3/20/93
Dear Jose Cornejo,

Wih en dohn Barbour asked to intervies me it was specifically not to be used with the
Beveral hou::-'s of lhis eurlier interviews with uarrison and it was with thé specific under-—
stand that I would not be used with anyone escpousing any theories or imaginary solutions.

He gave me hit workt and he broke it. Jnjevery imaginable way. Hs did not give me a
dub of the interview, did not send me what he produced, etc. So, unprincipled as he is
and greedy to get money for his utterly worthless crap from Garrison he edited and pro-—
duced what you tell me about. L've not gseen it and don't want to, I do not suport what
Garrison made up, drcamed up, cribbed up from the work of others, It is false,

Ther: w28 no two-inch entrance scar on Comnally's back,

Sincercly, . A

Harold Weisbepg
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March &, 1953 Joe Cornoie
112900 J Cigveland Agt.HELL
Wast Alliz, WI BI227

DeEsar Harold,

Thank vyou For your guick raply and +oF satiting mo oivrzight
with thes books that 1 have bessn reading. (Ecirry that this lpthker
took so long to get to youy but I have oot beoan ablo te gathor up
encugh wmoney to puirchase all ol your boohs antil!  ssw) T am
tarribly soriry to hers about yow heslth, and 1 uizsh  you guic!
reEtErn e WEllRSESE. I aim Boiri™y €& be talking your times ks wnite
Lo youd again, but one gusstion has oean =2ating of &y gubts oineo I
Tocisved youws lastter. in a vigeo I recisved for Christmaz  inti-
wlad "The Jim Barvisoh Tapzs", you maks  several  appozrances,
which gives the impression that vou support him. Whiles I bLroe
cthairwizz thanks to youwr lesttsr, 1 can't see why you cheose to  bo
i the wvideo i you disagres with Garrison 50 much. (Moore alzo
mantichnad  yows +eslings towal d Jimbo in hiz "Letinitive bock on
the Kennedy Asssssination”, bdbt I was and am haesitant Lo balicuvs
anything he says) Tlease don't misinterpret thiszs lottor 2z I
nave Barrison s "investigstion'", I am in 0o way brying bo imsuli
yCou but meraly sssking an auplanation.

in your lettsr you reccommendsd Eylvia Mzaghor 'z book to mo.
Ihiz Was the {irzt book I recisved on the assaszinalics but I
foirgot to list it in my Ffirst lettsr to you. My uncle purchasmed
it foir me along with Moore's book. Whean I read it I was wvory, now
to the case &snd the only information 1 bhad w3z from  Olives
Stona’'s entertaining but sstremely inaccuwrats acvig. Although it
dozz  contain some things that have bsan proven falsz, Moagher =
Dook sEems tar ahsad o) its time, and goos over many thinss dhat
pecple like Mark Lane misse (Althousgh I own copics =t Y"Rushk
o Juggment  and " ‘aUalbl= Demial”, I havern't read thom. 1
ireally don't know what to think of HH.L Lane, beocauss alkthoush he
presents  himszels batiter than pecple 11!9 Barrizgn, he deops  sesm
to maks =ome outlandish charges. What iz yvour spinten of him and
mis boakis)?) As for ths videso "Reszscnable Doubt", [ ronted and
recorded it a few weeks before writing to you. '

Enclossd iz the order Jorm and check Jor 3440, I¥
not  esnpough for all ssven books, just wirite and 1711 =on
In the ssantise, I've had an "cut of print sasrch" done of
Nofiman '3 book, as well as some by Peter Dale Sssotk, wh
the intrroducticn to "Accessoiries Attar the Fact™. g2in
letter, I ve alsc finished "Conspirsocy®, uhich mentisne
reading  in @y rirst lettei-, "High Tresason 2", "Coooe U

t bhlie“a Robeort Eacter

"Mzasonables LOoubt”. (Mo, I dcn‘
ZamE your wondering) Shaw's an z books were geod,
ms little naw information. On the sther hapd, I liked

Livingstone s book very such, and found it to be a 1ot le
fstoched than what I°ve read from his first book with Fﬂbcw-
Uroden. (I have abseclutely zero respact tor ME.  Groden. B on
Though his enhanced Z-+ilm haz proven wseful to mest rezsgsrohers
his publication ot the auvtopsy pictures in "The Blobe" iz ochne o
th= most disrespectful,y repulsive acks I have ever heard of  an
iz retusal to let other researchers work with his photos
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th2 act that much more insxcusabls. While in Dealey Flozo on
29th anniversary of the assassination, somsone from tho “hss
nation Infeormation Center”™ was pairading bhe autcpsy photos arc
like the Crown Jdewslis. Granted, the phsotos are relovant to
Gaze, but I wondsr how that "researcher” would +eel i+ it wa
father 1in the pictures. 1IF you have Groden’'s address, I
appreciate it so I can write2 him a little lstter. On that
toney 1 would aglse like Jim Moore’'s address 1if you have it.)

Well, this letter is already longer than 1 intended it e
he, (soriry! )y s0 let me try to wrap it up. Again, 1 hepe your
HeEalth ipproves and sorry thiz arder took zo long.

sincerely,

Joe A. Cornzjo

F.g.—~ DOhe more guestion. In "Conspiracy of One", Moors sayz thatk
the scar on Conmally is" a two inch long sideways entrance  scar
in his back". He gets this from Or. Michasgl Badeon. Iz there =any
truth to this statement™ Because i+ it is trum, tham it givesz
sericus credibility to the single bullet thecry. Although thers
may be bullets that tumble in the air, I {ind it implauvzible that
@& assassin would know a’ that hi=z zhot would hit Connally, not
Hannady,; and b that thersz would be a meed +or a single bullst
thaory, thus the nesd for this ammunition. Ferhaps the scar  ig
merely the cut from the surgson’s scalpel, which scemz more

likely aiven hat it is two inches long, which, if I remember
~ight, is much longer than CE3Z2%. However., I am nmo oupert o
thiz case and am wmerely speculating. Please fill me in on this
situstion.
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