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Mr, Bud Fenatorwald
910 16 3t.,6th foor
Washington, D.C. 20006

Dear Bud,

Your lotter of the 27th is pervly the newest in a long series of representations
of your unrecognised siciness. Youm can't live with your past and record; you can't
bring yourself to examine eithors 50 you perpetuatc and maghify all the same errovs
in a futile effort to persuade othera than the sillineas that you have manufaoturcd
is other than 1t veally is, exildish in its wore inmocent manifestations,

In pursuit of this futility you write me an uniruthful letter "for the record.”

Truly, I sorrow for you, whether or mot you omn coneive thiz and desidte all
your unconsclonable acisbecause on the subjest that brought us together you have
alvays beon out of comtrols I regret almest as much thet I was oo long reoanghising
this,

You say that I “losned to the OTIAY you and Jim "partain ressarch files." This
is even for you pretty farout. Froa the very first and for rveschs you also osn't
live with X refused to have anything to do with the CTIA, I waa oppoeed %o you
basto cancept and told you 4t was impossible and I would have no assecistion with
those you hed meleoted for your board who I knew to be at best irreaponsible.” I
ez wder gy conditions losned the CTIA anything, Quite separate from this is
the truat I was willing ¢4 izpart in you and did,

Jim did retarn some files to me. I have them segregated because 1've not had
time o integrate thsm, They can't include anything I ever let the CTIA have because
I nover let it have anything. They 4o include files ygu dad frex me only dn your
m™le as my lavyer. I regard this as wnetidcal and because of my very clearly expressed
opinion of your OTIA and its sssorted nut waconsoionable, I $hink a case ocould be
made that 1t iu alsc unprofessional, (I have no such ingfinticn.)

Because you now conteive this phonay Frecord® I'1l bave no choice but to preserve
then us I got them, in your file foldery, that 1s, the CTIA's, not your law fimm's,

All of this avoide still another questionm, my work that you obiained other than
from wes X know I raised this with you in writing et the time you dngounced yom were
depositing your CTIA files at Georgetown. I imow I maised 4t but don ¢ recall whether
on not in writing when I learned that muts 1ike Spragme, in whos you eontinued to
have faith and trust when reasonabls and rstional prople conld not, were pewing
through your files. Tou then dended that he or anyoms ynu ald not authorised aid
or would have this sccesse, 1 now see the newest of prgne’s publishéd juvsarties
openly quoting CTIA files. Plumal.

You are not the only one who breeks confidence. You have mome of my work from
two at least of those I trusted in the past. A aoon as I beocame aweare of this I .
raised the question with you and ssked that you or your people remowve nll of this.
It 444 not happen,

- You cen't even be truthful about how what was returned o me. You ssked Jim to
mumtﬁem.&uﬂmtdoitmhiamBothof:onthanholdm.

I have neithsr tihe desire nor the time nor the expense invelwsd in my goving
through your files. This offer, which you lmew I eould not accept, in no way removes
or diminishes your responsibility in suy of this. Tou ave the one who did what you
ehould not have and the reaponsibhlity is yours, not mine,



You never could yeadst the vretched when your own self~cencept and your oum
insbility to achiews your anbitlons are involvsd. Thus you muke this craclk,
"oertain recopds of lawsuitn fied gratds for you."

Itthoummanypormlbeueﬁttommoiﬁmrafthosesuits!a.u
uwnavare of it. They were, supposedlys a common interest, Sut the fact s that you

Unleas tuere is swielidng in these logal files that you did not give me, I have
no need to put you to the trouuaofmalﬂngeopus.

wbile!ahomnoheedforhmbnngyonbymfaring to how you handled ons
of those sults, a method of which at no atage you have any resson for pride, I do

litiglous nature." Heithsr to yoR »or to anyone over in public have I meds any
complaint about what you did 4n that case. I think you ghould ask yourself if it
would have been poesibls for me to b saTxutiwyrxty too “rituperative® abont what
you d1d and did not do.

It 12 the only suit I have aver loat. Havbymthisgoodarwom? Onoa 1%
mtmtofmhmdaithadmonnmlwaemtmnorymthenyoumdayunmlf
mtofpretamingmthingelsomurﬂyabouﬁﬁ.xbavethemwmm
I taped the press conference you ataged so there is no poiyt in,lying t0 yourself
OT gnyene else about this,

The one suit "you" won I @14 the draft of what made 1% pogeiblo and then, vhen
mwereoutoftm.mthemmofmungamyjud@mtmdmtit. i
mybemmuamsndIbavemobjecﬂonmtmt, but I'a sddreceing your charactere
dstic slur, thaealythingthateanuabmfeelbemrﬁthamcorduham
a8 yours.

If winning every lswsuit you did not handle, incluting thore 1 hendled mywelf,
maken me "litigious,” what canno¥ you neke of amgone?

And whet were these suits? Five mdayr FOIA, That makes ce "ndgs,eus?" Tuo

for the collection of monay owed me, I filed ane and got an out~of-court 66% setilo-
ment while mwkiting the Judgwe I got a $00% collectlon of one you declined to handle,
plumwtnumt.mh&ungtowtoem.lmmw:ﬁtu tha
Tirat establisking a new rrinciple of property righie and nolse octlogy lav. In the
seonnd I obtained an out-of-court scttlement canslderably more than 10 times what ome
of Washington most Frostigeoun fime told me was the top offer snd wrged me to accept.
And this after they let the statute run on most of what I could claim for, sometidng
they nover confided in Roe .

I'm "1itigions™ when I decline to let you file more suits for me after your
performanos - and then obtain that material without mtmlytohanymagainbe
part of misrepresenting how thtmshakenlogse? In faot, rretending that ons of

I could go on about tida alleged ltigious character I have but I'11 oontent myself
with A few comnents inatead, Qnautoplaahmkmot.yourudioem'-mp@ingasn
involved me and suits in which you rupresented me, I dan t have 211 but I do nove what
People sent me. It was entirely unetidoal, And false. You arc welcoms to face yourself,
If you daxe.



Is there a ainglg aspect of you and we in the Ray cmee you would 1like me &0
remiod you of? Is there a single time you did not take my laymen's adviee when you
were provea wrangt Orcat tribute to your legal abdlities that is{ Did I not, in fact,
domrkitwuwmpmiﬁut:wuﬁthwtwmmmmuommw
c:t‘n:ﬁugywenm‘amtem.t?mxmtinfmmmmmqmumng
in the evidentiary hearing, beginning with the fmvestigation and extendéng to virtually
everything exsept the words you spoke in court? Bven the laogal philoeophy? And when
even then you falled in yourodligation to prepare the publishing end, did & mot then
Tescue you as much as you oould be rescued by preparing you for crossexamining s
surprise witnesa?

If this is not enocugh I can go into the Playboy/Penthouse stuZf and ClALf and
much more relating to othics and litdglousncss and vituperativenosse Your last
affer through Jim amounted to pleading Ray guilty, as you mey have forgottemsin
Jour inability ‘o control yourself and your inssne mmrdng off at the moukh, alas,
you did thds 4n public.

Iou are siok enough to talk yourself into all the rubbish in your heade “éu
ean actually beliews these slanders. 1 guese you can't suzvive without that,

What your letter does not say is the reason I woote you. It was because you
announced smaggmrating your orgatdzation with lLens's. I do not want him to have any
kind of access, even veruvally, to any of my work. Hefx is a profesaional plaglariger
wto, a3 I recently veminded him uben hn'mto a lotior ks yours, was not eveu able
%o do all “his" own original werks haen t zestercd the basie umquestionod faet yety
and with you is engaged in what can be a solf-tsstruct operation, one with a high
probebility of nlso hurting those foclish enough to trust either of you. My expliectit
purposs wan to ge¢ that he hes 20 accees of any kind to any of my werk no metter how
you obtained it. I mean this quite meriously. Plesse do not deceive yourself on this.
There is a mit, If X dtd not pltfy you I would have passed it lomg ego, (Or would
you alsofprefar to forget the time I meved you from your own foblishness?)

{ havs two veascus for teking this times I could have coutent/fhyself with merely
noting your lies and worcoponsibensss and refering to esrlier lotters. This would
have made an adequate honest yecord,

One is to cautlon you that sowe of the lics in this letter can be quits hurtful
to me and if you repeat them I will hold you to account. Believe ¢ 1 mean it, The
other 1s widoubtedly & futility as it hae clways been with those wiho have your
sjeclal sickness as with you over se many painful years’ I hatc to s8¢ you risking
 your own xudn and that of those who trust yous

Bever in the psst have you been willing to face the realities. Purhaps there is
& remote chance that you will yet. Unless you can alow factusl errer in the foree
guing, can a raticusl men igsore this partial record?

I do morrow for you and for the opportunity you have done more than throw avays
If you had boen willing to restriet yourwolf to whet v ean do well end had not had
this alak longiug for a hercic of which you sre incapable, you could have had resl
sccomplishincut of which you could honestly have been proude It is as tragic as it
is alck,

¥With sincere regrest,

Haxold Welsberg



