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vire den Sradlee, txecutive dditor
The daushdogton Jost
washington, D.Ce

Legr sor. Lyredlee,

Your 1/31 mnswer to ny letier of 1/18 resds in full, Jit is too bLad that your opinion
of us makes ratlonul discussion so wapleasente."s 1 assume you intend me to nccept it as .
responadve, so I will not argue that point,

Whether you intend ™us" to refer to you personally or to the Post, I subndt that
you neither khow what opinion I may have or wheth .r I have any specicl one, Should it
inturest you, I will be hapyy to be quite ¢pecifie, with respect to cvither or bothe I
gsrtainly have not expreased enything you could call en opinion on e¢ither to you. The
fact i other than you sug est. If I believe that all the msJor papers have fallen
far siiort of both thelr potential and their responsibilities in a sociely such as ours
and the tine in which we live, I do andkx and have belloved that the vost corteadnly is
one of tle Letter onee 1t you kecp old subscription records, you wil:i find thai going
back to the early 0s and before + hWoved to this gea perman.nily L becamc ¢ subscriber
ang have been since, Would you interpret thuat as an unduly low opinion?

A8 an expericnced newspaperman, how would you evaluats a statument frow oune who
has not underteken gny discussion that "rationul discussion” woulc be, in your words,
“so unpleasunt?” Yould you not, at the very least, ask yourscl! ii this is not, really,
an evasgion, or whether the fact that might be disccussed rather than the personalities
£ight be the source of thu unpleasantness?

Unzlegaantness is rot o newt experdence to me. Uhe work L do caniot bo describec as
less. ihe blind, unthinking refusal of those with the capabilify of doing anything ebout it,
without even looking at it, is hordly any better. When I prove in opun court that vhe
“eputy &ttorney uuneral or the United Sjetes is a deliberate repetitive lhér snd that if
found to be not news, I consider this wnpleasant, When 1 get something just a bit outl ot
the ordinary in federal court, a swmnary Jjudgement against the Vopartment of Justice and
that also is not news, I so find tids uanpleasants I find it unpleasant becuuse such things
should not be thi record of decant povernment and in at least ny old=faszhioned view are
legitimate newse imi I have found unplessant such things as orders to a bock—reviewer that
bocks he would ordinarily as:ign to experts not be reviewed. Sut these arc not wy :ins,
and L have, -ouhow, nonsged to murvive the “unpleasantness”. 1f it is your dislike of
wunpleasantnes.. that you refer to, with all the nmany things that have occupied you, erhaps
you way have sufficient recol ection to answer for yourself the juestion, what dic L ecver do
to you or the Fost that warrants the feeling that I caused some unplcassntness? ls it at
all posadble thut the Post's record rather than amine inspires uncasiness?

In wyy event, I do losk foruard to a changee I think it will be in your interost,
that of the Post, and perhaps cven ol the countrye .nd I do express ap rocluate f'or the
fact that the Post does not in other areas reifuse to have aaytidng to do witlh what you or
others ray find unpleasante ULf the top o1 thw unead example, today's sgnew-legal aid story
and den Dagdikiant's firsterate oxpose.

Sincerely,

. 13 Lind mk




