5/7/70

Dser iir. Weintrenbd,

12 your iestor of 5/1 ie mot culte tas description of your
relationsbip «ith Skolaick roporded to me, sucu g3 your holping errangs
spprarences for aim (viich mey be errongoue ead serieinly is not culparle),
4% ie superficially lingicsl.

whers 1% falls sucort, as 1 sae i%, i8 in en uneven concopt of
wiet ie news. 1 Bkoluick slleges tue World is Ilsv, vust is news, 1t some- i
one sccuses Jxolnick of being & crook sad worse snd offers the proof, that
is not news.

Hot newp, in “olsego, wiers Sjolaick hesds 8 committes to "clean
up" toe courtu? Hot nuws wien tie uiter und coumpleie incowpetence of tue 2uit
cen bem estsbtlisi.ec witkoui consubirtion witha a lewyer, by e sifiple resding
of tue Freedom of Informstion Aet or wiat is easler, tue Atiorney Genersl's
suvorshifium on it, vuich spells oui, in eimple lengunge, &1 tue prere;uisites
not s singke one of wiuen Skolnieck mat?

Kot news in “hicagn or to the Sun-Times or to Larry welntreub
whep this psragon od Gecenay demands tue geclerstion tust this Freadem of
Informstion lew, 8o lone sougit ené so fiasrcely opvoaad by taose who would
gurpress, is unvonsiituti-nel?

Yot news in URicsao when iulg slaiwary proivector of vwe judicisl
procage files & 2ult tus wcad cugusl resding of wiich by any informed persol
discioses it is spurious and of ulterior purpose~so not news wien he imposes
upon the court snd defmmes end prostitutes toa judiclel process- the s&me one
#3k pe proclieisa tue uoly purposa(»cé ¢leaniming?

Yot newm wner Le biows snd chenes of carrying further tue invekkl-~
getions to which bu contributed nothing btut bis litersry iightfingers, s ncw
concept of civic duty?

I spare you more tust mugd boc obvieus teo yrue

Whether you mnke s “career” ol uue stoxy or whether you have auy
reaponsibility for whet Skolnick did ie nnt Tie point. Vhat 4= the point is your
concept of oblective reperting. in -restise this wmeens Skolnick ouly, regardless
of wbat Le does, 1t hujprens i %usve a reputetion sot inferinr Bé nls ond unliike
uis, mine ie both internstionsl end has nsver been casllenged succesafully, newer
once to my Ises. Your suin-nt  Albert Janrer, Z~r example, backed out of v debste
on tie Hudigsn suow rather then conilont me. 1 sm weli-known in Culcagomirom s0
meny reédie nnd TV svpesrsnces t cennot count -oem 8ll, I em as legitimete a neds
gnurfe 83 Skolnick, Mor-, 1 rpé¥ide the men-bites-dog trsdisionsl newe concept,
for Skhlnick cests me, the originsl end most persistent and severe ciitic of
both the Arcuiles onld the Secret Ssrvice as their defender egeinstchias defemstlons,

now, on anotier aspect, ¢=n tlioes Secret Cexwice sg nte Re lidballed make reeponce?




Is i¥ now news to you and Four peper thnt nfter Le Ynew tic mam from
WLow ue wad stolen tlie work objected he thereafter, no d~abt in sccord with
uis concent cf Judicisl ndnesty snd civie problty, pers=istsd in the nisuge of
it in 8 lsxel presseding’

Tuis is Coicago's "ngen.the Courtw" mcumnittee and “hicego journeliemls
proper sttitude toward 1t7?

As I reesll ny letter (=né mvek cther meteris]l 4e pn my mind, “kol-
rick teine but encther of thermeny probl-ms te be zet), 511 T sske? of you is
te proper, that vou give me vhet you rroperly could to undo the demege he had
ne., Or is Xkx it tuet you, like so weny peovle on Cpleegs, slso fesr tupt of
welch Le ip cupabels 4u his limitlees irrespeneibility?

1 em gled to besr of your dovbte sboubt the “srren Report,. bec it
extended i reading my work, vbieh 4s by far tue west extonsive, you'd heave
knowymore abvout Skolnick's Misuse of tust phone eall to Xleir's, thoe Secrat
Service report on whica is reproduced in facsimile in my eessnd bosk,

It is simply ineredibls 4o me then 20y reporter %nowkng »f the FKerner
decision woul! not nmve ~kecked anytiinz. Chanter IV o7 +h- Terren Raprrt is
besed upon thet whish Skolnick nlleges 13 =anrroczad ~r could rot bo found, the
oxrder far tus rifle, The order and reinted repers ar:c asctuslly reproduced in
Tacsimile. Hst ouly would tatc have wut tiet entire frzery in irue nersvective,
expoaing thnat Sknlnick, rether thon heing o lesitimdte inveetigetor”, had aidher
Lot ‘nderstend tae mnast tronsperent Enclish ~- warge, Redn't eoven mesd the Report,
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And it certsindy is rot news wher Le oleims %he surprecaicr of what

e never cnce asked ford

A

1 uxve mot asked you to"get invelved” in eny cheprte. I Lsws paied
you spply wbast were in ihe deye of my experience uvorunl, trsditiens] nove zioncards.
1f 1t 15 true tust sll you ai: wes "e:ver” what 7ou deseribe ws " publie scrurence”
certoinly tuere is no reflection on »eu invelve: in presenting the otlier side und
wiaet witc ondyou or your psper did nnt like would be the nakings of a rather
sepsetionsi story.

Eut 1f you are iuterasted in vhether or not T sue nim, your pesuliimete
persgraph, you might check with the clerk of the crne court.

Sinearely,

Herold %eisterg




CHICAGO SUN-TIMES

MORNING AND SUNDAY / DIAL 321-3000 /401 NORTH WABASH AVENUE, CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60611

tay 1, 1970

rarold Weisberg
Cog d'Qr Press
Frederick, Md.

Deer Mr. Weisberg;

Sorry I was so long answering your letters, but I hcve been on vacation
for some weeks.

Itm equally sorry t-at vou wave~been injured by Skolnick, whwo as you say,
t-rives on publicity and could -ardly operate without it.

But please® understand my positivn. I cannot matter to me w-ere t-e
documents came from as long as t-ey appeared to be aut-entic.

I covered a public occurance, a radio station interview. It was avallable
to me as it was avallable to anyone with 2 redio. I did look at t-e
documents and felt reascnably sure tkat tey -ad some au tventicity.

ind t-en I wrote a lit*le piece about w-at was said U~at‘nigﬂt."Tke story
did not say itwas true.-It said S-werman Skolnick—says t-is. I wave my.
doubts zbout S-erman's v-eories. But t-en I alsoc “ave my perscnal doubts
about t-e conclusions of t-e Warren Commission report.

In 2ny case, t-e story 1s not one to w-ic» I s-all devocte my career.

It appened. I covered it. Unless soret-ing important rappens, L 3

I am unlikely to do anyt-ing more w1v~ ite.

And I cannot take responsibility for w-at Skolnick did to-you. If you
want to debate »im, or sue »im, more power to you. In eit-er case

I will probably do a story about it.

But I cannot get involved in your dispute wit- Swerman. Sorry.

Slncle ely,

o Gt

larfv helnbrgub
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