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i Dear Pauly ' I o N , N
. This yill be but partial response to your letter of 11/8 (and many thanis for the
,snGIOSures)gﬁl'willfnot have time to check those things to which you refer and, please
-take no offense, I really haven't time for this, In today's mail are letters involving

;sﬁéh;thingsfas ut of which I have been beaten, royalties overdue me and about six
‘othergy plus'sévEralw%hat have atcumulated, and I've laid them aside. It is because of o
+the rregard I have for'you, the appreciation of ‘the many hedfpl things you bave done for
me and a continuing concern over you and the atypical things, like some of the evasions I'L 1 h
come -to that prompt this, So you will understand the time pressures added to the long- = -
-standing fatigue: I'm in the midst of going over proofs, where stufiigities all unnecessary
~in the editing require much time and exascerbate; I'm deeply immersed in & number bf
promising but time-teking legal things, without any real help (Exzample: I went to Bud's
" ‘fwies this week to get a simple thing done and even when I spent the weekend preparing
-and retyping what they had asked, they did nothing with ity I drafted the next thing to
" be done (two pages involved), to be edited and retyped overnight~and that was not dones
-and a sinple movion was tojhave been preparedeend that was not done=but Bud is ego~dméx
tripping like the possibilities were aboutnito end and hasn't yet discussed with ms the-
- hearing we have Mondayp while iying himself up so we can't get together to discuss it

- before ‘court-time Monday-allmuwick with an assortment of interestwconflicts and eraps I'm
© . no% just saying I haven't time for full response and I'm not just eaying I'm past exhaustion
- and’'c,n't take time for diplomacy and the ldnd of polite shit I know you've been sent not
- ¥o offend yous My concept of friendshof and sincerily is fo be outspoken, - o
!~ ¢ I've had that supplement by my chair since I got it but haven't been able to find

. enough-time to do the wordeby-word reading with & lens. I hope to be able to read -the e
1xl copy, soomer, I will some night, when I'm too tired for,anything‘elaqiﬁzlgg_g§g£§§§g§L.h e

Y en envelope to Stamm and will mail todays

o 1HIt,saems to meﬁpast,iime_fcr you to stop the negative (Bag "ingists thet it (your

test) has abéolutely‘no-'séientific',validity) and directly answer my direct chsllenge,

+ ‘which was that you show me faithful reproduction of that which -you allegedly test, Ly

© recollection is that in no single aspect was thare any fidkiky, not even an approximation,

. beginning with a totally incompetent replica of & human skull, though the wrong weapon,

the wrong (wndescribed) ammo, the wrong angles, no attachment, ete. It is time for you to

. answer, not evades Your failure to is one of the things leading me to say going further ig’
a'futility¢:And the very concept, of something you knew could not possible achieve publie

* attention except out of context and interpreted as nesning other then ybu intendeds I find

- from each succeeding word from you even less need for you to have don: this for Alvares

and more reason why you should have known betters You at least ags well as any other known K
it is not possible to separate what you said you were doing rrom the entire thing, yet that
‘you dide If you took offense at my references to flat-world science and a fairies w—ang-
needleg approach, you have said nothing that in any way addresses these criticisms, and

they are ne less valid than when I made them, _ L -

-~ What you have now done msy not be as bad as what you did to begin withy but ig there

. cauy doubt that I em, shall I understate, not alone in describing the firat thing as very

- bad and without possibility of any but the deéepest hurt to what all of us have done at

 smch great cost? How else describe 4 project to be used out of context, wrongly, and when

it doesn't even address what it pretends to? And% here again you have been silent lo this

- long time, unless it is in this new variation, Y ‘ "
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7 Alvarezs ‘called to his attention by students. I'1l not check the file, 1t is in somethin
published or in a letter he wrote, over and above the GBS thing, It clearly came from somew
~one who had read WW, as I recalls I accepted your word the first time you gave ite I still.
do, You need waste no more time telling me it didn't come from yous R
:  If CBS, whether or not Alvaresz plagiarized, and your coument is, "I find your chargesass
. - totally pointless", you bave delivered ;yourself of a fins exposition on your conceois of
.- moralitys If you doubt wbat Ilve tbldiﬂcu of CBSy you hdve some of it'in the letiers I wrots
them and- their replies at the time of the videowhitewash, their responges, lacking in denial,
and you oan exaﬁineﬁmynfile;whenavar_y&n,want;_incluﬁing their rejections of my proposal, whict






