Liebeler snd Grifrin (with Dwight LicYoneld, P-pkin, Ssuvage, Méagher, Robt. Silvers,
modsrator, Fel 1 1966, Thester for ldsas, bro desst by Fs¢ifica. Counter
numbers on Wollensak.

Liebeler(?) 165:"No herd fset thet preclades the single-bullet hheory”. This is both
. false end not-the point. Proving socnething is not impossible does rot
prove it heppened. It wes the function of the Commiss on to yrove things.
“n this case, it conjsctured a known impossibility.
o 185:It is possible Osw21ld wes the assessin even 1if the single-bullet
theory is invelid. This on the basis of sn esrliershot, which he also s8ys
was pes sible. However, this would rule out both the single-bullet theory
end a single sssessin, for there is et leest one missed shot, acknowle dged.
Griffin: "me'd be utter frols to heve written & Beport bssed on the FBI summeries
Lisweler:If there wa= ne single-buldet theory, where did the bullet go‘ The
obviousz snswer to this is in the other direction the Comiziesion pretended
was not poessible but weE consistent with all ths evidence.
Liebeler: Tere is no question sbout it. The fsect that the Repert gaye sll the evidsnce
495 supports the single-bullet theory is simply not correct. The Report is wrong
in thast respect. There is no dogbt gbout it."
Liebeler said this as though it were not the Esis for questioning &ll other
statements in the Heport; It is. He here acknowledge & simple, direct lie,
in the Reprrt. It cennot be an accident. IT the authors could-end esccording
to Iiebeler did-lis about something es mejor = s this, on whet czn they
be trusted: ) '
L or G: 617:If I could find & conspirecy in this thing I would be 2 nstional hero.
And I'd just love to be & nationel hero.”
870:"No direct evidence" of proof the rifle was in the gersge end was tsken into
the TSBD 11/22/63, Repsatedly says two gitnesses said ssck only € inches ch

sh shorter then "found" one. Not true:rifle was £ " zkmrisr longer thsn pkg secn
This only if dissssembled, on which there is no evidence.
1022: "I can go through the Heport and find sll kinds of nistekes like that", i.e.,

thet Testern smno presum=d to heve been used in assassinstion wss in current
production. How msny such "pistskes" can there be witlout reising disqueli-
fication of the antire Report of such "mistekes". IxmxtkizxasiximmexaXl

1045; Beginiing of cuestion period. Lisbeler jokes to cpen, seking for & Salem.
Griffin 1092; ednits investigstors did not hsve necessary investigative tools!
1095: "The Com ission mede 8 very strong ettempt to set these pictures (sutopay).

Grifrin responded, "I prefer to lesve this question - of pclicy- to someone
else." This wes not e ouestion of policy but of essentizl evidence thet
nothirns elss could replsce. .
Liebeler:1120:"Pictures themselves were n~t developed &t thet time or used by the sutonsy
surgeons for the obviocus reszson thet they didn't ne=d them-they ha=d, if you
will-they hed the President there himseslf. They didn't heve to lo'k as the
pictures. The undeveloped pictures vere turned over tothe United States
Seerst Service..." Whst a lulu. The sutopsy wes completed sbout 11 p.m. the
night of 1122 -63. The sultopsy report wee not written until the lste morning
two days leter. The esutorsy doctors did not heve the corpse and they zlsec kn
knew they would not. Lieboler knew better. his ie & 1lie.
Gri@fin-1140:"The only thins the X-rsys could show wss Vhether or not thers were bullets
still in the President's body." Mo broken bonss, if eny?
Liebeler-1165:"ll, guestion Xxxxaizzd hoe been rsised" about head wound", so he is not for
mskin- the picctures snd Z-rsys evailebls, save under limited conditions, of
izkxixr®3t68he "back" wound.
Liebsler-1168:7hen 2sked who ce privete people hove “he pletures end A{-reys, blamed in
on the Ciief Justice, demuing with fsin® praise.
lieb-ler-1185: Ssii the guide lines were set up by the #BI end Secret Service and that
wha ttiz held beck hss no pertinence to the casel i
Griffin-1220:"I've resd two of the becks very carefully", Lenes % Epstein's. “e concluded
eft r, h- ssid, checking them ou? ‘hat +he CSomnission was ri~ht. Sey he has
checked Ssuvsge end Popkin I[¥Review srticle. llothing to them. He md a copy
of VEITEZ/ASE by mid-July, reelly esrlier, sni made no rention of ite



Liebelar-1850: "Ggne throurh the books with a fine tooth comb." Says they(epparently
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meening either sll of them or &ll but mine, heve ssrious errors in
snelysis. He then suid, "%eisberg hssn't" end drovped it, ssying nothing
MOIe.

The Commnission should heve set forth all the evidence on both =ides on
Oswald's guilt or innocence-but didn't. He is doing it in his booke, which

he hopes "will b- don= by Spring"{ It wesn't. Obvicusly, thie is one of his

1ittle cuties, The Comnission did nnt dsre print the evidence of U's inrocence.
Don't the meny doubtsz thst have been ralsed require the government teo con-
tinue its investigetion- does Lisbeler know &f any such investigetion®
Liebzler's first tried to lend did) evads, seying what is not en enswer,

that the Report should have given the evidence on both sides. “hen the
guestion wsz repeated,by the professor of lsw who asked it, L s=2id it we: his
"understsnding and belief" that ths investigation wes continuing, by FBI.

Geiffin-1340:"Could not rely very much on what" what the Dellas police said. "Ve were sll

1442:

eware from the very beginning thet cerysin investigetive egencies hesd

vested interests...would be inclined to coverup..."
S%ill G:"T em also sstisfied thst the conclusionz of the Com:ission were
proper” =nd with his own performance. It is strangze to refer to conclusiecns

es proper rather than right.

Tepe ends 1465,



