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I have {inished guing over the tapepn notes for the last part of NEVER AGAIN!
4s before, I merely turned pages efsgrnp:b,wag ny respouse, vhich will be enclosed, indiesiesy
in-bhe—hfherwerd. I was merely turning pages i“ze this thick stack of them G’ last renum-
bered page# is 792) by these =iimm !:apgﬁna and sometimes a page or two before it is where
in this flipping it stopped. Sometimes I noted gquestionable editing on those pages.

I do not know, not having read it, how extensive what *+ believe is not mere copy
editing is in the book. When 141 can shgi‘xlng'.lm copies of the pages on which I noted
content elimination.

There is nothing I can do sbout it as I say in what I sen't the designed person
at Vartoll & Graf, But I find myself wondering why these things\ere done. It doeshot
seem -to me to be the norm of copy editing. So I wonder if the copy editor did this on her
own and whether or not she did, with what in mind. _

I observed something else in turning well past the last tap‘eh/n note to see if there
vwere substantivo changes in the “fterggrd. There were only a few. I turned those pages
a page al a time, without reading them. But what I also observed, what 1 began to say,
is that all of the ms. had been retyped beiore I sent the £pllogue up. The Epilogue and
the Afterword are yhat I sent up. This seems to me to indicate that all the copy wa
editing was done befors they got the Epilogue. I do not now remember exactly when that
was but it wa.sqgag som2 time ago, some tme 'tlaei'ore I seniﬁ fhe Afterword, and that was
some time ago. In turn, this seems to indicate to me that publishing this book quite some
time aflo was originally planned.As I remember the time, and I'm not checking thé files
to et the exact date, Peter Skutches for Gallen agreed. that what I indicated should
be restored that the outside editor cut mai-ely %o make a smaller i:ronk would be restored.
If is my copy of this that must be in thé cellar that I cannot find upstairs. After I
EOW fromy Brad Kizgia, the Crenshaw/Shaw lawyer in their suit against AMA et al, what
did not ind.ll':cata he had been given that copy, ol the amended editing, that I wrote and
asked Gallen for a copy of it sv + could offer it to the ARRB, He never responded and he
did not sent it. I now wonder if this is the reason why. I should explain that ;[é.sknd
Gallen to send the ms. fo “izzia and “izzia also asked him for ite

Strangely with the first part, most of it, seeminily retpped lons ago, itjwas a month
lhte reaching me, a month af'ter I vwas told I would have it., That indicates that the retyped
se was not copy edited until recenily, asd as Raphaela wrote me, was taking more time
because it is so Jonge That seems further strange to me with March publication announced.
That the tirst batch had been sent to the piinter Lefore it was sent to uwe indicates a rush.
But I do not know wiat the internal situation witi: Gallen and C & G was that could have
delayed it, if that is w;??t:ilid: For April jublication if raviex pgifies are intended they
u.sualln €0 ouel sevaral-non 'T{n aivance of publicationg«do For fpril publication the
book should have been close to manufactured by novie &f‘\E_i_ér it is ty#-aet it goes to the



indexer, the index has to be typed an edited. I cannot estimatafthqt time, Then it gets
set in type and that gets proofread. The rest of the book should be ready by then and it
then can be manufactured. - have no idea houw long setting type now takes with mechaniza-
tion. I £m go into this becquse ol another possibility Jerry and I just discussed this
worning. Yohn llewman's book was announcetl for March. He has not aj‘finished it. de told
me last week tiat le it having real troubie with the Jaut 3-4 chapters, then not done.

Lt seems igpossibl: that it an appear nexttmmgﬁl ﬁ@y #Fnk told me that lary Yerrell was
asked to read tie manuscript. lle said proof ite. Proof would seem to indicate thut the
type was set on ile part dongy but that nced not be so. All of this can indicate they
are now rushifje NEVET AGAIB! to issue it besdwe ﬂﬂﬂdyﬁ Aprik, n Newman's bouk
was scheduled. Iiis is Jjust a puess.iron the first on this I have been told nothing
at all, in itself 1 think abnormal.

I’ﬁ?ot now mean to suggeot.that the unjustified editing will ruin the book. It merely,
the little of it I've seen, weakens parts and protects sone.

L have written Herman Geaf with two sugrestions. Une is th seek to place an ad in
JAMA and the other is an advence copy to #ill “oyers. If JAMA refuses the adi, tnat can
make u nevs storye. I did not intend involving Moyers in anytying, just b inform him.
“e is nou back with UBC Hews as a comuentator.

It this is as I suspect nore disorganized than in ny usual haste I am that is

probably buca;ﬁ I've having wore trouble with the ioreeriously damaged leg.
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