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"Make my day!" I wrote. He did write me a 
private, lengthy, rambling irrelevancy. 

Mr. Meachum's proxy, like Mr. Meachum, 
has yet to address my actual criticisms of Mr. 
Meachum's serious factual errors and his 
indulgence of prejudice, his serious 
misinforming of his readers about matters of 
moment in national and international affairs. 
Because I was correct, in both factual criticisms 
and the opinions I offered, neither Mr. Meacham 
nor Mr. Ivins will. They cannot. 

On occasion, in what I described as self-
puffery, Mr. Meacham has represented himself 
as in the glorious tradition of American writing. 

In a representative society such as ours, those 
of us who write about matters significant to the 
electorate have the obligation of truthfulness 
when we deal with fact and honesty when we 
offer opinions. This has not been true of those of 
Mr. Meachum's columns I have criticized. 

I don't know how long Mr. Meacham has been 
writing, but if he began in the 1920s he has been 
writing as long as I have. I doubt that he has 
written as much about serious and controversial 
subjects as I have, and I didn't when I was a 
reporter, although I did when I was an 
investigative reporter, when I was a Senate 
investigator and editor, and when, during and 
after World War II, I was an intelligence ana-
lyst.. 

Not to boast — and to now I have avoided this 
in what with one of principle, self-respect and 
pride, one who is prepared to stand on and 
defend his writing, would' have been a dialogue 
— I know that it is possible to write extensively 
and rapidly about the most controversial national issues and to be both accurate and fair. 

I have published seven books on the investiga-
tions of the assassinations of President Kennedy 
and Dr. Martin Luther King Jr., I've received at 

`On occasion, in what I 
described as self-puffery, 

Mr. Meachum has 
represented himself as in 
the glorious tradition of 

American writing.' 

least 15,000 letters from total strangers about 
them, and not one ever alleged that I was unfair 
to him or to fact. 

In the course of more than a decade of intense 
litigation under the Freedom of Information Act, 
I have filed many thousands of pages of detailed 
and documented affidavits, which made me 
subject to the penalties of perjury if I committed 
any material error, I was before unfriendly 
judges with the Department of Justice, the FBI 
and the CIA as my adversaries, and no error was 
ever shown in what I swore to. 

This is not boasting because, if one knows what 
he is talking about and wants to be truthful, he is 
truthful and he does not err. 

It is when a writer wants to puff himself up, make himself appear to be more important and 
more informed that he actually is and when he 

'indulges in preconceptions and prejudices that 
his dark ways give him dark days. 

A manly, self-respecting writer, when called 
on this, apologizes. He does not have to be 
'needled into apology. 

Haruki Weisberg lives In Frederick. 


