Dick, sowerd only 7/26/70

Tick got an undsted "idemo from: 7itizens' Eommittee to Clesn UYp the
Courts” on 6/20/70 and send me 2 cory. If anyone elas nas gotten this, it bas
not besn indicated to ne.

Yot toe least fascinating tning in it is the perveding dishonesty;
It i3 alse interesting thet he now seeks to emphasize the not-new Bolden snglsse.

Cne of the cimply entrancing things is thst ne clsims the s¥ory originated
out of ashington:"...the story wes sent o Tashington and ceme back to “hicago
on *he A.D. naticnsl wire", How tiis cruld hsve been done without the grestest
exponse iz not clesr, for 1t wes all one day, the filing ol tue suit and tuse
garrying of tue storye. I believe some of my copies of the story do carry a
Chicsge deteline, but I'm nob teldn: toe time to check and may be wrong.

I'm ipeclined to doubt tast enyone sther than mse Wao can be definel
ae a critic uas done anything he cen interpret as sgainstt him end ols
publicity. (--ere note tnst where hitherto he has done all ot thls personally and
in nis own neme, he sesms to be trying teo get the idem eccross that the action
is by the Citizens' Com:ittse, Of course, his is i% end he uses 1t as himself, but
I sm sugrcesting be hes seversl purnoses in mind by not simply sending out nis own
memo bub pretsnding 1% is the Commlittes waleh iz behind the sckion and reporting
the sllsges interfersnces in 1i%s afforts %o "clean up tue courts”,

Vet there iz persistant reference %o eritice in %tae plursel, alleging
what I didn'%, even in 8 ncrmal Skolmick extension of fact, 4o or suggsst. One
auch is the refersnce in '"numerous nevs desk dlrectora". innther i: the nlleged
threat ~f roprissl against naewspopers, and only for publicizing Skolnick's suit,
wnich is crazy, ‘or such things are impossible., ¥hat, 1T snytolng, de can mean
bty tue collsction of "mind-blo:ing date” he is compiling sbout critics', his pluarl,
alleged efforis to "stifls news coverage”, 1 can only imagine. But 1i taers is
any basis for tals, you csn understsnd tue rastricted distribution of tals memos
In wonder Wwiat Do cen mean by "Attempts wers msds, for axample, t: harrass the
slaintiff in another federsl suit ageinst the Hational Arcnivas { a sult involving
tue AXznpedy @assassination but so far unrelated to toe “hicago plot”. Pais cennot
refer t~ me, but wio csn understand tae workings of tre Skolnick mind? I did try
to file ggainst him and in Chicago, snd * nave yst to file any achtion ve Archlw s.

He says "seversl” erities are "hounding" him $o withdraw (which 1= tie
effect of wnat he has done, despite his loud polses). I wonder who? 1 hsve written
him but once, wilci ls naerdly mpoundingte sould e invent & grsater opposition thén
e has? Bis stock ploy iz to mppear persecuted, so perhaps he =zight. Put I do
welcome bl again involving the college.

The lest parsgraph is e dlstorted roforenee to Trunze. Zxemple, the no
rigat jezz. “hat Trunzo told bim, witbous denial, is tuot Skolnick Bad violated his
trust end made unsutaorized uss of meterisls given nim in trust. The Daily Calunmet
story on Groth's effective deniasl of Skolnick's inventions, benner headlines, front
pege, did meke gond p.r. for Groth.

I tnink it could be hel ful if Dick (slone, unless otbers get tiais),
could be so shecked at the unsesmly ecnduct of these unnemed critics that he ask
Skolnick to Ldentify tuem so b csn be csuticus in erxy of his ~vn relsticnsuirs and
not impert trust wiere it shouldn't ba. Amd sbout the hsrrassing suit, =#bich is
sntirsly upreported in the press, 1o {1t not? It might also ks nelpful 1f Ziek equld
make a few caustic comments sbout parsonalities and internecine warfare, etc., %o
see woat he mignt thereby elicit. ¥hile I do not velieve there is grounds for the
plural, it iz zorth a:tempting %o lesrn thls and other tiings. 1 taink he's crazy. £



