimply, "Prasior cnd Ramdle aro mistoknn® (m;ﬂ). ' A

s So Prauier put Oowsld ot tbo building and wag himself about SO vl e
“eet behind the preswmed about-to-bde cracssin, This is how ths Re. .
.. cert gets him into the bullding: "ome employse, Jack Dougherty,
. ~iteved that he saw Oswald coming to tork, but he does npt remember
- wmld had enything in his hands as be antered the door. ¥o other o
s loyee has Lon found who saw Osvald onter that worning.® (R131) L
*+ %ais point tho Repert mefers by footnote to theot part of Lougherty's
++ imony (6H373-82) sppearing on pages 6H376-7. : . T
The exserpt from the Rsport needs olarifiection. Is wos Oswmld,
“ougharty, who was then coming to work, end Osvald, not Doughor- oo .
«no went through the door, Dougho vas trusted with extre re. Lot
+ -»e:xllitlies by his smployesr eod ropor So wark an hewr earlier s
> v other cmployees,
“ebmd, Did Zou see Qoyald sems %o merk tact morajsgy” Dougherty
‘™il, unhesitotiagly, “Yes . whon e rirat oame imto the door.
“dwo e ceme 1in the door?” tho inser Sor repeated, and
ey sald, "Yes." Phen Bell xontod t?gov, *Did you see him
. twne doort™ '
"ves; I saw him when he firet somo in.the daor - yes," was .- -
.= ty's unqualified reply, 8o mmch for tho use of the word "be.
«.  te deseribe Dougherty's teotimony.
‘.» for the langusge that says Dougherty "does not rememter
et acything 10 his handa®,
~wimrty had answerod the question laga poueiplg than satis-
~-3 oeaying, "I didn't sce anything if ho did, all jhen
= wdditional queationa, ¢p wdlch Doughorty soplicd, X 4id.
.. weegtning in his hands ...
: «ther words, you would pay positively o had nothing in his
»:) demanded, (All emphagis &dded,)
» 114 aay that - yea, sir,” wan Doughorty's oqQually uoguali-
IRYY Y
~w ! was gow in the duillding, Tho only porssa who eer him
re Tpositivoly® that Oswald bod Ao posimgo inm Bio Acad, azd
-+ags the “ormiesion vas somsormed chout vmg in o dog 38 inobas
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sticking up past Oswald's shoulder.

! | how he carried the
! E: Despite the dispute about Jjust

: gﬁgggéz the rgasonable answer to this question is that he
"4id take a rifle to the Book Depository Building.

' ANNOUNCER: This CBS NEWS INQUIRY: "The Warren Report" will
¥ continue in a moment.
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not only unwarranted; it is diamstrically oppoaite to the truth, on
which Frazier was explicit: "(I) looked at watch ... saw we had
a rog :'i;:utoa c.o Bat there ... wateching (railroad) ocars eesy but I
was le ng engine run and tt to o ® up my batte be-
cause when y:z start and st ;:u hL:sn to mge Igonr bat ;ry"
(2B227-8). A glance at Pn:gor'n anoient vehicle (Exhibit Li7,
17H167) would seem to remove any doubt of the desirability of this
practice,

There i3 none of Prester's testimony about Oswald that is not
opposed to the Commission's theories. He found Osweld trathful,
quiet, devoted to his family, especially fond of his shildren and

iw ~*sible, aniling and happy in talking of and being with them. Oawald never
y wee carrled talked politics and made no mention of the President's visit or tiwe
P ru-ating his motorcade (2H219ff.). Prasier's ascount of the olothes Oswald wee
fwwaid to the wearing that day was in contradiotion to the Comsxisnion'a, end Pre-
w ced R pack- : zier saw more of these clothes than anyow slass. Pragier also in.
Lxag R rifle, X sisted the shots came from a polnt other then the one the Commission
Cyewr eap®, alleged, and in this he was in acoord with a majority of e observ.
zts tasti. ers, including police of wvarious kinds,
w i~ take & Frazier's truthfulness was established, sccording to Deteetive
" sl posiae R. 8. Stovall, by a polygraph exsmination (7TH190,218602)., Stowall's
» amlled words were, The examination showed oconclusively that Wesley Prazier
= 1imansion was tmbht»l and that the facts stated by Prasier in his affidavit
nEted even were true,

“vom the But the Commission had to use Prasier to get Oswald to the build.
. e had ing with any kind of & package, even though Prasier, as did his sister,
. ~spescially proved Oswald could not posaibly have been carrying bhe rifle. With
e py Ball somplete and total disregard of the only tesatimony it had, the Com-
~af valon's aission oconcluded exactly the opposite from its onl evidence, It
raiin, say. said simply, "Frazier and Randle are mistaken® (R13l).

. % Ball So Frazier put Oswald at the bullding and was himself about 50
Loed, My “set behind the presumed about-to-be assasain. This is how the Re.

R ILY Y zort gets him into the building: "one employee, Jack Dougherty,
Gmtrble tape velieved that he saw Oswald coming. to work, but he does not remember
L8 Iaclad. Sewald had anztbing in his hands as he entersd the door. No other
rwmen s=ployes has been found who saw Oswald enter that morning.” (R13l)

‘21ar pin. it swais point the Report refers by footnote to that part of Dougherty's
ke on Pragie ~stimony (6H373-82) appearing on pages 6H376-7.

The excerpt from the Report needs clarification, It was Oawald,
~t Dougherty, who was then coming to work, and Oswald, not Dougher.-

v wmo went through the door. Doughe was trusted with extre re.
s inilities by his employer and reported to work an hour earlier
t# efee other employees.,

o ‘sawd, "Did you sec Gswald eoms to work that morning:" Dougherty
#wil, unhesitatingly, "Yes - when he first came into the door,
“wen he came in the door?” the interrogator repeated, and
~wwnrty said, "Yes." Then Ball wanted to know, "Did you see him
“ u twe door?" :
“ras; T saw him when he first oame in the door . ves,” was .
woweriyts unqualified reply. So much for the use of the word "be.
« " ta deseribe Dougherty's testimony,
“sw for the language that says Dougherty "does not remember

a4 anything in his handas®,

“netwrty had answered the qusstion less poaitirl; than satis-
RPN S » "I daidn't see anything if he did, all then
IRE. e tional questions, tg which Dougherty replied, 'I d1d-
e v -+ wrytning in his hands ...

"+ m%her words, you would say positively he had nothing in his
m2) demanded.’ (A1 emphagis sdided T
wald say that . yes, sir," was Dougherty's equally unquali-
AT,
% ' Was now in the building, The only person who saw him
=.ow "positively” that Oswald had no package in his hand, and
+ -uigs the “ommission was conserned about was in a bag 38 inobes
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