%63 | 8/13/93
George liichacl Sviea

107 Hoxrth 13&&(:011 St-,

Hartford, UT 06105

I From Harold Veisberg

The problems I have with your persisting evasiveness and non—responsivenesa are
complicated by my mislaying the lotier you rote ne other than cap‘l:ion /i1 response to mine
of 6/21, the lot er you noted revising twice.

It is in that letter that you roferred to Harrs and ﬂln.te.I find that Iﬁn—ote you
7/7 and T/1 %/9;; The httex}l‘nfem to your 7/12. I urote your about it also 7/15, I see.

So, I'11 epirociate a copy of the letter that somehow got mislaid herc/ Biom what
you say in your 4/8, if you said that in the letter of which I see no copy after a

tr feir
acarch A'anlucled all the necj' fles on both side, L i nu.sunderstooﬂ you and owe
liarrs and White apologies that with this they widl understand I make. .

How:ver, I do notmcall language in that or any letter that you use in the middle
paragraph o page one of your 5/8, or the next one. A copy aB I've asked will leave
that eleared up.

You 8/8 does not say what you intend it to\]é ond toe I wrote you 8/4. The first

feads “Uhen I 7 ted you vho put you up -fhaf planned acholtxrly' paper on

ne as afgove + s:.nfomatlon agent, your angwer, if that is what it r-ally was, i$ that
larrs and Vhite ha'd..'",It is clear that you had given me that impression in what I responded
t0 7/15. Tnat you did no/sae fit to correct me and tell me that I was wrong led to what
it would not have if you had then respondeds

What dis obvious fren the very first is that you steadfastly raofuse to make specific °
response, as of your curreht evasione It is nol an unequivoeal response to gay, as I quofe
{rom your 8/(3, page two, that none of you has had any connection, well jou don't even
day what I ﬁz: foing to say. fou say that none of the three of yol"based any part of dur
conferance planning or implémentation on any past, present, or future worl by Harrison
Livingstohe,"

That is as evasive and non-responsive ag it can be. *t seems to me that what I asked
you ia vhether you got th: idea directly or indircctly from him, If at the @utset mou
had done what L hope you teph your students to do and':m'b'igor;e :‘L'nto your own spoecial
intcn prefations and this ldnd of Jingo, you could say yes or no, perhaps qualifying the
no b:f'cause vou wdght not lmow all the people he has Uorld.rg Qfor hime

Tou keepd roferring to people :.n the plural vho have been saying txl_at silly stuff
and you say that your confercnce intonded "to initiate ol inedepth self-examination mfciim:
within the cnﬁ%ﬁi‘f“égﬁf‘ﬂﬁ% " go why oll the evasions, the steadfast refusal to give a
single name? Is there anygsingle way to leave a record,that questions whether there mas

2g4n

a single one and that it vas your own idea? So I:gk nt.'!ﬁﬂs I have from the figst, names,

scntence

please, and no more self=justifying crap. MWrg 1627 01d Receiver Road, Fredericlz, Il
21702



