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Rear Robin:

in reviewing your remarks again in that.Crewdson piece, I fee%
compelled to ask you if You really believe your comment about
baing nisled by me (the so-called last year). You told me by
phione this was because of nmy letter of September 23, 1983 to
you and to a few other colleagues, However, (1) by early March
1584 (hardly even six months, not a year) I went to the Pasteur
Institute and told then We were confident about the cause, had
2 blood test, and that the virus was very likely the same ag
theirs. (2) It is not Characteristic of you to be so
influernced by others. Both You and the Pasteur group had all
the right in the world to think independentlyz and in their
“ese to convince people, develop the blood test ang prove
cticlogy. I would still stand by most of the meaning of that
letter. Information in my hands by September 1983 was that
HTLAV-T itself, not a variant as T hypothesized, wWas present in
enly about 10% of Arps cases probably asg an adventitious
infection. Other retrovirus particles - ill-defined and
difiicult to grow were being found - whether these were all
the same virus (and the same as LAV), we could not tell for
suare. Also, they were only sporadically detected. EM's, even
when R positive, were usually negative or when looking
positive did net look like those published by Montagnier. 1t

and ney EMS: Ihen 1 strongly Suspected we were dealing with
“ne sane things, Then we pusheq hard as we coulg

foUu must know thig is an anguishing problem for me, mostly
hecause I expecteq more from long-time friends, 1t ig hard for
©® Le understang why you haqd taken the article to CSH, harder
“L1lL to understand People there photocopying it. 1 an either

ffﬁremely naive or T somehow miss the "spirit" that led to

Bis. Doesn't it seen mean-spirited to you?

sincerely yours,
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Robert @, Gallo



