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Liebeler-Lomas Show Oct and Nov 1966:

Tippit shell cases- seid matched revolver. The point is not this, but that they
did not meteh the bullets. To say thet the shells metéh the revolver is to say
nothing usless it can be shown that the bullets matched either the shells, then
htsched to the revolver, or that the hullets themselves mstched the revolver,
In this cese, neither was done, His big speech is but propagsnde.

It is not alone the lack of rifling merks thet made impossible the metching of
the ballets with the revolver. There was also deformity which made it impossible
to match the bullet with anything, es was also true in the sleged assassination
attempt sgainst General Welker. '

Oswald's bresdcast description: Liebeler fibbed a little in the direction of the
real Oswald s real description, and did not accurstely refleft either the actuzl

broadcast description, the lack-of & sq the delay in broadcasting 1k
: : - by Brennan, “the immuted source. He

. S

T 3 : ppit. The person who killed Tippit wes
seen kn tp Liebeler. He just plein lied here, for it
is he who was sent to Dallss in a special effort to get Mrs. Markhem, the most
spectaculer witness, to withdrsw her pqrjury. There is the question I reised about
the doctoring of the trenscript of this interrogation by Liebeler on which he has
been silent. If enyone knew of lirs ache if not the others, it is Liebeler.

n act Fair Play F ittee"™ in New Orleans, Thers wes no
Feir Play For Cyba Committee in N.O. There was But & one-msn front orgenizstion
of Oswald's, matching exsctly the one-mam committee Carlos ﬁ;;nguigr[ his sdver-
sary in the street fight (give detBiis). 8 committee and his sctivities ended
end he went to Mexico as socon as he reaped the propegands harvest of this afreir,
O0's committee had no commection with anything

In his big speech about conspiracy, L wes addressing himself only to a conspirsc
duyolving Cagtro, He newer addressed himself to emy but a pol'ﬁnul-wﬂrm:)

There without questionnwes 8 conspiracy to kill, for noone was dapable of what
was sttributed to Oswald,

g+ Llebeler twisted and kmbprepresented. "hed plent k 1

themselves", The truth is that F@WM
g-detector test and held up ffom the very first 100% without con-

sultetion and unde to change his story. L end the Commission prectise

selactive cradibiliiy? The witnesses are right in saying there was e bag but
wrong in seying the beg couldn't possibls have held a rifle, as with Brennan snd

dgrichem, both gdmitied liars, believed ss non-liars when the Commission WEMTed bo.

More spectaculsrly, Ms lier, but was believed snd continuted
to speak other than the truth., Without these two witnesses there was ntbhing to
bese sny peckege-carrying on. Yet both, as did ell other witnesses on the bag,
testified directly opposite to whet the Commission concluded. Thaw-hag" wWas not
o ldentified b the be ard tWe
plac a8s a - pictures were taken ere, No eff

Was T : T I SBen nrave 0s ',' S \,’__5
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L said the bag had 0's fingerprints end pelmprints,both plurel, on it.
This is false. Whet he did not say it that there is nothing unususl about his
ting nts being where he worked : > was s8llegedly found exatt
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conclusively that he carried that [ LT This 15 8lso false.,*t shows only that

he hed touched the psper. 0 site wa 8 having carried the

bag, for there were nMW%WMMN
uld have had t to do what is to him, L slso ssid this

bag "metched the description of the bsg these witnesses saw him carry in in eveyy
respect except thex length." Agsin, false. Also width, end no one saew him
{,carry anything "in" snywhere. Eaxctly the opposite is true. Misrepresented

Doughtery's testimony ss "thought" he saw Oswald enter building and ﬂﬂiﬂnl:
) er seeing him carry anyt » u emphstic, O had nothing and he
did see Nim. ©n "assuming O threw the bag away, there are, as L Inowsn, meny

other slternstives, such as putting the packege in & shed at the end of the bldg.,
end on this there is no evidence of search or desire to search..."The rifle,
which hed been in the garsge prior to thet time."™ This rifle was never placed in
thet gerage or anywhere else except the postoffice months earlier, was never
pleced in 0's possession, end there was proof only that thet bag haed never

held & rifle.

Lomex is repested responsible on his atttidue to the assessinstion of & President
and inferences in its solution "tco grave".

)
) nce™ is "the na = s"¢ When you have had and
unchallenged rect, thne drewing of inference es opposed to fact is the opposite
of the fect-finding process.

Nobody, despite whet Lieveler said, saw Oswald carry enything out of the house
in Irving. ¥rezier did not "fuleMX folow him right in". the bldg.

If Dougherty is "e most unrelisble witness", and this is "grascious™ to him, why

did the Commission use him? He was actuslly a s cially trusted employee. L keeps
on seying this bag thet Frazier ssw is the seme beg that was fournd on the sixth
floor. espite the semantics of the Report end the injustified presumptions of
Liebele?, gl 1 the evidence is the other way ‘give evidence on bag-West, F on

0 never tsking enything hime, creases in bag, etc.) L avoids the fact that with

8ll the people working on the sicth floor end elsewhere in the bldg., no one saw
either O with @ rifle or the rifle in or out of the beg end there is no idnication
te Commission ever looked for such & person or witness -not even a suggestion of 1t.

L evaded on absene of picture of besg where found and has nothing do do with

Exhibit 1302, s he said. Iy te of Ogwald's pri y
in the plurel hen fails to note tha tudebsker, who generously
supp s fingerprints to everything else he touched, mysteriously left none

on the bag he saws he found. The question is not whether the Commission "fudged"
the evidence on the bag, but whether those it should hsve investigasted did, end
in this the Commission never had any interest or showed sny suspicion.

His opposition to the use of Markham's testimony, Hg should explain his own
concluding comments where he interrogated her., "Then ", meaning after her testimony,
"she hed telked over the telephone with Mark Lane". This hsppened, es L knows,
before hse appeered before the Commission, for in thet te stimony she per jured
herself in denying she hsd hed this conversation. All L would sey of Ier is thet
her capscity to observe reelity is quite limited. Jhat he should hsve said 1s that

h efforts a sussion « The failing
is his, personslly,

Comment on thet "o uslity", esp. es it relates to Liebeler.

‘/é, Haste in writing Report does not reflect on the "quality" of the investigation.

fact of the assaséine
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most onlt thet one less lie was told., Liebeler a more important,
the sutopsy podes, JOO% of which sre entire in both
exhibit end the files, =& n auplic es, In telking of "best evidence",

exactly the phrese first used in WHITEWASH, he obfuscetes by ignoring the fect that,
as the law requires, th d ct &8s asi
expert testimony and the basis of their testimony on their sutopsy. He misrep-

resnted the doctors' testimony. W they to testi rjured themselw
thek they dido 't imow their husinags? What he avoids if their virtual begging

for the production of their pictures, that they hed never seen.

inventoried

This 1= allegedt the one that appeared in LIFE end eTS8WLEI®. He says of
it only i a", without saying why. He says that only

"1lable" one _was found in ' @rzreme, Whereas, according to the

police, both were. This is but protection of eserv
his end everyone elSe conde ere refer to Sheneyfelt's decepitetions.
Wha e does say 1s that the shadow is stright down from the nose in the

one that did not dissppear. Where the Commission prints them both side by side,
(16H510), they are so smell $his comparison cen not be mede.

Op cutting of £ Bowers as & witness, go into Liebelr's cutting off-phot-graphic
and Mellers.
M

On whet Bowers told the FBI, Liebeler certsinly has no knowledge of thismand we
do no slmosi everyone complsine the unfa 1l representation by the FEI
agmaﬁﬁm%—Mm d.. The agents recorded other THEW WSt Witnosses sSwaar
that ss ] out what witnesses swear they seid, and in not » single case

was there & confrontetion betwesen the agents end the complaining wihkesses, inc.
Secret Service egents,

Lie® ler had WHITEWASH seversl months-before lLane's wes out.
ﬂ

On single-bullet theory, alleges facts taken out of context. Opposite is true.

S the bullet had "pl f powerl It isn o'm‘zuveri a
"very hi let with tremenduous penetrating p . 8 8

small—caliher bullet of bud madium veloe presumadli

g s, When he says
"g he docto sxamipnad-hin think Tha1 L is misrepresanting, bhe doctors

a8 that th:la could veinflicted these injurbkes.
If 399 didn did"s There were five fregments found in car e Commissim

did not look for ang slternative. 1t presumed there was none.

Reaction time of men differecnt. “edical testimony thug evaded.

a— T—

"No autopsy report ever ststed thst the wound in the front was sn entrence wound".

oW blowup or pege 197 of TEWASH, " octors as. They
are the only onss.mho-evar say thset wound, before they cut it waay in surgery.
"They did not ob v

Misrepresented "f{ibres w " because frazier was speciﬁc in saying
he co not say what was trues at the time of the assassinstion, only that as of
the time of the testimony, if nothing hed touched fhe clothes, it seesmed to be
e back-entrance wound, "T'raced through the body". ever, Just projected.

& .
The D= et cally seid it was_en entrance wound" Opposite
from the truth. -




"All the shots came from behind and above". Assuming this to be true, is the
TSBD and its sixth-floor window the only such phace? No.

On 08s poor merksmenship and the inability of the best "mester's " to duplicate
imputed shooting, "that's not true st all". Even his own stipuletionsof "duplica-
Tion" shows unfaithfulness - 30 ft vs 63, fixed targets to sigh on, ete. Also
fixed rifle before they used it. To say "in the time invokved" esch of the
experts missed one of the shots is to sey nothing becsuse of the varying degrees
of s¥ill end because 8ll experts had sll the time they wanted for the first shot.
Also, where did they Hit tarbets: None duplicated sssassinetion shooting. In
saying they did "exsctly what Osweld did" of this shooting, he is misrepresenting,
for the question is not slone one of conditions of test but of where bullets hit.

@ "The Marine Corps did not conclude that Oswald was & poor shot". Resd Folsom.
"The said thet by Marine Corps stendsrds he was a fair shot",

On what is secret in srchives, he asvoided ms jority*FBI secrecy. It is not CIA
thet classified most of whot is withheld. It wes not the Commission that decided
"this should not be made publie" hut the FBI.

i

"Anythingz being withheld thet were it to be made public would chenge our thinking",
Liebeler: "No, No, I'_za_glreadx discussed the sutopsy report...bit other then
that, that The only thing thet bears on that thet, that's The only thing that

I z ublic that bears inat " Use Docs 5,7, SS snd
FBI Reports, Meller, Zap camers speed, Altgens picture, etc.

Did not snswer guasition of 399 and its F‘istigg congiditon, lack of duplication
of alleged sctuallity in any st when 1t was a8ll quite POssible. He mis-
represents tumbling on Colnally's wounds, becsuse it hed to have keen cn
controlled tumbling., If there were any deficiencies in the testigigny of the
eutopsy doctors end what they saw and did not see it, was the fault of the staff
'M] of which Liebeler wes one. Doctors need only see medicsl reports. Why did they
J'ﬂ not see Connslly's Xreys:

’ mww. No evidence that it did, al evidence
contrarys t cen be said is that it was proved not to have come from JFKs,

butk there were other stretchers. Also T nson (no statement from him7?) No

W- Liebeler, 1D answering On 8pout rthe

res erfering with examinetion of the bullet, avoids the basic fact,

that there was no testing to see what the residues were and that the Commission

even belated demsnded none. WWMMM
etur because there were traces of foreign metter, there was enough to test,

u
there Wes spectrographic snalysis, "dragged &round b ents"
' (is this the wey the assassinstion of 8 Dresident is conducted and approved by
those cherged with Liebeler s responsibilities?).

r

Puff of smoke or steam. Any proof of lesk in pipe*

[re—

incompetent, incomplete and only dubious sutopsy report end the possibility of
front entresnce wounds., There wes not only the qu n ats at

e Presiden d C er possibly eprticppeting in the assassina-
tion whose shots might haw mlssdd, end Ljebeler himself hendled one such interro-

getion (go into Mps. Bagg;. his trestment of her, the picture he used insteed of
the one he should have sued, its poor quality en< the fact i nd did
wm%m}mp ete. “IM%
d @ se, an no evidence on this, Perhaps that hit anyone, but
T PR TRy G e e ey T

serious purposg gerved by such a deceptidve statement. S

|I "Look for fairies" re puff of smoke. Not at all the situation, nor does the utterly




Additionel psrtial progrem, :mwmnt. ler does not

say th end thet Day would not say enythin§ in writipng

& _the FBI on it and iR i, the light of this, says

the Yommission "got tha FBL fo conduct tﬁgmﬁm_rﬁm——hﬁ gation , he is
simply decelving or uninforged..

If the Commission 4id notrzaly on Brennen's eyewitness identification of Oswald,
why did it use it if it is not ere e8¢ Yn what eyewitness identificeation did

1t rely: The presem e of hisprints oD the Dboxes means nothine, for ha Horked
therg, On the rifle it was &n old print and there were Do nom prints and he had *

n nts off and there weere no gloves found or sought. Truly on
employees there never wore any, His opportunities were those of dozens of others.
@ Wwas never phaced on the sixth floor st that time, despite Liebeler's statement
that he wss,

’ "Basically it revolves around tHe fact thet his rifle wes used to kill the
President."” Agreeing for the sske of argument thet this is true, end it is

mere presumption, how does it prove that he used the rifle that was never placed
in his possessionr Lisbeler s allegations of circumstancial evidence is not

l accurate od meaningful.

"0swald's prints werg found at_the bootom of the beg". Not true. In eny event,
this does not prove the rifle was in it and there was no evidence, despite L'g
E fuscsetions, that the rifles had bteen in the bag. The makrijgs, of oil and

indentations, hed to be there for the rifle to have been in it. They were not,
This rifle, despite Liebeler, was never placed in the garsge or anywhere else.

This rifle haed to be proved end in not e single instence wes it.

His representation of Gov C's position st the time of the @ssassinetion is evesive.
1t is "almost certsinly true thet it would have hed to hit Gow rmor Connally®

does not say that it could heve done what is imputed to it or that the Governor

in fact wss in a pssition that maske this likely. The steff said of this merely
that they moved the Commslly standing spound to see if he cou,d be menipulsted

into & position where this might have happened, and this in an unfeithful recon-
struction. He seid "yes, we did find thet bullet™ There is no evidence of this,

the evidence is 81l to the contrary, esnd the best thet can be said is thaet in the
fect of 100Fh of the medicsl and other evidence, this is a conjecture, In discussing
I,’this he refers to Epstein, who has but little on it, and ignered WHITEWASH which
has much, and which he had,

(. one of his ribs", 4t smeshed 10 cm of it. He made T
shed in all three parts of the GYov's body
eport is there the statemen N8 here were sReiogs blood on
the bullet"/and where the evidence in the Report or the record thet there was en
effort to identify the type? Or of the contact, no nstter how slight, with any
bone? Frazier sss testified 4the bullét would have been marked with going through
corese cloth or leshter. This bullét has no such merkings, He misrepresents the
nature and purpose of the Edgewood tests snd their results, fails to 2dmit that
there wes not even the effort or pretense of duplication, esnd thst even then the
tests showed the opposite of what he and the Commission said snd entirely supported

the contrary medical testimony., If the b .1k gide
not get marked: How could it go through the bulk t be tumbling through bone with-

[l out marking s sides, if not the fronty Whet Liebeler here really says is

thet the bullet, once it sterted tumbling, stopped by itself and thensforth wens
only bsckwards. This is ridiculous and entirely impossible, in defisnce of all the

laws of neture ani science.



I] "pll of the evidence thaet the Commission examined...wss thrned over to the
National Arfhives at the conclusion of our work.,™ This is both false and evasive,
ofr the question is slso what the Commission, meaning either members of staff,
did pot examine, i.e., the spectrographic analysis. Refer to 904 end letters,

”” ]I Of what was withheld, "We've gone through ell of them ourselves, obviously."
Thus he has no excuse forJQigller, the photographic evidece missing, the pictures
he hendled that were doctored, those that are not in the files or erchive, etc.

"3,4 grains pwrmissible wight loss of this bullet." Felse. Here Liebeler refers

] fo Salewdria's work snd agein avoids mine, which he hed snd has failed to deny.
He says it is wrong for Selandris To say there were three grasins of lead in the
Governor's wrist, "besed on Xray evidence", but the reality is that the doctors
testified there were more then three grains lost here alone. Liebeler ignores
the kesd in the chest (tell the_Shires story( and in the leg. Give the size of
the leg fragment, nowhere mentioned by the Commission, although they had it in
the ssme document I hsve.

”“” How can he dismiss whet Dellss *olice di:xd by merely saying he msde no spologies.
The fect is that the Report didl

Didn't know how far from rooming house to scene Tippir murders This is what he

/l seid. He certsinly could have made en approximstion. Reason: Tdime does not work out.
He pretends the Commission lawyers reconstructed et lesst three times. Te 18
IH no question but that he hed time to dé it" end he names both FBI end SS be gide

e commission, BIATY _CA3E doesn't work, But he

said "plenty of time". He knows better, for he has WHITEWASH [ nothing else.

He says what is not tmgmmmamtely sent out over
the poliljz:e radio"., Says Tippit's actions sre those of en officer making an

/ /errest. his is childishly W, from even the ludicrous witnesses.

Here begins shother, in which L andswers Lene:

"he emount gf the loed 1o%% is perfectly consistent with this bullet heving

done is kind of m#m damage to both of them., But this is not the point. Both

the candition ofed9®,which is the central issue, and the factual opposite of

whet he saysof wight, is the resl condition. He is evedive on the condition of
} the nose of the bullet. He gives the opposite of the impdrtmm of Gregory's

testimony to meke it see, mntrary to fact, that Gregory deid this bullet actually
did 1l the things sttributed to it. He did not. He said the opposite.

Fglsely he said "tha Commission hed no way to get the bullet to go through other
/// thingssand tumble in th e seme way thet 399 did..." This is false. They sctually
did use cad et Edgewood snd neyer used 8 n b'oth mep end
/M—ﬂus bul let hed tb heve InTlicted. The only inference, écause
it wes J@ possible, is that they did not dare fece the result. He says of the powser

remsining in the bullet, to imbed & fragment in the thigh bone (he also elsewhere
/]-———'—- said this bullet went into the governor ¥xk an inchm, "berely scratched his thigh..J

—

. /// He denies Marines was sweated by the FBI when she herself so testified. He said
that just didn't heppen" refer to Scherezade.

In clobbering Lene he says there is a besis for an ZhQ bestg straig_h_tforward
Ml commentary end eri of the work of the Commiss nobody 1s arrgid of
AL ool e ] B feils to mention WHITEWASH and goes efter Lene sIlzone. 2
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Bruise on top of the lung. Dig
the tracheotomy? They
required by their task.

Qot _the doctors say this could have come from
gfthe path, end the dissected the body as

"Enew for absolute caxtmiiih certainty that it had cefteinly gone pest the ,"
strep muscles te cause it bruised the top of the lungs," re Humes snd buklet,

LIFE owns Hughes film. Why dbdes Liebeler not sddress himself to the use to
which this film wes put in the FBi report and what it might or might not show

in the sixth-floor window.



