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Dear Jin, re 02-%%2 1229 12/19/83

woth Juck and without interruptions I'1l set this done in $ime 40 mail when i'n
in tom for two mdical puointments afte lunch and siwve a day on iis recshing wou.
I'1L write you further later.

The cony you sent ne has an extrs set of noges 24-45, so they way be missing
from another ssie If not one vou filed I cenr returns these to you to corpleie o sct.

Sonething is omitted between pages 51 and §52. T botton third of %iis lmmkx
blamic end 52 belping with the last psrt a sentence that has no beginning. This kind
of thing looks terrible to a courte ‘

2. chout middle, no laurel County invelved in that vioiencee I think thot is where
the federal court wag, in the fown of Londone

4e end first graf, i have e question about "defende" in iast line, Haybe sccurate
but not immediately obviius as guoted.

11. & Crime Scene Photographs. This does not say that this is one of my 1969
réquests and that is inportant to remeuber for oral argunment,

14/ line 4 gives FUIHQ HMurkin as 20,000 ppe Hore like 40,000 ppe Thits in
line 12 necessary to. insest "half" before "the number,"

19¢ line 5, "dissepinmated." Tranapositionse

o [3) . . . .
25K *erhaps you won't want to touch it now byt the firmulétion 9 lines up
reads like a concession that “the Deparitument reviverd no benofit" fron the consiliancye
Ingert sonething like "allogedly" or "elairmed."

345 bothom, 35, tope Loww not "of the Justice Department's Community Relations
Service" of which you made nomx mention whore it ig important, as a component not
searched even though thebuncintested evidence is that it had pertinent informntions
Lave was with IJ, Louw with public TV,

39+ line 40, notmonly "pree- Amended Act requosts. Fost wm are pogbe=mmonded
and renain igznorads

41, line 6, ins rt /bei‘ore "eouple" an "a." )

Some of the omissions cre, I think, potentially sig ificent, partividaerly those
I called to your atiention not only dn gqriting bub when ve spokze Bresuse 2o rany
of the falsehoods in the government®sbrief are ignored I can aasily sec a sobuation
in which a court panel looking for excuses will have then ready=nades And on thoe
consultancy, I do not wderstand why you o.dtsed the fact thot I hed orevided a
list, which Sotally Gemolishes all their false vepresent tionse

I ce veiniy did an awful lo% of work for absdlubely nothing,

In hsste,



