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Denr Dr. Waksman i

Alter ro-rea
opgraphy, I feel even more
fair should be told, I

your autobil-
1le Schats
r to seo it related in a
parate chapier with all the backsround material, so that the
world may Rnow the facts, and the matiter may finally be settled.
If vou don't reveal them, the fzets may never be brought to
light, and Schate's mretenses and pretensions™® may never be
axposad.

I think you ought
gou related it on Sunday, mentior
| included at pages 42Z-42

(2=]

The cirecunstances wnder which came
to you Ior help after his releas om and unhappy cx=
perience in the army; the developments in your
bafore Schatz became your assistant; youwr kindness to
Schatz; eft" of I notebo reconnendlng
m to positionz and his or failure
Lo rc_:1_.':1i:: any of them for any apprec pericd; the
details of t Wwnt; your ins anca that other

I rarded; and finally Schatz's law

of your ztude
sult against hi

checked now),

to characiterize Schatz or to
ple, factual stotement will

It isn't necessary
state your opinion of him. A =i
reveal his true character.

* The fly sat upon the axle-tree of a chariot wheel and
2aid, "What a dust do I raise!™

¥* He should ba identificd by nonme, not referrod to as

a "former stwlent.'
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To: Dr, Sclman A. Wolwsoan Ke. o
I suppoge I oupght to repoat the cavent that Schats

may, Lf the atery is in print, bring a suit for libel, even
thowzh i1here is no basis forr it. Por that reason it would be
wiser to oxeclude any fact that canmnot be documented. If
Schatz were so unwise as (o bring suit, it would, of course,
be mogt unpleagant; but it might be to your ultimaite advantage,
for the result would he predictable.

You do refer, al page 425, to your giving up yom it
royalties, ete. 1 think that section could be expanded and 1
put in context., Some people aay have been led to believe by

the law suit, and the news reports, that you induced Schats

to assign his interest in the patent la order to sceurc sone
priyate financial gain. The facte that you firast transferred

211 your interest in the patent, then demanded that the part |
raturned to you be halved, and then gove away halif of the |
sunll share retained, should be stated in refutation. (There '5?/'
ig a brief sentence to that effect on page 425, but you leave |
too much to be inferred by the reader.) You should indicate
the size of the fortune you donated in the interestis of ]
Science; abd unless you think it too personal a maiter, vou |
might indicate the extent of your personal savings at the
time you assigned your rights in the patent.

Kow, a fow wminor detalls:

Iz it necesspr pt pape 422, to includs the statement
about youwr former =i It vas o single ingident of tha
kind in 35 years of teaching; the referance to it magnifies
lts importance.

P. 423, line 17 - delete the sentence baginning, "To
call this clpim preposterous, scandalous, ete.”, and sub-
stitute something to this effect, "I will not dignify the
charge by reiutation." Schatz or his counselors might claim
that the adjectives are llbellous. For the same reason,
delete, in paragraph 4, page £25, the Word "moral."

P, 424, delete the sentence, "The university paid us our
BAlary ... ete."” For roedSons you eXplainad to me, it would
be unwise to give substance to any claim that the university
had any legal right io the rovalties,

Also delete tho sentence beginning, “"There were two'™,
7 lines from the botton of page 426. The reference to the
one or two disgruntled students might give credence to
Schatz's lies, - and detracts from the important fact that

virtually all of your studenis came to your support.
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