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I dongt have time to do this now and 1% noed not be done thds instant, but 1t is in
the very early part, az I recall 1%.

gmwphmmdthapmbefom_mmmzﬁﬂwmmmmnﬁmt
szattubuththoFMmEm“m”ponm.Misthemfthatmt
I sack was over transmitied to them. “t 15 lacidng and it does not exist. *t mever
happened, If they had that purpose, they had saple time to fulfill it. They sent only
the inadzisakble, paraphrases.

His footnote 7 says, unless it means notling, that under the law not only Vswald
‘ut any subsequent mecused is not a “party”. “an this possibly be? If so, lots of people
better start worrying!l

But hers again, im saying that "We doem it demonstrated bayond poevadventure” that
theso “wire cospdled for law enforvemsnt purposes,” he dependa 10GS or ¥iliiams or
at be has electod to manufactuxre that is not legally and moperly before the gourty
perhapa the only reason besldes emotion or syoophancy that explains all hie drivvel
abouttmudm.hemmmdonamtheperjmhem, nekin: it over and over
again the centrel issue, as I have argued from the £irst would be the cane,

Hia footnote 8 citation ia interest here because it really addresses all his
wmmmumntmq‘hmmnmmsw,mﬂyu
Kaufhan said could be, to detormine whother as a matter of faot this was a lewe-enforpe-

" ment £ila,

The language of the adtation from the Semate “eport is wrong and out of contexte
I ocould hlow their minds by taking in only thoee PEI yveports I have that I have not
yet road! They are no ¢ and they do not have %o ve secret anc they are rogularly
produced in courts. There are oven laws requiring it.

7 Gitation of Hayea® this locke forward to prosecution after the completion of the
investigation, does it not? And his italiciming of what this is not slso is inmportant,
which I addvessed earlier in saying we should fo into the ocompletely nonesecret
nature of the speotro, NOTHING would or could be revealled about anything except that
the government pulled s fraud -or told the truth. do other issus is by any resote
extension involved, And there is no ovidence before him oo whioh to base this, “t
oould not be becanse it would e a0 coopletely freudulsnte The vames of people are
as irrelevent as anything can be. This is 8o great an outrsge that after tthks iremdinte
1is over, wo ashould see if some writer oould get interested. But egain, it nekes Willimms
eveny more importante ,

This baastaxd can_¢ even cite the purposes of the law without tias, *t was for
maxuam possible disolosures

8 %mgwtt}mwameauMHMW if and where he says that Congrosa'
concern wan overx advertkking mather then the integrity of governront and its word,
(a)( Z;Z think therv had bettor be some close at<emiion to what he here seys about
a3

His aastorisk footnote herc xmX again is not based on what is in evicenceor what
is even fact, Thore is not "inveatigatory teclmiques and procedures™ quoation here,

Note thut he keeps reiterating the non~exiatent law-enforcement purpose, This is
a work of propagands in which the Judge writing the decision propagandizes his collcagues
forst ansl then ovoryone else. ,

The more I road this the more I beliews that for the perjury and its subornation
I have a caumo for the damage it did me,

I would also sug est that othera might want to pay close attention to the use
he malkes of thes language descrdibing the spectro and thus what he eeys is exempt, I
would expect those who always fear the lLight of dey on t eir pecret dirtiness will
attempt to exploit this. “his alsc is not what I asked for, I asked for the results.
They merely say the "results" are what they desaridbed as "ndequately shgup." in the
testhoony. This ie like saying porno is love, Aelde from all of this there is the
questdon of & nogativg spoctrop very iuportant and not here shown in any vaye
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_when without citation (indeod, it does not exdist for what iz at issus

s st [y dfpidch

14 is hard to take his constant and deliberate miampreaentations but especilally
he profusces

0o doubt at all ubout what wa in Congress® mind,

12 But ir the Congress meant what he claing, why would they have used the labguage
of this esemption? Why did they not juat say investigatory files ane give them all
blanket imamity? Or permit the agencies to dump everything in z fils they call
investigntory sn: get bhanket imamity for 100 of their paper?

And what doss ali this jazs about proscoeution have tu do with the results of a
simple, soientific test for which there can be no law-enforcement purposc if the
clainms made for it are genuine. Oswald is that dead. And he makes the claim that
Oawald alone is the ocriminal, Can 1t be argued that if he is correct in all the
irrelovant he brought in, then there can be no future law enfor€ement purpose? Or
has be taken it far pest that?

I aum lost in the next citation. What is relevant to any inveatigation of the
adequacy of execution of laws in a non-szcre’ sclentifio test the results of which they
claim they have published? How can he claim they have no coumpetonoe based on this?

Ditto wiih tie next paragrpsh about prosecutorial funcitione irrelevent.

v

13  Sure Congress didn % intent not to prescribe the right to not disclose ¥in
oertain prescribed olassifiontions” This sisply ien't one of them, 4t did preseribe
them and he im torturing all kinds of crap in to rake it seem 1iko one. (Fonder if
it mvally wae his rifle?) Saue with specifically esempt,. lior iz &6 national defonse.
14 How tie holl cen he (of course he doeg) drag security cleeifications into this?

I% is pretty wild when he says "There was to be no room for challenge, no
*Lalancing function', no in camera inspection.” He oiten a decision that says there
i3 4o determine that the clain to exemption is justifiesd, But I sug est that this
may have tho widest application am Nixons especialiy and any IJ will secl: tc misuge it.
I don % know law and decisions, but I think he has this in in a way that dees 20t
Umit it to Hink.

Does not the next to the last parasroagh require that the distriet court require
that it lmo« the contents if it is to decide "that disclosure is rot required?" Suppose
they took a sheet of music from a £ilo and calied it ";uweatim‘bory" becousze someane
had put it in that £ile? iowever, tide again means Willisms has the ceandng and effect
that require atiack as perjurious.

15  4Yofore and at the top of thia page, the interpretation of foan)' is, I think,
very luportant. I think it means and L ar sure it will be interpreted to mean thet he
can be 1004 wrong and that he can have no reason at all or ho can decide in open
defiance of the lawe.

Pobtnoto 15. Thds is pretéy farout. It is & part of thw peckege that makes me
think Danaher has sot hingself %o arguing againgt every pos-ible line we could teke
rather than devoting hingelf to the isoues. A the restof whai he has claimed is 80,
why bother with this minutae? So, why hao he get hirself to such onds? If L was net
entitled to the spasctro becaus: 1ila pari of o lve-enforcemsut filo, ian t that enough
for a judse with the dnterests of a judge and sctin | like a judge? I thifik Dansher has
not hidden the fact that he is a pertisan, nit & judge. This could expiain his dragging
in all thc irwelevances, his minor rewriting of the Warren ileport, even his imowledge
or pretended knowledge of the case, the not-in-evidence stuff, whish is slso susceptible
of other explanations.

Being a partisan of Hoover or the FBI could smccount for this; being as reactionary,
as fasoist-mindod as he scumed to be at the hearing slso could. But I an not satdefied
that these explain his seeming interest iu the assassination, For thati L have noe roady
explanation. *4 and his ap.arsut passlon seen out of places

Parhass I believe that his arguing all the fine points is a puychological selfe-
disclosure, that he knows he has done an evil thins and is compelled to justify it as
much a3 to max. his destruction total.



To do tidis s is strainigiat the meaning of word, writing a new dictionary. The
language of the exemption does not require that there have beun & legal action. 1t
neither seys nor implies it. It does inply the condi s that 4t would be availahle,
44 also impiies that if there was a case, i the participents didn't exorcise this
right, others would have 1t. Its purpose, as I recall, was to protect the information
untdl the time of usce If I am corvact in this, then the very fact that the case vas
mooted ruquires its avellabiliiy and the only count.ring argument would bde that the
case is not woot, that they no. alalm thers are uncaught accomplicese Ur that thay
wore wraig, Jhich tids evidence could and I am confident would establishe Perhaps
Ankc did rewrite this, but unlike what I tkae him to be seying, I took the language
to mcan that 1f 4t 1s availabls %0 a party it is availeble to anyone else, “ere he seems
40 be arguing that it is nmeant to be available to a party only.

16 Aa you noted, I aw not iiighols, asho says here! I wonder how the rest could have
pexmistod 80 gro@s an errore 5t nakes we thiuk they realiy did not participate. Howe
avar, if shay did, my God! judges knowing and oaring so litile about fact. Again, how
far afiolod Dengher roama! Where dous e get all this insandty- and animus?

Lot me akdp back from fottaobe 10 to foutuote 15 & beliasve this alse should be

studded with care by competent lawyers for 1 believe ik is possible there will be an
attampt to extend this by the governaent, to guve it wifle ap:licability, misuse. As I
read this, I get the fecliig that Danaher i3 really against the law in tob and wants
& do what ha can to wndo it, If thie is the case, then I would presumc that he had
extra-logal int.reoursy with interested parwles and, if I ever can file the parallel
sudt I sug.estod $0 you, sure would like to depose lim on this and ask whore he got
all the stuf?f he has worked im hwoxe and used in tha orale.

Back to 16: the Lracketed part at the bottom which L pouw see for the first time
confims ny analysise it has two parts, ncither relevant, ncither in cvidence if that
can Lo sued for what is Lederildi. yerv I thini he again displays hic role as defonse
counsel rather than judges I tndnk we should argue that he doparted from his role,
maike & sirong, direct tiack on it instead of hir,

Mow the refecence to the regulations does not encompess thin oo two grounds. First
of ull i% is not in tho archives, so their regulations are inapplicablo. Seconc of
all, as i . rclates 3o the mutorials that wore tested, the metallic ones are available
for oxamination, not "withbeld from researchess as a meens of protecting them from
possibly damage.” I have actually held some in my fingers, not merely examined them
in csses. Moreover, the moference is to somecthing elses I think checking thie out
will show he has used materials fron sanother action, my 2569 and used it as it is not
susceptible of use. in any event, the paper on which the original spectro results
were typed are not going to be damaged by xoroxing, which is all X asked. In practise,
almost nono of the evidence of thi. charscter is withheld, Only the clothing of which
& inow, and of that, only somc, JFK's. I have held Oswald s ehirt in my hands, carried
it froo one part of the archives to another secking Laht"of diffsrent chargoter, and
paved over it with infindto care, as oy momo on the examination will show. t was et
ageainat regulatdions or practise. Moreover, if I vomisher correctly, he quotes in-
completely. .uwoting completely would argue my case. Those regulations require as a
substitute the providing of copiec as close as pos:ible to the original, pictures.

I'd bo quite satisfied with pictures of what I seck, BUT, 4if ho iz zoing to taks this
1line of argunent, thon =hat is relevant and applicsble is tho statements of policy
by the Department and by Warren, both of which require maximum not minisws availabilitye

Thd. - amnin convincss me that Usnaher is out to get the law or out to get me or
out %3 got anyons quostioning tho ofricial ascassination mythology.H e is an Uryelliane

And here again he diccloses s need to nrgue wnnecessary erall poigts, that
his real ob):etive is a totality of destruction of the possibilities of the lave

W

In order to have my thoughtn, for whatever they may be worth, realy for you, I
t up a% thres a.B. again. it this pojnt I had to go to the bathrosm, so I read the
on dissent through oumce. ,t fortifies coridin complaints I have mace privately



to you, not personally against you. I have written you seperately outline what I regard
§ as oy obliagiion to be even rore flexible because much more then oy interests novw rosts
% solidly on this litigation. Howover, 4 nust also lenm from these peinful experiencess

Butrege that Dansher's deciaion is, we made it possible. There remains e lirdt
bayond wirdch ren, including Judpes, Will not go. ¥We did not make that limdt an imposaibdility
for a partisan in robes. We would have if what I had asked be done snd was promised :
would be dene had besn. What is incorprehensible to me is that 1t was not done withoul
my insistence, and I did so insist ab each stap, fron the moment I first saw the
Williams afficavits So, while X feel no less strongly that I must be flexible and sub=
limate porson interest to that of the rest of the country and to other litigants for
other information, I also feel even more strongly in two areas: that thi: beins nmy case,
Ibeemsultedonw}mtisdmemdnotdme:andthatpmwd.sesmdembekept.Iwould
14ke to bolleve that this is the norm of the law's practise and the custom or lawyers.
If thesa things had been done, this decision could no%t huve becn dered.

I am dismayed, not flattered, that my non-lawyer's estimates have becn so often
validated by what hap.ens end the judgements of lawysrs oprosed to mine invalidated
4n oourt. “ou know how often this happened in the “ay case, for exzsple, whore 1 did
the first legnl memo end where what I sedid should be done, when it wasn't, waa then

o

asked by the judgee (I have jJust been sent a olippdng frow the KiTimes 10/11/T3s UPl's
account cf Bud's 6th Circuit arguwsent, and it reads like an excerpiing of oy earliest
work on the subject.shis is not an expression of resenwent,) Tine saiter tiue after
 time tidngs of this nature bapren. I neke arrengements for what obviously wust b donea,
it ian { done, andalmgﬁmﬂwmaftormhavatogobackmxdpic}:it up and do it,
vhan wo ¢an alvays under moru advarse conditions. Witness your hasty trip to Birmingham,
under the worst conditions, -hen I had arranged for all of that earlier, under ideal
conditions a such things g0 '

So, i have a long ruoord that eays &y non-lawyer's judgement in these legal muttevs
of which I an part stocks up &t leanst favorably with tlie records ol lawyerse I think that
this added to the fact what to0 oase is mine warrents my siuple demands, that I be

adequately counsulted and that the word given rw be kepte If you went to recall how
inadequately & was consulted on titig, i da‘.dn".t pee the complaint until after it wes
filed, when I found grosa factual aerror in ite (No offense, but the same thing happoned
in Hemphis.) Inoredibly, once I corwected this error, it was repeated, agsin stowing
that I was not shown the paper filed bafore it wes filed. You knou my record of ready
agrecment with what you have found rgasonable. Tids is not ego-tripping, nor is it
Blind inistence upon rights per se. ,t is, rather, than I have knowledge others do not
have, which is enough, but I think o vulid is that I drew upon expericnces othors
lack, experiences that are rolevant in these natters. :

Hor do I objoct to wide consultations with others about docirine, upiroaches,
acything. I am all for it. but not witoout me and in a kind of sensa, behind my bucke
Hhat I refer to is whet & have just learnod from you, ot Sud, and for the first tlue,
what you represent as Sob Sith's dnberprotation o the eluw-enforcanont lahsuaze. 1 an
HOP? mating such %things should pot be considered, how.ver fnvalid I may {ecl tiey aree &
an seying that this kind ol reasoning in my cese should not develop v axy goious
point with me in ignoraunce of it and havau; no chunce to argus agallst ity as I wend
to make as spocific as pessibie, 1 LO. I have road Ygoeion wnd tims fortilties me even
moree I am not againet proper withholdinge I have withhold myself what defames end .
the govermmnt has mede readily availables 1 have withheld it when the tidlation
4% wouls have added tu thw content of my writing cost possible sales. Some things
should be withheld. Howsver, why the hell castrate our uinds by torturing clesr lunguages
and this Louyguage is clewr enoungh, as is the intent, & goud ianbeul?

bet %o try to siupiify tndse a8 I resd voth decisions, if thwe vours Ll fouwd no
lav-anforcenent purpnuse,X would have won hands downe Even “azeloa becsme couvinced by
the spuricus arguments that there wes such a puxrpose. To pul this anather way, bad we

made- and in part this uecans had ve been in a position to-a 801id arguuent ok bhisy
b not norely my offethe-top originel arguient in the Pirst instwce and then virtually
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ignored it thereaf fter -even when Wardig helped us - we would have been in at least

~ a much better position and I believe would huve prevailed. “specially re Williama.

The files must be overflowing with long mewmos I have taken the time to write on these
things, only to have them icnorcd, my time wasted and with it my lesel righto.

I fdnd wyself woudering if wore time was spent constlting with Sob Smith then with
5o when I am the cliente. You kuow you found zy legal files in those of the CTIA and you
know nov oaly Shat i resent this but that it is clear viclation of an explicit agrecment.
Job's mind works inits owu way, a way in «hich I am not often in accord and in 2 way
whaiay whua there hus beun disagrewwent between us and the queations huave been resolved,
s judgement is estublished as not goods Ju, whether he is & nice guy or in gencral
orus a dright guy is not realiy relevant. ‘

S0, I believe and in the absuice of mouningful consultation that can lesd me %o
change ny nmind bug will ut -eass give me full opoortundty 4o argue it will insiot that
no lsw-onforcement purposo within ths reasonable moaning of tho law be argued at
overy poinft hervaftere I thin we cen gat aid on thds and I think it is inddupenaible
%o the rights of ofiiery umder tiis lawe I think almb it 4s indispeusidle 4o any effort
to deter official mouse or the law, which o deciaion cun nako even more possible.

I an even kore convinced after recting “azelon that we must make tae most direct

and explicit atiack on the ¥illiann affidavit as perjurt, as subsxnation of perjuxy,

a8 & a deliborate misrepreasentation by those who knew botter with the intend of P
decedving the court —and show that it succeeded. There is nothing new in thigs, “estardsy

I have you the meto tha seuns to have disappeared from Bud's filos that I wrote,as
-1 ddd tds, in such haste because I regarded it as that inportant,

I believe this is inportant %o others in other cases. I do mot pretend to know
what the government does in othuer cases, but on the Lesis of my linited knowledge,
I am led to believe that it is not likes ns open and shut e ca=e of the forugoing
is likoly to be found. and the very evll of Ushener's extra~indiodal conduct and
language becomes n legitimate weapon in this, one, incidently, thut can aave his
fasadst face. All he did wrong can be laid to ths perjury. SBach end overy detail
of all his inorcdible langunge csn be leic to the intent of the parjury as well as
&he fact of it. Ve need not for such purposos consider whather es I an sure we agree
Danaher had extre-legal, extra-judicial purposes. Without Williams none would heve
been possibles “espiée Bazelon's language on superticiel reacinz, I believe that
al50 supworts me in thise I am without dotbt abous Kaufmen's footnote five, and it was
& fatal arror as it was an abuse of me not to do what Bud agreed to do based then
nevly but not really new on my remding of “mufmen. % is on tids that we failed.
Kaufman latd it ali oute I think here was a decent judge, probably a conservative one,
ractically ploading that this effort be made to fight governrental duplicity of which
Judges almo are the wiotimas, Buc agreed %o 4%, and hs then, belind my buck, refuseds

You umy not be aware of ity but I was 80 mickenod at the an banc rehearing that
I left the courtroome I couldn't stand it nor could I stand having te foel that T hed
to br sllont asoui ite I wmed thet time to collso: myself so I would not explode.

You knovl also wgnted to include that in papers filed, sud it woo not dones

Yy radiug “azelen I finc my interpretation of Mnic, that 4t supperisd oy arguent,
validated. That was thenthe current last word. “ad the argument been madc persuasively,
it ocould hav: rmade a differcnce. “ere “azelon arguss it.

Hoo I tidnk that on rvading quotationafron the government infazelon I see other
dangers for otherse There is here a subtle shift o encompass any file labelled ao
“investigatory” as couplying with the lawe

Heading this pert fortifies sy beiiel that we muss ergue the ubsence of speatro
traces a.:;-'I suzggst in the draft affidavit I fnve you. Cepecizlly because dezelon
includes Knuftin's footnote five here,

feading thi . also convincws ne thas we did not rake enough effort to distinguish

WSt} SERI LIS HER e 1Tt 20d $.o0oR RS pebics, davestiaations The aftidevit



fnere ar: so nany +BI investigations thas have no law—-nrorcement purposs you
can't begin to imaglne theme dowever, they are very worried acout theme They are
not at all worriod about thosv witsh legltimate law-enforcement purposes becuuse they
ar. adequatoly sheltersde & hova lived with thom anc I knowe You should see the kinds
of jobs they do inmxujx a jury i:rmstigat:}on! If you had just mone over “rayha
testimony in nis confirmation hesring you d got a feeling of what“I havex in mind,
Or even elaple snelysis of the War.en statiséies rron the Warren eporte I an uot
sure of the Tfigubes Janaher mieuses, but I think they show that for vach tenx
intervieus tiere was bus a aingle ruporte Ory they begih by cup ressinge They have
that much to hide. freedom canuot survive their continulng successe .

I also feel I was right in saying that ell I an asicing for is the uninterpreted
original results. I dondt remember saking ror nore amd I don t reoucuber being asked
if this should bo axtended. 431 I really want is whatthe pacfphresing is based upon.
I think here wexw should do two things, based on my request for the pure resultse
rather than any rephrasing o them: quote them on the fact that they did pupresent
then, and thus, even in the light of this court's recent Nixon {apes docision wadived
an right to withhoid, an argument i think 4 mede in my firgt wewo on this wessers
and give case after case of delibernte and gross nigrepresentation. I have oifered
to do this in the affidavite Do we need more than Watergate? and did I not ask burore
the rehsaring that this ba laid on the recori, this long and then autbenticaved
history of official mendaciiy that is os relewant in this cago? -

Bagides, thoir making a parapriose available abd permitting it he to published
méans it is non-secrote I'n not cven asking for the process, ~hich ig non~sccrot.

A1l I'a asidng for is proof that they didn % lie in their paraphrase, and I have
proof that they have %o have lied, as I haVe and offer prouf that thsy lie regularly.
I think that iupo:ssant as such things are in this cuase, wiers they bucoms thy conteal
t@sue, they becowe very impurtant in oviler cases, where $he possibililics uf aven
Zoing into it may 10T be as good Or as cleure .

After reeding thisl an more inclined to bolievae that improper official interest
in me is no% neceasarily irrelevant.] surc would like 4o know rore ahxout Danaher
after rcading these two d-cisions!
ind as well as u non-lawyer can have a valid opdnion in such matters, I do think
I novw have a bebter and broader suit for demages, including from the tortious act, which
need not rest on the federal torts claims sct but oan have othwer fouuding. I dp not
) think this combination will come again soont deliberate perjury and sgainst a man
who has bosh as long the victin of as much ofiicial impropriety. it goos back 4o
the late 1930p with me and includes even the military in e suit in which'I did win and
fid estabiish o new precedent ami in which they continued prectises identical with
what they did here. it is haru mot to sound puranoid, but the record is that exouptional,.

Thosa oo all things I wlah you ond others who I & irk hove coincdding intercats
enn Tind #inc to oxplores L view tids declelon as uuch wider than a sloplo Condal to
ma of hat I an entitled %o, or wiuer tuan the proof of a face solution to the JoX
assasalnation. % Shink [ offer unusual possivilities in fishting bacl.

I also sce ouher possibilijes. One is an article, purhaps a law-rovisw article.
Another is a idnd of inseliectual juwio, using this, if the forum is available, o
& ghow the ofiiaial imporative to hido the certainty that the solutdon is fui: and

T
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ﬁi ralsing tho assassination question all over again on a differcnt bagiSe. it gves a chance

to get back to tho solid and accepted basis I and a few others worc on before the nuts
same in cni were given 80 Dif a play by those uith the Loterest in obluscatdlon.
If anyonc can errangs [ov we S0 ses Warren so I sew Russell on zy own, basal on
this alone, i ke is not guilty of whai % hava nevor bolleved, deliberateneas in the
orTor rather than finding no answer and political newd, I think I can unke real and
i tellingz points and I can suppors withwassailable proofse
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THBNIIS i @ RAd Lllapldeadbiy UGSUS « WUUOT HaBT S0 Ieread thige 41 you ask
it I will. You are upset by the decision. I haveall your feclings and others I will
underialke to indioute.

This &3 atill another reminder of whw futility of twyiny; o uork with the
strong=dlied underinforsied who do habe 2o ambitions, I coopergte, I 4o enormous
3 amounts of productive work, and I have it ol wiped out for no zood reason, in the
face of the certeinty thnt with decens work it could not b wiped out and world neove
usefuly, spoial ly-necded purposes. “ime after time I have these axerisnces. fon
know of enoush on the day oase. fou huve jo iden how neny ther: have beon on She
JFK sz onse. Then I find that to Juatify thenselves, these people go around and
spread anlicious lies about me, sbout all cf +hds I cust romadn stlont. *4 doos
become intolesable. I hate to rlive it without ecause,

I wha’ I had asicai be doue in my casd ¥mdone this mom-trosm thir 2 coulsd not
have issusde 417 4the promises made 0 no about the handling off iy case has beon
kopt, this again woulu have becn irmpossible. If the worlk I had dono had beun hoeded,
tho rasult would haw: been the seme, Yhin is wrdnul to 12, and in ouwr Bs cleowabnoos,
more paini’ule

There is what I connot forget witii ali o work I an slreads preparee to do and
canfi find tice to do, *the enoruous westes of tire for me in so Ly projucis including
preparing for litigation, Dud once wasted fo full ronths for ne and vint for e uas
much money in copying rweomis only to chings ks rdnd snd rendog 211 of thav a wotsl
wasie. I wasted nonths at his »equest trying to help bicholse I can 4 tell you how
much tine Garrison wasted for me. in ol these and othes cases I hiw wiconpensatod
&xpenses &t a thie I also had no income, and in gll ceses I workod at the roquest of
those who could have peis and did fay othors.

And the net mpult of the effort of all these aud oiler people wes very hurtful
to th estabiishing of truthe % clso und-mdaed the abiicuos of the respons: ble
elamonts of socioty anc destroped tiw Credibilily oF rusponsidle wOIkGTSe

Sg, this is paintuls For this ruason anu becausc o:o is other vwork I rust Gow
got copy ready for idl to typs ir the reduced tire she has for typing= 1'1l not reread
and corxwct this nowe If you find the orrvors too muei, L have 2 carbon ond I #ill go
over it. 1 sug.@st, if you do not mind, that you coriect as you rad, piease. -n {act,
I made an extra gxmmm carbon in the event you vznt e to g0 over it and correct,

For your understanding, there is another diemayin: elesont in this for no, a
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W perasonal on but also one that makes Teliving ucomfortabls. You can ldck back over
a sufficlant record, and you cume into this rather late. I have & rathor good record

AP

of seeing in advanoe, seeing clearly and of forscasiin? corrcetly. 1 may this not
dntending to boast but 20 you ean coupare it with wha’ has hap ened, +hore the stronge
willed and those wil ing have taken stron: contrury oteps and readerod that I huve
done a futilitye

Than whon I find that othors are pald for the uvless, oshorc who have o wrpeut
necd for thy moumery incone, lile “omy o in rotEroc coularvanly, cuil & 50 0S4 suxi
do tho useTul aud swdbesntul and not only an nos peda but Gomoout sooe osts wno we
are in thesc dosparate straits, taat, tos, i padnful, ror it is the cruelisi exploitation
and tho oxploltation of rmy principles. This uay secn to have no rolavance W othe Gecision,
but 4t comes to my mind wEih each Tubllity thet neod not have beulle Thure are so BaLy
cases. *ouic at the pletures of which you Used 5000 i the hubead COTpUse fou lw. tiat
I am out the total coat Locausc they b 26 opyosede Tou eluo kuow that I huve suid
nothing a out your fahilure to pay for those you used beczuse I do be fecl thni you
should be paying for them out of wour pocket and 4o not now want you 0. Luv with
each of thesc indless rupetitions of futilitfes vhars thevo aoule end showld e oo
successs, much thui is not welcorne cones back to mived, and I woulda sroice o avold
all of it tha: 4u pos ible. Asiic Prom the Pl 1% Sipedes worty, fur LU Ao ol cany
to thrust thece $hings frow 4he Eing devotc 1t %o other woiite 0,83k {or anytiviag
Jou TGEard as usceusaly, bub please sry fo limtt it to whete after you huve Jotk Wial you
b -] as now urgent, lot us get tosothor o thw other possiblo LPITOLCIEE « Lo Iecoutiods
o thanke for all ¢he poud you have done, est, .
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