Dear Richard Cohen, 1/5/85

I was surprised at your roflection of political naivete in this neondng's
colwmn and found mysolf wondering whether in it you also were "Uhwowing in the Towcle"

Can it posaibly be that yogym* even a sus‘aétﬁ.on of how “eagan has been able
to get away with what he gets awey with, how m,mn can survive belng Reagan?

Can any mature roporter or colurnict or editor not be aware of the degree Yo
whitch this is directly atrridbutzihle 4o feilings in reporting and opindon-~writing?

Here we have a pan who, throughcut his political life has trouble telling {he
truth even by accident and for the most part all of that has boen and continues to
be ignoreds What he says is diectly yuwoted and there, for the most psrbyall of the
media act as if tehir responsibllity ends with accurate quotation.

We live in ﬂna@mwhichtmmiswomchmf‘oranjmmrtocmrerit
all, This, I sugrest, however, places each editor under a greater respensibility,
to use the space he has availsble for providing the mest Loportant informations

Tiis alsc is an age in vhich the mress, but alas, net it alone has come o
accept official dshonesty. It &5 rovely neus and it takes an indignant Senator,
7 whon wo have no swrplus, Ho ohis the prass fo report what it should haww reporded
on ltzown.

The deliberate dishonesty that chavacterizes this mhmﬁ.stmﬁm, to which tids
dishonesty may appear to be essential ideology, is greater than I cen vocall affber
iiving for move that a third as long as the United Stsrte.; Where s kind of dise
honesty is or can be most huriful io this nation and its basic precepts is a value
judgenent it is not necessary to make to reslize that it is serious and 1% is hurt-
ful in the Justice Vepartnont. “here the Post hos stendfactly refused to repert it
as it happens in open courts

So you can mdv:rstand what I"m saying and man and ot an idea of whai' txm
5o :m one o:t‘ mwy I:’OIA sxu.t.a. s m based/on ney endeme ou" in esseme it is
included in different form in earlier ﬁlim;s.wm I went to the trouble and
expense of seniing copies to four on the Post, in the bzlie? that perhape one might
rreall the tradititmal news standards of my repording doys, rather long agoe I wes
wronz. I heard from only one. s %old me only that he gees nothing wrong with the F3I
or any other agency prepardng dessiers on those not suspectsd of any corime. I you
sdm the attac ments you'll see part of what this mans.z. was shocked!

I'nm glad you raised the question you raised. Peo;g..p oughtt ve giving it
thoughte. But I'm sorry you wer:s not as informative Tas you "ould have been.

Hu °old W c..,f;ber{,



