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Jear “Yypil,

*L varinsus ways, as tlme snd circumetsnces permit, + sm preparing
to get wuet we didn't get in theproceeding in Judge islleck's court. Much of
this is unknorn to you because you were never sble to come here and see what
1 have sccumulsted. aowever, smon L hops to resums writing a7 vewery 11,
where I will include it, =nd %tuen you will see.

Of the pefjury i charge in PM III L now have even more overwhelming
E:oof. I heve new, specitif snd documentary proof off Fineck, in two Jurtddictions,
suigiana end DC,

I heve begun ti study bis N.O. toetloony, heviby repd it hoetily, I
find interesting things in it. .= with the Washington WC testimony, 1 have
difidculty believing the evidence on and testimony about tue heed wound can
in any wsy be attributed to tils behavior of a full-jscketed, military bullet;
“rom what 1 have been able to learn, it just is not ressonzble to beilieve that
suek 3 bullet could hsve wound up in so meny minute fragments.

Enclosed are pages 30-9 of Finek's N.0. testimony (direct). ke goea
into tuis here. I ask tuzt you tell me what you cen on this (snd sny -~ther
comrient you would care to offer on other mspects) and, 1f you heve it
aveilsble, xerox copies of what tne standerd sources say of this so thet I nays
if it seems desirsable, include tuem in photocopy in the book.

I just cannot imsgine a men pretending forensic-medlicel coupetence
and sufficlently informed to be chief of the Army's wound-ballistics brench,
gaylng whet heppened in the heud could bsve been from a military bullets

Finek is quits o character, o reasl muthoritarian, ‘“uropeen type, unless
* misread his chsrascter waile resdlng bls lestimouny. ie 1s so ooatemptuous
of the mere mortals «itu woom he is so unplessantly forced to asscciate tust ne
foele coupelled to tolerate tueir ignorsnce snd apell oub foi them such simple
Wwords @s "out", However, 1 have come to respect him as s resl snake. "¢ is © man
of incrediols evesiveness, whicn flesgs my interest »nd exeites my curiosity. To
avold he tolke of other taings, which pleese me, for taey sr- things sbout which
+ welcome his words. in the course of examining what he volunt:ered and where he
suddenly pretendedl not to unierstsnd the suestion, 4 have a cese where he pretty
clesrly soy: what wes unknonwp, thet to his knowledge the staff of the Commission
did examine the plctures or X-rsys. ue unbsgged other cests, never reslizing what
he wss doing.

I think Bud hss come around to my belief, Lhat we use as some of our
witnesees when we get into court on the suit he is filing for me (not duplicae
ting John Nichols') the unfriendlies. I would desrly love, myself, to be sble to
exgmine the trio of doctors. And others. It is tedious to build s record, but
we now have enough to out them in jsil, which I regerd &s an impossible but
desire:ble thing.

Thankes and best regards,

Sincerely,

Harold Weisberg



