&/ 19/ 70

Lre Jomss Mawwde, sfrehivist
The hatioss)l Archives
Taphiingten, D,

Dear \v. Fhosie,

Thenk you for tie peges from the “inge froof” file, omirted and nw
recefived, 1 444 pet ordar 1t osend &t the edded enet of registration, o th roturn
roogdipt 2 you emd Bave mot smited thet snything be sent st thls sdied ¢net in 5
very leas tiwe. T weuld prefer tint you not uniderge thie sdded cost unless I valr %,

What gou esnt 4o a0t culle eosplete. There szs more ul retion btuok
sp, Liobeler foilceted, In the srigloshd request I ¢ sked for ai) ta: samges In
ond retgired bty tiv chunges iB the subseaticn " illeged sorcolation #ith various
Fezicen or “ubso dndividusls™s L Boliew: in re ecting £ I 414 refer te voge 583,
whfelk 46 en erzops It eupenra {0 Yas peinted Sepaat bsglocing sa psge JEle Zelore
finel editing, this possage extsnded uwt the bBottom of nege 205, the leet oY tkeo
sdited neges semt oo,

I would provesizte vhot 1s pdesing e saed yeu conl me Thst w11l end le
e %o undspetend 1l cusnges tiia obsnge rétulred, in the preceedisy and following
gections s woll 8 Lin the stove-sitled ans.

Alno, Hirs Liedbelsr refarme’ to Ble Do lap writion fthsse chges on @
sellovw zady The cusazes sent wme ars typed, 1 recegnize fhot Nre Lie% ler's recol-

legtion r=y Leve Pess Teuliy, dut 1t ie nlec poredble thet they sre ae urote. Therde
fore, 47 eush chenges exied, Yir. (deb.lar's, 10 writing, 1'4 MYe hes nlsn.

Hiscerely,

H#srold Yelsberg
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Archives/0dic section WR/ Lisbeler 4/18/70
Gary end Peul,

In what mey be only coincidence but strikes me rether =5 an excess of
puerile vindictiveness, I got, by costly registered meil, return receipt and a1l
that (not requested) the first prompt reply to eny Archives communicetion in several
yesrs, the missing peges from my isst order, from the Heport drefte file, showing
Liebeler'e last-minute slterations. They now my financial zitustion, I suppose,
end édlight in worsening it, even in emsll weys. But there wees no need to have
omitted it frow the order, for 1'd ordered that first of sll, by phone, asnd there
wes no need to waste my buck with registrstion or the receipt to them.

If theee peges are not inconsistent with the essence of what Liebeler
seid st UCLA-you've heard my tape of it- they slso ere not exactly in eccord with
i%. Be seid he sent it over on & yellow ped. “nis is neetly ty ed end tie typing
is corrected, in & bhend tusn can be hia,

It discloses & petty prejudice sgesinst Cdio and 8 strong unwilligness
to believe her, mixed with litersry devices to undermine her testimony, in the
originel. Tte original, before they got the lsst-minute FEI word, for exsmple,
referredmtc the "elleged visit", Afterward, "slleged " was deleted., Now whetber or
not it wes Ogwald, they had mo doubt of such s visit. 1t wes confirmed and unchsl-
lenged. Whers it esid she "reportedly" sew them in the helliway it wess chenged to
"end who ststed thet =zhe "saw them etc.

I suproee that when I get back to AGENT NSWALD I'1l o over tuis more
carefully. There ere remsining questions. Liebeler didn't cusnge tuenpeges, buk
his chsnges did chenge th~ next subsection, "Oswald Was Wot & Govermment Agent”.

I do not think it now worth toe time end cost of dupliceting these for
you. All of the bottom helf od orizinal page 323 was eliminsted.It deels with LHO's
depsrture from N0 snd his travels. All of 324 wes re lsced. So was tihe top half of
%25, They 4id not send the finel psge of the originul passages. 1'll esk simply
becsuse 1 wonder why.

‘One of the 1tems of minor intereat I believe entirely eliminated wes
on 324:%...tw0 persons have releted tiast she previously ststed thst she slso kmmw
saw the men et mm snti-Cestro group mestings". The stricken-through fostnotes seem
to be to CE3001, 3102, On 325 there was e distorted version of Odio not recognizing
IHO until she saw hi=z pleture, wherems, as we !mow, Sylvi: sssocisted the escassina-
tion with the visit and zonked out. It g uotes Annle se saying she did not make
the association until Sylvis told her, which ney be tioe csse tut 1s not my recol-
lection of soms of th- testimony. And it ise the strange, prejudicisl line:"There
is no indicaticn thet Mrs. Odioc menticned tie slleged visit prior to the assaesina=-
tion", Is there eny reasson in the world wihy sbe sbou;d have? Thie is followed by,
"Ginally, investigation smong anti-Csstro orgenizetion members hes revesled no famil-
iarity in these circles with £ person metching the description of either Oswedd or
of the "LLeopoldo' to w.om Mrs. Odio referred”. Here the originsl footnote reed,
"CE 2943 p.B8;CE1£14,3118", I will not now check tkie, but tuis hes to be & specisl
k¥ind of Liebeler frivolity. There was no such lunvestigetion myway. My recol! ection
of 1414 and 3119 is thet they ere S8 NO reports. CE2P43 jc the Rowley leiier on
Mechann., In snort, Liebeler wrote e dishonest footnote pretending there was en
investigation smong enti-Castro groups ir Dallns looking for botb wheress there
wes nons, &nd he pretends no such persons existed when they did, as the last-minute
penie proved. Tnet & smsple of the dependstility of the writing and its reflection
of both the "evidence" snd vhat was eslled "investigetion”.
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