5/28/68

Dear Jim, -

I didn't know it when we spoke yesterday, but I now have
unassialsble prool thet Liebeler personally made substantive changes
' in the testimonies. af the young men we discussed yesterday aftermccn
8s 1 wes lesving you, end they sre exactly consistent with the memo I
wrote after my. previous trip. He lmew what he wes doing and did 1t.
That pert of m$ preparations for interrogetions now reouires no more
work but does noit conplete the desiresble preperetion. I would like to
suggest that at the right moment we include the father.

. 7 AIL record ‘ot How Thilip wes notified thet his testimony
;L,‘:waa wanted n'w longer exists. i heve the list ‘of witnesses end he .dces
" po% enpear on that. B have the 1etter thet was sant the others. ’

RIERE R I think it.;woult. be desiresble for me ' to resd the John.
S George stetemen,ts prior to:your ceallingI Mpa, Grad o I can tell you.

if there is anything he geve me back in overber thet he did not in-
clude in these stotemsntgs It is possible, for I then intarvieved him
from well before midnight uitil ebout 5 a.m. Also, there is mgterisl
on this in my Penu interview, which I have reed and filled in for Louis.

To date, everything checkable about Godfrey and my new_
,witnesses checks out 100%. A plcture of them together msy be loca‘ced. )
‘And I heve more of his connections I was not able to tell you sbout. Time
-only. I'd like %o read thet part of file not with Tom.
- I ~prepere memos €8 soon &s I can.

You'll hévé those pictures 1 slready have next week. He
locked nothing like the mug =hot and_ 8 8 boy entu’ely oth.er than it.
Scme hat like CSTIald. - R _ -

S You are maldng the local radio news with the ‘federal court -
“action, You Were fight. The fools did sas you said, and the press, think— N

ing it adversa +to your: interest, is playing it. If thers is 8 story .

in the Washington Post I'Il enclose ite Simple but brillisnt gesturc that

for the first time mskes cleer whet the real situation 1s. Congratuletionsg

Best regards,




