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Attachfd hereto is the %nfomation left'With me by Mr. Hidrold

Weisberg, who you will remerber is the crit;i.g: of the Warren Commissi

who met youcpriefly in the lall a week or sogago.
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or minute8 attached is thesonly
spired at3the September 1&'meet-

rious mafter. Clearly, there
are verbatil transcripf’s jor the ofher sessions of%xhe
Commission.S The trea LI Ripeyo exceptiong to the first p:?i,:posed
draft of thg' report are obviously inadequatezsince no real méhtion i
made of th in the attached-copy. You will Hote that Weisbe has
included a mopy of the lette¥ to him from thS Archivist of ths Unite
States unde® date of May 20€h of this year apd in the third para-
graph of th%t letter the stafement is made "Ho verbatim tran&ript
of the’ Exe ive Session of Beptember 18, 1984 is known to bé among
the recordsgpf the Commissigh." The only explanation of thif which
I can think{pf is perhaps tHe verbatim transfript is still clkpssifie
and not avaijlable at all. Weisberg requesteg that if you have suffi
ent interest in this matter %o make an efforf to see the recxds in
the Archive% that you let ]él.m know first be@ause he says he chas
some other dnformation whicl¥ he knows you wo¥ld want to see Jfgefore c
to the trouBle of making a &ntact at the Arfhives. c
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record in the Archives &on what tih
ing, it would appear to

If theg-;-copy of thqj
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With reference to his general criticismg- of the Comisag?n. he

left with four books which he has writtenSand which have been
published cpitical of the Cgumission and I have scanned themFll and
completely xead the first ore which was the §nly one that reckived
very wide dfssemination. Hfs work is scholafly and evidenceg a
tremendous gmount of resear¢h. His basic approach is not togkry to
prove that @swald was innocﬁmt although accegtance of his inferences
etc., lead ko that conclusien. 2 e 5
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His mefhod is to restrfct his criticismfito the actual ix&for-
mation whicl the Commissionhad and he is cr;j:tical of the Cotg_rnissiox
only to the%degree that it delegated too heayily to the staff. One

of his strongest points of departure with th? Commission is on the

number of shots fired and ondwhich shots hitcConnally and/org

=

the Presideht. He completel(.ﬁ' agrees with yoBr thesis that n& one

hit bofh President and-the Governor. He ) | 1§
ﬁ:lhoa% theredwere at least four shots fgred agdagggﬁggfyymggegegﬁﬁs

destroying' the possihility‘dthat Oswald actefr alone and independent]
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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 inquiry 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,"

Weiaherg 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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