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dear howard,

read your letter of 2/3, that to lattimer (f£ine) and the onc to sm on tink's
comments while awaiting 1il as she grocery-shop ed this a.m, with the below—freeging
weagther, my incapacity and the carpenter not having come to fix around the self-
installed air conditioner in my office, it is intolerable until the sun geta thore,
which should be soon, and then i have to return to working on themaster of Pelle i have
moved into the (sun)living room for catching up on lettérs with thmbb bothering me today.,
i am glad that tink was as decent as you indicate, in my thoughts i owe him an apologye
from his record, with which i am only too painfully aware, this s a change and an inprove—
ment for him, you shoujd have heard him, the sum dbotal of all knovwledge, tceing off on
all crities, when his theft from most appeared, really bad and more arrogant and sclfe
characterizing than i can tell you, from the impression i have formed of him, and besr in
mind that it may be prejudiced and wrong beesuse of this prejudice, i would expect that
he would add what may not be essential critieism, i refer to what you call your presentation
and style, the first term is too indefinite for me to comrent, but style in writinz is
largely in the udind of the reader, cxeept for cortain gross things. thik thin part over
and decide for yowrself, but if it involves no conpromise with integrity, keamings the
publisher happy is & good idea, if you ecould find %ime to discuss thaet part with sone-
one there who will level with you, you might save yourself rmch work, tink's idea of style
and their's might not be identiecal, )

on my suggestion for your analysis, you ave in the bellparik, but that is all, you
are, to put it another way, aware of the symptoms but have not dlagnosed the disease,
you have not failed %o miss the obvious import of increased military expenditures, a
military policy. you should understand +hat appropriations this year does not mean the
delivery oif that for which appropriation is made thiis year. or, as i think rou can or do
understand, it is a projection lor the future, it need not mean only the intent +o o
this stulfe it can be an econowic devicee but it doeyt me n the stuff will be on hond,
fron here you have to go into the nature of the stuft!, neaning its poteniial uses. 1 do not
think he intehds nuclear war. start all overagain, anfl start vith the beginning of the
whole thing, what so enommous a deficit means. they teke t he things that followed, lile the
historic disbalance in tmade, tlwe first in what was 16, B0 years? add all these things and
others you will come %o sec together, and then understiund that the telking about "aceret"
hegotiations is not quite as nice as wriling on a toilet wall that "Janie, 222-5646, puts
out ", and then anaylze what he said of these "secret” megptiations, and analyze that,
you do not have to read the wholo nessgge. you know enolwh about it, perhaps if vou thinlk
in terms of the word 4 think i used, "desparation", you will get closer to base, all the
things you say are frue, bu: you have not et it all together,

it is not an added draf: of all of P, it isy 1 think, only the conclusions, and it
is, if Lil has started it, only amother NCR Paper copy, probably dim. no cost but that of
the paper, but she is busy, and we'll seo when she has finished it,thanks on jp.

Specter will pull any swindle, like a free trip at texpayer expense, ho succeeds in
saying nothing except that every investigation should be rigredee e o thanky for the clipping
on noise. if you ever have a chance, try and talk to somsonp in your puychs dent to gee if
they know of aity work or guthorities on the damage from noibe other than as meacured in
decibels, the emptional harm,..when Karl Hese talks about barry goldwater as a revolutionary,
i think his conscience pricks.but huey newton did 1t to him as soon as thig was in rpint,
saying they will try and do it within the system. how unldnd,
nixon again: herman piece excellent, but ho hamn't angvered his oun quustions and he renning
in nixon's bag, he is wrons in minor ways, factually, lilc who really controls wimt thore,
that is not essontial, he is very right on p.r., but neither he nor you addess tirnng and
as if it has meaning, what meaning? I return hi. fine plece so you can think further. maybe
it will help to t ink of a camera and focus, but eliminating infinity, does he focus correctly,
do you? what should be in the cemter and at what distance is the real focus? more clues i will
not give pr you will not be thinking, one! a figure, troecs and forrest. best,



