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February 8, 1967 

Mrs, Shirley Hertin 
Box 226 
Owasso, Oklahoma 

Dear Mrs, Martin; 

With your letter of February 3rd, you 
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have greatly compromised your sense of fairness. 
fo imply that TMO would not publish a reader's 
letter because "1t did criticize TMO rather much" 
is either to expose one's implied familiarity 
With the letters published’ in our pages as a 
false pretense or to prove terrible judgment 
When one’s vanity is involved, ¥or certainly 
immensely more critical letters than yours have 
appeared. 

If you were 4 more careful accuser, you 
would have noted that our February issue went to 
press even before you wrote us the letter whose 
non-inclusion caused you to draw so many conclu~ 
sions, On p. 2 of our February issue you could 
have found the notification that "this issue's 
deadline was December 31, 1966"; your letter was 
written on January 2, 1967. It so happens, that 
your letter is scheduled for publication in the 
very first issue to go to press after its receipt-- 
the March issue. Here enclosed is @ galley proof. 

May I, please, in return have your apology, 
with proper notification of it to those to whom 
you sent copies of your February 3rd letter? 

You are writing utter nonsense about the 
R¥K~LBZ deal, Unlike you, we have not heard of 
that deal from any "sources," Nor have we en- 
gaged in “gossip or innuendo." No, we have no 
proof, actual physical evidence” at all; but we 

do have heads, and since we are not Kennedy 
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sycophants We saw no reason Why not to use them for some 
intelligent dissection of events, speculation, ete., vre+ 
cisely as these intellectual endeavors are practiced in all 
the rest of political analysis. 

Yes, indeed, truth is relative, not absolute. Liars 
have found great solace in this philosophical conclusion 
and they misconstrue it to mean that there is no difference 
between a relative truth and a lie, Well, they should read 
Leibnitz, Others have a so warped perception of man and 
life, they are such practitioners of a uniquely American 
brand of existentialism--which to them is a theory of mind 
manipulation--that they view truth as negotiable versus 
great social benefits, It is because the closing questions 
of your letter incorporate these premises as a presumption 
that I cannot answer them. First I would have to untie the 
terrible philosophical knot you made and which prevents a 
healthy circulation of sound thought that is rooted in 
morality. But all this is so terribly un-American that you 
are quire right in discerning a moral-intellectual callous- 
ness that the American right shares with much of the American 
left, The presumptions in your questions make clear that 
you should have included yourself as an integral part of 
that peculiar coalition. 

Sincerely, 

M. S. Arnoni 
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