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by first, shocked reaction to the Associated Press account of Alexander Solzhenitsyn's
abaiidomont of the most sacred obligations of the writer is to wonder if this can be the
ran who once wrote, Ma little truth as there is in the world, the supply is greater
thun tie demand." ) oo » :

* an one writer who bolieves our fundementsl responsibility is to know the truth
of what we write and to offer-no opinions not amply supported by fact

- ¥he ignorance *r, Solzhemitsyn falunts in the context of his opirions make him
indistinguishable from a fascist. ie knows nothing about The Watergate or contenporancous
Americon politics or parties, makes virtyouso display of this ignorance in your paper
and internationally through you, am exploite an alleged Nobel nomination as the vehicle
for a defunse of tyramny and the polx:i).oe state that cennot possibly be the belief of the

: i’hereisnor&tionalwayinvﬂﬁ.chamancanwpecttobebeliovedwhanhedefands”-
tyrenny and the police state sinply because he claims not toe There is no way in which
fire Solzhenistyn's words can be teken by the rational, particudarly those who known what
he so cloarly does not, as other than a defense of tyramny, :

It io obscene to castigate the victinm of the raplst as an attractive nusisance,

Ware it, as he pretends, that The Vatergate is porely the planting of instruments
for electronic Spying - and this pretense ia an inoredible sclf-defamation - it remains
the fact that in the sordid history of American politics there is no parallel of The
Watergutee Were it that all of what is Fruly encompessed by the generic, Watergate, has
been reported - and this is far from true -~ he is etill self-exposed as a Refender of
tyrany, He who proclaims himself its victin? How unbeconing!

©he author of B C defemes an Ellsberg by defending s Nixon
end his Huntfs and Liddys and Barkers and assorted other politicdd secondsstory men?

lle daren defend those who napalmed wholessle and bombed embesaies pinpoint?

Yet he deigns to pontificate about what is "sersational" and what is "hypocracy”
without due regard for the injunction about the casting of Motes. It is "sensational®
to expose villainy, "hypocracy” to condemm it? Thig is doublegoodapesk and ducktalk added!

Canitbethatthisself-oaat@oddoesnotlmowthatthemoi'talhedefendsuhile
proclaiming he does not actually aprroved the abrogation of ALl human and lepsl rights
Alter they were comritted to \paperaudmhe was given the written warning he did not
require, that it all was illegal? For this he flinda an equal in United States history?
If 80 he is more than ommiscient, his rose. le is Yoebbels and Urwell, rewriting history
with lis menory hole. : :

I have spont bitter, painful years exposing MWW Claric in partiewlar,
80 I am not their partisan, But it offends decency for en Clark, of whom 1t
took considerable political courage and for whow itSO bility of personal gnin
to opcose United States bestiality in Southeast Asid ens hinself with the men
whohastheOrwellianambitiontobuganentimnation. Clark, to his credit, refused to
authorize clectronic surveillance of the “obel laurekte, the martyred Dr, “ertin Luther

sJTe And that too, to anyone who understands domestic forces within the United States,
is bardly the act of a "fluttering butterfly,"



o tragic this all is! Solzhenitsyn has done to himself what others ce.mof do
to Miie (s words portray e man who has lost his balance, has no porspective and can't
or wontt distinguish between good and evil, :

iy “peasoningk is simplge People are killed by motorcarss Therefore, all who
Cimas notorcars are nuurdererss

T+ hag come to where this wretched man must really conceive hinself superman.

Low cw: ho posaibly not kmow that he does not and apparently cannot lknow anything about
which he trites? A simple test is his, "Yet in the United States there was no criticism
of tais Clark." This is not merely incredibly false. Your own vire services mst have
told you 1% is past the absurde .
.11 of which leads to & question I hope you will not rogard as impertinent, for I

Go nos intond thate How could you be so irresponsible, if the 4P's representation is
feithiul, to print 3,000 vords of such factual incompetenge,ang intellectual garbage '
iat debases reason?
~_Con it possibly be that you do not know how false 1t is to allege that “emocrats

alone "affected loudmouthed wrath?" Can you posaibly regard this as a fair representation .
- of horror over The Watergate in its limited of full sense? Are you unaware that the
synbol of “epublican conservatism, Barry Goldwater, from the first and as recently as
voastexiay, has been a leader in conplaint over this extremdan? Or that he also does
1ot here speak for a minority of Americans? :

Do you or this shell of vhat was once a man believe that any of the exposures of
this frightful and frightening authoritarianism came from snyonc other than a Nixonlsn
llopublican? )

iven those with ordminal involvement are today aghast at what they dide
It would appeer that Solzhenitsyn and Nixon alone are note o

It would also appear that Demisovitch now lives in his sclf-created Siberia.
It is a more terrifying prison. '

Sincerely,

Harold Wedsbers



