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AttachBd hereto is the %nformation left'Wwith me by Mr. Hdrold

Weisberg, who you will remenfber is the critif of the Warren Ggmmissi
who met youcpriefly in the Hall a week or sogago. =
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e or minute@ attached is thezonly
sxpired at2the September 1&'meet-

If theRcopy of the
record in tHe Archives ®n what tip .
ing, it would appear to : rious mafter. Clearly, there
are verbatil transcripfg availab jor the ofher sessions of%the
Commission.> The treatr@ =L R¥/e exception# to the first pn%posed
draft of the report are obviously inadequate"ésince no real méhtion i
made of them in the attached-copy. You will Hote that Weisbe has
included a gopy of the lett&xr to him from the Archivist of the Unite
States unde® date of May 20fh of this year agd in the third para-
graph of th%t letter the stafement is made "Bo verbatim tranécript
of the Exec‘gl:ive Session of Beptember 18, 1984 i8 known to bé& among
the recordsmof the Commissigh." The only explanation of thif which
I can think’f is perhaps tle verbatim transfript is still clpssifie
and not avallable at all. isberg requested that if you have suffi
ent interest in this matter Zo make an efforf to see the rec%ds in
the Archiveg, -that you let 'Iéim know first be@ause he says he chas
some other dnformation whiclf he knows you wogld want to see )ipfore c
to the trougla of making a dentact at the Arghives. e
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With rgference to his @eneral criticism& of the C‘.ommissgm, he
left with four books whiZh he has writtenSand which have been
published critical of the Cgnmission and I have scanned them 311 and
completely xead the first o@ which was the §nly one that reckived
very wide d;ssemination. His work is scholafly and evidence@ a
tremendous gmount of resear¢h. His basic approach is not to F_'c!l:ry to
prove that @swald was innocént although acce_?tance of his inferences
etc., lead ko that conclusiesa. 2 g
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His mefhod is to restrfot his criticismfto the actual iffor-
mation whicK the Commissionzhad and he is critical of the Commissior

only to theZdegree that it delegated too heayily to the staff. One
of his stro‘ﬁgest points of departure with th2 Commission is &n the
number of syots fired and opZwhich shots hité'tonnally and/or g’

the Presidept. He completei(Zr agrees with yoBr thesis that ng one

ot hit bofh President and-the Governor. Hg appareptl belfeves
Tt ther:gwere at least fomr shots fired agd Egogagfyymoreg this

destroying' the possibility'-that Oswald acteft alone and independent]
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Two statementé in his book which perhaps are of interest to

you are on page 188 in his conclusions:

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

v
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"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.
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