Harold Weisberg
Rt. B, Frederick, Hd. 21701
3/24/T

#r. John Shattuck
ACLU,

Dear #dAr. Shattuck,

The (eorge McMillén case has established as a Constitutional right not that of a
writer to interview a prisoner but & right to bribe mgainst interest of the priscner
and a right to override the Constitutional rights of others to whom he is related.

The 4CLU can't teke all the cases it would like. 1t also declines some cases
because of its hangups, not taling legitimate Constitutucnal cases for those who
cen't pursue them becsuse of poverty and taeking them for the wealthy when they are
not legltimate cases.

George HcMillan's Constitutional rights iumediately are to deliver what he has not
been able to deliver under an old contract that provided hin »ith lots and lots of money.
Not principle at all, really. Ee blew this welath. His wife is independently wealthy.

John Ray is impoverished and in urgent need of help. Ceorge has been trying to Lribe
him for years, trying to zet him to meke something up that “eorge cen use to bresthe
life into hie literary cadever. And. of course, to deny James all his rights. The
project is about Jemes, not John, or others Motillen has aleo tried o bribe and who
have informed me of it.

Were the government not itself in trouble over the Rays it would have produced
evidsnoe in the cowrt below of precisely that which I report here only in part. The
warden at Leavenworth and John's cass worker both expressed their concern over this
attempted bribery to me. Both could jave been witnesses.

If you had listensd %o me when I tried to interest you in the principle that was
being established in John's case MeMillen would not have hac a chance because Jphn wes
refusing his blandishments. When Yohn was despurute he sccepted the bribe. And if you
doubt these representations, particularly on the magnitude of the repressive principle
being established, as & result of uy efforts Ea lesar, 201/484~6023 iz hancling John's
case before the Supreme Court.

Heanwhile, what about James' rights or those of all other Rays, including children?
MeMillan's unhidden (from them if not the ACLU) intent and purpose is to defame them sll.

John is & racist. Yo reully bilicves that awful stuff. But he is the vietim of the
Brossest injustice, lucluding by ull counsel to “eser. The lawyer who is supposed to have
filet the petition evrt .4th the Suprene Court didn't, He sssured John in writing that he
had and he assured me of it in May, 1971. and he is getting awey with it. So, through a
raclst who is olso a man without mepns ond s vilnersble man the Fitchellisti huve already
established a fascist prineiple and now the ACLU is firmly behind them if collaterally.

PHigeills Holldllan also got a very lurge advence on & similar book, on Marins
Oswalde It also has not bean published, after 10 years.The reporting of the court of
appeals on in George's case is wrong in descriding his project as "a book on the
slaying of Dr. Martin Luther XKing." It is a psychological study of the Hays, chieily
James If you want the printed description on announcement, 1'll provide it. Priscilla's
also.wan not on the JFK assasaination. snd she found as did Harpers, who consulted me
in June or 1966, that there is no book esbout bitches on wheels. farine was also bribed.
In hér case by the government, by both the FBI and the Secret Service. 1 have the reports
of both agencies, even that of thie Seoret Servicze on the financiel corruption involved.
And Priscilla and George, both in pursuit of the highest principle, presumpiion of guilt
in gix figures, both presumed guilt. Now, tragically, the AVLU with them.



I canlt help comparing what the ACLU will get involved in with what it won't when
political Gssassinations are alse involved. The conclusions that it indulges hangups is
not easily avoided.

There could not have been sny inquiry in the ﬁngulan case without what I say end much
more becoming obvious. Horsover, in the Mchillan czee, the involvemant of James' rights i
aleo obvious. in adiition, counsel for James is kmown to the ACLU, so inquiry was easy.

John tried to interest the ACLU in his case, without success. “e would have provided
you with kghilian's correspondance. I huve some, beginning with his offer of §5,000 to
James and Yames' oontemptuous rejectmiou of it. John is now providing it to Jim Lesar.

Yn the other hand, end on the other side of the subjeot of asumssinations, there ig
& clear record. The ACLU 4id not have to inguire. Beck in 1966, when I asked for real
Constitutionsl help, with the Frecdom of Information law just enacted, I took au ACLU
Akwyer to the kational Archives anc sbowed his enpugh to shaken kim considersbly. Then
I asked for help. Host recentiy I told you the evidence of have of violation of my righta.
This includes cerbons or surveillance on we but is mot liuwited to tlat.

The difference is that you liberal types don't like tie work I do and then don't
like my way of being pointed, Neither you nor anyone else audreases the velidity of my
work, widch rengins unchellenged. Unly disliked.

If you prefer establishing bribery as a Constitutional right snd preserve a reccrd
of assisting government in persccuting a writer (going beck to the Dies committee), you
heve thst right. lou huve exsrcisod it.

1 did not ask the ACLU to file amicus with the Suprese Court in my case. “t said it
would, as did others. If any such briefs have been filed, I have not heard of it. Un my
pert, thv firzst thing I did after the en banc appenlg-court docismion was to write counsel
and toll hin that I consider the principle rmore important then my personsl rights eud that
I want hisz to subfrdinate my personal interests to the prineiple.

This is not my Tirst reminder to the ACLU of hov differcnt things would be if it
had not been hungup and had filed the first cases under 5 W.5.C. 552 vhen it was first
possiblo, I ad! the suggestion that if it had, much of what the FAI haa done since then
it might not have dared.

and in the igfillen cese the same testing was belng done by others, at no cosi to
the ACLU, So, it stems that taldng thia case did nothing for establishing principle,
mesning other than the right to bribe and to deny others their rights.

If you qusstion ny factual representatiop, I invite challenge and offer proof,

With sincere regrets,

harold Weisberg

ccidim “esar



