
November 28, 1975. 

Dear Mr Weisberg: 

Well, I'm still waiting for "official" app
roval of 

my dissertation topic from the powers tha
t be. Part of the 

reason for the delay, however, was due to 
the fact that I 

had some difficulty in framing a proposal 
in a manner suitable 

to my faculty advisor's. wishes. Vile he 
liked the idea of 

studying the Executive Session transcripts
, he wasn't really 

quite sure what I was planning to do with
 them. And ,o be 

truthful, I wasn't exactly sure what my fo
cus was going to 

be. Fortunately, as I was struggling with
 this problem, a 

summarized version of the transcripts came
 out in the New 

Republic, so I got a rough idea as to what
 was in the transcripts 

and could summarize them for my proposal.
 Another part of the 

problem was that my advisor also wanted a 
comparison of my 

proposal with other books in the field. S
o I have been busily 

reading Mark Lane, Jim Garrison, etc., so 
that I could write 

little paragraphs at; each book, indicatin
g the differences 

between what they have written and what I 
intend to write. 

While reading every book I could get a hol
d of in the field, 

I got a copy of Howard Roffman's Presumed 
Guilty, and found 

it both enjoyable and helpful. Since I ha
ven't heard anything 

further on my proposal, I think it will be
 returned to me 

shortly for a clearer rewrite on the focus
 and purpose of 

studying these transcripts. If possible, 
I'd welcome some 

advice and help from you on this matter. 

During the last two weeks, there has been 
a lot of 

activity around Cambridge/Boston concernin
g the assassinations. 
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I heard a very slick lecture from Mark Lane at Boston 

University. He was all show, dancing around the speaker's 

podium with a mike on a long wire (rather like a quiz show 

M.C.), telling clever one line jokes and taliktag funny 

stories emphasizing the stupid* of everyone involved in 

the assassination investigation. Interestingly, he gave the 

impression to the audience that he had sued the government 
Awl 

for the Executive Session transcripts. At the end of his 

performance (which was entertaining), he trotted out Jim 

Garrison. But Mark Lane was too tough an act to follow, and 

Garrison just couldn't communicate with the audience. They 

left in droves. In listening to Garrison, I got the impression 

that at one time he had something important to say but that 

now he was burned out. 

A far more interesting lecture that was part of the week long 

series was given by Allard Lowenstein on RFK's assassination. 

It was attended by possibly forty people versus four hundred 

or 20 that Mark Lane drew. He spoke on how he became involved 

in the effort to reopen the RFK case and what were in his 

opinion the major reasons as to why the case should be reopened. 

I wonder if all the rekindled interest in the assassinations 

will create enough pressure to havethe cases reopened. 

Interestingly, this morning?' was in the government Printing 

Office bookstore in Boston sat three people either called or 

came in personally trying to get a hold of the Warren Commission 

Rgport. And among my friends, people whose last interest is 

in political science, there seems to be a new interest in 

political assassinations. I found myself running a private 
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library of assassination books for them. 

Speaking of books, a friend of mine runs a used book 

store and saves books on the assassinations for me. And 

last week, he came across a copy of your Oswald in New 

Orleans for me, I was quite pleased as I gathered from 

your flyers that the book has been long out of print. 

Also, last week I received a notice that Poet Mortem, 

your most recent work, is now available. I'm very anxious 

to read it and am enclosing a cheque for $10.75 to cover 

its cost and mailing. 

Sincerely, 

Nancy-Stephanie Stone. 

mailing address: 

9 Shepard Street 
Cambridge, Mass. 02138. 



Dear Nancy-Stephanie, 	 12/3/75 

Unless you feel uncomfortable, let us be less formal. 

I'd have written you earlier about another aspect of this matter were it not 
that I had an atypioal and udetected case of phlebitis. For me my physical activity 
is and probably for a while will be limited. It slows me down, so apologies for the 
uncorrected typos. 

Please you and your professor do not misread my bluntness. I have no expectation 
of going to what is sometimes called a reward in the near future. I'm adjusting to this 
illness and can and do still function as few can or do, which can be taken as boasting 
but isn't. But a realisation has been added to the recognition long ago that what I have 
undertaken would mean an overly-ambitious career for one in his 20s and I'm 62. I think 
it was probably right before you first wrote me, when for the first time in my life I 
was seriously ill, with pneumonia and pleurisy. This made me more anxious than for years 
I have been for others to take over what others can. Intermittently and without suc-
cess over the years I had made foundation approaches in the futile hope that what I 
wanted and want to do could be helped. Aside from making better arrangements for an 
archive it means working with people like you, particularly pre-law and political.. 
science students. Some of this you knew. 

I've moved my typewriter to where I can't keep your letter near it. I read the 
letter some hours ago. I'll respond as things come to mind and then reread what you said 
that I may have forgotten. 

My offer to you is not limited to the executive-session transcripts I have and 
the two plus a0 pages I have not yet shaken loose and have filed for. (C.A.75.1448.) 
It includes what is relevant, however you see relevance, preferably after talking to me 
and Howard, who may or may not be able to get here if and when you do. He is in the 
second year at Univ. Fla. Law School (Gainesville, 4.0 average.) It also is not for a 
thesis or book on the JFK assassination. It is something I'm close to astounded your 
prof can't see without trouble, to something without precedent, all or close to it of 
the Top Secret deliberations of a Presidential Commission with access to a more than 
adequate selection of its formerly withheld papers to be compared with what was and 
was not decided in such secrecy the staff was not trusted. Believe me, you and professor, 
our government will never make this possible again. You'll be getting the 1/22/64 
text as transcribed for me, of all places, at the Pentagon. Between this and that of 
1/27 which you have in WW IV he should get an idea of the potential. And there are per-
haps 300 typed if unread pages of a draft I started years ago when I planned a book of 
different orientation. You can use this,too. 

I don't see how you can really structure this without having done the work and 
reaching your own conclusions, not mine. As you can see, although I don't now you and 
know nothing about you I'll take this risk with no more than the specified share if it 
makes a book and the loss of a book if it doesn't. 

But ought not the first and only complete or close to complete record of this 
kind in history be unusual enough and official enough and important enough for there to 
be an agreement that the material itself is worth a thesis and then an agreement on the 
focus? Here you have the nation's most eminent with as neigh to sacred a responsibility 
as men ever had when they expected perpetual secrecy and did not anticipate a devil with 
an insatiable love of scripture and the durability to pursue that love. I am willing to 
go farther, but it should be obvious that I'm trying to avoid preconditioning you. I the 
think you must be independent in this. I also think yot'll loose some of this inde-
pendence as soon as you start reading Post Nortem and I want you to be aware of it. You 
will then learn and get the most solid documentation for the certainty that the "in. 
vestigation" began with a conclusion and the sole purpose of what followed was to lend 
as much credibility as could be to the impossible. Reach your own conclusions on why. 
To this end you can use my files and tapes subject only to a few if any restrictions 



relating to other boCks I have started and feel I can't turn over to others. Mere 
the restriction would not be on the transcripts but might be on some of the other 
work I've done. The ene thing that comes to mind has to do with the possibility of 
Oswald's federal connections. 

Perhaps a Phone conversation of the three of us could help. There will remain 
the question of my. judgement. There are two professional historians/political scientists 
your prof. might Want to consult first. One the David Wrone, Univ. Wise., Stevens Point, 
the tubbkr is Gerald McKnight, at the local hood %ollege. Both have doctorates.Both 
have'eme knowledge of the field, Wrone more. (I avoid the journalistic but perhaps 
your prof sawjehat Jack Anderson (really Les Whitten) said recently of me. 

Frankly, a study of the Coeeission centering around the members and their 
deliberations. am compared with their work and feport and suppressed evidence ought be the material for a first-rate thesis and a book for which there could be demand for 
years, from the general public as well as student. Even the Congress has never made 
such a study. I hope in the and to be able to trigger such a study, of the use of 
Presidential Commission to accomplish otherwise impossible political objectives. They 
have become a nation curse and a great danger to representative society, as I see it. 

One of the things that encourages me about you is your ability to identify the 
phoAles and self-eeekers, the commercializers and the earanoids. I as completely 
separated from those people, who regard me as en enemy and a danger to their lusts. One of my problems is undoing the hare they do, particularly now and with the Congress. What you say of Lane is typical. Be didn't even do all his own original work and began 
as a plagiarist. He is an able man with more hangups than I'd care to try to list. He has been using my work as his own for years and I've done nothing to be able to do what 
I can that can be constructive. With the changed political situation this may have to fchange. To this end, if you can get a tape of the speech to which you referred I'd like it. 

As an investigator Garrison as well as Lane couldn't find pubic hair in an 
oberused and under-cleaned bordello. The-one thing that was tossed into Lane's lap, the former FBI clerk, he didn't know enough to do anything about and began immediate im-
provisations on what the man really said. I was there. Virtually without exception 
these are ripoff artists who can't even steal honestly. 

This may get to one of the unexpressed reservations your prof may have. If 
it were possible to arrange some kind of appearance with me in the Boston area - and I 
now for the first Uwe have an exclusive lecture-bureau contract - it would provide the 
means of my travelling and of your and your professor taliing with me about this in greater depth and detail. I'd welcome a confrontation format, with anyone from the AIB to LLoyd Weinreb, a former Commission staffer I think is at Harvard. (Belin's 
recent change of position is what I set out to and did accomplish at Vanderbilt 11/19.) 

I'll not profess unselfishness in this. I detest those who are ripping off 
young minds while they filch and commercialize. But with all of this centered in 
and around Boston, I can understand that your prof can have reservations and questions. Meanwhile, as you and if he looks your prof will see there is the incredible and the official and the new in Post Mortem for all its literary liabilities about which, given the realities of lay life, I could do nothing. 

You once mentioned Chayes to me. Now you refer to the unethical and unconscionable by the respect Tad Szulc. I ask you if you ever mentioned any of this to Chives. I made a proposal to the New Republic a year ago and never got a response and then this angled treatment which, among other things, make all the disclosures appear as the decently-motivated sot of federal beneficience. He and NR and the extensive syndication make no reference to how all this came out, enough to ask questions about. I do nor regard Szulc as the independent, detached reporter he pretends to be and not without reason. 
What I am really wondering is if Chayes spoke to some of his old associates, etc.... 
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I regret that Lowenstein for whatever reason seems to have thrown himself in 
with the AIB gang. I'd thought better of his judgement 

I can't begin ti update you on the politics of all of this, including the 
internecine warfare, inside the government among the so-called "critics" most of 
whom are nothings. In the future there will be a great study of how all the rats are 
trying to keep all the others on the sinking ship. 

Meanwhile, to address what you sikzested, the major problem in and with the 
ongress is the evil influence of these people who have means and time and are 

itticulate. To date this has meant that nothing would eventuate. 
The Smile writing eas a mere skimming and had its own angle. Tau have no idea 

of the enormity and the complexity of what you can be getting into if as you should you 
do more than read a stack about thee inches high now. The real scholarship will lie 
in first comprehending tide and all the subtleties and then bracketing it with the 
realities, with the major problem other than encompassing all of it being elimination. 
There is that much too much. 

Sorry I'm so snowed down and overloaded (I also have all the copies of Post 
Mortem to package can't correct this. Perhaps it will be easier if yeur read with a- 
fine-pointed pen or pencil and correct as you go. 

Howard, who copes with fewer problems, might be helpful to you if you continue 
to have a problem with your prof. Let me know if you want to write or call him. 

food lucid I have a feeling you would do this the way I'd like. 

Sincerely, 

Harold Weisberg 


