11/7/69
Desr vyril,

In one sense, + have throughout my life btecn untrue to the tredi-
ticn from which i spring., 1 heve nevoer believed in on eye for sn eye, How-
ever, after reading #ianck's New ~rlesns testimony, whici I cpmplated for the
geeond timne tois morning, with it completdng 24 puges of :inpgle-s asced notes
on it, I feel differently »btout him. :le emnes from thnse peges as the lazi-
scientist type, srrogsnt, contemptuous of t:uth ss ae is of Lils responsibi-~
lities, zimost as tuough ue were part of the successful conspirucy snd, in uis
own way, 1z gloating. '

4z of now, .nen we get in court, 1 @would li<e only one friendly

witness, tesides mys=21f. You. 1 have upoken of thiz %o Bud and I think he ig
in agreement. ln due time, wnen tulngs are more firm, I'1ll spell it out. I
would much rather use tce unfriendlies, dsring vs this 1s to leswyers, snd
inconclast. If I coulsd deo the questioning myszelf, I'd te e¢ntirely witnout
question sbout 1t. The detailed knowleige it recuires is buyond the capsbility
of sny lewyer, for none, incuding Bud, hses been sbls to take or ever will be
eble to find tus time required to learn the essentinl fact.

“hat we will sue for is not yet fim. e are still trying to est
snme nf 1t, and = vromised larter from the Yepsriment of Justice ie zbout
10 weske rast its Tirst rromise® snd sat les.t twn after its second - unles: it
arrived in :ud's sbsence. 1e'll Le gone until tie ead »f next weck. weanwnile,
we develoyp more snd more, in the tender srcus,

L I do not enticipete duplictiug vYoin's sult at sall, ibere sre some
thi:gs L snticipaste we will forgo becsuse he ic ufter them, ev:n taousi - was
first., e 8lso hsve s different approscn, 3 difrersnt doctrine.

One of thne grouhds on which tusy oove refused me certain muteriuls
is non-existence, 1 propose to prove this a fslse defense =nd my preoof is
both overwhelming and entirely unessstlsoble. I wish you hed time t» come hera,
as 1l've been inviting »~u for so long, sn - could show ynu some »f ite I have
more then is in PNIT JORTEM IIX on the autc+sy plctures end 4=-ruys snd 1 sm
hopeful tne law will be our wsy on it. - h:uve not discussed tuis sspect with
Bud, Ye've reslly hLed little time. e hLasn't even finlshed poing over 21y ennp-
mous arcuives correzpondence files,

I1f we can get tais cesse into court, I toiokx fh re are grounde for
some optimism. It will mske their posltions intolerable for gsome people, and
that cun b= good. 4And whoet 8 record we csn .ukel

The loesl rudiologist who first expluined the floating chsragger
of the scspuls to me, promised to get sn sctusl-size humen skull rnd past the
penel resdings snd the sutopsy Jestlig on it. iie hesn't done it. I would Like
thut very mueh. If you can welp here, 1'd very mich uppreciate it, to use as
evidence and in ¢ book. I could get an artist to do 1%, but » medicsl non:would
be s=n muci better, ! ™~
k1
vhen I talk sbout using tne unfriendliew s witnesses, . .hope yoﬁr
imegine is unreined. “ne in pasrticulsr I tuink you would like 1o see on bthe
stend, the one wiho hrs bteen srreading nastv comments about you. "na »f .our
nroblems hers will te payin~ their slight expenses, Tor I sm 3till close tn
*40,000 in Jebt snd s%t111 have no income...Thanks for your note end 1 will
give your regarils ¢~ Tul ~hen I ses bim. ,

’

~“inecer:ly, >



Cyrir H. WECHT, M.D, LL. B.
1417 FRICK BUILDING

PITTSBURGH, PENNSYLVANIA 15219
281-9090

FORENSIC PATHOLOGY
LEGAL MEDICINE

4 November 1969

Mr. Harold Weisberg
Route 8
Frederick, Maryland 21701

Dear Harold:

Just a note to acknowledge receipt of and thank you

for your letter and accompanying materials of 30

October 1969. I agree with your remarks concerning
Finck; in fact, I compliment you on such keen perception.
I wish you success in your pending legal action. We
certainly need some kind of a breakthrough before matters

become more obscured by time.

Please keep in touch and let me know of any significant
new developments.

Please convey my best regards to Bud.
With kind regards.

Sincerely,

cyri¥ H. Wecht, M.D., J.D.

CHW/njs



10/30/69

Dear “yril,

“n various ways, as time and circumstsnces permit, + em prepering
to get wuat we didn't get in theproceeding in Judgs helleck's court. Much of
this is unknown to you bececsuse you were never sble to come here and see what
1 heve accumulated. However, scon L hope to resume writing Pr3T Meorry 171,
where I will include it, snd then you will ses.

Of the perjury 1 charge in FM III + pnow have even more overwhelming
roof. I have new, speciflf snd documentary proof off Finck, in two Juptbdictions,
‘oulsians end DC,

I heve begun ti study his N.0. testimony, heviby resd it hsstily. I
find interesting things in it. .= with the Weshington WC testimony, 1 have
difficulty believing the evidence on and testimony about tune hesd wound can
in sny way be sttributed to the behsvior of a full-jacketed, military bullet;
“rom what I have besn sble to learn, it just ie not ressonable to believe that
such s bullet could hsve wound up 4n so msny minute fragmentas.

Enclosed asre pages 33-9 of Finck's N.0. testimony (direct). He goes
into tuis here, I ask tnst you tell me what you csn on this (and sny ~ther
comment you would care to offer on other sspecta) end, 1f you have it
avsilable, xerox copies of whet the standerd sources say of this sc that I may,
if it seems desireable, include them in photocopy in the book,

I just cennot imsgine s men pretending forensic-medical competence
end sufficiently informed to te chief of the Army's wound-bsllistics branch,
saying what happened in the head could have been from a military bullet,

Finex ie quite 8 charseter, s real amuthoritarisn, Luropesn type, unless
* misread his character while resding his testimony. lie 1s so oontemptuous
of the mere mortsls with whom he is so unpleasantly forced to associate tnst he
feels compelled to tolerate taeir ignorsnce sand spell out for them such simple
words as "out", However, 1 have come to respect him es & resl snske. ~“e 1s a men
of incredible evassivenesz, which flags my interezt -nd excites my curiosity. To
avoid he tslks of other things, which please me, for they sr- things sbout which
+ wekcome his words. ln the course of exsmining whet he voluntcered end where he
suddenly pretended not to understusnd the nuestion, * have a cesse where he pretty
cleerly seys what wes unknonwp, that to his knowledge the staff of the Commission
did examine the pictures or X-rays. He unbegged other cats, never realizing whst
he was doing.

I think Bud has come around to my belief, that we use as some of our
witnesses when we get into court on the suit he is filing for me (not duplics-
ting John Nichols') the unfriendlies. I would desrly love, myself, to be able to
exemine 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 regsrd ss an lmposeible but
desirezble thing.

Thenks and best regards,

Sincerely,

Harold Weisberg



