2

Paule Kobn's Rolling Stones plece is worse than I thought and the allesround dishonesty is
auch gzreaters There is no investigating of eny idad, desplte the blumbing, There 1a the
F suse ot readily-idenzifiable sources, all pubiie and rayely credited, lisuse because 1 0H0

.1__' e one of ths whoresor the sirange species to whom faet ia irrslevant (g0 he makes it up
—end pretends it is fact) or o whom other considerations meen UOT. Howweer it oe svaluated
it i5 a ¢ oroughly bad work, onec of the genye that does not hurt the apooks becausze to

those who atop to think it is inhe ently without cwedibililty. He has drasm fairly heavily
on my work and ezpggerated and miavepresented 1t,with the sane sericus £actusl error added

e parlicr ovocks. Among the other readily~identifiable sources are Hank leasick's Lansicr;
Y\ Boward Hzhes in Sevadss probably the Newsglsay Rebozo series, things like these. Extept for
l\/ the unlikely, never-named "CIA sourses” there is nothing that bear any relationskdp te
(real-i'b;r that is origiesl end litsle that is crooked or exaggerated or distorted or just

wrongz-headed that can's be traced te the mource dn which he imrpovis zd difiz sYTOr, &ven
|| o erronsous scurces. It i3 that bad %o the peins 1've resched, into the carryover,the
Hyugnes paxrt, I'm reading it while I rest, as now afber soridng on & flowerbed for Lilcs.

I never get these pepers. Sometines friends send me articles they think I shouls have and
then I read thems I can recall no real excepiics 1o the general rule that they all rip =inds
off, attractively to meke it painless, bud collsctively they misinform s very large nugber
of pecplee..] dondt kmow why Stone got the clectronic attention on fhin it did becsusewist
did get the attention is not zew snd if it were Stone is no asuthority...But oeybe the
attenidon is somecas else's guid DT0 QUG... T the aveas of xy oun work I've never mown
Stone to do an homesiz job or not not in some ways hurtful. To cleim that there is agy
originel investigaticn in this is indecent...thay 20 infor the hiew scholarship's tradee
sk, irvelevant foctnotes. With s same agcuracy problem in addition o Pelevancss)ees
What they do here is voll il the theories, whether or not relatedland they are not in
fact) inte a single piece tha? to most readers will be impresaive, Thers iz no reed relss
ticnghip except thnt “ohn has put them in ome article. If you step %o analyse it, as fow
have time to'do, this becemes apperentes..0f such 1s the day's Kdngdem of the "1gft, " 5/5/76
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