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Your letter of the 22nd case yesterdsy. I ppant that day in Washingbon, getting home
“ 8% 1 2.3, I zlsc have to spend gll dey Honday there. So, I respond in baste and will in
zmore detail ms soon as 1% is possible.

First of all, I an astounded that you would do a5 you have without consuliing us,
1f the case had been adequately prepared, there are normelities or 1ife, like iliness,
$hat could meke this schedule ispossible. :

However, you have not prepared the case snd have not permitied enough tims for
adequate preparation of either part of it.

fou bave by this sought o completely forsclose the medieal part, with which you
bave not only doue nothing but have stesdfastly refused to respond the frequent times
1 have weitten you sbout it. You don’t even have all our medical records, have done nothing
%o get them, =nd have not done as you promised when I pointed out that you 418 nos have
gosplete records and lscked any basis for comparison and evaluation, This waes at our
Yuly meeting in your offise, on the suswers %o the govermment's intérrogstories. You then
agreed complete rucords are necessary and you would get thome After months of effort on
my part, hindered Uy your silence, I recoived this assursnce only ioday, sfter what is
missing is delivered, proper sedical inguiry is requived. I have repestedly raised this
guestion with you, from the beglnning, without response., ¥hen i lsarned of a forensic
psyeniatrist in Jsltimore and wrote you asiing about him, you did not even answer. lou
have done nothing sbout locating an expert witness or wiinesses in this sres, have made
o sugestions to me as %o who would be accepiable $o you, and have been silent when at
my indtistive the Envirommental Vefense Fund phoned you thres weeks sgo to offer precisely
this kind of help, Bven the scientific liternture relevent to this that 1 have souwght out
and coliected ,over the years you have not looked at, If you have doubts sbout what caused
them, you can % possidly have doubls sbout the existence of mediesl problems witdh both of
us. Such doubts and the presentation of proof in court both require what you have never
even discussed with us, competent medicel exmmdiration. Were such an sffort to bsgin
Losediately and to be pursued with utmost vigor, it is a complete impossibility within
the limids of the time set forth in your lettser.

In the other ares of the capbe you also have dons nothing. I'm referring to fack, not
legal research, whlch you have never oven mentioned to me, 41l you have cone with the fact
is that which relates to the snswers to Wi government's interrogatories. In about a year,
to the best of my recolliection, this is all you have cone, responc to those inderrogstories.
¥hen you were harc snd I wented to show you other evidence, you sald $hat would come later,
ZTou didn't even look at the extent of it. You did no more than skim through the Taft file,
wideh 2 had in « cardboard box, and the few things 1 had laid aside for Davis, If you had
or have in mind what you believe it is necessary for us to prove and how, you heve not
mentione! 1t %o me. What kinds of witnesses you will want ¥ou haeve not indiceted. I had
s¥ranged & nuwsber for Yaft, but that was years mgo. is 1 told and wrole you, i have no way
of knowing where nost ave or even if they are still alive, I also told you severzl are
seriously i11. I went into this further in giving vou informatiocn for the intexrogatory
answers, Aszids from the experts who are busy people anc you selected a holiday time which
aggravates this slready-serious problem, me vly finding and speadng to those to whow I
had spoken or frow whom 1 have affidevits is probably impessible in the less thmn o month
you have permitted, and this does not eveh allow for taidng thom to you so you can decide
whether you went Yo use them, Under oréinary eircumstances, I can't imagine you putting
& witness %0 whom you have never spoken on the stanfe In this case, with the hdstory of
Silard having done that, the disaster it csused and my explicitness on the point with you,
it iz inconceiable that you would gusrantee ihe inevitability of precisely tids,



If you hsve decided upon a theory @r apiroach to this aspect of the evidence, you
have ket it secret. Therefors, I haven § tie slightest idea of what you want %o prove,
who you eonsider unnecessarys how you *gm;;%a to do it and with whom, what further proofs
in the form of caleulsiions you might require land all these kinds of things take tine,
particularly after ihe lapse of 50 many ysars). _

Qur logs sre ext&nsi?e. They deal with what we will have to prove, overflights and

their conseguences. I don $ belleve you have even lmkeé &t them and I know they are in
my files, for I saw them there iy sacking wha$ the EDF asked of me. I you took any of the
coples st had, you did nmot % ake all, for several fﬁas pf them remain in that box. lou
neither looked at nop took our e ords with the government, for those correspondence {iles
slso resain in the bix, We never got into ithe gonic boom parte There is en entirely
separate claim, x.o an extent significant for ua, with the 4ir Force, which had sgreed to
pay and then didn't, In that case we could pinpoint the source of the plapes and went to
that bage snd resched sn egreement with ths proper oflicerthers, Whether or not ig negotis-
tion with the adr Force you could have acvomplished anything on this may be conjectural.
Had you ever begun to prepare the case you'd have known abou® it. ¥With even & considerable
compromise of the claim, for over 24,400, you'd have had exough to pay the medicel and
other experts we need, There are other sonic boom damages whore the booms are officially
acknowiedged, and - have pletures of the dsmages they csused, In checkiny thin file, of
vildieh you inew maﬁn; » 1 find that I was also in fouch with the Secretary of the Alr Ferce,

wiieh I didn't reeall in snawering that interrogatory guestion, ind py then Congressmen,
who nade a counsidershle affort, shoss file I have, and it ghows what I think you will went
and might went to ursue further for it can be interpreted as acimowledgement of responsilbilisy,
iet without having looked into the case enoug: to know of this separate item ‘sno if ny
recoliection is correct, the same planes caused damage in the Washington area, reported
i# the papers), you have ap;lied inprdinate pressure upon me o accept a total setilement
that would net less than gayment of thise separate claim alone,

1 know that fur about a year, whemever suough tizme elapsed so I did not have to fear
resentment on your part, i wrote repeatedly to ask you what I gowid do by wey of pwepsring
evidence for yous In doing this, I alse rewinded you that the tize was bging wasted and
that I wanted very muoh for the case to be heard by Judge “homsen. I dom i bolieve you
responded & single time. ind there is an encrmous amount of work requirs? to substantiate
incividual things you might want to prove. For example, the capecity of our layinz chicikens
under norsal circumstances. ¥r the preparations of grephs showing normal and interforrets
with production. If you wani this, and I think something like 3%t is essential as proof, it
might take no more than 10 minubes on the witness stand, but it could well iske s long
hard week ss g minimum to prepare. I have countless files on hds. This individual element
of the cszmy—-f&mted procf would require at least & third of ithe time you hsve permitied,
plus what we'd have %o do together with i3, plus graphing, plus experts, ete. There are
gountlese sueh slements of prool if any case st all is to be presented. If you have mo way
of imowing this, it is not because I didn t undertake %o inform you or ask what you wanted

to be doing for the past year but booalise you have not begun to look into the csse you
ere now, without consultation with me, rushing into court.

Iou have dome nothing st all about discovery. L have teken this up mth you regularlye
But the very day before you made these impossible arransemesn nigyou wrobe e thet you "woudd™
carry tnls further. But before thav leiber resached me you made this, too, impomaible, I
have repeatedly ssked you about my undertsicing parts of thds, from drefting interrogatory
questions to seeiking the information on my own. 1 did begin thia, did keep you informed of
it, and one oi the thdngs § did in % raghingion yesterday was locste some of this, with
mors success than I nad antleipeted. ¢ learned where files I had not considersd sre located
ant have & conditional promise of delivery of two xeroxss of everyshing in each, oue for you
and one for ze to go over for youe It is for similer surposes that L have sppointments in

dashington ondaye ihere is an enormous amount of this possible, anc the suount ol noney



involved is more than enough to Justify the iime. =2 any ovent, most of the time would
hsve been nmine and I repeatedly offered and suupested ite among the things possible is

procf of our sllegations from the government's own files. I know of cese after case of

this and even discussed them with Srocato aud Davis when 1 wes 200 se.

I could go on and on listing such thingsa, iy sole imediate purpose is to make the
point that we are not resdy for trisl and can't be in the %ime you heve permitted. It is
physically impossible for us to get togother bulord the wesk of Decenber 4,a week before
the preetrisl conference you have scheduled and ondy 12 workdng days befors you have
arranged for the tiial, If we were wiliing to abandon the medical claim, which we are
not suc I fhink you sbould not even ask us to without thorough explorsion of it when you
have made none and sould have macde none, and if we knew now exsctly what you want to
present whereas we have npo ides, yofi have amrranged it soc thet there is not & fraction of
the time required for even s rudimentary preparation of the case relating to the dussge
40 the chickens,

#hen we first spoke to you there wers z nusber of thdngs I made quite explicit. We
would not agein go %o trial unprepmsed is one. I told you in debsil why, such as lssyning
of "proof of loss” for the first time on the witness stand. Unprepared wituesses is another.
These and other things kicked back ne=dlessly. 1 gave you an illustration from cull/tex
rocords, which show exbensive losses over a base that was itself redused by losses. That
a large amount of work in preparation would be requireé is ancther, I also told you tlai
I could and would do tids work under your direetion, If I am not a lawyer, I am experd
in poultry, huave been used as an expert in poultry by states, several couniries, our
own government, and in ofificdal proecsedings of sevsral kinds, i hsve hbd experience in
collecting and preparing evidence, for official proceedings and in court. There is nothing
1 ao rajsing for the first time &n this letter, That we are today unprepared and can't be
by the time you have arranged trial is not only not my fault but is in spite of my many
efforts for a year. Tet we could have hed all of this over with by June, certainly by
Labor Uay, if you had done as you told us at the outset you would. Yet it iook you months
to zet around %o addressing the governmeni's interrogatories with me aud about five months
to answer them after I gave you the inforvation you then lacked, It.tock you ¥&E months
50 get to me the government's answefs to the First part of Taft's interrogatories theg
something like six years late and a month to mail:ithesm fo me. I gZot thst at bedtime three
days ngv. Seven zonths s counted from the time you wrote me you had reminded Devis of them, -

There is another area of great concern to me in all of this, end L have discussed it
with you at lengih. Secansc the first case was uuprepared, the judge concluded I am not
an honest man, fhat is a permenent defamatdon for which I do not blame the judge. Silerxd
is responsible in not preparing the case, even with me, Because of it the judge offered to
withdrawe I declined, for I want and believe I am entitled to a fzir ghenes to clesy "y
name, and I regarc hio as an eninent jurdst end a fair-minded men, However, nothing has
been done that is not designed to prejudice him, beginning with Silard and Teft, whose
. dedays are for years, and then continued by Baron, who never Kept his word %o sit down and
negotiate with me, and Drocato and Javies who did worse, pretended they were when they didn't,
Iou wefll explicit enough in telling us tids is typical of Davis from your psreonsl knowlsige,
fiow you have arreiged a scheduleg after a year of time, that males presentation of part of
the case totally impossible and the rest at the very best gntirely inadequate.
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¥e can t agree Yo this and do not. be ask that you undertake to gxplein this %o the
Judge in a ®#ay that will not bo prejudicdial to us or, at the very least, wili be s8 un~
prejudicial as possible. You are well aware of our urgent needs of this time of the ¥eure
“y wife is in talg school which continues into next month, two days & wesk, We spend until
1 p.me a third day in therapy. Beginuing Jenuary 2 we have our only inconme, my wife's
employment, wideh lasts until after the middie of soril, If she can do nothing during that
time, I have much time and can end will do zuche During that tims I also oust provide her
withk transportation, as you know, '
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Tnis is a very old aa;@. That, in itself is hurtful o us because of the delsy
and a1l that smeans and because it locks baé Yo the judge. I think it is important for lin
to know thet not any of this delay over all these years is owr fault or our desire. {I can,
%o illustrate, shov you s diary with the incredible number of days I went to Taft's
office for appointments he dadn’t keep or did nothing when I was there, his concentration
being on such things as getbing draft deferfhents for &r. Willlams' Redsidns.) You
responded to my letber on Sovemboer 17 last year, & wsek more than a year &g0. During this
time there was no dGelay ativibutabls 1o pe. ¥e gave you tho government's interrogetories
when we Tirst sew you and you didn't get into them wntil Yebruary, keowingay wife was
then working day and night. She slone knows our books. She alone keeps them. I mailed you
the rsaing information thrss or four days only after she finished work, which i regard
an prompt. Although ms your later correspondsnce show you did receive this, you wrote ue
in sune saying you hadn't and would resign from the cese wnless you dids In faet, when I
sent you my only clemr carbon and asked for its reburn when I leavned you hed gotten the
original, you have not even done thate You then took until October to answer these
interrogatories, although we made 2 trip to yowr office in vuly %0 g0 over the fimal
wording with you ang you dictated some of it in our presence. 1 think, particwiarly
in the light of the Leam@iﬁg&f’éﬁﬁs a protty clesr record.

Yo are exceedingly anxiocus to get this over with, but net oy throwing it away. Ey
correspondence with you is also clear and redundant on thise. I wrote you aboul it weny
tive, without a ginsle answer. Hot on what I could do, not on witnesses, not on anything.

iy recentk letiers are expliecit in their espressions of councern. They were wrditten
nefore you provecded as you have without answering them or consulting with us. dy concemn
has turned to feav. 1 agmin solicit somesexplanation, for I just can't understand tide,

Sincerely,

 Hareld Weisberg



