5/29/75
Hr. Bud Fenaterwald

910 16 3t.,6th floor
Washington, D.C. 20006

Dear Bud,

Your letter of the 27ih is merely the newest in a long series of ropresentations
of your unrecognized sickness, Youm can't live with your past and recordj you can't
bring yourself o examine either; so you perpetuate and maghify all the same errors
in a futile effort to persuede others than the silliness that you have menufactured
is other than it really is, abildish in {13 more innccent manifestations,

In pursuit of this futility you' write me an untruthful letter "for the record,"

Truly, I sorrow for you, whether ow not you can coneive this and despite all
your unconssionable asis because on the subjeot that brought us together you have
always becn out of controls I regret aluost as much that I was too long reconghizing
this.

Tou may that I "loaned to the CTIA" you and Jim “gertain rescarch files." This
is even for you pretty farout. Fyem the very £irst and for reasons you also oan't
1ive with I refused to have anything to do with the CTIA. I was opposed to youp
besic concept and told you it was impossible amd I would have no association with
those you had selected for your board who I knew %o be at beat irresponsiblel." I
Bevap wnder any  conditions loaned the §TIA anything, GQuite separate from this is
the trust I was willing t& impart in you and did,

Jin did return some files %o me. I have them segregated becaune I'vo not had
time %o integrate thems They can't include anything I ever let the CTIA have because
I never let 4t have anything, They do inclule files yay bad from me only #n your
role as my lawyer. I rogard this as unethicel and bocsuse of wy very clemrly expressed
opiuion of your CTIA and its assorted nut wnconscionable. I think a case aould be
made that it is also unprofessional, (I have no such ingfintion.)

Because you now contrive this phoney "record” 1'11 have no cholce but to preserve
them as I got them, in your file folders, that is, the CTIA's, mot your law firm'se,

All of thds aveids still another questionx, my work that you obtained other than
from moe I know I raised this with you in writing at the time you announced you wore
depositing your CTIA files at Georgetowns X know I rveised it but don't recall whether
on not in writing when I learned that nuts like Sppagus, in whom you continued to
have faith and trust shen reasonable and rational prople could not, were pawing
through your files. You then denled that he or anyene you did not authoxviszes 4id
or would have this access. I now see the newest of prgie’s publishd insardties
opendy quoting CTIA files. Plural.

You are not the only one who breaks confidence. You have some of ny work from
two at leest of those X trusted in the past, As acon ss I became aware of this I
ralsed the question with you and asked that you or your people remove epll of this.
It did not hapren,

Tou can’t even be truthful about how what was retwned to me. You esked Yim to
remove what Be did, Be did not do it on his own. Both of you then told me,

I have neither the desiro nor the time nor the expense involved in my going
through yowr files. This offer, which you know I could net accept, in no way removes
or diminishes your responsibllity in any of tlis. You are the one who did what you
should not have and the responaibiility is yours, not mine.



You nevor could resist the wretched when your own self-concapt and your own
inability %o achiove your ambitions are involv.de Thus you meke this cracl,
"eartain recowds of lawsuits filed gatis for you.Y

If there was even any personal benefit to me in either ot those suits I am

unawere of ite. They were, supposedly, a common intereste But the fact is that you o

did represent me. I belisve this entitles you to keep those files that do relate

to the Litigation ulye I also believe you ows me the oblization of complete eonfie
dentiality. I expect you to respect this and you expeot me not to tolerate it if
in agy way you do not.

Unleas there is something in these legnl files that you did not give me, I have
no nosd to put you to the trouble of making copies.

While I also ses no heed for bumbling you by rofering to 209 you handled ono
of those suita, a mcthod of which at no stag® you have any reason for pride, I do
refer to tals in comection with your allegations about my "yituperative end
litiglous nature." Neither to you nor 0 anyone ever in public have I made any
complaint sbout what you did in that oase. I think you shwuld ask yourself if it
would bave bsen possible for me to be seeacrkinpxeix too "vituperative” about what
you did andt did not do.

It i3 the only suit I have ever losts Have you this good a record? (noe it
got out of your hands it had an entirely different history and then you made yourself
part of pretending sorething elss entircly about ite I have the Pvess release aend
I taped the press conference you staged 80 there is no poipt in,lying to yourself
or anyone olse about thias,

The one suit "you" won I did the draft of what made it posaible end thehi, when
you wexre out of town, auw the means of getting a sumbary Judgement and got 1t 1t
Zay be in your name and I have no objeotion to that, but I'm addressing your charactere
istic slur, the only thing that can msks you feol better with & record as barren
as yours,

If winning every lawsuit you did not handle, inoluding those 1 handled wyself,
mekes me "litiglous,” what -annog you make of mRgone?

4nd what were these suite? Pive wmder FOTA, That makes me "litigious?" Two
for the col.icction of roney owed me. I filed one and got an outwof-court £6% setilow
ment widle awkiting the judges I got a 100/ collection of one you declined to handle,
plus coste and interest, J5heuk having to go to courte I wen two damege awits, the
first establishing a new principle of property rights and notse eeology lawe In the
seennd 1 obtained an outmofwcourt scttlement congiderably more than 1 times what one
of Washington most restigecus firms told me was the top offer and urged me to accept,
And this after they let the statute run on most of what I could clain for, sowetiming
they pever confided in me,

I'm "Litigious" when I decline %o let you file mope suits for me after yowrr
performance - ant ther obtain that nateriel without suid only to have you agaln be
paxrt of misropresenting how that was shaken loose? In fact, bretending that one of
your fellow self-promoters did 147

I eould go an about thig alleged litigious character I have but I'1ll content myself
with a few couments instead, One is %o Play beck some of your radio ego-iripuing as it
involved me and suits in which you represented me, I don 't have all but I do have what
people sent me. it was entirely unethicals And folses You arc welcome to face yourself,
Ir you dare,

b b A



Is there a giggle aspect of you and me in the Ray case you would like me to
remind you of7 Ie thers a single time you did not teke my layman's sdvice when you
were proven wrongd Great tribute to your logal abilitiea that is! D4d I not, in faot,
do work it was your reaponsibhlity to do without pay when you were vacationing instead
of gerving your client's interest? Did I not in faot prepare almost all your questioning
in the svidentiary hearing, beglnning with the investlgation and extendbng to wirtually
everything except the vords you spoko in court? Bven the legel philosophy? And when
even then you falled in yowubligation to prepare the publiching end, did ¥ not then
regcue you as nuch as you could bs rescusd by preparing you for crossedexamining a
surprise witness?

If this is not enough I can go into the Playboy/Penthouse stuff and Cliff and
nuch more relating to eihics and litigiousness and vitupcrativensese Your loat
offer through Jie smounted to pleading Ray guilty, as you mayv have forgotten.In
your inability to conirel yourself and your inssne xunning ol'f at the mouth, alos,
you did this in public,

You are sick chough to talk yourself into all the rubbish in your head. “éu
can actually bolieve these slanders. I guesms you can't survive without that.

What your letter does not gay is the reason I wivte you. It was because you
announced amaRganating your orgaization with Lune's. I do dot want him to hove any
kind of access, even verbally, to any of my worke Hokxz iz a professionel plagiaorizer
who, as I rucantly reminded him whan he wrote a letter likz yours, wes not evea able
to do all "his" own originai wwrkj hasn t mastercd the basie unquestioned fact et}
and with you is engoged in what can be a self-destruct oporation, one with a high
probability or also hurting those foodish enough 4o trust cither of you. ¥y explicit
purpose waz %o ses that he haw 1o access of any kind to any »f my work no motter how
you cbtained ite I mean this quite seriously. Please do not deceive yourself on thime
Thare is a limite I I a1c¢ not Miffy you I would have passed it ionz azs. (Or would
you also/ prefor to forget the time I saved you from your oun fodlishness?)

+ have two reasons for talking this time. I could have contontiyself with merely
noting your liee and unresponsibensss and vefering to earlier lstters, This would
have made an adequate honest record.

One ig Lo caubion yzu thel some of the lics inm this letter can be quite hurtful
to me and if jyou repeat them I will hold you to account, Beliove me, I mesn it, The
other is wadcubteddy a futility as it has sivways been with those who have yowr
special sickness as with you over so many psinful years: I hate to see you risking
your own ruvin and that of those who trust you.

Hever in ihe past have you been willing to face the realities, Porkeopa there is
a reuwote chance that you will yeb., Unless you can show factual error in the forew
going, cat o rational man ignore this partial record?

I do sorrow for you and for the opportunity you have done more than throw sway.
If you had been willdng to restrict yourself to what y.u can do well snd hsé not had
this alok longing for a berovic of walch you are incapable, you could have had real
accomplishusas of which you could honestly have been proud. it is as tragic as it
18 f:'iCk.

With sincere vegrest,

Harold Weisberg



