5/16/13
Dear Sol,

Were it not that Idl is dozming after falling this morning (no serious damage),
I'd not be answering letters at 4130 on a beautiful, sumy day. e arc trying to grow
some of our oun food on a once-woody spot I cleared this winter and after a weeck's
absence 1t needs work or it will again go wild. Of all the things I should be doing,
that is where I'd prefer to be. However, because her knee is still and gwollen, I will
not chance her coming for me if the phone rings.

And were 1t not for one special attraction in your letter of the 11th, 1'd not pick it
first of quite a stacit, iacluding some wnanswered froum when I was auayo

I% has been my experience that mome of the brighter of those who to e are kids,
the generation of young adwlts, and most of my peers, are quite inflexible in their
beliefs and attitudes, I find mine changing with new knovledge and understanding, but
I almo find, especially among those working in the assassinations fieclds, that original
concepts (often rabid or insane droams) never alter.

There are really two points at which you display a flexibility of mind com.endable
at 60, wherc you mention my work in passing and where you refer to lawyers. It is not
because you over indicated that you believe all lawyers are ak boon to mankind, for you
didn't, but bocausc of yout then atiitude toward scme whose nemes I'1l not here repcat
that I find your comucnt about "oWorsights" wolcome. I have ncver in receat years evey
nentloned the name of a lawyer not prouinent to youe You werc inflexible when I mede
passing refercnce to the deplorable record of a man I know must hove the reputation of
boing as decent as he is competent ( and in most affairs I am confident was quite decent).
My comuent was based upon fact and more, his own words and work that he oxpected to be
a perpetual secret, Yourz strong reaction was prul Bly from personal knowledge of the
man as well as lmowledge of his public reputation. *t troubled me tuat you did not
consider fact relevant and pu’ more txust in reputations It troubled me more becouse whan
we were young there was nothing your mlnd woudd not consider, and I felt that the hardening
of age had set it. S0, I'm gratified to know this is not the ¢sge and to have an unintended
explanation in your comaent on what you've learned from your new work, from reading briefs,
You are now seeing wiwt you had no occasion to see before, and your mind is open to ite
As recently as a year ago, dospite the shabby treatment wo got frow him, I'd ncver have
expocted that an Edward Beanett Williams would let the statute run on ug, as the governe
ment nlleges and he does not deny. If only to prevent a negligencs suit against himself,

My handwriting is much worse than yours, for the same reason and because I had to
start writing too fast when young, as a reporter. In school I actually won a penmanship
honor. My tiinking races faster than my typing, faster than diectating, and in writing
long and complicated things this is a serious problem, I forpet, This is getting worse
not only from years and troubles but because I am trying to hold an epormous amount of
fact in mind. “n an effort to overcome this, when I could no longer delay a motor tuue on
the old car and something came to mind, I took the typewriter and paper to the garage
with me and wrote 1,500-2,000 words during the servicing, Ordinarily I wauld have reed
while waiting. Today I made a good start in a chapter and to the decree I got on paper
vhat 1 did, eliminated that much chance of forgoetting.

I've decided, by the way, to make a start on a Watergate book. The prospects ure
not goode The mess requires a context, and that dims prespects morc. But therc is no
indication of any responsible work with a rosponalble context. And I do have what has
not been publiched on the mess and soue of the priue uwesscrs. From what little inquiry
Izx could make while trying to arrange for the collection of some of what is due ug, it
scoms there is a comncreial fear that Bantan will cream the imuediate markets The two
Post reporters are under hardback contract and are busy with thedir daily work, Bantam
has Clark Mollenhof: undor contracte XL he gives up his daily work, for hi: own paper and
for his syndicated column, he can be roady pretiy fast if he is rol afraid of beiny overw



vaken by eventa not yst upon ug. (With the doctrine of tho writing I huave in mind,
not ¢ven a forciblc takeover of the government would date the work,)

Here n magazine sclesman's knock avakened Lile I siecadied her on hor aching knees,
nowx showlng the diczcolorations, into o lot tub, cnid ghe scakse S0 1 can do apisier
in~the~house things tha* necdding,.

Your perccptions on publishing crookedness are precipely correct, except vherc
- they have their own accountants. These then beceme an almost indisponsible elerint in
the preveiling and Pervading orookednesse I seem to have made o good heginaing on
handliug uy own legal problems on the last book, on the King assassination. If they are
not Just deceiving me, it will now work oute 1 am aware that decelt is possible, The
long silonce of the lawjer to whom I'd given the Dell case is explaoined by his dig-
barment. The friend who had referred me to hinm, a publishing lawyer not practising,
is peeing if a settleuent can be negotiated. The imrediate vibes are £lizhtly encouracing.
A bemgo

I have to send Jomn Shattuck, who is interected, a memo on federal violations of
my rights to privacy and under the first ameadment. &t &akes an El1sberg case for people .
to bo willing to believe I'm not paranoid even when, as ig the case, I've had the proof
for years. I have garbons of souc of the federal surveillence on oy Rublic eppearances,
And I've had telephone conversations repeqted falthfully, with correct identifieation
of the phone I used.

If I d.idn,',t tell you, you have sevaral of my all successful suits ve DJ confused,
It is that for thi confiscated public record fme of the Ray axtradition in vhich Xleine
dienst lied 80 and repeated it after I gave hin the proof I mew he was lying and he
even then repeated the lie. it is in the suit the reporting of which you have just secn
that that I and its judicial apologist, Judge Dansher, hoist thomselves on their own
petard over tids, a project to which I added wnstinting supnort, As of yosterday, va
bad heard nothing about the request for an en banc rehearinge But I am delighted that
a3 a result ol their own inecourt orookedness and Denaher's denarture fron the rale of
& Judge, W wag foroed to cortify that the then Attorney Generel was indecd a repetitions
liare By this time I really have no feeling about a precedent-setting case partly
because it is not my first and partly because DJ will shll in every pesnible way bofore
goipg Vo the upreme Court. They don't dave comply with the remand 12 it can be avolded,
don ¢ gare giVe me what I seek, and I've nicked this case with care because 1% is not
imu.one under the sxemptions. Meanwhilo, they have the capability of contriving a case
they cun rush ahesd for special interpretation of the exenption involved. Howevar, when
we get to the Supreme Court, they'll find I still have a fow surprizes in reserve!
Benevﬂ Loy I d.ol

You know I speak for my old socak(er) in wishing you all cur best and in hopdng
that some pleasant way we can get together soons

Sincerely,

4nd thanks for the typing.



SOL RABKIN
ATTORNEY AT LAW
75 HENRY STREET
BROOKLYN, N. Y. 11201

522-7466

Mey 11, 1973

Mr. Harold Weisberg
Rt. 8
Frederick, Meryland 21701

Dear Harold,

I enclose a copy (Xerox) of an item from the Vesey Street
Newsletter, a publication of the New York County Lawyers
Association dated May 1973. The first item is, I assume,
a brief report on that case you were talking sbout in
vwhich you bested the then Attorney General Kleindienst.
How does it feel to be the person whose name leads &
precedent-setting case?

Sincerely,
/gﬁv(
Sol Rabkin
SR :mef
enc
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50L RABKIN

ATTORNEY AT LAW
75 HENRY STREET

BRODKLYN, N. Y. 11201

522-7466

May 11, 1973

Mr. Harold Weisberg
Rt. 8 :
Frederick, Maryland 21701

Dear Harold,

This is in belated acknowledgment of your letter of April 12, 1973.
In view of the opening sentence of your letter, I am having this
letter typed. But I must confess my handwriting has become crebbed
and illegible as the years passed. I guess it's because I resent
the slowness with which my hand tries to keep wp with my thoughts
which wing along, not because I'm such a fast thinker but becguse
as time gets shorter and shorter for me, I find myself pressing to
speed up completion of such chores as writing things out.

Let me comment on things in your letter. All of life for good guys
consists of learning that there are people who can't be trusted:
This is true of the publishing industry, especially the marginal
part of it with which you have had to deal. It is almost axiomatic
that in royalty contracts with publishers you should expect to be
cheated. After all accountants are limited to the books the
publisher gives them and they reflect entries made by the publisher.
The accuuntant cannot, except at great expense s> &0 behind those
entries. That's the rub. And even if you establish a case, the
cost of litigating it often exceeds what you'll get if you win.

As for the property, why not explore with local banks how big a
mortgage you can get on it? That would help you to find out what
kind of value you can get for it that way. Then you'll know what
you can realize on it by taking the mortgage and defaulting on it )
allowing the property to be foreclosed. Just be sure that the
bank's recourse is limited to the mortgaged property and is not
against you personally.

I find your comments on your dealings with the DJ interesting
especially in view of recent developments with respect to the DJ.
There have been a lot of changes there recently. Meybe that
surveillance of which you spesk may join the Ellsberg surveillance
as an element of the cause celebre which is making the current
headlines in the national press.
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Mr. Harold Weisberg May 11, 1973

I'm sorry to hear sbout Lil's difficulties and her inability to
travel. And I'm even sorrier the current job allows me no
opportunity to get down to Washington. Now that Frieda's mother
is dead we don't get down there much even to see her sister,
Edith,a.nd her husband. But if we do have occasion to get down
there, I'll let you know before so we can get together. In any
case let me know when you'll be in New York so we can get
together then.

Finally, on the matter of lawyers and their oversights., I've
learned a lot sbout them since I've been working here and
reading briefs. I'm often shocked at how poor the quality is.
And of course, I'1l verify your story to Lil.
Keep in touch.

Sincerely,

Sol Rabkin
SR :mef



