
1/J/71 
Dear isloo, 

In that 6.1-at redundancy, therein I sought to underotah in ;le enumeration -of those of 	ob.4.ractc.r:IsLicu tib.t so kJndea: 	to you, I became SO cagrom>ed in that difficult pro,ject ( Jhich 1 should have realized, with all your many dbmonstrationsa that you understood it this way, was unnecessary), that I forget to include the enclosed. 

It is a minor comm:mtsry on when the news becomes unfit to print: on ppintiw;. 

If this is not doublevodspeak duck talk (dim might enjoy enx)iaizünd tide to you and I do thini you'd enjoy the explanation), it is. suporCarwelliW2 1970. 2reseinnL as teat iony Liss, no didn't conceive of the rewriting betweGn 

he -Jhortaed version is from the editions 
of record, end 
for the subway trade, the lhrst circulation. 

It is not U.canse I 'irave th. elijic:.t doubt of L'our ability to rezl. eau copprk•h,:nd 	lui101.94N tiat I have ta,:en the precaution of m,,.rkzinz the ocission in red; 

It isat,..1-pl:y that i kilo had exhausting a. 10 t!.:,  4:30 schedule can be. I'd find 

Best wiubes, 


