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exhibit. se sould have been no autopsy report witheut them., 1
have the reseipts for them beginni at the t\l‘b.’l{ bench, 1If for
seme reasen they are not in your files, they do eX ss, are in the
pessesslen of the government and are prequired to be in yours and ao-

Dr. Humes' testimeny makes clear that what he purned was the first
drafs of the sutepsy, Dot these metes.

1 submit this teatimeny does nod iuury your quoted somment, ADd I
herewith renev Wy request fer eop es of those pakes made BY Dr, Humes
in the autepsy room, while he was sxamining She late murdered Presi~
dent's body and deseribed in this sited Seatimeny and part of Bxhibits
397, nene of whieh was sutherised te be withheld,

Your letter of Hevewber 19 in respense te mine of Osteber b is sorrest
{n pointing out 1% would be melpful if I seuld give you scomplete olba-

pest of the investigatien, ike se many ethers., I de net knew of all
the possible sitations %e 9swald's shanges of address. Your ewn files
reflect the discentinuation of indexing ®Y the Commissien & tive

, perhaps spurieus, that Shis was nnd-..umnlﬂunﬂ »y viat
your agensy was to hvve done. Is is regretsable if Shis was not done.

Eewever, if I ean {ye you more specifie eisations, I will, I have
received the twe 3 des of a change of address eard as you deseribe.

1 would now 1ike csoples of any {ntervievus with pestal employees in
New Orleans by any agensy in an sffort to learn whether any had exe-
euted this or any other e of address in Oswald's neme, ineluding
put not limited %o Riehmend nkersley.

If you ean previde anysbing else having %e do with the post offiee
and Oswald's mail, I weuld appreciate that alse. A recent newspaper
solumn by Paul Scott and Rebers Allen says there has been & declassi-
fisation of decuments relating te the interception of Oswald's mil,
{n that sase bY she PBI. This was in speeifie referense %o & letter
be wrote the Seviet Bsbassy in Nevesber 1963, I weuld 1ike coples

Your letter of November 22 does not fully respond Seo Wy eited re-
quests, In asking for all the available infermation en she repert
Oswald had been & federal agent, 1 alse asked for the sranseript ef
sxscutive session en s subjeet en oF shout January 22, 964..
You replied you have e sush Sranseript. The existing evidence 1is
that there was sush a meeting. 1 then asked for sither & 1list of the
dates on whish the ceurt reporters seck sush proceedings or a eopy of
she bills, lsaving the sholee te Jou. You have in mo way respended
se this requent, and I herewith renew i%.

You elaim shat "the sranseript of the exesutive session of the Warren
Commission ef January 27, 3 is properly withheld from res

already made publie fer sommereial and propagands reasens, I 4o et
pelieve there ls any law or regulatien whioh permits the government
to make what it slassifies seleatively available or, %® put it mere
ageurately, te & as it selestively, mak is luuibh {!r the
personal profit Shese whe are in secord with official fletion but
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deny it %o these engaged in legitimate, long-term researsh, 1Ir
you held %o the sontrary, I would appresiate the sitation ef any
authority that permits shis,

The net effeet of this astion is %o n$ Cengressman Ford a copy-
right on that exesutive session, ﬁg‘h sompletely wreag, mo
and lmn’o

Purther, the government thus denies researehers the epportunisy ef
even cheeking the aesurssy of the Sext Cengresaman Ford says he
quetes, If his munlal{.n is in any way inaceurate or insemplete,
the government beeemes responsible fer this error and, ina addition,
for its perpetuatien. Ir there is anything sinister, wreng
in the offieial represenition of the eovidense, if there is any de-
fieleney in she investigation, the government, by your astion, makes
it a deliderate, sonselous, perpetuated error, T™his, in a sountry
presenting she treppings of freedom and demosrasy, is intelsrabdle,

The government, whose agent in this ease you, personally, are, has
seen o it thet I heave ne wWay of knowing all of what transpired at

ths executive sessien of Jamuary 27, lggh. However, one sub jeet there
covered is new a publie matter becsuse the government permitted Con-
gressman Ford a) te have it and b) to Publish it, fellowing whioh it
granted him a eopyright., 1I therefore renew By request fer those pages
of the executive session of January 27, 1964, dealing with the subjest
matter made available to Congressmen Pord and used by him, for perscnal
prefit and net in any way as part of his officiel respensibilities,

8hould {;u again deny me this, I ask that the government outline to me

io detail what steps I must 89 through to carry this furbber,
for the matter sannot rest here. I ask alsc not merely a meaningless
and gensral sitatien of the autherity you invoks dut for the specifie
hnfuqo you hold apﬁiublo to this specifis situation and an offieial
explianation of its elaimed applicability,

I cannet senclude this letter without still again ealling to your at-
tentien the unanswered proper requests I have made in the past going
back %o the tenure of Dr, Bahmer., I am, for example, still awaiting
an explanation of why and hew the Kennedy-family-GSA sontrast was de-
nied me and then mede exclusively available to anether when mine was,
if net the first request, sertainly one of the very first, it having
been made the very first day, I submit your refusal to answer this
leaves a record that Says you denied me this because I use it in a
Proper sontext, and made it available, mush later and exclusively, to
one who to your knewledge was not in a position te and, in faast, did
not, instead, uisrepresenting it to make it eonsistent with the exist-
ing and desired misrepresentations and ineomplets representaticns eof
the government,

Sineerely,

Harold Weisberg



