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Mr. Bernard Fenstervald 1/4/15
910 16,8%., WW,6th floor
Washington, D.C. 20006

D.arBud.

A while back Paul ¥akentine phoned & %o tell me that as a result of the
attention astracted to the Hay case by the FBI's dileut Hoover snd
he had bsen asked to update a story he had written for & JOAT OY HOTSG AZDs
As I remsmber it this had to do with the new Hoovee stuff, nothing else. By then Paul
was on deadline and we want into nothing else.

By the most remerkable of coincidences the original form of this atory seems to
hwhdnn&«duthmgoingnutorymmtoWsportwﬂ.ymo«ntrw
stozy.tohnwboannxﬂ.hdfiuttammdmeondiﬁmandthentoaupohtimof
only some of what he had testified to in the evidentiary hearing. After you went out
of your way, for spurious reason having to do with the imprepriety of Jim and me being
peid for this, and there was no such gid Iro quo, omce this Potomac story did not appear
you then arranged a proposition with Peathouse for which Jim and I both would have besn
phad. You did this without consulting me, at least, and Jim and I both rejected your offér.
Ve may be without means but we are neither without ethics, dsspite some of the company
wo have had no choloe but to keep.

Ihnnmdﬂn?ctomuﬂq.lthnmttmhnipﬁntumm
comment on 1t other than o repeat the advice 1 once gave you, hie thee to a shrink,

Hovever, we 444 have an agresment. First it was verbal. When to my first knewledge
you viclated it, to Jimny's detriment, I made an ismsue of it , in writing, repeating
without your denial if, as I recall, any response at all. There is no doubt about this
agreement and its condStiong. There csme a time when ny fears for you caussd me %o raise
this with Bill, who I think will remember i%, in Xin's yresence. This was defore you
moved your office from 15th Street.

o ¥ou will also remember what X suppose is your initisl if not your major hangup

with we, over py refusal to bs part of your then proposed CTIA . X wrote you in

detail and if you ean't produce the original I canm and will produce the dated

The reasons I set forth are widely known and I have no doubt, without ohecking my files,
whdch 1s avioraxd for me in ny present condition, that I distriduted dated carbons. Those

to whom they were sddvessed will be able to produce copies. Among my remsocns for refusing
to3oin1.thnImmhdwromlummv&mmofyowmunnhfmtory.
Your account %o Paul lumps me with the OTIA and is othexwise at least an innacurate account.

8o i1s the part where you talk about the firm dearing the costs of the defense. Yom
personally refused investigathons I regarded as necessary, minimally necessary in Jimmy's
defense and interest. Onp one of thése alone I went to some cost end time for one in
my circumstances, informed Jim as cocounsel becanse of my responsibility to Jimny, snd
told you that you would not be sble to use any of this work product of mine of which you
as oounsel sghould have thought instead of opposings without repaying me. When you faced
& orisis in the evidentiary hearing, fdr which your msole preparation was absenting yourw
self o a Russisn veoation, gad I 1ot yeu uae eme, and then asied ydu to repay the actual
costs and no more, you wrote me to fdrown in my bdle.” This is but one of the many indecencies
and outright lies in what yountold Paul and today reached not fewer than a half million
people, inoluding many of my friends and neighbors. I use it as one of the sany available
1llustrations. Ong the others mkk I will not now take any time. This miserabls, false, oven
fadudulent seli-procotion, obscenely at “4n's cost and ertially at mine, impels me to
remind Y& that we had an ejreement totally insccurately repressnted by sjou to Paul. Your
Vholation of this agreement and your dishénesties in your representations to Paul in whose
professionsl competence I am without ddubt, are despicable.
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Before § get o the major point of all of msIuwttommmtm
from it is the pespect and admimation 1 have developed for Jim. He bhas sarned it, We did
not begin as friends. Rather the_gaponite. aomyourpuummdmmduithn.
mtmmeou-mmnmh inuvihatmcalmmhrwmevw
doing to ancther. And 1 have fairly clear vecolleotions of most of oy 61 years. Clear as
is my recollection of Martin Dies sud his gang and all that.went on in thatiera, { believe
you succeeded in sinking balow them in what you did to Jim alone. I don't think you are
oapuble of coaprehending how deapicable what you did realiy is.

There is alse the separate question of our agrecnant, your violation of it, yowr
persistonce in violaking it docurcnted by péu in Paul 'fatory and in other Ways, :
4n your own veioe but not limited to this. We bad no agresment on eorensstion for me.

Thismahryulomuwvmmﬁﬂumo%mmumtmw#m
for $100,000.for uapeid services rendered. This lettfer is thai olaim.

Shodl hu contest 1%, I will add defemation sllegations ranging from ybur
lvaping ve with yeur publis indecenqy alao known as tha CTIA to ths groas, deliberate
and dafematory iies you told Tom Shalss, gpinted in ths current sssus of Quil adsut
witch I have written you witbout .

#o the latter the #nocuteatable record is that 1 mnever reoriminaged 2L A
shided you when you Breice your word to me, your alisnt, in whad you agreed to at oy
repeated written reyoest in wy séis, and lefyithe ocourtroon rathor than risk vomiting
over your perf{oriancs, 4t cas that wretched for gny lawyer, even ah fnexperianced  onde
Tom were pot s.mnprlenod. Ypu ddd pat dop e a 8 8 olient. You anked ze to glve you
nore cases. I dimcussed thls with Jim sfter decifidng that I would be botter off pro se.
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influences xany people.

mmastm.muwamu.nxmuhmmu the
ts.unndcoliluthywimllynnu!uﬂlhulmmpamdtou\dnh
mndummw.ﬂxmmmmmtmwmuw
umxmnotmtmmtm,xdomtﬁinks.twulbethumud.

If you agree, the ¢irst thing I will do in commit this to Jimay*s defense the
peeds of which you have never net mafutto your promises and obligations. If any there-
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sfter rezeins I will use it not for perscnal needs, despite my right to this, but for
the pursuit that wiioh you have fristrated fron the firsd time you used youyinfluenos
on the e , the JTE czao.

Inwnntncm,ulnpcmm. Idnmtomaidormtzvucmm
any of my righté. Rather d4d I regard this, uInﬂll&o.umomnﬁontaJw.

You never have exoapt in dire extremity listened to . I de not sxpect you 1o
now. What I will say does not, in my bellef, dminish your obligation to me or o Jiomys
Pat when after all the peinful, despleable pest you a¥rs still capable of tlls, I sirongly
encourage you to seek peychiatric assistencs.

Harold Weisberg



