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Good Qpp0sit1on in Mark's 81•2543• 

But the:re axe tlio points I*d lik:e yoµ, to $!ethink not like a debater but 

like an adve~ who is atta<Wing )blatant dishonesty and conuption) and not 

merely fedning off an attacto 

In footnote 3 on page 6• ,,,here thel"e is the obviously phony OIA question of 
A 

dissem:Lnat:ton,. YoU SBi$ onl,1 that ark gave Paul and me copi.es and we are critiea .. 
ffl 

How mu.eh more .-rective it would have been, I think, if ;rou.1d added a few words, 

like ''who betwen them have pabUshed eight boo~, eountless magazine articles. 

addressed innwnerable college. univ:eraity ~d hthe.r audience.a and have been 

depend.abl,.e snd regu:l.al., sources £or all elements of the media-. domestic and 

:tntemati®al-.." 

At the top of 10, where you refer to the lagre number of OlA files ~were 

that~ did not sea:J."Qh, what an opportUni:tr- to declare that the ilIA aW.l has 
n 

ru>t oompl.ued wt th ~" s and 'l11J/ and other :taqueats tbit include it attei ah'lost 
.1"! 

a deeadl;l,.. Put what they are u:p to in a. Pl,?Oper ~rsllBC'tiLVe and. is the difference 
ba\!ta$11 £dttacldng the!!1 as an ad\"e~ and de:f'~ against s~•~ allegation.a 

and taPacat.i.Gnso 
lffll nev&.r kru>w the panel :in advance, but the:r.e a:re still a f'ew juclgea a..~tmd 

who Il\i.ght wall have been impressed by t~s additional infol!mation tho presentation 

of which ~quired ve17 few uords and little time,. Ju.st a s001ewhat different 

atti:tude ano concept. 


