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Karc Raskin and Richard Barmet,

Folitical opportunism is understandable, espscially when there are apparent
question= of sincers prirciple,

Opportunism slso can be understood. S0 can it be that people are busy. Begln-
ning the duy ths lew Party was announced I tried to get help frow you on the real
work I was doing, not propagandiging. You were and remained busy. Until now, when
there appéars to be a bandwagon,

There is a long history like this and 1t has been huriful, Fot exauple, before
the FOLA law becume effective I trded %o get Lelp from the ACLU in suing. I tock the
time to take one of the most prestigeous Washington members to the Archives, shook
kim up & bit, wrote the memo that was requemted, and in the nine years since got
a0 answer. Do I have tofs) gnyene who knowe thie lew and its history what the
difference could have with precedents set under the judges who sat then?

It you don't waut to heed Saniayana's wisdom about hisbtory that is your affair.
I did eautien you. Tou were silent, as you have every right to be. But both of you
Jmow me and my work as well as the things that are sald behind my back well enough
to have made a least a perfunctory inquiry before you became part of the risiking of
many reputations and seriously jeopardising what can be accomplished,

when I received Mark lane's enclosed snide letter I made imnadiate response
my wife is retyping. I doubt you will want to ask question or see proofs, but if
you have forgotter my phore it i= 301 /4758186, If you want to reed the WYU speech,
you can, ¢ is a rough draft siciness prevented editing. (I had mneumonia and
plewrisy or 1'd have deliverad it for confrontation purposes. . suded 10 years of
silence on these things only becauce the possibilities of accomplishment are now
in jeoperdy.)

Itiaqdhhhnllytmthntldidahndﬂnnmondmtou‘nunlll
from Hark's folly, sick ego and habitual error. One story from that costly effair,
which made him hate me more vather than feel thankful, is currently appropriate.
I do eall Hayic a crock and he will do notldng except behind my back, his experise.

Ihie wes in Doceuber 1966. in the course of the belaboring of idebeler I dld a
show with “ark's then friend Mort Sk Sahl, 1 answered most of the questioms, for
4hree hours, always finding it poswible not to say auything bad aboul Hark. But
there came a call from & man who represented himself as having owned a clothing
store in New Tork City. Ye saiu he knew Mark enu that overy tiue “z:k cawme lnto his
story he knew he'd lose a suit. If this was only an unseen voice, it spoke in
consideratle detail. L passed that quesiion to Sahl, whose answer was iuvective.

Theve is no point in ticidng off all the hurtful things Mark has done in his
career of pelf-promoticn and what 1 wrote off the top of the hend is certainly only
a mnor part. Jou show no interest in any event.

I write because 1 preswms your sincerdty in this and because I do not regard
either of you as the kind who want others to be hurt. I do believe there is the

very real possibility of hurt te those who are or will be associated in this sud-
den effort of kark's to stake a property right out again. Bspecialiy in Congress.

It is also liternlly true that there were several times wien if se-med wise
to prepare for what “ari's self-interest activities might bring to pess. I had no
other intsrvet in him, aside from personal displike of s profussional plagiarizar.
In meking preperations I did not use and have not let others see I did accumulate
a consdierable file.



What I have can't be much of a percentage of what the flederal agencies have.
(Remenver long ago I asked you to nelp me in sult besed on this, loog before any of
the current exposures made it popdaﬁltmmﬂympctdﬂm,l!mdmﬂeuthu
proafs, but you were not interested. I had live witnesses, tov. and transeripts. In
a fow cases this included “urk because his excesses then were of potential value
to these gunecies. B'ornlnuetimthemhndbaenminmtinhm.)ﬂutuhatl
have is wore than enough to ruin most reputaiiona.

Do -you suppose for a minute that if the ourreat efforts in whieck you all are
Johnny~come-latelica chow any eigns of raal success thers will be federal ollence?
With that stuff fed to the friends of these agencies — and today Ford has an enormous
{nterest in tids, if you have seen Whitewash IVi Top Secret JFK hssassination transoript
whdch has spocial proofs = can you not visualize the consequencea? Not only to if
especially to Congresapeople?

It was only when my private eiforts to end the inssnities of which Yark was
part in Doston fail.d that I folt I had to make the NIU gpeech. ¢ 18 accurate, it
is understated, and now Furk (without MyEresentment) has changed his line to be
Macconivithit.Thamsmrmuummemughmmwmer“oport.
The oaly real questicns 1 can see have to do with what this Hgport will not find
it neceseary to use. Or who among yous

I do hope there ip not the dipaster I can mee. t ia posgible and only the
uninformed ¥ blind can t see it. ln my own way I be doing what can be done to
deter it, but when pesple like you = and * mean mor- than you two - sat en your
hands for years and thus helped keep what 1'd brought to light unknewn, what I can
do 1is more limited end at oach astep I am confranted with a conflict of interest,
of ten having to sserifige my rights to mumch costly work for no rotura. This is not
gasy for one without incomse

1 am, for exanmple, again in ccurt. The sult had real fmsd.hu:l.t.tu deaplte
thodmrrmmnpoffuﬁsuuhommmtbat shake loose as they
can with no more then a letter. (ne measure of the genuinensss of your group is
4n its total abstinence when if it were sincere it would have at least offered

to help. But it mngll without sigokening Mark, vhose ego eats him up. No, I'm not
esiing for help and now I would not accept it.

thmlhma&umera.mmpotanﬁdo:thin.d.tg.udonnhnt
your group will or will not do or meam,

Do your thing. In ignorance if you chose.

Sincerely,

Harold Weisberg



