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" BOOK WORLD / DEC

‘Man of Secrets

wmm:o‘}mmeasaignmtofmum
haris to review J. Edgar Hoover: The Man and the
ants,byClmGenu'yCBbokWorld.va.S).Aal
am sure you know, Theoharis is himself the author of a
new book on Hoover published in the same season as
Gentry’s. It is an honored tradition that to make such
an assignment is tantamount to journalistic malprac-
tice.
haf‘sou:eﬂ’fmﬂzethatthisayo:eogtngeovérm
is's self-serving review is made from a special pul-
pit; I was the editor at W.W. Norton in charge of Gen-

try‘sbook.'!'hat,however.doesnotaltenhepr_mciple
involved. Not only should Theoharis not have been of-

fered the assignment, but he should not have accepted
it

"1 wonder, too, whether the six-week delay in the -

mviewufamaiorbookofmajorimet&h\’v'ashington
mightnnthavebeendugtoarehm:weon‘fheo—
haris's part to give timely publicity to a book in direct
competition to g‘i:;own. Whether the delay was his
entire

== oras - _ . New York,

o g B i affair is beneath the stan-
ocne C 2 ) ’lat.‘.u,n"s, dgpern s PETS. . 7. s
g SRR ERIE'PZSWENSGN

Athan Theoharis replies: .

A sy e sty Sehesans
to give “ti icity to a in direct competi-
tion” with my book, From the Secret Files of J. Edgar
Hoover. Book World contacted me on Oct. 5, and I sub-
mitted my review on Oct. 12. Second, I felt that I had
the responsibility to review a “competing” book, given
my own expertise both as an historian of the FBI and
the contents of Hoover’s Official and Confidential File,
I must admit to having been appalled at Gentry’s au-
dacity in claiming to have researched and then to have
characterized the contents of this important file (and as.
well at the failure of his editors to have checked the
accuracy of his research).

Indeed, becavse Gentry’s and my book were the
subject of joint reviews published during September, 1
was directly familiar with other reviewers’ errors in
accepting as factual Gentry's citations to this file. Be-
cause these reviewers had not researched the file, they
had every reason to believe that his citations to spe-
cific folders and general characterization of the file's
overall contents were accurate. Swenson’s “cry of out-
rage,” | submit, might better be directed at his author
for his attempt to mislead both reviewers and readers.
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