10/25/56

Dear Bill,
This has becn a non-work dasy once I wrote you this s.m. Beginning with the meil

nothing but interruptions, including = required trip to the lunber yard for tar to
peteh my roof. Ly cousin ceme to do it and I had to get the stuff for him. "hile
driving 1 thougitthe second instelient in cut "Hallelujshl Lets Save Wesley Lisbeler
Revivel Progrem' might be on H:len Marihem's parjury.

If onyone is interssted, 1t probsbly should be redons. Butb The idea is here.

Hext time we might ssk him ebout how he loceted Altgens, why he didn't trust
Altgens as & witness o meke his owa position, why he used & doctored and lousy
perisl photo instead of t.!-.q‘:neaningml and existing surveyor's plet, how this conforms
to the requiremsnts of the’lew, especially the luw he taeiches, srnd whether, W th or
withour correlstion with the Altpens picture it could have misled tha Commiszslon.

Also, how Altgens, when Liebeler morked the mep, got to be bigger then two cera.

If you use whet I sent this rmorning ®nf he comploins the picture 1 used on 205
is not the one he showed &4ltgens, that 1s irue. But +he cne hr showed Altgens wus elao
corrupted, and Liebeler is the one who showed it to him. 1 hove 1oaned my first four
volumes of ewhibits to someons s¢ 1 cannnt cherk, L belishe the exhibit number is
203 snd that the cmopping is even maore savers in it. Chould he make such a compleint,
1% would be wondsrful. The picture I used is from 115 of the Henort eno is the cne
used in the ¥BI reconstruction.

+isbeler is ridinz high now. “e probsdly will not taks kindly to nosdling. It
43 for this reeson esnd its deploring 1sck of ethies thet L keep referring to what
he did throuizh Zpstein, m-kingz lpstein his eresture &nd gpolozist.

ﬁy the «ey, do=s sny one of you have a picturs of Gaorse dr lohrenschildt?
1f no, do not go to any trouble to get cne. It is intez-esting but not currently.
of immediate importsnce. it msy be of none.




Cne of the many ennoblements of “esley Liebeler by Ldward J,. ©pstein is
becsuge he found the testimony of dipg, Halen Merichom” contradic tory” sni "worthless"
(Inquest. 1.1. 135), The use of iirs. “arkhen's testimony in the Heport, accordinaka
to Lisbheler,"conld seriously saffect the inteprity snd eredibility of the antire
repart” ( pp. 137-8). Cver this Lpstein's hero hud "s heated exchenge" with the Is wysr
writinz that part of the “eport (p. 155) s

Lisbeler' s knowledgs of wrs.perihem was not second hend. It 1s he who interrogeted

her bewinning 10 2.m. July £3, 1964 in ths office of tha U..Attorney in Dsllas.

It therelora becomes spproprists to examlne Lisbeler the interrogsting lawyer

amd lna‘?? v ptindinds ke oL pin e s~ e e
in termg of his performance £ thertam—rs T Oribieof other interrogstors on—<ko

A ieuillo
Camrissionte—Ttelly

;;1-5. lgrinam hed perjured herself before the Comnisszion. Hers wus not just e
tiry cese of prjury. 1t was e whopped': che denied heving had eny conversstion, sspec=
islly ony talephlone conversetion, with llerk lene, then representing Mrs. Werguerlty
Oswsld. Hers denials were persistent snd resolute. ""r A“"{ i /_q‘z/,: /"uﬁh" /?

The resl purpose of Liebeler's interrogestion of 4irs. Liarkhem was to gel her
to purga her nerjury.

Sn we osk him first if dhe succeeded. ‘hen he was finished, was Mrs, Markhem
gt1ll 2 perfurer or had she come cleen encugh to meet the requirements of the lew%

For exsmple, did she ever come right out and sey, "yea, 1 dld have & telephone call
from Verk Lene ond during it I seid things other then what I swore to bafore the
Comiission, especially in my deweription of the man 1 identifled as 05?&‘816"}

In his interrogstion, Liebeler wema ssgisted by Delles Secret Service Agent
John Joe Fowlett, who manned the tspe recorder over which lirse. “arkham hesrd herself
in this phona conversstion snd by & stenogra shie tmnscgipi}mdq by the U'Bl.

During the interroge tlon, “no Markhem was understandably put out et having

been proved s lisr. She cherscterized the men (who she never named) wjo made the

tepe recording ss, "not no better than Osweld". She told Liebeler " That was dirty



in thet men doing that.™ Without need, Liebaler replisd, "Well, I think thet thet's
right".

Fossibly Liebeler might wani to explsin why he offersd the unnecesssry comment
that the men who proves to the Comalssion thet it4 eyewitness to the murder of 0fficer
J.D.Tippit was & perjurer was "not no bz tter than Oswald" ,wm ﬂw—r ‘b /"’“(7"77"

At the end of her testimony -wrs, ’srkhem professed to be afraid of en invita-
tion te¢ eppesr en internstionol TV with President Johnson. Howlett asaured Liebeler
thot ke had sssuaged Mrs, Markhsm's faars\oovar the telegraphic invitetion.

n111 I get tn trouble over this'" she asked Liebeler.

"I don't think so, Mrs. Merkham, i repléed. 1 wouldn't worry abeut it. I
don't think enybody is golng to csuse you eny trouble over thst.”

via bm&f‘"/ﬁ

At this point in the transeript there appeardwords never spoken. They sre
"paferring to the telegram”. Yeceusa the printed transeript 1s prepered from
wtenographic typescripts and because those typescripts are stidl classifisd "Top
Secret”, 1t i1s not possible to know who pul the words there. Vas 1t Liebeler: The
Comnlssion's editor: The stenographers 4+ Licbelss n dadlhedd vhsTra eHrira)

’ '}

Joas Liebelsr went us to beileve that lirg, Markhem wse not worried sbout ®

perjury rep but was worried sbout veing on TV with the President of the United States?
Are we bo bslieve that 1t wos by sssocintion with the President she could "get in ’
frouble over this", the "ihis" here not identified with the sdded words " referring
to the telegrsm” end that she wes not et a1l worried about perjuryi

Liebeler's recollection on allof this was refreshed when on J.1.1:Ly 19, 1966 Imsent
him 8 copy of WHITEWASH with a letter ealling this perticular passege to his ettention
and solieiting his comment. Tle hes not rasponded. If he hns forgotten he need only
glenece =t peges 115-7 of VHITETASH,.

Perhaps he c'n now tell u: how ss counsel %o the President's Commlssion he

turned in e rocord that shows o perjurer was unafreid of perjury but fesred I.BJ'&; and

L
whather or not, tie the requirements of the law he tesches, she a&@unlly purged hers 1T

of perjury.




