Gurnar Ixhibit 45, 1; Idiebrler; Jarsg GCarnerts affid-vis 1/5/68
Harold “alskerg

Earlis r memos end writing bring out that slthough Jesse ¥, Garner's
affidavit waa deted » mcath after hiz wife's depositicn, ®uehow, in thot depo-
sition, when she i:= shown the plcture that {e Carner Exhibit lio, 1 (from the WWIL
film of his ITi~8/16-63 operstion), 1t is identified sa part of tie affidevit
of her husband,

But that sffidavit did not end for the mx ensulng month did not exist,
We therofore have Lisbeler offering 8 witnase 8s pert of ths evilence what was not,
in fact, pert of it i{n any wey. (He »lso, without correction, sllowed her insccurste
testinony on shere this pleture was token to stend,)

I tockc this strenge situstion up with ths Archives, esiking, smong other
things, if ths files showed sn earlier af idvait by Carmer then tha one published,
The respomse Weo in the negative.

1 bave now obtained {rom the Archives these two things: the reverse side
of the picturs, which has been cut to remove zomething unknown, for which I heve
written and ssced; snd a lstter drofter 4/28/64, by vesley J. Liebeler from J. Tee
Renkin's signsturc, which was then dnted iay 1, indlecsting thst Garner lsd then
sgreaed to an affidavit which Liesbeler subsecuent %o hi= wife's testimony drsfted
for his signsture. It 12 unchenged, the way Liebeler, from thisz grest distaonece,
drafted it. I slgo have s Xeroxed eopy of the printed sffidavit.

Of course, this is 2 strenge procedurs, one not santcioned by eny rule
of evidence of which 1 heve mard, omd not ot & L neeessary, cortsinly zx not
what Lisbeler tssche sz profes:or of lew, It ws: in no sense pecescsry, for he
could ez roudily have offered 1t for the record shen he wes deposing lirs, Carner,
es he did & month ¢bfors her husbond'a affidsvit., This wns not only proner; it was
essier, vhich mokes what he did do less comprehonsible. Then caring nothing about
the impossible record it left, he mede mox effort to explsin it in elither the
record or the files. On top of 211 of this, he not enly failed to identify the
source, even the date of the pleture, sliowed the error that is smo misleading to
stand without correction, sne used s cropred version of the picture so thut, sa
publiched in the record, it i1s ~imposmsible to identify the place or time it wes
teken, which 19 not difficult in the unedited wversion,

On the yevorsa side of the picture, however, there is typed the legend,
"Lee Eervey Oswald passing out eirculsrs B-10-83 in New Orlesns™. It is Cecret
Sarvice Centrel 200, part of CDB7, This reverse side and tha letter sre sttsched,
Also enelosed ie the report of which it is part, s letter I hsve written the
Archivist, enother 1 heve writren the news dircetors of the New Urleems TV stations,
and 2 copy of the Archivists long-dsleyed letter to me.



