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Lear Sylvia, 

Because of the opinions you h2vs elreel7 eaTrosoel you would not selcone my o7inion of the Goodwin review. There is, for example, from my point of vier, sn obvious defect you have not cairlented on. The same is true of both the daily and Sunday Times reviews, or hed that not oc7urred to you'd I have mow/ of the 
Goodwin review since the end of as ?lay. 

I havenot had time to reed the Times story you refer to. A copy wa Given -e. It took me morf7. then a week to finish the nneview piece, about which even Curtis Crawford, lthout inspiration or hint, on the air, politely sw,,Tastrd plagiarism. 

ere is /, copy of the inclex, dc,ne in 	 tha four paee lfed:Ational exhibit.,  it 7zile pos.:1-01e. I'd 	- 71reeints it if you e;,tid nothing e:)out its existence until 	t0176:7, 11 :ITO 	C 	 the first 1)rintin. :Teen:while, if you have any frienJs for whom you ould like copies, please let me know the number and II1 either .,11.t them aside or Lon them to -Jim fOr future distribution. 

3ineer.?ly, 
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