A
Dick, Howard only 7/26/70

Dickx got an undsted "iMemo from:Vitizens' Bommittee to Clean Up the
Courts” on 6/20/70 and send me @ couy. 1f anyone else hes gotten this, it has
not besn indicated to me.

Not the least fescinastiing thing in it is the pervading dishonesty;
It is also interesting thet he now seeks $o emphasize the not-new Bolden angles.

One of the simply entrancing things is thet ne claims the story originated
out of ashington:"...the story was sent to Vashington and ceme back %o “hicago
on the A.D., nationsl wire". How thls could have been done without the greatest
exnenss is not clesr, for it was all one day, the filing of tue sult ana tie
carrying of the story. 1 believe some of my copies of the story do csrry a
Chicago d#teline, tut I'm not teking tae time to check and msy be wrong.

I'm inelined 4o doubt taet anyone othar than me wio can be defined
ss & critic nes done anything be con interpret as againstt kim and his
publicity. {-ere note toat where nitherio he nas done all ot this personslly and
in his own name, he sesms to be tryipg te get the idea accross that the sction
is by the Citizens' Comnittee. Of course, his is it and he uses it ss himself, but
I am suggesting he hss several purposes in mind by not simply sending out Bkis ovm
rmemo but pretending it is the Comaittee waich iz behind the getion and reporting
the slleged interfersnces in its efforts to *clean up tue courts.

Yet there is persistant reference io critics in tiae plursl, alleging
what I didn't, even in @ normsl Skolnick extension of fact, do or suggest. One
such is ths reference to "mumerous news desk directors". Annther iz ths slleged
threat of roprisal sgninst newspepers, end only for publicizing Skolnick's sult,
abich is erazy, ‘cr such taings sre impossible. fhat, if 2nytaing, de can meen
by the collsction of "mind-blo.ing data" he is compiling about eritics’, his pluarl,
alleged efforts to "stifle news coverage", I can only imagine. But if tuere is
any basis for tais, you can understond tue rastrizted diztribution of tuis memo.
In wonder woat be cen meen by "Attempts Were mads, for example, %o herrass the
nlaintiff in another faderal suit agalnst the Netional Arenives { a suit involving
tae Xonnedy essassinstion but so far unrelated to toe “hicago plot”. Tnis connot
refer to me, bub who can undarstand tne workings of taoe Sxplnick mind? I did try
to fila ggainst bim and in Chicago, =nd L nsve yot to file any sction ve Arcbiw s.

Hs says "several' critics are "hounding" ainm %o withdraw {which is *he
effect of wus%t he has done, despite his loud noises). I wonder wio? 1 nave written
nim but omce, wolch is nardly "hounding". ¥ould he invent s greater opposition than
he has? Bis stoeck ploy i: to appear persscuted, so nerhaps he night, But I do
welcome 4l again invelving the college.

The lsst parsgrapi is a distorted referenee to Trunzo. Exampls, the no
rigat jszzz. ¥hat Trunzo told him, sitoout denial, iz tiat Skolnick hed violsted his
trust and made unautinorized use of meterials given nim in trust. The Daily Calumet
story on Groth's effective denial of Skolnick's inventions, benner neadlines, front
pege, did make good p.r. for Groth.

I taink it could be hel ful if Dick (alone, unless otioers get tnis),
could be so shocked at the unseemly conduct of these unnamed eritics that ke ask
Skelnick to identify toem se¢ b csn be csutious in any of nis ~wn releticnsiaips and
not impart trust wiere it shouldn't be. imd sbtout the asrras:zing suit, wuich is
antirely unrepcorted in the press, i~ 1t not? It might also bo aelpful if Tieck could
make a few caustic comrents abtout personalities end internecine warfare, eic., %o

see wiat he migut thereby elicit, Thile I do not believe there is grounds for the
plural, it is worth s*tempting to learn this end otier taings. I taink he's crazy. 8



