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Bnclosed is the latest critical siliipeas from soseone calling himaclf "CFD."
like the earlier ones I've raeceived this one was mailed in “Yenver.

Since we spoks last I've obtained ani begun to read and annotate Epstein's
Legend. Bocause I am annotating and will be making extensive notes my progress will be
alow, Howewar, I husve gone far encugh to have no reluctance in speakisg without any
hezitation or equivocation,

Your conment, from what by then you'd read, is that he aupears to bave done his
homework well. Not g0, The few errors of fact, fact on which he bullds his theorizing,
that I cited to you from the Mpgaet gondensation are charscteriatio.

The Digest and Dook ars not idsatical on so=called fact. I might gusaz that a
belatad effort waz mads %o rectify error in the Digeat, As on when Oswald left
England, The ragazine svwitches to an entirely dirferent souroe, one hot availeble
for chocking., But 1t i3 alao impogaible,

Fealing tuat I have to ict you know what I se: when you have exprassed a different
view and 4 knos you are deing a review or at leant have had 1t asadgned ls awkward
for ne. Jo you van ro-ezamine xy words if you =20 desire Is why I write rather than
*‘? phone. It is not just about the orudeness of the exrror and its recurrence.
Thers now 1s absolubely no doubd at all that this whole busineas will figure
in at ieast cuo lawsudt apa will hewve s presitility of a thoroush alrine, Aa it
now locks this is probably going Lo be whon your revicw will be fresh in many minds,
! Iz an reductant to cavry this favthia or to Lo wore apecific bwosuss it may appear
that I a tryine 4o lofluence your revieowe 1 ax note I7 you widite & fuvorsbla review
I will b able to use it 0 sy personal bunsfit,

Thave i3 no way I cun distinguish botween this book and an official bdlack book.
If you can it 19 becsuse you do not know what I know,

Whilc the text is remarkably dishonest, aside from the theorizing, the so-called
notes are atrocities againat decsney. All of the writing in dirty and angled in &« way
%t abuses the trust of the rsader, ineluding thove who may be inclined to read
crifically. Too much detailed knowledge is required of sven the sksptical roader.
Too much knowlodge of what is omdtted ani ignored also is required, including the
teatinony of the peocple be claims to cite.

I'm sorry for the poaition in which I think you are. You are not alene in thig.
With all the money Sunders Migset has levighee on the projsot smd all the help it has
1 can pes fou not talkdng the bovlk et face vzlue, Reviewers will not even know which
fage to look into. (If there are reviews I've not seen any. If you got coples I'd
apyrociate tiun for thelr historical value., I feel confident the Times will go for
this pecudo-scholarabip)

Mesnwhile, if you think 1t wouid make a story for the Post to eatch soweons
systeuatically stealing tho garbage of a lawyer %o is handling many cases againat
the governmont, including the D14 ant the ¥BI, 1lat mo know, Ploase regard this as
confidential except for possible atory needs and purposes.,

Sincerely,




