George Lordner, newsroom 8/26/93
The Washington Ppst

1150 15 St., W

Washingtom, DC 20071

Dear George,

If you have to get your review in by Monday this will reach you after your return
and after you have turned your review in. I write for t?o purpose, to explain why for
the firat time in what is it now, more than 25 years, I was angry with you; and to tell
you why I said that the time will come when you will be ashamed of the review you very
elearly indicated you intended writing.

I think we have shown how men can disgaree and get alongs We have had strongly
different views on the JFK assassination but we heither lacked trust in each other. I
believe that if you think back over all those years you will not recall a time when I
was not honest with you snd that you will not pecall a time I misinformed you.

I lost patience with you and was nngry when you were not the man I'u‘;ﬁmwn all these
years in that you ppsolutely refused to think. You reflected a determinedly unthiniding
partisan. That may be acceptable in a review but I prefer not to think so. I was so dis-
appoimted in you, so upset that vhen, from the convbluted hours I live, as you know I

do, I was eating supper when you phoned and when we finished talking I could not finish
it, And it was our first fresh corn of the season!

One example of this is one aspect of that fifth of Willis' plctures. Of the several
evidentia'!‘a and by this I mean factual points it represents you just would not face the
fact that it is a physical impossibility for it to have been taken at any time other
than before Zapruder Frame 202, While there is no ques [ion from the evidence that he
$ook it in faction to heering the shdfft, and it was the first one, my point was separate
from thate It was that it was a physical impossibility for him to have taken it laters

I have no objection to your trying ¢ Thoughtfout on me or a number of them, That is
the right way. What L objected to is your unthinking determination to agree with all Pos-
ner wrote, regardless., But everything I told you if factually corrects And I thjnk that
before long I realized that you were being suckered and then I think I believe you wanted
+that. Hm You really abandonned all your critical faculties. I've not known you to do that
before, I intend no insult, but you came across to me like ( Blakey.

Lest you misunderstand what my attitude toward P_qo'ner was until I learned from you
what he says(as I told you I did not getfithe UN News because when I read the book that
would turn out o be a waste of time), I enclose what I wrote him three weeks ago. That
he has not responded means nothings' He had no occasion to. 4s you will see, it is not
wnfriendly. I wrote it months after knowing in general what his publisher said the book
gays and how it says ite After I had written,as I can show you, for my own purposes, that
it is impossible to dowwith an enhancement of the Zapruder film what his publisher, as



it tu:ﬂa out accurately, says he did. We did not discuss it but the most obwious thing
ia that the film cannot reflect any other shooting, This is but one aspect of the fact
that enhancement cannot put into the film what is not there. Another is that the film
is not the only evidence on anything at all. That is one reason why I tried to illus-
trate with the ,F(ifth Willis picture. You will recall that after you told me he places
the firet shot at Frame 162 I kept asking you when he placed the second one.
Anotiher i“u:lymtim of why I said he was not being honest is his misuse of Willis'
,ﬁ%%%%mse were not good sources at alls I asked you if he cited her Commission
testimony. You were not in a position to check it so after we spoke I checked it, He
could not use it because it refutes what he misused her for. He did not recognize the #
firgt shot as a shots She thought it was a firecracker. So she did not turn to the TSED
thinking a shot came from its He had to know that. So he lied by reg2fting to second-hand
or remote sources of years later: Even then his rubbish is based on an earlier shot than
what she, too, told the Commission vas possibley
As you shpuld remember, I have never taken the position that everything the Com—
mission, FBI, Secret Service or any other agency said is wrong. You know my books come
enfirely from what they said and their dependable evidence shows. And that is all I used
in talking to you yesterday. Posq'f,er has become part of the new wave of commercializing
sycophants who say that while everything thh commission did was wrong they lucked into
the right answer anyvaYe
You told me Posner reflected an impressive knowledge of the 26 volumes. Ia:m did not
gay o word about any use he made of the information available later, I have no reason
to beliove that of the T24 pages his wife nobed she copled here he drew on any of thate
Her receipt, by the way, reflects their copying fof three days when heres
T was offended by his imposing on my truste. That accuntdd for part of my anger. 4s
you also lmov, I have always made all I have available to thnae I know I'll diaagree withe
That is not what angered me. His false glora is what did as you made them clear to mes
You will see that befhre I knew more than his publisher said I regretted that he had not
tested anything, that he lacked devil's advocacy. When it is available and is not used
jhat represents an intent to say what he was o determined to say regardless of fact or
tmwbiockioest truths And your attitude was similare That was a real digappointment to me.
I do not remember your ever reflecting that befores
What you reflected is a determination to be a propagandist rather than a reviewer
who has a reporter's experience and traditional attitude. Which is what he is, hg-no
more than a commexcidizing, exploiting propagandist. Why else, for example, would he not
CleeYs single thing? Or ask if any of iﬁ%:‘é?anma after the Comnission's lifebnded
disputed anything he was going to say?
There is an ego that typifies all those guys. T hey do not need fact, They know it
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because they are that omniscient or they just make it ups All of them, and he is no exe
ceptions Both sides. They can, they do, and Posner does ignore what they know that proves
them wronge With him the Willis girl's testimony is 4 o’ﬁ’e example, What he says about
what he says she did; which is in itself not true, is not relevant to the actual timing
of the shots in her testimony or where she vwas whens She is quite specific on that and
nothing her father said 01: did not say figures in it at alle,It is #n Volume VII and she
is pretty explicit, repeatedly, on vhere she was. when the shots were fired and where she
was when she saw she head explode, right opposite the Stemmons Freeway sign. Do you
think she ran more than 11 miles per houx?

As you gave it to me, which is how Wrone also did after reading the mag@m.
what he said about this miosed shot in a physical impossibility or close to ite That
is wigly I said he had another magic bujlet and adds a maglc trees

180 addressing his honesty is the unquestionabke fact that he knew the hole made
in th; curbstone was Pe=t patched before Shaneyfelt went through the charade of having
it dug up. He kmew it from Post HMortem, which has the before and after pletures and from
the Gemberling synopsis that is quite explicit in stating that there had been than mark
and im/not there when they dug it upe That is in a folder on my desk I show everyonee.

I am not certain bub I may also have shown him the technicians report that confirms

what is so visible, that thé # cjrbstone had been patched, For your information, that
was when Oswald could not have done it and by Hay of 1963, Liebeler knew it, too, and he
had knowledge that Tague had taken pictures, thought he had prints from it, when there
is no Commission or FBI record reflecting that it had any Hag of having any such know=—
ledges So, there was a magical patch the curbstone grew? Another proof that there was
no conspiracy? And it was just by accident that the one spectrogrpahic film that is mis—
sing is the one of the testing of that patch? The teat that showed only two of the seven
elements of the hullet's core? Do I have reason to question hls honesty, or wonder about
your aBandinment of 'your e ordinarily excellent critical faculties? Dr flo you use
them and not use them when you want to or do not want to?

I am sorry to say it, sorrier to believe it, bgt I do believe that in time, and it
may not be much time, you will be ashnfied of not only this review but that you were
capable of it.

Wot mowing that you would be asked to do the review and not knowing what if you
were asked your review would say, i I had thought of it,I would have thought that ybu
were the one reporter who would see theough# this scam, that your beliefs would not
blind you to the indecency, the ugligess of it.It i 5 really an putrageous tiing that
most reviewers or reporters would have trouble examining criticially. But not you. Only
you did not want tos Aid that is not the you I'fe known for so long. Lt is disappointing.

At this point I left for my early-morning walldngs I then thought of thif more, I do
not want you to misunderstand. I have not fromj:he time I knew that Posner deceived me on
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what his book was to be,and I lmew that from his publgiher as quoted in PW, had the
illusion that I”could do anything about it. There is other reflection ﬂiat I was not
even angry in other letters I wrote him, gaicing if he had returned only-copies of
pictures I had loaned hims You also knov that because of my age and illnesses I long
ago decided that the nost.useful thing I can do is perfect the record for history. This
neandms including all th> whoring with our history. From what you told me Posner is a
mwien mark. (Jregret you have madé a mark of youraelf, bub ‘B that I will not write
about. )Posner and Random house provide a magnificent example of the abject and determined
book~publisher failures on this subjects (I am reminded that when RH read my ms im 1965
they ijec&a&h i’E on the sole basis that they do not publish new authors! )
%athE He worked in DC yesterday and returns to Wisconsin todaye.

(He was here along with other profesgorial friends for the awarding of honorary doctor-
ates to ldl and to me by Hood Sunday and he remained to make copies of records for his
oun work.) He bought copies of Posnger's book for both of us end I have an idea of some

>4 hoTreads From that I assure you that I understifted when I said he was merely
dichonest. Put that can now walt for when I can document it, as I wills

i 3 ua.nt;d to say this before taking a peek at his book. Wrone had told me of some
of his nasty cracks abput me. I checked the iMlex and then checked the notes to page
150, where he lies about what I _wrote and is careful not to cite where I wrote it. I

also did that without anygarrison connections The Camp Street address was that of
the back door to Ronnie Caire'sdoffice. I juggled no numbers at all and we all knew
very well wheme Bringuir's and Pena's places of business weres He 1s a determined liar
in saying thaé('lmécaml was at the corner of Canal end Ramparts." It was not at the &
cb?rnar at all. I re'mamber all this so well I checked Oswﬂd. in NE:R_‘ Orleans, I enfidbe
N Soce pages FezemiZiof and B0, vemember quiteblearly that the empty kot ves not the
corner lot, as he says , and because I was there, as you'll see on BO, recorded the
number of the next highest numbered properfy on that side of the street.I did that without
any helpuijiGarrison, as he says on 150, but to add to my book then written. I wrote it
before ever going to New Orleans )to be independents' N

ihat Wrone had called to my attention as an intendedly dishone} reference to me is
in the note of 43%. Whether jbxies or just makes a mistake, the latter being no en—
doreemd ht of the rest of his books you know very well yhat T aid not wait until
Garrison's "investigation ended ignEFegmeminiously" and %hat I then did is considerably
understated as "backed away from himy" I do not recall that letter to Playboy and do
not recall thus that it was published. If he copied it from my files I have no objection.
But how can he honeéle cite that end ignore all else I did later and evem pretend to
the slightest smidgeon of honestye

I've gone no flarthur now and won't for a while, I made a list of citations to me

Virone met me for
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So you cab, if you'd like, check them for yourselfs You might wonder hhat kind of man
it is who would come here, take my time for at least three /gﬁys, get unsupervised access
to all I have, iﬂclﬂding all that the government Seaid about,A)nd then can contrive thid

/
lind of fection to defame mes From what Wirone told me there are innumerbale deliberate
dighoneties throughoix’c the books Those he mentioned from the ta{: chapters he had read by

‘” N 6 a.me when we met for breakfast, are nob and cannot be
' ., accidental errord.This is true on 20-1. I copied the noted’
/ 3 ’h . 'Eo what I wanted to quote from what t_?ave £0ld me, Thus as
| d~ 7 he &oés out of his way to defame and deprecate 'others I am
20N confident that he lies ir{;aying that I wrote of the 15
50V year 0ld Osvald what in a different place I said about the
e older Oswalds(page 18) Thus you will find no ource cited,
)’"h page of notes also -encJ.OBEdu"‘
v,w Then (11) I am somehow dereléot in not going fof this crap
l:l 23 im my book not abouto'éia‘]_.d but about the Commission,’ in
o "not telling the reader Wihat Marguerite and lee Lived with the Piwse

‘{‘ﬁiﬁ [Z Mhi‘}aﬂ you think of any damned reason why I shauld -have? Or-do you
72 agree thal®y sbpuld all corrupt our‘thinkingto conform with
'\l-ﬁ hisf I am not bothering to check what I acbually said where he
quotes me because it has no significance at all but I ai} so attach
. the notes for that page so you can see hé makes no réferences to what '.I‘m says he quotes.
. 1 am sorry for you Seorge, and for your vesting your personal and professional
integrity is & man as devoid of honor, integrity or ordinary, everyday morals and ehhiess
If you read just these notes you should have had some question at the very least about
how faithul he :Lﬁ and:&eteoted the obvious signs of ulterior purposess I'm.s0 sorry you
delayed so long in phoning me because when you have to give your review in Honday :roﬂ
now leck the time for the independent checking that w:bt:h Wrone here I could have
sugzested to you because he got and read US Newn and then read two chapters last nights'
I hope ypu can begin to see what I said above that the Yeorge you reflected last
night is not the one I've known all these yearss' That uea::irag,va would have wanted to do
gerious checldng and would not have s@ad againgt what ;13 3id not want to believes'
In lgpghing vith Wrone about that eilly con- ith ﬂths.
%e to criticize me about that Canal Street v : '
stuff Hrone told me the only person he knowa who ' I

went with that nonsense in Bringuier, who told it to Wrone or has it in hi : é
ai y
Posner has no sadurce byt Wirone remembered his tiyfks to Bringuler for his W o

"olarifications." (page 502) What a seurcel



@erald Posner : 8/4/93
500 B 54 St.,if280
liew Tork, I 10022-5026

Dear Gerald,

Thanke for the copy ol your A/ 22/98 letter covering the retwmn of the picturess

Tdie time I'11 be careful to not misfile ibe )

1'11 be glad ‘1;:‘: g;t J.che u.lipl';iugs. 1 heve already eatabliched 1; file, meaning that
mootly I have a labelled file fo(]!dm', for each ol the comlog bouks. Aside from the Dahlin
5/3 piece 1'ye seen almost nobhing save on HoGinniss. '

1w sorry you did not want sowo devil's odvocacy, from that story, because 1 be-
lieve it describes vhat is _ilnposnible in your book. And I am not $allcing about any
"jnterpretation of ovidence," ’Lj:l.me will {ells If you had indicated you were doing that
kind of bouk I'd have offered it. ) . |

and. I could have helped you on L&ﬂton. Came a time when I declded to reoonstitute
the memo thab Livingstone' cop atole for Lifton. If you have any further interest on liim
Roger Feluman, a 1guyer formerly with CBS Hews, did a ghort bouk I believe is fine. Only
xeroy, coples noi availables I think he hag found no publisher. Has no agente

Binor correotionk I now in advance 1'11 disgree with virtually all vho use my
rrcords. Thanks for ghat you say about it, thoughe

\lhen you are promoting the book, if you have any good confrintations you'd like to
have in the file 1'11 be makdng for Idstory L'11l be glad to add them without any comnent

on thems I'11 probably amotate tie copy ol your book for thal purpose, too.
- If and when ve can voschedule that dinuer, fines Be :Lntaras& your experiences
with the book then, too.
Lil joins me in pest wishes to you both.
Sincerely,



160 = CASE CLOSED

Convinced his work for Cuba was gaining the attention of na-

tional leftist leaders, Oswald was encouraged to embark on a new
gambit. Having read only a week earlier about anti-Castro mili-
tants and their armed training camp, raided by federal agents
across the river from New Orleans, Oswald was ready to infil-
trate the “enemy.” On Monday, August 5, he walked into a
Cuban-owned general goods store, Casa Roca.® Behind the
counter was the co-manager, Carlos Bringuier, a twenty-nine-
year-old Cuban lawyer who also was the New Orleans delegate
for the anti-Castro Cuban Student Directorate. Casa Roca served
as the Student Directorate’s unofficial headquarters, as well as a
general clearinghouse for Cuban activities in New Orleans. Brin-
guier was explaining the Cuban fight against Castro to two fif-
teen-year-old Americans, Philip Geraci and Vance Blalock, when
Oswald walked up to them. Geraci recalled that Oswald asked,
“Ig this the Cuban exiles’ heaclquar't,era?"s s

“He started to agree with my point of view and he showed real
interest in the fight against Castro,” recalled Bringuier. “He told
me that he was against Castro and that he was against Commu-
nism.” Then Oswald requested some literature, which Bringuier

* Also on August 5, the Soviet embassy notified Marina that her request to
enter the USSR had been forwarded to Moscow for processing. And un-
known to the Oswalds, that same day, the FBI interviewed his landlady,
Jesse Garner. She confirmed he was in the city. At that point, the New Or-
leans FBI office became chiefly responsible for Oswald. Special agent Milton
Kaack was assigned to the matter.

**{n his address book, Oswald had three addresses listed on the same
page with Carlos Bringuier'’s name: 117 Camp, 107 Decatur, and 1032
Canal. Harold Weisberg claimed the first address was a formal-dress shop
and the second did not exist. He then juggled the numbers and determined
that if Oswald had meant 107 Camp and 117 Decatur, that would lead to two

"~ anti-Castro militants. It shows the extent to which some will speculate. In

fact, Weisberg searched the addresses when he helped Jim Garrison in hig
1967 investigation. Instead, a review of 1963 records reveals there is no myg-
tery or mixup. 117 Camp was the Hispanic-American Discount House,
owned by two prominent Cubans (it was only a dress shop when Welabérg
saw it years later). 107 Decatur was Bringuier's Casa Roca. 1032 Canal was
at the corner of Canal and Ramparts, the New Orleans Discount Center,
owned by a Jewish Cuban. The addresses were part of Oswald's efforts to
discover the headquarters of the Cuban exiles.
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tlon, and that sald search discloses that Lee Harvey Oswald was never
an Informant of the FBI, was never assigned s symbol number In that
capacity, and was never pald any amount of money by the FBI In any
regard. (17HB1s) '

What he does not say is that he can guarantee this was
not done under any name other than “QOswald” or
under any other bookkeeping arrangement such as
having to do with “expenses.”

I am willing to believe that Oswald was never in the
FBI pay. But neither Hoover nor the Commission
proved he was not.

In his own private, commercially sponsored Warren
Report Porirait of the Assassin, Congressman Ford, in
the very first chapter, quotes Henry Wade, then Dallas
District Attorney and formerly a long-time FBI agent.
Wade told Commission General Counsel J. Lee Ran-
kin that he had dispensed $2,000 a month to inform-
ants, with no official record. The denials are not
persuasive, Wade also told Rankin, apropos of Os-
wald’s use of post office boxes, that they were “an ideal

- way to handle such tranisactions and was a way he had -} o

used at various times in the past, too.”

Suspicion in this matter is not diminished by the
absence from the Report of the name “Ronnie Dugger”
though Dugger had pertinent information. (His name
is mentioned but once in all fifteen volumes of testi-
mony (2H42), and then as having seen activity on
what is known in Dallas as “the grassy knoll,” west of
the Texas School Book Depository Building. He was
told the same story as Hudkins.) He is editor of the
weekly Texas Observer. He had wrillenn a well-known
book and for major magazines. At the time of the
agsassination, he was also corresponding for the Wash-
ington Post. Writing in the February 1967 issue of a
Texas magazine, Latitudes, he said of his own report-
ing of the assassination, “ ... an official told me that
Oswald had been an employee of the FBI and had a
certain pay number, which my source gave me, He

78

" would not give me his source but said it was solid.”

The Commission failed, too, to call Dugger as a
witness—or Hudkins, or Sweatt. The Report lists
those regarded as “witnesses,” if only an unsworn
statement was used. Not one of these men was called
(R487,490,498). This is one way of “wiping out” a
“dirty rumor,” but not a persuasive one.

A number of other provocative items scatlered
throughout the evidence raise questions for which .
there is no satisfactory answer. For example, in Os-
wald's pocket address book there are these notations

on a page (16H67) that faces a blank page:

Cuban Student
Derectorate (sic)
107 Decatur St
New Orleans, La
Carlos Bringuler

N.O. City Editor “Cowan™
David Crawlord
reporter

11y Camp
107 Decalur
1032 Canal

After the middle of these three addresses but ex:tend-
ing upward from it is “cuban exile store.” This is ‘tha
address 6f Bringuier's store, Why is it listed twice?
What dé the other two addresses represent? The Camp
streét address is across from the International Trade
Mart, ‘which sinca thén has moved. It is the address of
a clothing store where formal attire is rented. 03‘?al.d
had no such interests. Why should he have noted it in
association with Bringuier?

Or did he make a misiake, or have his own special
code? In the building at 107 Camp Street, the Cigali
Building, advertising man Ronnie Caire, who was con-
nected with the anti-Castro Cuban groups, then had an
office. It was on the Canal Street side, opposite the
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f]amp. Street entrance, Caire says Oswald applied for l; ‘

job with him, claiming public relations experience. It}
u1hn.uld. by now not surprise the reader to learn t-l:at‘
Caire is one of the multitude who were not called as'
WI‘IIIEEIBES by the Commission and should have been, %
His New Orleans reputation is excellent. He is consid
ered a generous man, easily touched. He says he los

about $10,000 on his effort to help the “Crusade,” that
about $4,000 was raised, and that some of it was ‘i

“pocketed” by another,

That he was not called as a witness is not because 1§

the FBI was unaware of these things. Caire complains

that their questionings “cost me about 100 hours” of 4

time.
The Canal Street address is not where Oswald was

arregled, which was in the 700 block, and it is not a ij

“good"” address but was then and is now a blank one.
The numbers go from 1030 to 1034. In the covered-over "‘I
passageway on that side of 1030 is a small fruitstand :
Its number is 103014. )
If f)swnld made a mistake and meant 117 Decatur
that is the address of Orest Pena’s Habana Bar nnd' "
Lounge, where there were other inlereeiing develop-
mentls in the story of Oswald in New Orleans, and at

. about this time, notably the spectacular and conspic- '
uous drunk staged there by Oswald or his counter- i
feiter. And why should Oswald have noted the names 7

of the city editor and reporter in the middle of these

entries. ik
We do not know whether he made these notes before

qr after he got himself arrested in this handbill opers-
tion, t.vhir:h makes sense only as part of a scheme to
eatablish a “cover.” But there is reason to believe it
was not after the arrest, because there is what seems to
be such an item in his notebook (16H62), also facing a
blank page. It is the listing of WDSU-TV, over which
he broadeast after his arrest. This listing has the
names of several of its staff and their phone numbers

s |

but no ‘address. It logically would bave been entered

after his arrest.
§.' When this manner of establishing a “cover” ia consid-
Fered in conjunction with the strange business of his
i notebook copyings and his possession at the time of his
1 arrest of a list of entries that could serve only to show
B e had been a defector to the Soviet Union, along with
i the equally perplexing plea of guilty he entered when
B he was not guilty, it is apparent the whole -afair

W requires explanation the government has not made.

/' The least likely preparation of a sincere Castro sym-
; "'palhizer gallying forth on a propaganda venture that

i; _could lead to his arrest is evidence of Communist or

E¥ Russian connections. This handbill operation seems o

i1 have been designed for an arrest and a police record.
i1 A soon as Oswald harvested the “pro-Castro” press he

) thus made, he took it to Mexico with him and used it
¥l in an unsuccessful effort to get a Cuban visa. After this

failed, he still kept reminders of the affair. One was
i found when the Dallas police searched his property in
\ the garage of the Paine residence, in Irving, Texas,
after his arrest on November 22, 1963. In the inventory

k. of what was seized there ia Item #231 (24H336), a

“glip of paper containing names Carlos J. Bringuier,
‘ Miguel M. Cruz and Lt. William Gaillot.” Cruz was
. with Bringuier when he broke up Oswald’s handbill

operation; Gaillot, the police officer in charge.

Such itenis and entries in the notebook would be less
. * troubling 1f there were any serious official explanation
 of their.purpose and il so many questions did not

{, remain, so yany intlications of Oswald's intelligence

involvement.

£ When the FBI prepared an “snalysis” of this note-

book, of what J. Edgar Hoover described (5H112) a8
“those items in Oswald’s notebook requiring investiga- .
tive attention,” the presence in it of the telephone and
license numbers of the car of James P. Hosty, Jr., the
FBI's Oswald “expert,” was not included. Hoover's
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TESTIMONY OF LINDA EAY WILLIS

The testimony of Linda Kay Willis was taken at 3:15 p.m., on July 22, 1864, in
the office of the U.S. attorney, 301 Post Office Building, Bryan and Ervay Streets,
Dallas, Tex., by Mr. Wesley J. Liebeler, assistant counsel of the President’s
Commission.

Mr. Ligperer. Would you rise and raise your right hand and I will swear you
as a witness. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give
will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God?

Miss Wiris. I do.

Mr. Lieserer. As I told your father, I am an attorney for the President’s Com-
mission on the Assassination of President Kénnedy, and he has told me that you
were with him in the vicinity of the School Book Depogitory Building at the time
of the assassination, and I wanted to ask you two or three questions about that.

First of all, wonld you state your name for the reporter, please?

Miss Worrs. Linda Eay Willis.

Mr. LieseLEr. How old are you?

Miss Wimrrs. I will be 15, July 29.

Mr. Lieperes. Your father has told us thai you were out in front of the School
Book Depository Building along with your sister on the day of the assassination,
and your mother and father were also there, is that correct?

Miss WrLLis, Yes, sir.

Mr. Lieeerer. Did yvou hear any shots, or what you later learmed to be shots,
as the motoreade came past you there?

Miss Wirris. Yes; I heard one. Then there was a little bit of time, and then
there were two real fast bullets together. When the first one hit, well, the
President turned from waving to the people, and he grabbed his throat, and he
kind of slumped forward, and then I'couldn’t tell where the second shot went.
. Mr, Lieseres. Now, you were standing right along the curb on Hlm Street, i

that right, when the motorcade came by across the street from the School

Book Depository Building?

Miss Wriris. Yes, sir.

Mr. Liesgrer. Did you follow the motorcade down Elm Street at all, or did
you stand on the corner up toward Houston Street and watch from there?

Miss Wias. I was right across from the sign that points to where Stem-
mons Bxpressway is. I was directly across when the first shot hit him.

Mr, Ligneren. Directly across from the sign that says, “Stemmons Freeway”?

Miss Wirris. I was right in line with the sign and the car, and I wasn't very
far away from him, but I couldn’t tell from where the shot came.
mE.uﬁ_E Did you just stay right there, or did you go on down Him

treet

Miss Wrrs. I stayed there. I was on the corner across from the courthouse
when the motorcade first came down Main Street, and when it turned the cor-
ner on Honston, well, I followed along the street with the car, and then he
turned the corner on Elm and I stood there where the Stemmons sign Is.

Mr. Lizperer. Did you see the President get hit in the head?

Miss Wrirrs. Yes.

Mr, Lreperer. You actually saw the President get hit that way?

Miss Wmris, Yes.

Mr. Lmserze. How far away would you say that you were when you Saw
that?

Miss Wrxris. Oh, about twice as far as I am from here to this door. Maybe
not quite that far.

Mr. Lreneren. About 25 feet or so?

Miss Wizrs. About that. =

Mr. Lmseres. Now when you saw the President get hit in the head, did you

hear any more shots after that?

Miss WriLrrs. Yes; the first one, I heard the first shot come and then he

slumped forward, and then I conldn’t tell where the second shot went, and
*“then the third one, and that was the last one that hit him in the head.
Mr. Lizserer. You only heard three shots altogether?

Miss Wmris. Yes; that was it.

Mr. Lizpgrse. So you don't think there were any more shots affer he got hit
in the head?

Miss WmLis. No.

Mr. Lizmeres. Did you recognize the noises that you heard as shots right
away? .

Ewuu Wizis. No; when the first shot rang out, I thought, well. it's probably
fireworks, becnuse everybody Is glad the President is in town. Then I realized
it was too loud and too close to be fireworks, and then when I saw, when I
realized that the President was falling over, I knew he had been hit. But I
didn’t know how badly.

Mr. Lizseree. Okay, I just wanted to ask you about whether you heard any
shots after the President got hit in the head, and if you didn't hear any more
shots, that is really all I wanted to ask you about. Thank you very much.

Miss WinLis. All right.

TESTIMONY OF HELEN MARKHAM

The testimony of Helen Markham was taken at 10 a.m., on July 23, 1964, in the
office of the U.S. attorney, 301 Post Office Building, Bryan and Ervay Streets,
Dallas, Tex., by Mr. Wesley J. Liebeler, assistant counsel of the President's
Commission. A

Mr. Liperss. Wil you stand and take the oath, please? Do you solemnly
swear the testimony you are about to give will be the truth, the whole truth,
and nothing but the truth, so help yon God? N

Mrs. MarxsaM. I do.

Mr. Lizmerer. My name is Wesley J. Liebeler [spelling] L-i-e-b-e-l-e-r. I am
an attorney on the staff of the President’s Commission investigating the assas-
sination of President Kennedy. I have been authorized to take your testimony
for the Commission pursuant to auothority granted it by the President in
Execntive Order No. 11130, dated November 29, 1963, and joint resolution of
Congress No. 137. I think you are somewhat famillar with the proceedings of
the Commission because you have already testified before the Commission in
‘Washington ; is that right?

Mrs. Mapxmaxm. Yes; but you know, I don't know nothing about the Ken-
nedys—President Kennedy.

Mr. Lreserer. I understand you were there when Oswald shot Officer Tippit?

Mrs. MaggrAM. Yes; that's right,

Mr. Lieserer. Since you are familiar with the Commission's procedure, T'll
just go right into your testimonmy. I wanted to ask you some questions about
some of the things you told the Commission when you appeared before it om
March 28, 1964, when Mr. Ball took your testimony before the Commission.

Mrs. MAREHAM. Yes.

Mr. Liznmzr. Do you remember at that time that Mr. Ball asked you the
question, “Did you ever talk to a New York lawyer who said he was from New
York?" And that you answered, “No, sir.” Mr. Ball then asked yon, “Did you
aver talk to a lawyer who was investigating the case on behalf of the deceased
man, Lee Oswald?" Your answer was, “No, sir.”" Mr. Ball asked, “Did you ever
talkk to a man who said he was representing the mother of Lee Oswald?” And
you answered, “No, sir.” And then Mr. Ball asked you, “You don't remember
ever talking to a man named Mark Lane?' And then you answered, No, sir.”

Mrs. MarxaaM. Right.

Mr. Lieserze. Do you remember giving that testimony at that time?

Mras MarEmaym. Yes, sir.

AR N A TSP HRYER'T never seen the man In my life.
; er talk to Mark Lane on the telephone?



