10/29/69

¥r, ¥i1ton E. Brener, itty at law
National Bank of Commerce Ildg.,
New nyleono, le,

Dgar ¥r, Brener,

Possibly no one Lettsr reslizes one of too troblems of the writer who
depands upon others for his information then tie lawyer, unless 1t is enother
writer. Forticulerly if the writer in the firs? instance is s wry busy lswyer
ean this te understood. : o ‘ ‘

“y purpose in wrising you is, egnin, so thet 1L soi whem jour baok
appees you osn oliminste the {nagoursdies in the gerislization. Thet of “gndey
the 37th haes Juast resched ne, o ‘

%0 questions interest me. Yan frangible budlets, if you mske further
inquiry you may find that comvpressed grapuite may bte tne lesat comren, “ome are
mede of hard plastic ani tae mcet comnon sre those made for hunting, “n tne later
ceee, there 13 & special combination of design and metal Shat sccomplishes the
PUIposes. '

You say of the findlug of sometidng on the south side of 5l “treet,
in “ealey Flaza, within 10 minutes of the &éseagsinetion, “In Decom®™r Garrison
bad disccversd new fedtoes” I¢ Wos ol Uscember but “ovewnber whan he ralesged
these picturss (plurel~ 4 serles), snd I wes thers. You =8y “The object 1s not
shown in the piloture”, bat your inisrustion csnsot be complete, for wastever
the object is, 2nd 1% besrs a remerkebla resemblanca o & .45 slug, it is wory
clesrly shown tn » pioture in vhish the hand ot o man Bellsved te be a frdaral
agent is just sbout to pick 1t up, Tnis s shown in the next pleture in tiz agriss,

"The source of this 'knowledge'™, you say, "was ® letter from » resident
of Ven'liyys, Celiforniad inlse. Tha sourde is o Dellas men, who informed me of 1t 4n
Auguat 1967, when te elsn took deted plctures for mee

_ ne of the pspers not deemed nscesssry for reference in 1is dofinitive
Yeport or inzlusion in the rsthar large 26 vélumes of sprenled metarisls, where
wuch items ws Jeck Huby's hard-fsced «nd soft-bodisd striprora were vitzl, 1is the
instruction to tie Commisaion lowyer who (1f you'll excuss the expression) woe
sent 1o "investigste". lils nome 1s issley Liebeler. iie wes told bo Lucstion (the
late) Doputy Sheriff Lddle Raymond "Buddy" Halthers. { A yesr ego iur. WeltheHs

wes so unwisze as to enter s motelercom in which en esca:ed nurdered vwss nslsd,

in bted, with a women. 4+t would sppesr to be immsterial thet this woman waz not his
¥ife, The murder wes commiited with ir. %althers' own wespon.) The sords of the
instruction of “uly 22, 1064, are "He should be queaticned as to exactly what he
sav ta day of the assassination with reference to tne bullet he olsims splottered
seselng time lulthers wes quoted as ha¥ing found a bullet...” In the ocantext of
your obvious dissgreement with Garrison, expressed thus: "The objective waa to
keop the people of tha country thinking they =ere still living in the best of

posaidle %0rldsees”; and (the Warren Report)"wes, in effect, a careruyl eoncedlment



of the facts”, let us conzider the foregeing ond your writlng in o menrner one
ordinarily might nave asxpected s lawyer %o employ.

4 Legin w1 th the frank ecknowledgement 1 do not Ymow what the object
in cuestion is. To the Warren Coumisalnon und the federal inveatigntive cgencies,
especislly to the Commission lawyer told to.leok into 14, I freely extend full
eredit for my lsek of wnowlodge,

You say, "One of the Dollas officisls appearing in the photograph (sic)
atated publicly thet the objeot being plcked up wes a fregnent of gkull”, is
between & .45 alug and 8 piece of human nead, 1 agres with your eaonymous =carge,
probably thie late Ueputy .ielthers,

How gen you asgcount for the tetel lsek of testimoay ~n this point in
the record? For the total lack of reference in the ieport? For the careful svplde
ance in the testimony sbout the entopsy =snc the evidence upon which 4t allegedly
wea bosed? iMors, gilven the entire officisl story, how in ths world can you supe
- port any part of the cfficlsl sccounting and have thies @) entirely unexplairsd
officially) and b)2 plece nf the Prosident's head found so for to the front end
wide to the left when his heed wae entirsly undsmaged on tho laft op in the front?

It 4» not thst the government was not in possession of these plotures,
d1d not bave the knowledge, "ne o1 the series wos used as sn exhidis, to lead 4n
sn entirely different direction snd for entirely differant purp-ses. 3nd we bhsve
sesn the )lewyer-inveatigntor wee directed, 1f very, wry lste- nins nontha to the
Asy after ths —urder- to look Inte thins wout besic of evidence on the crime,

dow 12 1% unfeir %o describe this es "o_coreful concealmsnt of tis
faeta®? : -

if vou were to ask the paper to print this snd ny previous letter
as = geature towsrd correcting sn erroneous record, 1 would hsve no objection.”
#hen the subjoct 1& the sasssalpnstion of en /mericen Uresident snd itz officisl
investigstion ~ nesd I add by the government that coine into prwex by $hst
sgeagninetion nlone’~ [ would hope you would desire thig,

Yhen you, busy aeg you 2re with a lorge practiee, undarinke te
defend the Tapran Feport, 1 fesl genninely sorry for jou, 'r. Brerey. -om-
pared to you, ¥ing Comnte undertook e lesd-pipe einch.

Sincersly,

Barpld “eoisberg



