Wesley Liebeler took & depesition frem Wastern Union
employee C.A4. Hamblen the day after he deposed Dean
Andrews, Andrews identified vswald ss in associstion with
homosexusls among his clients. In takinz the deposition
from Hamblen, 2 vary short one he cut very short because,
he ssid, Hemblen was not feeling well, Liebeler avoided
all reference to the content of & telsgram sllegedly $ént
by Oswald end the person to whom it wes sl legedly sent;”
which is one way of investigating Oswald 2nd the éssassina-
tion. He avoided #ll reference to the Lewis confirmetion,
which adds the identification of & men of "feminine" tyvpe.
He svoids all reference to the return of this man with
identificetion cards, Navy =nd library, both of which
Uswald had (2nd one munterfeiting him wuld nsve), He
svoids 81l reference to the payee being st the Dallss
YMCA, where Oswald had besn, #nd to his kaving been sccom-
panied by 8 "men of Spsnish descent", sgzein in secord with
Jean Andrews' testimony. Thus there i: nothing in the
testimony to reflect thet this tekekrem was sent to the
Secretary of the Wavy, consistent with = repsrt to UNIj
that it wes sent 8t 2p-roximetely the time Osweld's time
is not eccounted for, the weskend he did not go to Irving;
end thet egsin, there is a confirmatory sussestion thst it
wes &en Osweld lonk-aliks rather than Uswald. 4nd whet is
nigsing in ell this testimony 2nd the documents in the 28
volumes is sny essursnce that the file of messages is
complete, that one of more msy not hsve been removed. They
are not identified by serisl numbers. As Sylvis Heegher
points cut, in assailing him over a trivielity of s news
story, which is not en integral psrt of the story, Liebel-
3r avoids the essence of what Hamblem reported. Tphis inéi-
/lent was not entirely ignored in the Repert, =5
The nsture of the intent of Liebeler's hendling of the
Zemblen depnsition is clesr in the Keport, where there is
no reference to sn Uswald lonk-alike (R382), 2md indefi-
nite statement that "Hamblen did not recesll with clarity
the stetements he had previcusly made", which csn refer
to but & single thing not menticned in the Beport, wheth-
he hsd said something to 8 correspondsnt nsmed Fenley) sn¢
is otherwise 1007 in=ccurate, =n. the inherent statement
that s thorough investigstion was made, which is not the
case. Not only we: Hamblen, the source, not quakdioned
ebout it, but the very obvious question, had the Revy
files been sesrched, remsins., There iz no indicstion
the llavy file wes searched or even that a recuest for it
to seerch wss made of the llavy. Even so, the Report,
presumesbly Liebeler, cannot avoid partisl acknovwledge-
ment, drugdingly ani unfsirly represented, of confirma-
tion of one ol the incidents snd the brosd sugrestion
thet it involved the ¥slse 0eweld. Under "Sumors and
Speculetiéns", the Rerort agsin mlludes to th's, sgein
defaming Hemblen, snd agein using tricky language to
misrepresent it (7ss unsble to state whether or not the
verson he hss seen sas Lee Harvey Oswaeld), as though
8 false Osgwald were not important.
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the office of the U.5: attorney, 381 Post Office Building. Brysn and: Brvey Strests

Dallss, Tex., by Mr. Wesley J. Licbeler, assistant counsel of the Presidest's da
Mr. Lizzsse. You may remain seated. Will you raise your right hand? De

mm-urthtﬂ-mrwm-hntbm-mhh

the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? i s ‘

Mr. Haxmzw. I do. - ‘
.Mr. Lixszizz. My name is Wesley J. Liebeler. I am an muh

President’s Commission. investigating the sssassination of President Kemnedy.
T bave been authorised te take your testimony by the Commission purseant to
suethority graoted to it by Huecative Order 11130, dated November 29, 1968, and
‘the jeint resciution of Osmgress, No. 137. You are entitled nadey the rules of the

Mr. Lisscrs. You are-emploged by the Westwm Union Telegraph Co; lawt
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Mr. Lipexrez, Didn't you tell Fenley that you thought you had seen somebods
that reminded you of Oswald in your office?

My, Haunren. Yes; I did tell him that I had saw Oswald. I may have tol-
him that. I don't recall what all was mald—as many of those correspondenr
that I talked to during that period of time. Then the employees under me, we
never discuss any telegrams unless it is necessary for them to ask me to pax
upon a telegram 8o It could be transmitted.

Mr. Lieszrer. Do you remember telling Fenley that when you saw the pletus.
of the alleged assassin on television, that he looked very much like a man ths
had caused you a hard time on several instances in your office?

Mr. HamBLEN. 1 don't remember telling Fenley anything like that.

Mr. Lmpgres. Do you remember signing a statement to that effect for M:
Wileox on December 2, 1963, and I show you a copy.

Mr. HaMBrEN, That T told Fenley that I saw that man in there?

Mr. Liessree. Yes,

Mr. Hamsren, T told Wilcox that I thought I saw him, but I don't think
told Fenley, i

Mr. Lizsrier, Read the first paragraph of that statement,

- Mr. HauMBrEN (reading). I don’t think I told Fenley that. I remember tel:
ing Mr. Wilcox that T thought a party had bwen in there that resembled Oswales
on several different occasions. '

Mr. Liererzs. Well, now the statement that I have shown you here, whi-+
is Wilcox Exhibit No. 3005, is a copy of a statement that you signed on Deces
ber 2, 1968, isn't it? That is your signature?

Mr. HampiEN, Yes; that is my signature.

Mr. Lizeeres. Could I have it back, please? Now, that statement says, a -
I quote :

“I was in conversation with a reporter at the counter and remarked to hs-
that I was watching my TV, enjoying the Ernie Ford show, when word ws.
flashed that the Presidént had been shot and that I thought to myself whas
coincldence it was that I recogmized the plcture of the accused gunman whe=
I recognized It when he was slain in jail. He asked me how I could rememis-
80 vividly the photo and my answer to him that the picture was or was ts-
8pit image of a party that had caused me a hard time on several instances
his transactions of business within the past several months. (Mr. Bob Fenkes
was the reporter.)”

Mr. Haupren. Well, now, if I gave Bob any information like that, I dow
recall it now. I might have at the time that 1 wrote the statement.

Mr. Lieseree. Now you had several conversations with Mr, Wilcox abes:
this whole matter over a period of time? :

Mr. HAMBLEN. Yes, : y

Mr. Lizperer. Mr. Wilcox and the company conducted a thorough inves
gation of the files?

Mr. HAMBLEN, I am sure they did. '

Mr. Lizseree. And tried to find the telegrams that you thought this me

that was in there may have sent ; isn't that right?

Mr, Hamnien. Yes,
“Mr. Ligsxrer. Were you able to find thém?
‘Mr. HAMBLEN. T wasn't able to detect any one. _
Mr. LieserEr. After this investigation was made, Mr. Wilcox showed v

- these telegrams that you have assoclated or thought might be associated wii-

Dswald? . i L

Mr. HAMBLEN, They were brought to me in the presence of Mr. Wilcox ana
the vice president of the company in charge of thig investigation.

Mr. Lieserer. You weren't able to identlfy_ any of those telegrams as having
been sent by this man you thought looked like Oswald; isn't that right?

Mr. HaMpLEN. That's right. And I think I am pretty good on recognizing
handwriting after handling as many as I have over those years of time.

Mr. Ligseres. To the best of your recollection at this time, do you think that
Lee Oswald was ever in your office?
- Mr. Hameren. T wouldn't say that it was Lee Oswald. I would say it was
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someone that resembled him from the pleture that I had seen In the paper
and on TV.

Mr. Ligsgrer. But you aren’t able to state positively that It was Lee Oswald?

Mr. HAMBLEN. No, sir.

Mr, LiereLer. Now, 1 show you a photograph that has heen marked Plzzo
Exhibit No. 453-A, and ask you If you ean see anybody in that picture that
you think might have been the man that was in your office that we have been
talking about.

Mr. HamBLEN. No, gir.

Mr. Lieserer. I show you a picture that has been marked Bringuler Exhibit
No. 1, and ask you if you recognize anybody in that picture. ;

Mr. HaMBLEN. No, sir; I do not.

Mr. LiepeLer. Do you recall specifically that Mr. Aunbrey Lee Lewis at one
time in the fall of 1963 had some trouble paying romebody a money ‘order be-
canse this fellow expected to get the money order without proper idantl.ﬂcation >
that you became involved in this and helped Mr. Lewls handle: It? ;

Mr. HamBLEN. Yes, sir; I did. o

Mr. LieseLer. Do you remember what the fellow looked uxer ;

Mr. HauBrEN. No; I can’t tell you what he looked like. ?

Mr, LizseLER. Do you know if it was Lee Harvey Oswald ?

Mr, Hameren. I wouldn’t say that it was.

Mr. LimseLER. Do you think he resembled Oswald in any way? i ; ¥,

Mr. Hauerzs. No; I don't. Different ways people dress. lnd”dvnrythlns..
they come In one time and we pay them money orders and the next time they-
come in we hardly recognize them. I remember it was a very small money order.
too small to quibble over. I can’t remember where it was from. I know it was
under $10, I know that. v

Usually 1 pay people without identification when it is a mnll. money order,
which the clerks are not allowed to do. They have to get my permission before
they can make payment on & money order where a person Is unablc"w furnish
proper identification. But on small amounts, I take it upon mylel! ‘bo mumem_.
the responsibility, hoping that I will pay the right man. ! o

Mr. LizsELER. After looking at this picture that we have loolned.lt, lnd ntber
reviewing your recollection, you are not able to identify any of the people who
you saw in your office during that period as being Lee Huver Oawcld. isn't that ‘

. Mr. Lmmpier. Am I correct in assuming that you are qnite eermn that
_Oswald was not a regular customer, in any event? He Was mm: comln: into
? :
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