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CD1495(S51785); B44 Campj Lemont psmphled 1/14/69

Peul Hoch dissgrees with my 1/1/69 interpretation and dtes logicel
ressons. 1 dtengree baccuse of whet © have seen in th: files spd whet 1 Juow from

nitglde then.

1f thera 13 sny one mon not lacking for corlas, he 17 Teslay J. Liebeler,
who tnday 1z 5t} loeded with miernfilm, Towsrd the and of the pariod e lore the
Raport went to pres-, esch chapber wan the responoibilisy of assigned staf’ memtz ré.
Evary staff membor working on the Repart had o ¢opy. Ia the event one alxthan
neted the shoenee of this leaflet, or esny copy of 1ty thers was no prablem getting

1% 1insids the Gomuiscion offices - [ om tha Fle elerk or the lsvyer in chirgs.

T4abel r knew 51’ ahout the 544 addrea: an? itz signifidonce. The tepe
myrton male of hin 5/4/67 d1acleses tnls, in grest dntell, ireludine the conraction
of Torris with 1%, Yot he 1aft this ocut of tia Sgpart sni! felled to call TParrie,
seying on thlse tepe e drofsisn Tne Biz nlone.

Moreover, evuryone oa itha stafl of the Jomaiz iea new thel the Fp S §
hed all ths nrigines sent 4o "ashinzton. Ths susy wuy wes to ssk the FBEI,

144 Moore a limson Tith the “omuls=lon, ‘o ra esrielnly knew thot 1f the
33 hud the pamphled 1t counld b2 abtained frmon th- DC office.

The 28 aare largaly aszenbled by ahoge who vorked on diflercat marto
of the case. Doch ‘mew whot hiz mrt hed, vhat the relevant filos c¢ratained. ‘hile
thare 2oy have be:n nome ovarlop;ing, =ome underinformed people helping o:t, In
ony case I con imeglae, e:xch -euld hove nown his area expert, eech raald Cave
had no alf™Meulty lacetlag 2 cony le2siiy.

fut 1f tate Hcch's one suspleion, over the fallure of hs TRl %o enlld
tack or thais, ahot do2s thot irndd ente? Thet ‘hey vere ignoring the Comniesion?
lore likely thst thay hed sciething they 2ian't went said. Thot ie most likely
shout thias? The carefuliy-hidlen thlng, that the TEI kaew Cemeld usad the
address 544 Cemp before the assessinetion sni conducted ~nly foke investigntions
of 1% afterward, mowing the piguificance of the =direse.

were 1 to conjecture more, 1'd ssy the single mombar of the stafl
whose sres Was beet Lnown to otbars is Iicbsler, whe is the ¥.nd who 1 thirk would
heve seon to 1te In any svent, if he 414 thet pert, he knewy »nd if he dian't,
whowwsr did ksow to ask Liebeler, who aeuld huve produced tha penphlet prontos
Consistent with this iz levine's otherwise no’'nilesz rofuarl to suprly ¢ ecry cf the
‘ulgley pomphlet, were 1t jaert Lesl w th the othera, his initizl fudging in his
responses to Hoech, I think shot lock hus accomplished with Javine 1a guite signi=-

ficant.

Nofmel chenrels, 1 belleveg, would have becn to eak this of the FEI.
It mey be significent thet the renuest wes not mele of the rI, Agein toc con-
jectara, the staff member m¥dng the request wented to ¥row LT the 544 Csmp Ste :
address were there, LI thiz ware 7iebeler, I would think sc even mora, for he ezrtainp
ly 4id know about thet addresa. I cannot conceive of his being but ten blocks
or so swey and not being curious enoughxto toks @ peek at the ares sbout which

be waz taking testimony.



