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Well, Joe? 

Why did you say the opposite of hat you know? 

- I could conjecture but I won't bother. Fact is enough. 

If you think for a minute that I'm kidding about the oholion.o in my enclosed 

letter to l'impert, who not call any sup oned bluff? 

I haven't listened to the tapes, but I recall our dincussing "conspiracy 
theories" 9nly in terms of my disagreement with almost all the others on thin. 
I do recall quit: specifically giving you an entirely hon,conspirntorial explana-
tion of how it all got started. if the tapes do not include it, much else does. it 
is not nomethin, I invented for you only. 

On perjury and its sabornation acid official lying, I extend you an invitation 
to confront the fact rand 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 
numbers. If you have any shrod of integrity, t4hother or not you say anythint; publicly 
you will satisfy yourself. 

The case I didn't go into while calling it the first ear the one in Allah you wanted 
to see Danaher's "forever forfend" minority decision. It b.!gon as CA 718-70. 

,inoro Archivist ..Scuds swore falsely is 2569-70. My subsequ,nt correl;pondence ith 
him on this I'll be glad to show you. iuo &Wll oince. to dote. and. I've reminded 

he one in which, whether you ,elieve it or not, not having taken the trouble 
to look while you were hero, in whichrI laid the same charge on an 293I agent =nod 
Wiliiamo iu X 2301-70. Thin is the one that went to the supreme Court. Anti if you think 
tat I was som. !d..nd of nut, se.,  CongreoEional Accord for "PlY 30, 1974. This is the first 
of four cases cited as requiring the amending of the FBI law. Homemba.what the COnTess 
did to 2ord'e veto? 

No matter what, I will not say for any uae what I told you about Bud and me. lie 
has a compulsion to say uhat 11) thinks about ma. lie UlaUlDt have been with you without 

having used almost the exact words you do.But when I was a n explicit an I was, how the 
hell coins you, wita any seli-roupoot, write what you did? 

.1415 difference .hat you tell yourself, when you write sonothing like thin you 
whore. Bow mould  you bring yourself to say anztnin:  about Loser without talking to him? 
Howl= you kazoo Analblaa about what he thinks, says, feels, does? I'© almost 62 and 
your viciousness mzker.1 lit Us cifforence to me. But ho in a young man just etnrtine, 
working without pay when he nun ill af:ord to. How could you bring yourself to defame 
him without even loak.ing at him? Especially when he hah j1:et sot a fUndamental new 
principle of law, unless the 'uoremo Court overturns it. (Arguments were filed by 1/6 
and the oourt has not said wh-thor it will grant t-s titute cort.) 

You hcar;? brougUt re some comfort. :Jiving as I flo is, to me at lea t, preferable 
tc livin4 better if it means I'd have to write as you have. 

Thanks! 

Harold Weisberg 
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Well, Joe? 

Why did you say the opposite of .hat you knew? 

--- I could conjecture but I won't bother. Fact is enough. 

If you think for a minute that I'm loi.dd.ing about the chollenee in my enclosed 

letter to eimpert, who not call any sup ooed bluff? 

I haven't listened to the tapes, but I recall our discuesing "conspiracy 
theories" aGly in terms of my disaereement with almost all the others on this. 
I do recall quit, specifically giving you en entirely non-conepiretorial explana-

tion of how it all got otartod. If the tapes do not include, it, much else does. it 

is not somethine I invented for you only. 

On perjury and its sibornation tut: official lying, 1 extend you an invitation 

to confront the facttand the record I have made in court and iu writing to Lhose who 

slid canait these crimes. You can have access to my files or I'll diva you the case 

numbers. If you have any shred of integrity, whother or not you say ceerthine publicly 
you will satisfy yourself. 

The case I didn't go into while calling it the first io the one in Allah you wanted 

to see Danaher'o "forever forfond" minority decision. It began as CA 718-70. 

dhero Archivist Rhoads swore falsoly is 2569-70. By subsequent correspondence nth 

him on this I'll be elnd to show you. Jo denial oiece. to dote. ..ad li ve reminded him. 

The one in which, whether you_elieve it or not, nut havina taken the trpuble 
to look while you were here, in whichrI laid the same charge on an Phl agent named 
Wileioos iu * 2301-70. This is the one that went to the supreme Court. Ann if you think 
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of four cases cited as requiring the amendine of the FOI law. Rceoeber what time C;onerross 

did to ForU'e veto? 

No matter what, I will not say for any use what I told you about Bud and me. He 
bas a compulsion to 1:44y what 1L-:,  thinks about 	rAILLI.Ot !lava been with you witiQut 

having aced almost the exact words you do.But when I wan a a explicit as I was, hoe the 

hull could you, with any sell'-roopect, write what you did? 

lee differunco .,hat you toll yourself, when you write nonothing like this you 

whore. How could  you bring. yourself to say anv_thin  about Lesar without talking to him? 

How ,gam you knoe Aral= about what be thinko, says, feels, does? I'm oleoet 62 and 

your viciousness Plz.:1LeD litelo el/Terence to me. But ho in a young man just srerting, 

working; without pay when be Ct.11 ill afford to. How could you brine yourself to defame 

him without even locking at him? Especially when he hr ject not a fendanental new 
principle of law, unless the weoreeo court oterturne it. (Arguments were filed by 1/6 
and the court has not said wh thor it will grant the etate cart.) 

You hove brouett me some Cr7ISOrt. Living as I rlo is, to re at lenut, preferable 
to livine bettor if it means I'd have to write as you have. 

Thinks! 

Unrold Weisberg 
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i.;ditor, Washingtonian: 

Joe Goulden is one of too many reporters who were in Della° on the "crime of the 

century"story, came out with little or nothing, and have forever since been berating 

those who did what was beyond their co:ape:honed= o2 comp,tc,nce. 

Bin hatcheting ce: me for you is in direct contradiction to fact, include° deli-

berate Use end lacks the direct quotes posaible from an entire day hero ate which he 

left with three cassettes of tapes. 

That after Watergate end the current CIA scandnla a 	zi 	in capable of 

Agnewing the s few who like no seek what the major media have ebendoned, what can be 

believed about the official Investigations of the political nasneninationn, is lean 

distressing to mo peribonally than that Joe would prostitute himself. 

Ea lumps me with those I azgazzamcnte vigorously oppose in imagining conapiraciee 

under every rock, a fabrication refuted by my minion published words on the subject. 

He had no questions about this when he was here and I told him the opponite of what 

attributes to me. (Ur did he write what others told him prior to his 12/19/74 trip hire?) 

On federal lying, perjury amt its subornation, can an honest reporter doubt this 

is common practise? I have, in fact, charged it without oven the pretense of refutation 

inlagg; Freedom of Information suite, beginning in 1970. In that case, had Could. m. been 

interested in fent, the 1.3(Tel-4-Anent of Justice was forced to certify to the court of 

appeals that the Attorney Generel was in feet al/liar. In the most recent, C.A. 2052—.% 

not for the first time, I did this under oath, nekir myself onbject to the court's 

punishment if I had mworn falsely. The court agreed with me, as the decision and vArinu2 

court documents with which Goulden left here attest. {They are printed in facsimile in 

WHITEW,e3H IV: TOP SECRKT JFK A6:46:=NATIOti THANWRIFT, the name of which ho managed to 

omit to make it more difficult for readers to cheek him and you out.) 

hie/your faulting no for being right ahead of time is like charges; the r!Iped 

woman with being an att active nuisance. I was exposing official lying when the press 

waa reporting it as unquestioned truth. Does any reasonable acut informed person doubt 

that beginning long before Tomkin Gulf lying has been the official way of life? 1 here 

and now challeng0 you and Joe to dhow mo one such aecmsation by me that is not true, 

When Joe was here and I shared him the FBI's representations of what he said and 

its investigation, ha confessed Sssatisfection with that and the JVK assascination 

inveatigation. But you toll your readers the oResite. The fact 	that Joe knows that 

the moat conservative member of the pharrtlia Uonnission had his own dimbeliefe. WhlTLWAai 

IV, 23 Aucee indexed) And donator Russell 	believe there haw, been a conopiracy. 
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editor, Washingtonian: 

Joe Goulden is one of too many reporters who were in laAllas on the "crime of the 

century"story, coma out with little or nothing, anti have forever aince been berating 

those who did what WS beyond their conimmiumnion 	eorap.;nnuce. 

His batch/sizing oZ ma for you is in direct contradiction to fact, includes deli-

berate lien and leeks the direct quotee pont:thin from an entire day hero afte which he 

1.;.ft with three cassettnas of tapes. 

That after Watergate and the current CIA scandals a magnenne is capable of 

Agnewing the 2 few who like me seek what the major media have abandoned, what can be 

b:lioved &bout the official inventinations of the political assnnoinations, in lose 

distressing to mo poi bonally than that Joe would prostitute himself. 

He lumps me with thooe I krzocanocats vigorously oppose in imagining conspiracies 

under every rock, a fabrication refuted by my million published. words on the subject. 

lie had no questions about this when he was here and I told him the opposite of that h. 

attributes to me. (Cr did he write what others told him prior to his 12/19/74 trip h, re?) 

On federal lying, perjury and its subornation, can an honest reporter doubt thia 

is common practise:? I have, in fact, charged it without oven the pretense of refutation 

in  a  Freedom uf Infornation sato, buninning is 1970. In that case, 112.4( Goul6;n1 bun 

intoroHted in fact, the Departnont of Justice wan forced to certify to the court of 

appeals that the inttorney General was in fact 	In the most recant, C.A. 2052-73, 

not for -the first tine, I did thin under oath, catkin;; myself oubject to the' court's 

punishment if I had sworn falsely. The court agreed with me, as the decision and various 

court documents with which Goulden left here: attest. (They are printed in facsimile in 

WHITRWenli IV: TOP blICHNT JFK ajnAilaNATION TRAhbOAIPT, the name of which he managed to 

omit to make it more difficult for readers to chock him and you out.) 

dis/your faulting me for being right ahead of time is like charging the raped 

woman with being an att:active nuisance. I was exposing official lying when the press 

was reporting it as unquestioned truth. Does any reasonable ana informed person doubt 

that beginning long before Tomkin Gulf lying has been the official way of life? 1 here 

and now ohallenan you and Joe to show no one such accusation by me that is not true. 

When Joe wan here and I showed him the FBI's representations of what he said and 

its invoetigation, he confessnd*asatiafaction with that and the al( asnasoination 

investigation. dut you toll your readers the °posit°. The fact L.1 that Joe knows that 

the most conservantwe member 0; the Aarrnn L;omniseion had win chin disbellefs. (6t1TN;iAjh 

IV, 23 places indexod) And donator nuwell bus i believe there had been a conspirucy. 
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You and Joe sit have every right to bolieve the earth is flat and that the Warren 

Report is right, but when you toll this to those readers who trust you, you do have an 

obligation to have done enough work to have a defensible independent opinion. 

If for one minute you think you have, than I extend you the invitation countless 

others, including n gang-up of former C/ommiseion senior counsel, the late horrinan 

Smith and Charles 'aoberts declined: You be the "impartial" moderator, let Joe have any 

help ha wants and can get, including these former Cornni  anion counsel, arrange the Press 

'lab for the debate, and let us see who known what he is talking about. 

I'll lot mu stack the deck against me if you have the guts to do it inyublic. 

and whore I can respond rather than in your rug, in which I cannot. 

The floods of the nation aro poorly nerved by those pretending dedication to truth 

casting themselves in the role of official propagandists. A genuinely free press cannot 

survive it. And should not. The people are more deceived by it than they are in authori-

tarian societies, where they know the preen speaks for goverimmont. 

Sincerely, 

ccL Joe Goulden 	 herald 'flcisherg 

Air. Limport: An indignant friend rend no the parts of this piece to which I 

respond immediately so that you can include it in the first ponoible issue. I will be 

without my ear until the end of this week. I will lxt in Vashingtoo next 'onday or Tuesday. 

IX someone had not sent me the article by than I will get it. Thereafter, if it seems 

neceasary, I'll write you end joe further. 

I do not 1loax4 what our spread is. But I find what Joe has written no inconsistent 

with everything 1 have written, everything I believe, I do ask jou if this writino 

proceeded his visit hare 12 19 (when, did you elooe?) and if what he attributes to no he 

got from others, not me. The actuality is that I work closely with one man in this field 

only land another currently inactive bocauno he is in law school) beeouce I an that 

tiny a minority and oppose those who hold the views Joe attributer" to me. Had Joe had any 

doubts there are hundreds of letters I could have ohown him. I took them on publicly at 

the Georgetown gathering of the nuts in Hovember, 1973. And I denounced orether faction 

in refusing to attend their meeting in Beaton next month. (John Hanrnhan covered the 

Georgetown cleating ano may rcuauher. by lot was to be dulled a CIA agent for it.) 

Aare is one Joe die, interview who says of me what my writing and epeeking do not 

say, alowmt the exact words. TIllo milkers no wonder tore about when he wrote the piece. 

If he din not tell you, have the tapes. 



ob; 

2 

You and Joe 0 have every right to baieve the earth in flat and that the Warren 

Report is right, but when you toll thin to those readers who trust you, you do have an 

obligation to have done enough work to have a defensible independent opinion. 

If for one minute you think you have, than I extend you the invitation countless 

of are, including a gang-up of former C/ommiasion senior counsel, the 	hoorinan 

Smith and Charles 'cohorts deolinod: You be the "impartial" moderator, let Joe have any 

help he wants and can get, including these former G000ission counsel, arrange the Prose 

club for the debate, and let us see who known what he is talking about. 

I'll lot syau stack the deck ogainet hash' you have the guts, to do it in public, 

and whore I can respond rather than in your rag, in which I cannot. 

The needs of the notion arh poorly served by those pretending dedication to truth 

caotIng themsolvos in the role of official propagandists. A genuinely free prose cannot 

survive it. And ohould not. The people are more deceived by it than they are in authori-

tarian societies, where they know the press speaks for government. 

Sincerely, 

cc', Joe Goulden 	 harold 'hisberg 

Mr. /import: An it diguant friend read oo the parts of this piece to which I 

respond immediately so that you can include it in the first possible issue. I will be 

without my car until the and of thin week. I will be in Yanhingtou next aonday or Tuenday. 

If someone has not went no the orticlo by then I will get it. Thereafter, if it seems 

neceopary, I'll ors to you wilt Joe further. 

1 do not know what jour sgread is. But I find what Joe has written so inconsistent 

with everything I have written, everything I believe, I do ask you if this writinh 

proceeded his visit here 12/19 (when did you clone?) and if what ha attributes to no he 

got from others, not me. The actuality is that I work closely with one man in this field 

only and another currently inactive Doc:ouzo he is in law school) because I am that 

tiny a olnority and oppose those who hold the views Joe attributen to me. Had Joe had any 

doubts there are hundreds of letters I could have :Mown him. I took them on publicly at 

the 6eorgetown gathering of the nuts in November, 1973. And I denounced onother faction 

in refusing to /Attend their hooting in Boston next month. (John Henri:khan covered the 

Georgetown meeting an:: may remember. Iv lot was to be dulled a CIA agent for it.) 

There io one Jou did interview who says of me what my writing and specking do not 

say, ulowst the exact words. This mhkeu so wonder more about when he wrote the piece. 

If he die not tali you, „I have the tapes. 


