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January 11, 1986
Dear Mr, Ssuvege,

#hen we spoke by phone this sugmer, when I wes in M. Chetelsin's office,
I neglected to ask pow I could write you, so I have ssked the editor of the New
Lesder, to whom I have written commending him for printing your excellent srtciles
on the Warrem Comminsion, to forwerd this to you.

Your pieces ere guite good. They are accurate. They raise important
points and they snawer them, unequivocally., This hes not charscterized whet little
writing there has been in this field,

When I was in New York sbout three weeks sgo, one of the editors with
whon I spoks reported you have contracted for your book: I& this truet Congratuda=
tions, 1f 1t 1s the case., I have not yet signed a contrsct, not have I, since
spesking to you, been offered one, There were several times I thought one mmm
would be fortheoming, the obvious end detectabls excitement wes thst encomaging.

T am in such & condition a% this moment. Put I have slresdy lacrned the signing
of 8 contrset, with the subjsct, is not in itself enough, Tlease let me lmow about
yours, if the news is good.

L1sn, have you henrd what book Cellimerd hes printed or is printing? I
heve hsard nothing from them directly or indirectly, since spesking to you. Nelther
M. Mohrt nor M, Gallimard hss snswered a single one of my letters. lir. Mohrt alse
has not enswered letters from perscnsl friends who 're distressed st the file I showed
them. I suspect it 1s the Lane book, end I further suspect that what heppened 1s
Sartre put pressure on Gallimard. I have had a comparison of Lane's booxa snd mine
from the senior editor of e major house which would do neither. While 1t 1s only
one men's opinion, with other informetion L hsve gleaned, it convinces me that, 1¢
1t is, in fact, Lane's book, the book itself was not the deciding factor. Lene's
book, I was told several months ago, has besn contrscted for in Eritsin, by Boadley=-
Head in herdback snd Penguin in psper. my information ceme from the persen who
intriduced Lane to Boadley-lead.

Have you heard of snything else except the Fox book which, in my cpinionm,
wss boiled in & pot thet wos not stirred enough during the cooking? Sgme publishers
are nibbling ot the edges of the crust. T.Y. Crowell is heving a womsn whose name
Ll have forgotten write a psychological study of Ruby ~nd Oswsld, Jeen Stedford, widow
of A.J. Liebling, who hed dedicated a fruitful end worthwhile 1ifo to exposure of
the deficiencies of the press, hss written e shameful lampoon of the distrsught
mother. Farrar-Streuss is publishing it Februsry 25. I have heerd of nothing else.

I hasve not been able to arrsnge for a French agant. The brother of o
friend, who is not an sgent, is meking some spprecinted effort for me. It hes as
yet ylelded no interest.

Gpod luck to you. Im em looking forward to the dey when both &f our
books have been plasced snd we cen freeXly sit down snd telk sbout this.
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Sincerely yours,



