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Desr Howerd (ce Diek),

1f I hswve forgotten to background you, the Skolnick suit is exelted B
by eelling it & feke. It ie s mishmagh of thievery, ego, egregious error, the wildest
imsginings, snd 2 new pinnacle in legal incompetence. I really cannot do it
justice. However, becsuse 1t is s suit the uncersmonious defeat of which would
rasult in netirnwide hesdlines te tha effsect there is no suppression, it nzs tsken E
more time then I'd like to nsve spent on it. Aside fron tnet, it is stolen from COUP. |

I do not recall waetaer I hsd posted tie two of Jou.

Your meiling of tne 9th, conteining two welcome clippings L haven't bed »
8 chance to resd yet, your letter s5f the 2rd nnd the draft 0f the 7th arrived today. ﬁ
1 resd ine letter waile my wife was grocery shopring. Rather tnen objecting to it i
I toink it is an excellent ides and vary well done. Befere getting intc tuet, in
the letter you sneculate on the possibllity of & wound throush the hand. I concider
tois too improbsble snd resuiring an enormous number nf people to b2 conscicus 1# rs
where tuey heve no excuses or worse, nerts of s consvirscy of silence and to hide.

Kleindienst is meling me more interegsted in Xleindlernst with everything
be does, esch new step bteiing thet more Tsscistic. I xo not sugrest hé is politieslly
ieoleted in the edmiristretion, or en excerticn.

As I've not Ied time to» Temd the elippings, but will before roing to bed
(I'm very glad for eny lenzthy story on the Brown matter), I'm not going to reread
the Fisber dreft, 1 mode & few notes on it ms I reed 1% end I'11 use tiem orly,

P.1, per 5, lest half. Why not reise cuestion of mreonel end yrofessicoal Lﬁ
integrity end, 1f you do not think it ton smotional, proper concern for the cc~d names ||
os tdeir families and descendsnts? I am serious about tols. By now they have to know '
enougd to te worried, and decent men would give exsctly these considerstions the
deepest thought. I heve frem time to time mede such sugrestions end I have nc resacn
to telieve they sre slweys unfelt, I think = reference to the cherscter, rsture end
magnitude of t.e responsibilities troay essumed would not be cut of rlsce here,

P2,#3, next to last line, preceed "source” with "one" of "single", Wext

gravh, line 4, let word, rathsr then both, why not "either"? Next greph, fragments

In next, strengthen by sskine not only thst they exnlain thie tn you in the contsxt
of the bagic conclusions n? tlke Werren ﬂaport, #iich tasy prezumesbly read whathsr or
not eited and then sek why they Aidn't underteke to exulsin thie fact thet in ite=lf

if totslly destructive ofrthe fepert tuey in silence heve vermitted their revort to
be =8id ts5 confirm. lLest greph, why not delete last senisnce. Why €o irto yeur present f
belief thexre was a gmsller calibre, whicn i but one of the poseibilitiss. @
14
M

P3, end 1st graph, why not include completenese in what should heve been
expecteble cf such & raport. Next greph, where vou joke about being born yesterdsy,
why not reelly neadle him by seying 44 wee , in varens, 16 whele years apo? And
vhers you telk sbout tle structure, why not ehids him for not mentioning this is
ebsent from 100% of tm Commission evidencs, testimony and Rewrt but I fails to
mention tuls gross omission, then msk woy ne fsiled to suzg=mrst possibilities.

Finel greph, rsther than eaying you heve every intention of publiching, I'd refer
instesd to tue feet thet in your book vou will bave to record it as it is, that you
made proper inquiries of thosze who undertonk 8 public responsibdility of graat and
historic significence, one involving the inteprity of society and government, and
they heve eveded, refused o enswer end plsyed childish gemes with words. If this is
the record they went recokded, that is whet you will do. Best resgrds, HW &
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