
13 January 1970 

Hoe 

Dear ne a 

Thanks fer yeur nete of the 9th and the twe enclesures. Regarding 
the letter Rankin te Heoever en the palmprint, I had cencluded from the 
timing of Heever's reply (CE 2584) as well as from the other CEs and the 
testimeny in general that (as I said in Accesseries) the Cemmission was 
net at all interested in the authenticity of the palmprint, but only with 
the appearance ef its authenticity. 

i tried, in my chapter "The Falmprint on the Rifle," te pull tegether 
all the rekevant “evidence” and te place ik in a chrenelegical context, se 
as to shew the strong greunds fer deubt that the palmprint was genuine, and 
the basis for at least a hypothesis that it might have been fabricated. 
Some time after my book came out, I acquired the enclesed memorandum ef 
8/23/64, Liebeler te Rankin, which is a copy ef a peer xerex cepy and which 
i typed and marked se as te produce as clese a facsimile as pessible. 

Se far as is known, the steps suggested by Liebeler were never taken 
ané the questiens he raised were never resolved. This is all the more 
scandaleus when ene recalls that the palmprint en the rifle is net the 
enly weak link in the Cemmission's chain ef evidence, which purperts te 
establish Oswaid's purchase, receipt, pessession, practice with, and 
firing ef the rifle before 11/22/63, er his transperting ef the rifle 
en 11/22/63 frem Irving te Dallas, its intreductien inte the building, 
er its placement by Oswald en the 6th fleer. Receipt ef the rifle 
from the pest effice was never established; pessessien rests on the 
testimeny of Marina Cswald alene, except fer the dubieus and contradictery 

"“cerreboration" previded by Mrs. DeMehrenschildt; and se en and so forth. 
Te enumerate all the heles in the evidence weuld take tee leng and would 
be repetitious, in any case, but the plain fact is that there is ne 
incontrevertible evidence after the purchase by mail erder te tie that 
rifle te Oswald. 

Had the Cemmissien insisted upen examining the FBI's file on Oswald 
instead of abjuring the eppertunity, I wonder if they would have feund 
therein infermation en Oswald's wail erders fer the rifle and the revolver, 
er whether such infermation would have been absent. I shewed in Accesseries 
that as ef April 1963, if net earlier, the FBI was intercepting Oswald's mail 
at the point ef erigin. This has been blandly asserted, in fact, in 1967 and 
1969 columns by Paul Scett (Allen/Scett syndicated column), which appear te be 
based on an FBI leak. i think it is likely that the mail interceptien was 
instituted in mié-1962 on Oswald's return frem the Seviet Union, and that the 
FBI file en him should therefere include a contemperaneous recerd ef the mail 
erders fer the two weapons (which might cast light en the swiftness with which 
the rifle was traced on 11/22-23/63). But this is all preblematical, ee 
I feel certain we would never be given access te that file. 
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My ewn list ef CDs in my pessessien is rather rudimentary but yeu are 
welcome te the enclosed copy. Best regards, 

| 
P.S. Yeu have never commented on my paper about Oswald's supposed request to see 
an FBI agent when he was under arrest at New Orleans. Please deo net hesitate te 
criticize it if yeu disagree with the reasening. 

PF
S.
 


