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apprent”
HKermit llall's reoason for using the JFK assassination to attract

attention to hitmell can b his desire to replace the president at 05U, who had
resigned to go to “rown, but James V. Iﬂ.tty\‘}é reason for arpuing thaﬂ_the govern—
ment is right because it says it is ri'tght is not apparent. '.I.'h.q.t he refers only
to what can be misrepresented to seem to support the official assassination
explanation is obvious, as is his total ignorunce of both the official cvi-
denca'{ﬂat disproves the Warren “eport's conclusions and the disproofs that have
been published and have not been refuted since that report was issued.

Tt is not only in the OAN liewsletter that lall ssught this attention. *“f he
is to be believed he also wrote morc than 20,000 words for the first issue of this
year Tor the lpryland law Yeview. In both he misrepresented that line he ]J,&d

from H.L.lencken,"the virulence of the national aﬁatite forlbogue revelation"
that, as I-ieucken‘l.';"crte it, related to race, Ayt addidhin dome.

It iz not easp to believe that as Yean of the “Yollege of Humanitigs, the
Executive pcm of the Yollege of l\rf;'.). and Sciences and Professor of History and
Fre Law at CSU, in eddition to being a membor of the board of the Assassifation
lecords weview Board, Iall still had time to research and write more than 20,000
vords for tiie law review, in addition to what h:§ wrote for the CAH Newsletter.

In his long article llall misrepresented my work along with much elue, Becz;se
after his untratbfuluess in the Hewsletter in attributing the CIA's mafia plot
egainst Yastro to the Ke:uu:ui;,rse;r I wrote Hall before you published Arthur g,;.lesingcr,
Jr.'s refutation ;é-. that, \ﬁiylfd:.d not respond. So aftdr reading what to one who
is not a subjectpmatter ignoramus is assassination propag;hnd.a in the law review
I decided to make a full record for hc;story (-hﬁ\torluns gseeming to eschew that)
and with Uall having given source notes a bad name I attached to that examination
of more than 250 pages some 65 exhibits that all are or came from the official

evidence, ﬁ- has been quit . some time since I sent that to the board. I have yet



to receive not only any refutation or denial - 1'we not even gotten acknowledgement
of receipt. Hpwever, that record will exist for history because that board is
required by the lav that created it to make all its records of any kind publicly
accedgible when it [inishes its work.

A infrue of lall, it is true of L’a’.lty_tlm?; he says what is not true. For
example,he says that "physical evidence and witnesses, moreover, place Uswald
(and no one else) in the position from which the fatal shot was fired." In
»lain English thic is a multiple lie. There is no physical evidence that could or

dit}i’:l.'ma Ugwald theve at the tive of the crime and there is no witness who
placed hin-or -unffom elpe- there at the tine of tfhe crime,

I wrote the first boos on the Comsission an{l the assassination, Whitewash:

_t_hg_‘&y_gl;t on_the Warren lieport, completed in mid-Feburary, 1965, and since

then I publishecd eight more. (In llall's sc!mlurshipi publiﬂh:giﬁﬁo, the last

in 1966), In more than U years + have yot t get a letter or a call from any MWIR’J"Q

of ‘thuseon the Ucimission staff of whom I wrote critically.ottm‘m m(f lus W/WL 2
Also Lot in liall's scholurslip in which he pretends that I thecgze con-

spirvecies only iu the fact that 1iled o dozen I"OIA lawsuits to bring withheld

assasaination information to light, making about a third of a million pages

publicly available; that one of those lawsuits wae cited by the Congress as

requ.‘lxiua amending of FOIA in 19743 and that when the I'BI used perjury to laz'f'l:lﬂ.—

hold nssassinntien information, rather than using lewyers' pleadings I placed

Myself under cath and swove to the FBI's perjury. *ts reply (:in CA 75-226Y) is

tha L "could make such claims ad infinitn since he (I) is perhaps vore familiar

with the events surrounding the investijation of President mmmdy's assassina—

tion than anyone now employed by the F,ﬁ.l."
Mo Hall this is theorizing conspiracies when in fact I am the only one

writing about the assassination who hd s rootrict &d his writing e&ﬁr_el:k _'59 t_}_u_a_

official cvidence.

i
Which that deport and its delenders like Hulty misrepresents.



Phree lembers of Ghe darven Yomission did not apree with what is basic
£
in its Weport, the so-.alled x.\im';le-bul];t theory, which is a complete fabrication,
not a theory. Mo of those lembers went to their graves refusing to agree with

that. They hiad forced an executive seppsion for Senator Russell's beliefs to

be made a record for our h.gtory and for the Comndesion's consideration. Tpat

record was memory-hcled. When I_ qublished the officinl proof of tids in 1Y74

!
not a single one o' thoweresponsible for tids L Loy

unprecedent: ishonesty.

, Py a,”{‘/ ‘;lgjuze\ ﬂ'im AJ’ 0“1'(’4:‘
in cur hestory complained. Said a word, in facte'fopfin felssed Thatv 7 it n A (P
encouraged | 4 cterig e AL ! 7M s

—

Russell encloripeed ny worl witi] his dying Way, regretting that Tis

fajled heelth and other obligations pr@\';_l;fi‘aﬁell his being more active in it.
4nd even dyndon :{ohnaon did not believe that single-~bullet iabrication,
Bt 1 W, -
had )he thomght/made his rec at executive sesgion W.

‘ -
But Mty says that "the HSCA confirmed the basic conclusions of the

as the transeript of his cc‘)é:.ver ation '-:gkh—;\lith Russell soon uf‘li,,(:nr Hussell
ey

Viarren Commission, :anl@lng that single bullet theory," When in ijJ that
comndttee concluded that fouf shots vere firod and despite Hilty's misrep-
resentations, the best shots in the country, provided by the HR4 and all rated
as masters, and under vastly improved conditions by the Army at its Edgevi;)od

Argenal, veve not aple, in fests gonducted for the Commission and published

by it, wﬁ%&l—ﬂaé; duplicate the shooting atiributed to Oswalde

; Hilty complaififs that David \Wrone veferred to Oswald as a\}‘ﬁufi‘er" in
shooting, Hilty can do this by misrepresenting, as he does, the official
evaluation by the Hmﬁ.ne Corps commander, which I published in 1965, in facsimile,
that Uswald was "a rather poor ‘'shot'."

(The 1ISCA also suppressed the fact that the executive session that was

';; required to be taken down by the court réglporter alkdl ,reserved did not exist.)
It is ludicrous for Hilty to say that what he enlarges into"Oswald's hours
]

of dry practise’ made a veritable ¥i11iam “F11 of hin. Harina testified that



m&m*mmw&wmmmm B A

in total darlmess Uswald played with that r##8 vitle in uaw Urleans, How in the

———

Wdovld could he practise sighting and shooting in totnl darlmess— and with a rifle
f@ notorious for hanging Lire.- o !t.(/l /L(' /’C’Uﬁ/umd

| Hilty does not kniw what he is talldng about when he says that neutron
activertion analysis is "a tdechnique not available to the lllrren Commission,"

411 it had to do is what it did not do4 ask. The Atomic Energy Commission in

fact urged that. I have\i:hfreﬂorda and used them in CA 75-226, The FBI did

{ have NAA's done, I sued to get the results, and * published some of them in

Post Hortem in 1975, They inclwle the prool that 0 3rald could not have fired a
rifle that day.

@nce there was serious criticism of the Commission's conclusions all sorts
of efforts were made to make the twwsel '{ppea.r to be real, the impossible to bg
possible, and H' & refe®s to g counle. But the facts are contrary to " 4
Tepresentation of them.

What is clear from reading llall's lengthier article is that despite his
service on the Assassination lecords Re\{iaw Board he is what he b& being, a
subje:Lmatter ignoramus,

And not he alone, it secms,

Under our'sss system the assassination of any president is a de fagto coup

that. That is the deepest of subversions., it should not be approached as a

! game to be played by those who have their own political ovbjectives to serve

and all that the successor governueni does should be serutiniged carefully, not

excused by those who have not bothered to learn what the established official

evidence is and means - as distinguished fpom wholedale misrepresentations of it.
The failure of most proi'essional historjggus to meet this obligations is

another national tagedy.

Witness Hall, Hilty and so many tthers.
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Attachgd hereto is the Fnformation left'Wwith me by Mr. I@rold
Weisberg, wﬁo you will remerfber is the critiE of the Warren Clrgmmissi
who met youcpriefly in the Hall a week or sogago.

< w

~

(Lot

¢ or minuteg attached is thesonly
spired atZthe September l& meet-
; ; rioys mafter. Clearly, there
are verbatilg transcrip{:_s' availabBe for the other sessions of%he
Commission.3: The trea trifpd is exceptions to the first pr?bposed
draft of thg' report are cbviously inadequate%since no real méhtion i
made of them in the attached-copy. You will dote that Weisbe};; has
included a gopy of the lettexr to him from thg. Archivist of the Unite
States unde® date of May 20@1 of this year agd in the third para-
graph of th%t letter the stafement is made "Bb vgrbatim tran&ript
of the Execgtive Session of :Beptember 18, 1984 is known to bé& among
the recordsmof the Commissigh." The only exPlanation of thif which
I can thinka’pf is perhaps tle verbatim transfript is still clpssifie
and not avaijlable at all. Weisberg requeste§ that if you have suffi

; z =) .
ent interest in this matter o make an effor’g to see the recq’?;rds in

1f thelcopy of the EFe
record in the Archives @n what t
. ; ’ Ui
ing, it wou®d appear to :

the Archive% - that you let Him know first beRause he says he dhas
some other dnformation whicl® he knows you wogld want to see liefore c
to the trou@le of making a dentact at the Arghives. e
b =4 c o
With ererence to his ¢eneral criticismﬁ‘ of the Commissfbn, he
left with n four books which he has writtenZand which have b__?'an
published itical of the Cgnmission and I have scanned them3ll anc
completely Xead the first oife which was the Bnly one that reckived
very wide d;:gssemination. Hfs work is scholafly and evidenced a
tremendous amount of resear¢h. His basic approach is not togkry to
prove that @swald was innocént although accegtance of his infgérences
. 0
etc., lead ko that conclusien. 2 5
=2 2

po
1u

7 2 E =
His mefhod is to restrfot his criticisnfto the actual iffor-
mation whicl the Commission’had and he is crXtical of the Commissior
only to th%degree that it delegated too heayily to the stafi_‘:?. One
of his strongest points of departure with the Commission is &n the
number of skots fired and opdwhich shots hitzConnally and/org
the Presidept. He completely agrees with yoBr thesis that n& one
i hit bofh President andthe B0y e Norea Aga BRaESBEymoEe E this
destroying"the possibility that Oswald acteft alone and independent]
A
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I
Two statements in his book which perhaps are of interest to
you are on page 188 in his conclusions: '

"The Senators who questioned Marina Oswald at
that mysterious Sunday night hearing in September,
1964 have serious doubts about the report that
were confirmed by her performance."

-
.

Also:

“To anyone with any experience in investigation
or analysis, the most incredible part of the
Commission's inguiry is its complete lack of
question or criticism of the police. It just
is not possible that the police are as incompetent
as this record shows.,"
Weisberg was at one time a Senate investigator and, through

research, he has apparently become very knowledgable on all aspects
of the Kennedy Assassination.

I have any of his books which you may wish to see.

e il CEC

5 CEC:1lrr
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Cates: Hugh Qates. .II:'s April éxe 29th, 1971. I'nr"_’in'the office of
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INTERVIEWEE: gs.mator John Shermap Cooper = a
‘ 3 - gy c

3 - S =

g a

w

United Statea:Senator 'John Shermgx Cooper. Semator iooper is a Republican

$31

from the statE of Kentucky. Seng:or Cooper, would yan mind just sta::l.ng;_

' J

some of your ?ecollecr.iona or mﬁesaions of the latE: Senator Richard E,:]
= =3 2
Brevard Russegl? = % 3
. S b N~
a 3 & 5
Cooper: I first met Senatdg; Russell irf] 19%%7 when I Came to the Senate fJbr
o] * =.
- oo |

n e
a two-year tagn, I was defgated twice ve been bgck in the Senate sEireral

ew

. "r-
times. I seryed for 15 yeaths like all 'Eenal:ors knew him, @.'om
3

observing him._qn the Floor of théJ:Senate, admiring hﬁn for his dignity, ’Eor
his presence, rﬂis authority and lu.s tremendous power; And influence in daml:e.

I'll just aayz commonplace, but E_i.“ht is correct that ﬁe's Slways consideﬂd

as an outstangng power, force inZthe Senate. . =
) 2] o ry -
! = - X
2 e 2 g
Cates: Senatox, excuse me, I didi't mean to interrugt you, sir, go ahea'a, sir.
- : 3 - 5
O " = c
Cooper: He wéE often...I remembe]:' the first...when kfirst came here he;
[
"XJ (‘J = ~
was very courligous to me. He wasZalways very cour:ec):ls to people. He =
= -: o
would listen tg their views, unlesa he...at times he _J.rould get a little =
= =, 3 3
irritated becﬂse they were so. .._l;e could tell he thcmght they were verys
. = =
prejudiced or E;ased in their vieS’s and were not obje.s:tive I was much 2
N :r =
"3
interested in Eefense. matters havhg served two years-on the Armed Servic’és

e o 3
Committee in '%3 and '54. When, &fter development oﬁtaophisticated nucl@gr

np

weapons where ft is so difficult I‘:D understand what all these weapons were
= f‘d
tJ =

about, when vog- were not on the Cqﬂmittee. I would ask him, when he wasM)

—aad ssa[uﬂ:

Lulosn
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SUL193[]0



AU uosp

dpagiogn anue Sgpasin Wwioj £ 1 peanpoada fay

aoepdan ool

JRue

A

HR NNV N VRS (R AR S

Lite,

TRNILE

e}
her very strenuously and his wad the most powerful Bxamination. He wa&,
s o} =

—

s =
courteous, dggnified but neverﬂxeless he searched gn: the truth. - I will
say that we El:ld not get from ltezz;any additional inf/mal:ion, but I alwqys
believed that_ Senator Russell tll;éught that she had &ome fact, not uecea&atily

a J 3

that...that Et: wag anyone else b%t Lee Oswald respagible, but...but I:h-at

he had some f_jeeling that she hafnot told all the f?fts. I think that: Gas
L

born out in a astatement he made x year or so ago infwhich he said, as L.

.r ~

recall, he h# not yet bqu, at we had'a@. the facts. The T,

most compellgng position hf‘ took in t mmission ﬁ_"‘a‘s this: there uasi
e

=
a question o@whether or mﬂ: the shot ¥h struck l"z‘esident Kennedy or=
/

one of the slgots, had...had passed through Govermor 1John] Comnally of"a

Texas on the front seat. 'I.'o....tn find that it had &ssed through both would
n:

=2
make the decgion somewhat easie::.in the time frame”. It wasn't conclusjve.
z :T

And so there's = first...an opiniou by most of the Cm@ission that we shoﬁld

say that the ghot passed t;hroughr*both President Kennedy and Governor =
Connally. ("nvernor Connally was«a very strong witné’sa. I see now why fre ¢
O

has the ptesgz&t opinion in the country that he's a ve;y at:rang inan. He'

A
do

L AL

a very strongjwitne.sa. He said cnl:egorlcally that hg knew it...that !:h

O Dm|Id.

first shot d:LEl- not pass through gim And he...I remember he said, "I =
3 =
turned my heacL when I heard the §hot It did come ﬁ'om the direction which

you have deciﬂed it came from be@wel m familiar w:l.ﬁh firearms. But aﬁ I
?:

turned again '!'b the left, I felt :!':ha impact of another shot." "Semator =-

f'-
Russell just §aid "1'11 never s:[.;n that report if..a_if...if this Comission
says categoriually that the secomi shot passed throug_h both of them.

I agreed with::him. I must say h%had great influence with me, but I to
[ ]

) 1 g g

have been imp'g_hssed by Governor Cunnally and so the Commission then did

agree that, Igcannol: recall the e‘gact words, that wb?le there was evidelfce
2

0L
poasn
1o

~



Transcriplt of Phone conversation Between LBJ and
senator Richard Russell on 9/18°64

LBJ: llello
RR: Yes, sir.
LBJ: Well your always leaving town. You must not like it up here.

RR: Well you left. I figured if you got out of town that the
country could get along a whole lot better without me then

il could you.

LBJ: T don’t know.

RR: So I got out. No, that damn Warren Commission business whopped
me down. So we got through today and I just . . . . You know
what I did. I went and got on the plane and came home and I
didn’t even have a toothbrush and I didn’t bring bring a
shirt. I got a few little things here. I didn’t even have my
pills, my antihistamine pills to take care of my emphysema.

LBJ: Well you cught to take another hour and go on and get your
clothes. )

RR: No, no. Well they was trying to prove that the same bullet that
hit Kennedy first was the one that hit connally, went through
him, went through his hand, his bone and into his leg, and
everything else. Just a lot of stuff there. I couldn’t hear
all the evidence and cross-examine all of them. But I did read
the record and so I just . . . I don’t know. I was the only
fella there that even pratically suggested any change whatever
and what the staff got up. I. . . this staff business always

scares me. I like to put my own views down.
LBJ: Well, what difference does it make which bullet got connally?

RR: Well it don’t make much difference. But they_said that they
believe, the the Commission believes that the{ame bullet that
hit Kennedy hit Connally. Well I don’t believe it.

LpJ: I don‘t either.

RR: So I could’nt sign it. T said that Governor Connally testified
directly to the contrary and I am not going to approve of

that.

1 finally made them say that there was a difference in the
commission on that. Part of them believed that it was’nt so.




LBJ/RR
Page 2

RRR:

LBJ:

RR:

And of course if that fella was aturate enough to hit Kennedy
in the back with one shot, and kitock his head off with the
next one, when his head was leaning up against his wife’s head
and not even wound her, Why he didn’t miss completely with
that third shot. According to that theory, he not only missed
the whole automobile but he missed the street. Well that man
is a good enough shot to put two bullets into Kennedy, he
didn’t miss the ole aultomobile nor the street.

What’s the {word missed] of the whole thing? What’s it state:
That Oswald did it and he did it for any reason?

Well he was a general misanthropic fella. He never been
satisfied any where he was on earth. In Russia or here; and
he had a desire to get his name in history and all. . . .

I don’t think you will be displeased with the report. It’s too
long. But it’s [missing] volumes.

Unanimous?
Yes, sir. I tried my best to get in a dissent. But they came

around and traded me out of it by giving me a little ole thread
of I « ~ « «

--end of transcript--



the source of the ammunition., Oswald was never connected with either
the ammmunition or the clip in which 1t was contained. The clip did
net come with the rifle., The empty cartridge cases from which the
bullets were presumed to have been fired and the live cartridge had
all been in this rifle on a previous occasion and/or in another uni-
dentifled and ignored rifle, Mysteriously, the police suspended their
investigation of the source of the ammunition without tracing it to
Oswald. The police alsoc swore to contradictory and conflicting astate-
ments abont what they did with the empty shells.

Nonetheless, the Report concludes that Oawald had the skill re.
quired for the assassination and that the rifle was the asssasination
weapon. What 1t does not ignore about the mmmunition it is satisrfied
to presume, even In the presence of contrary evidence, It also pre-
sumes Oswald's possession of the rifle and ammunition and, on the
basis of these presumptions, concludes that Oswald was the marisman
who committed murder.

This is the official opinion of the Marine Coips,
khet Osusld was a "poor" shot,

MCAS E1
Toro Calif

6May59 xnp" 200 rds

(:Eélmﬁ

For Course "A", as shown above, qualification scores were as
follows:

EXPERT =220; SHARPSHOOTER ~210; MARKSMAN -190
For the Course marked "B", the qualification is:
EXPERT ~225; SHARPSHOOTER -215; MARKSMAN -190

Regarding a comparison of the Marine Corps' requirements
with those of the other services, it is believed that the
requirements of the other services can be best obtained by
you directly from those services. Enclosed, however, are
copies of Marine Corps regulations describing the several
narksmanship courses. These were effective at the time
Oswald was on active duty in the Marine Corps.

The Marine Corps considers that any reasonable application
of the instructions given to Marines should permit them to
become qualified at loast as a marksman. To become qualified
as & sharpshooter, the Marine Corps 1s of the opinion that
most Marines with a reasonable amount of adaptabili-v to
weapons firing can become so qualified. Consequently, a low
marisman qualification indicates a rather poor "shot! and a
aharpshooter qualification indicates a fairly good "shot",
“rust the foregoing wil' serve the purpose of your inquiry.

A. G. FOL3ON, JR.
Lieutenant Colonel U. 5. Marine Corps
Head, Records Branch, Perscnnel Dcpartment
By direction of the Commandant of the arine Gor
Encl:
(1) Copies of MARCOR Regs
describing marksmanship courses

v
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