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In early October 1964 1 was studying the Heport when I ceme tomx s strange

series of 8pp passages, In the chspter entitled “I;vestigation of Possible
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Conspirscy”, which is mistitled, for the Commission never reslly investigsted
the possible conspiracies the most superficisl exsmination of the chapter sections
reveals thet the Commission, even in gesture only, never congidered any
possibility of any conspiracy not involving Oswsld.

1ts own irrefuteble evidence thet no one man could have committed the
assassination end its own overwhelming proofs thet Oswald could have killed
no one were skilfully avouded or misrepresented. The Heport declares to the
contrary thet Oswald was the lone and unassisted essessin. Laid bere in an
honest representation of the evidence in the table of contents is the
stark sdmission thet the Commission at no time ever s=riously pretended to
seek sny other assessin than Oswald. This is the built-in conclusion with which
the Commission began its work, the conclusion it had, before the conduct of a
single heering, determined to sustain to the degree possible. For the bene fit
of those professional scoffers who find defense of the Report finesncislly and
profes:ionally rewarding, I here inter ject the comment that I now have the documen-

tary proof of this from the Commission's own once-secret files Liebeler says he
is snxious to heve made public, so this self-evident fact does not rest alone on the
unquestionsb le evidence of this so deceptively titled chapter.

The 80 peges of @ single »xbsEEL section of this chapter headed nBgckground
of Lee Hesrvey uswald" is elmost three times as long &8s the entire major chpter
chepter entitled "The Assassination”, @ chapter one might have expected to find
the most exhsustive. Thirteen peges of this section sre headed "Investigation of

uUther Activities".



For the benefit of logicel-minded citizens who without warning would
be justified in thinking thet their government employes the ssme @ictionsries
all other =t Americsns use, * hasten toassure them thet this referes
refers to sctivities that sre not Oswsld's. Tes, it is true; the "investigstion of
Other Activities" subec subsection of the "Oswald's Background” section of this
chapter relates alom almost 100% to t e activities of one or more men the
Commission wes absolutely convinced was or were not Lee Harvey Oswald. The
minor exceoption is az reference to "Oswald's use of post office boxes and false
nemes". After this brief reference the Heport maskes & big deel of his "use" of
the nsme "4.J7.Hidell" without &t any point indiceting thet not a gsingle person in
the entire world knew him by that name.
From this point om, the rest of this subsection consists entirely of the
redundsnt recitetion of the career of this men or men in esch case adcompanie d by
the Commission's solemn assursnce thet it wes not Oswald. 44 wes not Os wald who
owned & second rifle, not Oswald who had e telescopic sight mounted on a rifle, not
Oswald who visited s furniture store sesrching for e gunsmith, not Oswald who cons~i-
cuously engeged in mx unforgeteble sbl arguments at ® gun renge, to the ostentaclous
deminstrstion of his superb marksmenship (as it could not have been, for he wes
g resl duffer, one of the worst shots in the Marine Corps), not Oswald who hed an
sutomobile deminstration, where eh seid "Maybe I'm going to have to go beck to
Russia to buy & cer".
Above all 1t wes not Osweld who hed "Alleged sssocistions with wrious
Menican ngvéuban individusls. There is no question sbout it. Not one of these
very public, alwegs memorable esprearsnces of a men or men represented or representing
themselves 8s Lee Harvey @wald in Dallas right before the A sssassination was
Lge Harvey Oswald. The Commission's evidence is overwhelming. I am in totel
sgreement with its conclusions this was not Lee Harvey Oswsld.

Where we dissgree is in the officisl dismissis dismissal of this parth

of the so-cslled investigstion of the assessination with the stetement that this



was not Oswsld. ;t is not sn enswer to say, 8s does the geport, thet this was not
Osweld. That should have becn but the beginning for the Commission, as it was for
me in October 1964 and for Distrisct Attorney Jim Garrison in New Orleans in 1967.

Blendly assuming it is es naturel as breathing, the Commission content it-
gself with seying this was not Osweld, withouj,® in its Report,xs ever ssking the
question thet must be asked and sngwered, "Why should snyone, right before the
assessinetion end in Dellas, lsid so obvious s trail leading to Oswald? Why should
enyone want to counterfeit this nobody* '

r

The Comnission's evidence that Oswald was faamed is stegrering from its

evidence, if not from its Report. So ashemed is the government at its evoidance
of this, one of the most obvious of all the e ineviteble meenings of the solid
proofs that were gethered, thet it edited his words from the printed and the
private record, ss 1 doucment in WHITEWASH II: THE FBI-SECRET SERVICE COVERUP,
Eyen the tspe-recorded version of his assertion "I em a ;patsy'" hes teen doctored,
as has the transcript od his remerks printed in the hBport.

A11 of these misrepresentations as Oswald of those who could not have been
so lightly swept under the rugs of the hundreds of thousands of words in the
Report cen have bee but 8 single mesning, exsctly that smmimdxikmxomxd
lest claimof innocence denied the murdered accused. Oswald, regerdiess of who or
whet he was or was not, was fremed. Every bit of solid evidence the Commission
could not avoid gethering or gathered for other purposes finds meaning in this
sense, Tyls is the only point in counterfeiting Oswald before the amssassination,
to draw inevitsble attention to him immediately efter the sssassinetion, when 8ll of
these sp pearances of The Felse Oswald, 8s I entitled this in vctober 1964, ﬁgfg:jhﬂn
axmpnthxefiazxtiex BaportzwsxzissuEdx e week or so efter the Report was issued,always
with 8 rifle sugresting the one found on the sixth f£1lloor of the Texas School Book
“opository Building, where Osweld worked.

Chepter 11 of WHITEVWASH: THE REPORTRON THE WARREM REPORT, is devoted to the
throughout the 26 volumes

mustering of most of the evidence scettered snd ignored by the Commission



For this resson I do not repeat it here.

Of all the msny instsnces (and the Heport does not acknowledge all of
them) thet is 2 leech in the mind of the enslyst is that involving Mrs. Sylvia
Ydio, We wii?tggul with this et length. In this case, which has & non-Osweld
connected with extremist “uben exile groups saying thet Castro snd Kennedy should boh

both be killed snd he would sho how essy it is to kill Kennedy, the “eport
content itself with whet it seriously presents as sn explanation snd sn end ot
Mrs. Odio's

to all:",..4he Commission hes concluded thet Lee Harvey Oswald wes not miimex
svertment @f..." In this seme sentence the Commission scknowle dged the only
incomplete investigetion, ssying "Whyle the FBI has hot completed its investigation
of this metter at the time the Report went to P press...” Whet the “eport does

not spell out is thet the investigation wes not complete by design. *t was not

ordered until August 28, 19641

Ultimetely it wes "completed". Its results sre set forth from the evidence
suppressed in the 26 volumes in C chapter 7 of WHOTEWASH II: THE FBI-SECRET SERVICE
COVERUP. Until this moment, nowhere else does this stunning evidence appear. In the
current book I shell put it in its proper context, es its essentiel part in the
conspiracy to kill President John F. Kennedy, the conspiracy the government says did
not exist.

extra space

I canriot end I do not svoid specifying thet more thsn any other member

of the staff this was the work and responsihility of Wesley J. Liebeler, the
because

"goddemit" men with the "frustrations" ¥kax he csnnot get his own memoraida,

presumeably other then those he kept, including classified ones, snd gave to

Edwerd J. Elstein for use ss an assauly oﬁ the members of the Commission end the

other member of the steqffw who, with Liebeler, was the Commission's most active

end herdest-working lewyer, Liebeler 1s es skilful ss any man in the country at

pointing fingers st anyone else-Arlsn Specter, his former associste, the ¥ jief



@jief Justice, his former Commission cheirmen, J. Lee Rankin, now corporation
counsel of the City of New York end then vommission general counsel."gov:rnment
people" again meening snyone but Liebeler, and all those writing critically of
the Commission ssve one- me, He never mentions my neme, thet of my books, end
never keeps a single eppointment to confront me, although he leads those extending
the invitations to think he may,

I am not iesle e Wesley Liebeler. L do not mince words. . heve travelled
the bredth of the land to confront him, only to find that he has travelled the

same distance in the opposite direction to evoid it.
has
It is not becsuse he owed me $5.05 since J,ly 19, 1966, when he ordered s

copy of my first book in s latter promising to pey for it and hasn't, but
because he has never snswered the challenges .1 then wrote him snd he has since
so completely svoided while loudly berating everyone else snd pind p u ding
pounding his chest like a legsl Tarzen. It is elso beceuse he has svoided the
challenges in my second boon end those 1 1eft all over California in December 1966
when I expected to find him in radio snd television studios in Sen Fransisco
and Los Angeles (although he had fsiled to sppear in New York and Chicago).

So, ignoring the pest, 1 here make an sdditionsl specific challenge to
Weslye WVesley J. Liebelsr, profess or law st the Ynivemsity of Cslifornis &t
Los Apgeles. most avilsbl aveilable, most vocel and most innocent member of the
staff of the former Commission; liesley J. Liebeler, the "both sides" inquirer
subsidized by the tex-psyers and spomsored by his university; Wesley J., Liebeler,
the self-appointed consclence of the country:

"Did you, Vesley ® . Liebeler, write that section of the Report that
pretends the questions are enswered with fhe declaration thst it wes not
Lee Hsrvey Uswddd who asppeared et liirs. Odio's spartment, not Lee Harvey 0swald

who "hss told us" how easy it would be to kill President john ¥, Kennedy, not

Lee Harvey “swald the "shotsmen", ss Mrs. Odio put it, who wes to be infiltrsted



into the anti-Castro underground in Cubai

"Is it you Wesley J. Liebeler who conducted the essentisl hearings on

this aspect of the Commission's work, aiming them all 8t this "answer"?¥

r’

"Do you, Wesley, J. Liebeler, still regerd it es an enswer when the
sssessination of sn Americen President is "investigeted" to say that it is
en end, rsther then & beginning, to conclude that The False Yswald end his career

were not #nd could not have been Lee Harvey Uswald:"

’

Yhese are mot dicci difficult questions for so brillisnt e debater
ss the legel eminence of the “niversity of Celifornia of Los Angeles. Nor
should they tex the resourcefulness of the men os sharp he has befome the
fox who got himself hired to gusrd the chicken house, the msn who kas conned
his university snd e constitutuonally uncriticel press into believing that
the fox of the Commission's staff will protect the chickens of its evidence as
he guerds it from attacks such @s mine in his "both sides" book now that he
has engineered & second chsnce,. :emamber, he had his first with the Commission.
These are not questbdns that cen any longer be avoided or unsnswered.
I think I sm not alone in expecting enswery , not metter how much ton

lete, from Wesley J. Liebeler.



