Dear Paul, /v1/e0

I‘vamtbsmah&aﬁomepmﬂwSmowmtdawm
of work pressures, but when I tired a short while ago I continued to the end of the
chaptor that inoludes his treatooent of the Hosenko storye.

IHs attitude and preconcentions do not surprise re because they were telegraphed hy
more than his uncritical retailing of Epstein - his covering up for the Epsteinker.
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aible to inagine,

Hhazvdidyouparkyourcﬁ.ﬁml:wulﬁesw&ﬂleyoumdmm
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and his tochnique for covering it. That you appesr not to have detected this is eithar
n6 creait to your percepticn or to auy principles, I'm really surprised.

Yore so becouse Just adoud £l of us should have understood long before this

that no good comes from irresponsitle or dishomest work, Particularly not criticism
of the efficial line that iz of *heme £xk characterse '

I'n really terribly disappointed.

I% is not only becauss this stuff is siveight Angleton/Epstednor lins,

There is a simple touchstone » Read his acoount of how Hosenko was treated as
e “prisoner of way® shd coumpare that with the actuslitites of Nosenko's treatmsnt,
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rotten and dishwmest as 1% is,

moft}usandallelselﬁ.inei‘batthembeatéoellwehamtﬁ.edsohamdto
4o great harm,

Yhilo Yhe book is iamsasurably wore thak his publie appearance, they are more

- Iffyou can suggest any good that can come from all of this I'dheintérested;
_ I'm disappointed,




