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Thie relates to @y various DOIA regquests, both Nosenko/Bpstein and JFX,

1% does not address the accuracy of Epstein's writing, the reasonableness of his
presusptions{ o aclusions or the obvious other interpreations that renge from as likely
$o such more likely than those he likes and uses, It does #ff isnors Mis games with
WoTds,

By one interest exespt wiwre 1 made 5 contrary note is in what it reflects mi&ﬁﬁg
to complisnce or non-conplisnee with my requests. I have not spelled ibes out because
¥ thdnk they will be appareni o you. The First, for example, says that Headers mgmt
approached his in 1976. This was after some of my original Hosenke requests if not in
faet after all of them.

The exception is for your information, the false protense that Omwald applisd the
date thet -psiein does %o his writineg and move that the Cosmisnion did. Epstein is
wrong, oS a zono Paul ok 2id shows clesrly enough.

#hen Bpstein i this dishonest or even jJust this -rong it is important o realize
that maybe zll he says aboul what was mmde svailable %o hiz can be subjoet %o the
same guestioning, Howswer, 1 believs Lhe only ssfe course is to believe that when he
refers to inforsation belng made svallable o Wiz 4t in 7ot was made avsilable to nim.

snother podnt in ithe underlining is te draw %0 your at ention discrimination
ageiost me and others. Exampler ihe irchives persitied his greyhologist io meke a miero-
ssopic examination of the origingls of Vewald's wribing. Generally they dony such
examinations, even going o court to prevent thes,

There iz no doubt that Epstein reeedved special consideration se I think it weudd
be wrong $o assuse that any ons of these indications of it cen Be assumed not to
be sccourats reflections of what was sade avallshds 4o hie,

There ia sore here that yolales o the 14 Hhas 3o the ¥HI,

Intevssting but possibly of no censogusnoe is the wreug ditle for the bsok., It i%
is of siguficence theg this should be sonsidered with the atypical appsarance of this
article before the book snd the seriss veighte %o “saders Fgest (megezine) bad been
expisited. This will b true vegardles: of ithe tise spread between writing @vd appsavsace
of Psychelogy Today. Tt mors ihds asprsad tie wove intrestiag.

it iz ay recollection that the bookiwee scheduled ard adverdised fer spresvence
thmaaéifwmm price. &w&%%%ﬂ@i@&aﬁ%%m
usual sbondomment of all the rromotionsl and exclusivity practises. i‘ki_’i% there is
text to indicate that the book was chenged I believe this is the case. (Thus the fm‘bﬁ
notes are not fmm and as notes are serely the dad of thing en sditor sight tuke
out of the text.) If this is what hoppemed then a ;:am"ﬁaﬁe expianation is the neburs of
information he reseived after he hed the book largzsly or entivsly written,

Bust,



