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Well, Joe?
Why did you say the opposite of vhat you knew?
-+ F could conjecture but I won't bother. Fuct ia enough.

If you think for a minute that I'm kidding about the challenie in my enclosed
letter to bimpert, who not call any sup osed bluff?

I haven't listened to the tapes, but I recall our discussing “counspiracy
theordes” gnly in terms of my disagreement with almost all the others on this.
I do recall quit: specifically giving you an entirely non-conspirotorial explans~
tion of how it all got started. If the tapes do not include it, much else does. it
is not somethin: ¥ invented for you only. -

On perjury and its siibornation anl official lying, I extend you an invitation
to confront the fact the record I have made in court and iu writing to those who
did commit these crimes. You can have access to my files or I'll give you the case
numbera. If you have any shrod of integrity, whether or not you say anything publiely
you will satisfy yourself.

The case I didn't go into while calling 4t the first 1s the one in which you wanted
to ses Danaher's "forever forfend” minority decision. it began as CA T18-T0.

Whore Archivist lhouds swore falsely is 2969-TO. My subsequent correspondence :ith
him on this I'11l be glad o show you. o doniel cince. fo date. and I've reminded hime

‘the one in which, whether you 'clieve it or not, not having taken the trouble
to look while you were here, in which-I Iaid the same charge on an FBI agent named
Willimas is § 2301-70. This is the on¢ that went to the Supreme Vourt. and if yon think
tiat I wag some 'dnd of nut, seo Congraspional Hecord for “ay 30, 1974 Yhis is the first
of four cases cited as requiring the amending of the FUI law, Remevber whgt the Congreas
did to Ford's veto?

No wmatter what, I will not say for any use what I told you about Bud and me. He
has a compulsion to sey what ho thinks about me. He cannot have been with you without
having used almost the exact words you do.But when I was a s explicit as I was, how the
hell could you, with any self-respect, write what you did?

By gifference <hat you tell yourself, when you write sonething like this you
whore. How could you bring yourself to say gaybiing sbout Lesar without tallkding to him?
How gan you know gnythins about what he thinks, says, feels, does? I'm aluoat 62 and
your vicicusness multen lit=ls ¢ifference 4n me. But he is a young men just atarting,
woricing without pay when ho can ill afiord toe. How could you bring yourself to defame
him without even looking at him? Especially when he han just set a fundamental new
principle of law, unless the “upreme Court oVertwrns it. (Arguments were filed by 1/6

_and the court has not sald whother it will grant the State cort.)

You have brooght me some confort. dving ss I do is, to me at least, preferable
to living better if 1t means 1'd have to write as you have.

Thenks!

Harold Weisberg
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Why did you say the opposite of “hat you knew?
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If you think for a minute that I'm kidding about the challen:e in my enclosed
letter to Limpert, who not call any sup osed bluff?

I haven't listened to the tapes, but I recall our discussing “conspiracy
theories" gnly in terms of my disagreement with slmost all the others on this.
I do recall quit: specifically giving you an entirely non-consplratorial explana—
tion of how it all got started. It the tapes do not include it, much else does. i
is not somethin; I invented for you only.

On perjury and its sibornation an! official lying, 1 extend you an invitation
to confront the fact, the record I have made in court and in writing to those who
did comnit thease crimes. You can have access to my files or I'll give you the case
nunbers. If you have any shrod of integrity, whether or not you say anything publicly
you will satiafy yourself.

The case I didn't go into while calling it the first is the one in which you wanted
t0 ses Danaher's "forever forfend" minority decision. It began as CA T18-70,
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hdm on this I'1l be zlad to show you. o donisl since. %o date. and 1've reminded hise

The one in which, whether yon hclieve it or not, not having taken the trpuble
to look while you were hera, in whieh-I Iaid the same cherge on en FBI agent named
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that I was some ¥ind of nut, sec Congrnspional Hecord for “ay 30, 1974 ‘his ia the first
of four cases cited as requiring the amending of tho FUI law, Remeuber what the Congress
did to Ford's veto?

No matter what, I will not say for any use what I told you about Bud and me. He
has a compulsion o say what ho thinks about me. He canuot have been with you witiout
having used almost the exact wordas you do.But when I was a s explicit aa I was, how the
hell eould you, with any seli-respect, write what you did?

By giffevence vhat you tell yourself, when you write something like this you
whore. How gould you bring yourself to say gnyhing sbout Lesar without talidng to him?
How gan you know anything about what he thinks, says, feels, does? I'm aluost 62 and
your vicicusness mokes littls cifference to me. But he is a young man Jjust stnrting,
worlding without pay when ho can ill aflord to. How could you bring yourself to defane
him without even lookdng at him? Especially when he has just set a fundamental new
prineiple of law, unless the “upreme Court overtwrns it. (Arguments were filed by 1/6

_and the court has not said whthor it will grant the State cort.)

You have brought te some eonfort. ldving sa I do is, to me at least, praferable
to livin: better if 1t means I'd have to write as you have.

Thenks!

Harold Weisberg
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sditor, Washingtonians

Joe Goulden is one of too many reporters who were in lallas on the "orime of the
century"story, came out with little or nothing, and have forever since been berating
those who did what was beyond their conpreliension of compotence.

Hls hatcheting ol me for you is in direct contradiction to fact, includes deli-
berate lies and lacks the dirucet quotes possible from an entire day hero afte which he
left with three cassettres of tepes.

Thht after Watergate and the current (IA scandrla a magazinne is capable of
Agnewing the m few who like me seek what the major media have abundoned, what can be
bslieved ebout the official investigations of the political mssassinstions, in lesa
distressing to me pofbonally than that Joe would prostitute himself,

He lumps me with those I momeuouinim vigorously oppose in imagining conspiracies
under every rock, a fabrication refuted by my mdllien published words on the subject.

He hod no questiona sbout this when he was hers and I told him the opposite of what h-
attributes to me. (Ur did he write what others told him prior to hia 12/19/74 trip heve?)

On federal lying, perjury and its subornation, can an honest reporter doubt this
is coummon practise? I have, in fuct, charged it without oven the pretense of refutation
in four Freedom of Information suits, beginning in 1970, In that case, hud Goulden been
interested in fact, the Departmont of Justice was forced to certify to the court of
appeals that the Attorney Uenergl was in fuct affliar, In the most recent, C.A. 2052-T8,
pot for the first time, I did this umder cath, making myself nsubject to the court'as
punishnent if I had sworn falsely. The court agreed with me, as the deoision and various
court documents with which Goulden left herc attest. (They are printed in facsimile in
WHITEWASH IV: TOP BECRET JFK ASSASIINATION TRANSCRIPT, the name of which he managed to
omit to make it more difficult for readers to check him and you oute)

His/your faulting me for being right ahead of time is like charging the ruped
woman with being an attractive nuisance., I was exposing officilal lying when the press
wes roporting it as unquestioned truth. Does any remsonable and informed person doubt
that beginning long before Tomikin Gulf iying has been the official way of life? 1 here
and now challengd you and Joe to ghow me one such mccusation by me that is not true.

When Joe was here and I Mm‘mm'n representations of what he said and
its investigation, hé confesscd jissatisfaction with that and the JFK assassination
investigation. But you tell your readers the op osite. The fact iu that Joe knows that
the most conservasive member of the Warren Comrdssion had hic own disbeliefs, (WHIREWASH
IV, 23 places indexed) And Senator Russell did believe there hau been a conspiracy.
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omit to make it more difficult for readers to check him and you outs)

His/your faulting me for being right ahead of time is like charging the ruped
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You and Joe xh have every righf to bulieve the earth is flat and thut the Warren
Roport is right, but when you t:1l thia to those readers who.trust you, you do have an
obligaticn to have done enough work to hive a defensible independent opinion.

If for one minute you think you have, then I extend you the invitation countless
others, including a gang-up of former Commission semior counsel, the late Merriman
Smith and Charles “oberts declined: You be the "impartial" wmoderator, let Joe have any
help he wants and cen get, including these former Commission counsel, arrange the Presa
Vlub for the debate, and let us see who knows what he is talking aboute.

I'11 let you stack the deck against me,if you have the guts to do it in public,
and where I can respond rather than in ypur rag, in which I cannot.

The npeds of the nation arc poorly served by those pretending dedication to truth
castisiy themselvog in the role of official propagandists. A genuinely free press cannot
survive it. And should not. The people are more deceived by it then they are in authori-

tarlan nocicties, where they lnow the press speaks for governmente
Sincerely,

ccl Joe Goulden larold Weisberg

Mr, limpert: An indignant friend reed me the parts of this plece to which I
respond immediately so that you can include it in the first poseible issue. 1 wlll be
without my car until tho end of this weeke I will be in Vashington next YMenday or Tuesday.
If somecne has not sent me the srtlcle by then I will get it. Thereafter, if it seems
necessary, 1'1l write you and Jdoe further.

I do not know what your spread is. But I find what Joe has written so inconsistent
with everything I have written, everything I believe, I do ask you 1f this writing
pracoaded' his visit here 12/19 (when did you clowe?) and if what he attributes to mc he
got from others, not me. The actuslity is that I work closely with one man in this field
only (and another currently inactive bocauge he is in law school) beceuse I am thet
tiny a minority and oppose those who hold the views Joe attributes to me. Had Joe hed any
doubta there arve hundreds of letters I could have chown hims I took them on publicly at
the Georgetown gathering of the nuts in November, 1973. And I denounced wunother faction
in refusing to attend their mceting in Boston next months (John Henrahan covered the
éeorgetoun meeting an: may remcmber. Ny lot was to be dalled a CIA agent for it.)

There is one Joo did interview who says of me what my writing and spesking do not
say, almost the exact wordse This makes me wonder more about when he wrote the piece.

If he did not tell you, I have tho tapes.
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You and Joe xit have every righg to b:lieve the earth is flat and that the Waerren
!'i_-eport is right, but when you ¢-11 this to those readers who.trust you, you do have an
obligaticn to have done enough work to have a defensible independent opinion.

If for cne minute you think you have, then I extend you the invitation countless
others, incluling a gang-up of former Cfommission semlor counsel, the latc Herriman
Smith and Charles “oberts declineds You be the "impartisl" moderator, let Joe have any
help he wants and can get, including these former Commission counsel, arrange the Presa
Vlub for the debate, and let us see who knows what he is talking about.

I'11 let you stack the deck againat me.if you have the guts to do it in public,
and where I can respond rather than in ypur rag, in which I cannot.

The needs of the nation arc poorly served by those pretending dedication to truth
caat.;u? themselveg in the role of official propagandists. A genuinely free press cannot
survive it. And should not. The people are more deceived by it then they are in authori-
tarian socloties, where they know the press speaks for governmente

Sincercly,

cels Joo Goulden Larold Wedsberg

Mr, idmpert: An indignant friend read me the parts of this piece to which I
respond iumediately so that you can include it in the first ponsible issues 1 will be
without my car until the end of this woecke I will be in ¥ashington next Ponday or Tuesday.
If someone has not sent me the srilcle by then I will got ite Thereafter, if it seems
necessary, 1'l1l writa you and Jdoe further.

I do not know what your spread is., But I find vhat Joe has written so inconsistent
with avery-hhing I have written, everything I believe, I do ask you if this writing
preceeded his vialt here 12/19 (when did you clowe?) and if what he attributes to me he
got from others, not me, The actuality is that I work closely with one man in this ficld
only (and snother ourrently inactive because he is in law school) becouse I am that
tiny a minority and oppose those who hold the views Joe attributes to me. Had Joe had any
doubts there are hundreds of letters I could have ghown hime I took them on publicly at
the Georgetown gathering of the nuts in Hovember, 1973. and I denounced unother faction
in refusing to attend their mceting in Boston next monthe (John Hanrahan covered the
éeorgetowu meeting and may remember. Ny lot was to be dalled a CIA agent for it.)

There is one Joo did interview who saya of me vhat my writing and speeking do not
say, almost the exact words. This mskez me wonder more about whon he wrote the plece.

If he did not tell you, I have the tapes.




