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of either Moservidenoe or the suppressed feet of the assassination for which 
Mark ii'reepaeifhle, and of those doing gennine, original work in the work, *Ask 
is your eisimn here he is aloes to "alone". 

Si is also "alone" among those of us doing the work in having had the 
considerable manpower end financial support of other ainserned citizens. 

Be i■ "alone" in having spent time at the Arablvee and dredged nothing 
Of real value from that literary quicksand except the misinterpretation of 
that Me so basic to the Garrison investigation. Your book declares wrong whet 
Garrison no proclaims right. With modest almost the equal of yours, Mark 
announced in Europe he nes going to give all he had about the New 041.44as 
pert of the miss-actually less than nothing, ins it was in error where he had 
anything4o Garrison. Aside from his *atelier dismissal of $14 essential. File 
1553, what was Mark going to give Garrison, his "evidence" that Clay Bertrand 
was an "attorney*? (p.390). 

Ails he is not alone in having taken the work of others, without per-
mission or credit, he was the first. One can understand your reluctance in 
noting this among his solitary achievements. 

With his history of having so totally Avoided the New Orleans end of the 
assassination story, except for a brush with error, he is also "alone" in being 
the ens working in the field to take credit for it when it wasn't his, end then to 
have gone to New Orleans and laid the basis for the acquittal of the defendant. 

I find it intercsting that you allege that "the U.S. government and the 
communications industry attempted to suppress his investigation (your word) 
of the Kennedy assassination..." Mark spent so little time in government files 
that total success at "suppression" would have cost him little (here, to-, be is 
"alone", for almost everyone who spent any time there at all discovered something 
of value). There is no reason to believe that he suffered any governmental suppression, 
unlike others, who really did the work you attribute to hint. 

If the communicetions industry attempts:7'. to "suppress" him, what of the others 
of ue Thanks to you, he got more time then everyone else together. Sippresaion, 
Jar. Cohen Real indictments can honestly be leveled against all the media, but not 
by you and not on behalf of Mork. In his relations with them, he distihguiebsd him-
self as he alone could bring himself to do. Remember those thousands of footnotes, 
the number of which you together so skilfully elevated by repetition, like the first 
one ten times' Remember how competently you advertised then' Well, in all those 
thousands of footnotes, the one citing the one paper that gave him voice is missing. 
mould this be because it is a *leftist" paper'' 

Thanks to you, Mark is now a wealthy mss. H. should be. And he should enOoy 
his wealth. ne has earned it. However, and this is consistent with his footnote 
omission, he is reluctant to pay-the price one would expect of the men you so 
boldly and expensively advertise. You and I, Mr. Cohen, have risked more than wealth 
(I cannot, for I do not have it), to genlinely oppose the government. If nowhere 
else, we are together in the Writers and Editors protest. Again "alone", Mark is mis-
sing. If it is on principle, how can you justify your ad? If it is not, bow dare 
you publish it? 

Aside from his wreeched ethics, his totality of unscrupuloneness, there is one 
way in which Mark is absolutely alone: he ie the one with a major book who was not 
alone in its researching, writing, editing or publishing. With whet I have observed 
of your campouy on this subject-and we have had enough previous coerespondence to 

justify -the belief that there we understand each other- this is enough to warrant 
the wording of the add. 	 Centemptnously yours, Harold Weisberg 


