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Richard Gallen 7/3/94
260 Fifth Ave.,
New Yorlk, HY 10001

Dear Richard,

As T rend the notc you wrote on vy unanswered letter of 6/1 it is"Harold, I am
rendered silent by your Tusilnde of covplaifts. I don't have time to correspond with you,
I am very augry at your ungratefulness. Richard."

If you interpret as a complaint nmy desire to lmow that you are going to keep your
vord to publish ILVER AGATI! this Septenber when I see no sign of any preparation for
it Joree=piminty and vhen I seek the assurcnce that it will be done as non-fiction books
nor&‘mally are as a complaint if there anyihing at all abnormal in an author seeldng this
Idnd of information? Particularly in tlie light of our initél discussion abobl: what be-
feame the book NEVER AGAIN!Z Particularly after how Case Open appeared?

You were very ldnd and very helpful infxm:my Wa-ys yeors ago &I'Id I was clearly grate-
ful. But you fedl silent when that could not be attributed to any complaint, any real
one in any cvent. ind over this very long period of timd I've made many efforts to learn
uhat is bugging you. Now I loarn you believe it is "complaints." ¢nce before you said I
did not trust youe But in all {this time you've not indicated anything else and both are
Just not true.

I trusted you enovgh not to speak to anyone else on nothing but your word that you
covld be interested. I trusted you enough to say I did not need a contract and even %o
decline any advance. *his is a complaint or lacl of trust?

Because of how I always felt about you I was deeply troublaqs{md I was more troubled
me.msolute nonresponsivness when + tried to find out what is on your udind and by
nuhat onefdoes expect of a friend, that il he has something on his mind he say it without

having o be asked.

Still not lmowing what your complaints are I am lelft to conjecture. Busy as you
are, and 1 lmou a little about being busy and about finding time, I doubt that for all
these months you have been so busy you could not tell me what your complaint is, in some
neaningful way. So, Ml try to recall what could reasomably be called a couplaint and
because I du legve anﬁrclnlve for history ﬁoomlm wal questions on this aul:ject.ia!r;f
publishing and non-publishing, what could ma be and vas published and what was not, I
want that to be a record others can understand. Whether or not you, busy as you are, take
the timce to read it I believe my ezecutors will and I want them to know what I believe '
ic the truth.

HEVER AGATHT! is what I am concerncd about and thus wrote you about so * begin with
thate

It was when you wer¢ here with David the Yuly 4 holiday period in 1992 that I told

you what I would be doing, what I believed its impirtance and value would be nd I tcld'j«:u}
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it would be very controversial but also f:ctual andsccurate.lt was negr and in the
coffee shop of the local &d lorse #m. 1t lad just opencd. tt opens at 7 a.m.\Then
you said mmmiﬂnﬁndﬁm:mhxcyou could be intercsted,I said that my intercat is in
maldng the recoAl for history and I wunt %o b: herc when it appears so that if ii is
altacked I could defend it. Iou mer:ly nodded your head. I renlige that is ambiguous,
as I then did not think. I took it to u1d1c:;te\'§sent. 44 could have mennt only that
you understood that. But in a %as topical I lad no roason to bel eve that it would
not appear, if you wont for it, gons later. Topicality is important in value and in sales,
and sales Tor me is what gets the word oute You nover bothered to tell me a t},ing about
your plang, if you had any, or your lack of them if you did not. You had that, essentially,
in January of 1997. It would have required no great_effort to have it out that July and
if that had happened its efleet on history and on the mavket could have been significant.
It would have besn the only honest and factual book at the tiwe of the anniveréary and
it would have been thw only bLoolk by which the others could be measured. ’.I'heroui.;’not a
singde good bool: aviony; the.: and most were from bad tn very bad, some repulsivly indecent.
Unlike the troncle, seidinshaw, tinsh and atrocities that appeared, it bhad the best
of possible peer rovieus. It uvownld have beon the only boel: on th: subject with any at all.
And those who did thot roading are the beut qualﬁfiea\ amony proiessicnal historisns. ds
you kou, o ol Gl Brons, when ho voad the first of those chapters,vas so balien witlt
t‘w..-::tﬁc))?: hig orn hie Sowsd She time to rebyped it on iy computer. It is an exceptional bool
aud i'tﬁ:tands oit iles oun, Tron those poer reviews and one from anolher professor, also
a subject expert, vho read most but not all of it in rough draft. Becouse it is factual
and accurate mul becanse it is not of couspiracy or non-consipracy theorizing it would
have been thers for the others to be compared with and that would have been an excellent
pruépect for ite It was not mmiil toward the end of the year at the earliest when I loarned
that you thon planned it for this Septeuber. What you have now declined to confirm.
While last August or September I disagreed with some of the editing, I was told that
the editing vould be as I asked and there was no dispute about that. The book could have
been out easil; belor: it was edited. !ith a topical book that would have been the norm.
wuite aside from tho topicelity of the book and its expert-established value and
jmportance,if we assume tlat what * said about the editing, and by this I mean what it
was agreed was unjustified cutting out, I can think of nothing that a reasonable man
can regard as a couplainte
Let us examine this from the side of the author. As you lmow, I've been on borrowed
time for yerrs. 4s you alse kmow, I'Ve been growing weeker. &11 authors want to be alive
chen their worl ap,ears, those who can anticipate contcgﬁzion even more 80. I wrote that
booic in a groat rushe Before I started writiny it I was hemorrhaging on mere contaect. If
a forearm tpuched a round door lmob, as often happened when L left my small ofiicem the
oldn peclad back for several inches. iy sldn is so friable and has been since before I
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bogan that writing there were months it was difficult to see slin o my arms for the
cotipresses on them. Mor several years 1've had o keep a pad in the car becuse the

seat belt can cnuse this kind of inj:'y. ~dngt of these things can have serdous consequences.
A bump thai# others w wld not be avare of can be fatal to me, as you've lmown. I have not
driven out of Frederick in 17 years and inside Frederick I avéid tle main lighvays. This
as you know is what my syrvival /requireu because of the potential of a s:bnp[e accldent.
Other medical problems of which you kmow can end my life at any time, more so since as
you also know, 1989 and tbat heart surgery. I am fortunate to have surv(;‘.;tved all that I
have. 50 is it unreasonable to expect that any publisher, not::?man who had for so

long been so good a friend, would want his book to appear while he is still alive? I'm

81 and you will not say. But for a year and a half, until I asked for assurance, there
was nothing I can tldnk of that you can reasonablg call & complaint, part of that'fusi-
la.(le"you rafer to.

There is no quesiion but that you were a very good and a very helpful friend before
the question of publishing. There also is no question Lui that I was gmateful for that
help. You should remember that I also wrote it 3m to be published in a comprehensible form.
Unasked, hnt is nol being ungrateful. .

Could you have the reprinting o wy };{:.ng book in windd I did not ask for that. Vhen
I agreed to it I told ypu personally that it required an updating and that 1 would

provide it in an oral history that could be edited tu your satisfisction. You agreed.
*t did nol happen. 1t was needed and I had asked nothingffor dbing it. So there is no
wgratefulness hhere. ‘ _

I did not ask forr Selections frow Yhitevash to be published. I lm(yﬁ:.‘-.'usezl to have

“hitewa reprinted and I e:plained the reagong, One iz that at our age and in the state

of our honlth and with all else we have to do the confusion and the extra work revuired
of Lil and me veve much tou tuch for us. We are old. We are {¥ail and weak. Therc is so
imeh we should do that we camnot and do not do. Ve just could not face that. Bat I did
agree tu Selecltions and the selceting was excellent. I've had nothing but compliments
ubout it. Dut deapite my strong refusal to agree to the reprinting of lihitewash lo and

behold, I s‘L}ﬁt getting letters abgutbt the reprint. I then find from a friend, long belfore
it appeared, that you luﬁzg‘%%?ﬂ His booi: store's comypter told them. That was
wrong and it was hux;fyl to bBs. It not only was not auwthorized-it was refused, I tlm/iearne&
that the selections vwerc veing titled "Whitewash". Of course I lad %o notify you that thé
agreemcnt was violated and it was. hat I was fyot listendd to cost the changing of the
inside thtle aud the title across the top of every other page. But that is not any

knd of wgratefulness on wmy part. It should not have happened and it lnd to be

correcteds
I forgot somctling. ds I have been consulted on nothins and informed about nothing

I was surpised at the tille or the Iing bool: reéprint and when 1 gaw it in poer light I
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gol an incorrect impression of it:s davimess. When I saw it in a good light I wrote
and apologized lmmedi tely. L there had been the norm, minimal communication with
the awthor, that would not have happened.

In all those wonths, including of yow silenco, when I saw sonething that iddicated
there mizhit be a bool in it I sent it to you. Une that I remember clearly is the ‘nggjg
atory on Yohn Newmun's Consressional testimony I recall some of the other:. Hewman told
me, and I am not sugesting that there is any connection beluuse L do not lmow, that he
has contracted with C ¢ G for & book on the newly disclosetl Oswald records. I have I
think been of some help to hine

When you phoned and told me you were interested in my book on Posner, which was
ever so uuch more than ?lm.t, you asked me if I would be willing for ‘{C MO be copub-
lisher, I s:id that if xeu’ could congider publishing a book by the man(ﬁfey had pub-
lished what that ma.uluc Livingstone suid about him (und I did not say without the dightest
#ofort Lo Jearn if R llttlo as a single word of it was true, as it isu't) I supposed
1 could agree for them to, You then Put Herman Graf on hin phone into the line. I asked
when it would Ue # published. Herman said in Harch. Yuu said you'd haveito edit it. I a
apreed. It necded editing, It was a rbugh draf@c written in great haste without any out=
line so that it could appear while there was the controversy about it. (45 I'm sure
you kmow I took it that you meant editing in the normal sense, and that I wanted and
did not get.) I said I'd get it rotyped here. I had already arrvanged for a friend o do
thet but Tirst there vere the Jewish high holidays and then her sondr needed a cancer
operation, aff ér which she Nursed him back to health, but that would have been slow. I
mzant 1'd get it done professionally, andf expense I'd not have gone to without assurance
the book would be published. Lou said you'd have it done up therc. I agreed, a little
uneasq because ny typing and my handwriting are so pvore L aslced that I have three copies
of the retyped rough draf't for the record for history, a cor‘l{am you seem not to nghre,
for our precious history. Remember what Santayana s:id about those who do not remember it?
I care, as you well know. I'm sorry you do not! You agreecyl‘t has not been done yet.

Some time peassed and then I got from Raphaela Seroy, of whom I have formed the high—
ect opinion, as incredible a heginning of that retyping as I have ever seen. The poor
woman had been teold tu do it on a computer with which she had no familiarity a% all and
nlmost anytlhing appeared on paper. 411l sorts of odd things, capitals w‘@re thef"}were
none, running on and on. I went over it, coi'-‘rected it and returned it. I did not com—
plain against her and I do not. She is a fine person. and L'm sure if she had been told
to do it on a typwriter she'd have dohe a first-rate job. But she had never looked at
o computer at all before. She was learning how to use that strange beast on this manuscr-
ipt. And did it show it!

Tine pasced, quite a bit o time with a Serious Look to Le published in Harch, and
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I got not another piece of paper. I phoned youg Touw were not in. David answered the
phone whilc he vas on another phone. I told him I was waiting and anxjous to get the
rest to go over and emreetxcorrect. Belore returiing to his other call he told me, as
L now recall, that she had access to the computer only two days a week and then 13’ there
was no othe: urgent necd for i’].". s also said he wouldf tell’ yﬂ_x. I never heard from you.

Instead, after quite an additional amount of time passe?l,Awlmt latep turned out
to be the book that was published, typed or computered. Lon did got tell me that was
all of it that you were going to publish, There was much in it to correct. I did that as
rapidly % was posgible for me and returned it. Hearing thereafter nothing at all about
anything at all, Tnen after more time passed I got the page proofs, as I recall on a
ihuraday, with the message that they had bo be returned the coming Tuesday.l was within
that very unreanonable deadline in their return.

But I was shocked! There were many errors, most typos, and of those at least 75
remain in the very small book you published.

Thore was no table of contents! Yo conclusions. A serious work of nonfiction with
no conclusions? Ho index, How many people look at a work of nonfiction and regard it as
seriouws and worthwhile when it has no index? &n%:’ Eas two dijferen@ subtitles!The con-
clusions Tor ths boek you did not publish obviouslt) could not be used. But you mmimx
neither told me or in any way indicated what ydu were going o do with the bookm or
asked me to write new conclusions. I said in returning the proofs that I would anq I
did and I sent them by express mail th' next day. The book appeared, you axed thed and
[ £ oF axiny: them had 1R blank pages in so 1 a boolk!

In saying you would edit the book, and you'd seen only a small part of it then, you
said yohﬂﬂanted it to appear as a lawyer's brief.Although + lmev I was writing it that
vay, you sre a J.awyern) I am not, and I assumed you meunt you would sharpen it 'bhaii’:'i‘ﬁ:m,

But you did no editing and you eliminated the real lawyer's brief I wrote in aming
an entirely different book of it. Most of the book you published is those first chapters
I1'd sent you, what 1 then had written when you asked to see them. You added two more
chapters frow what 1 wrote later, withoug any continuity and not in the sequence in
which they were uritten.

(That second subtitle on the title page has no relevance to the book at all!dnd
then there is th. library of Congress description of it!)

With all of this secret from me you phoned me and told me that Charlie Winton had
an interest in the subject and wanted some things added. You asked me if I:d. consider
this and if I'd talk to him. I agreed and he dibd phone me, I did get the impression
that he had a genuine interest in the subject, I did listen to the things he had in
mind, and I did go about doing that immediately, although L did not consider what he was
talldng about as more thun greasy lid stuff in the book I had written and on the sub-

Jects It was the kind of things that appeals to these who theorize conspiracies like
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would-be ‘erry “asons, *lis is Wo reflection on him, I cot—bjﬁuf:i.mpressiou that he is a
very, very bright and able man. 1t veflects only what he has been subjected toﬁ, noS—
gible frow the crapg he's read and from what those he holds in high regard told him,

But here you are in the brief note you scrawvled on 1y letter telling me you are
too busy, you do not have the time to tell an author what all authérs want to know and
are entitled to know end at the same time, lmowing full well that you have already cut
the hell out of the boolz, with no intentions of even giving it conclusions, and you set
anf a¥l, i1l and veak man on vuch a wild-goose chase, wasting all that time for me! I
did fget in touch with those who had the kinds of things Charlie wanted added and I
did write and send that. )

Un that eall, when I asked you when you'd publish the book, it being that close to
the date llerman promised without any sign 4f close publication, you siid September,
Two boolsg Jtm same author on the same subject by the same publisher in one month? I
discussed with Charlie what could launch the bookiwith a genuine conttuversy, that
there was an announce-d %olper/llm-TV miniseries on Posner and featuring hip set and
announced fof February and the internal competition for September and he agreed it
had to be socner.He thought March, as I rctall, too.

Editing? Lawyer's brief? The duplication I wanted eliminated in those first chapters
I sent you is still theve, as id more that is inevitable in 1@ rspeed with wlf.ch I wrote.
There waz no editing. There was mercl& mnat-axlngumd-#aa:b—i What,, elininated Jihat was
unique and of spegial -unporta.ncré in the boofl wrote, as distinguished fﬁm the long
magazing article that you published. ‘ou knew thin was my approachnin ILUVER AGATH! be—

cause L told you in advance of it and because you read it. I vsed Posner and his

contrived and dishonest cngse against Osmig:d as a defense lawyer would and the book I
vrote is an exculpation of Oswald from the Bfficial evidence oﬁ!_;ir. That was never done
befores I had not done it before., That is important for our history. You without # word
to me eliminated that entircly. That is not editing in any legitimate snse of the word.

But you camot have this in mind in your "fusil-de of complaints" because = Laia
not make that complainte

What I wrote and gave you necded to be edited to make it a lawyer's brief?

Here nre the lust words in youl short note of February 2, after saying it would be
better if we have contracts and sending them and saying, your emphasis,"I think you did

eat job": "You would have been a notable lawyer in the Clarence Darrow mold." (I thiidk
thay; ™) reburning the contracts I told you I appreciated thet nuch, especinlly coming
from you.) »

4dnd at the same time you were eliminating all of that Clarence Darrow bit, from the
book and from ocur history.

What I said in returning the proofs was not a "eouplaint." That was corrections or

what should n ever have existed fo be corrected, what the publivher is supnosed to do.



WUrunz, who is a profosional historian and a legitimete subject-matter e..pert
who gheaches the aobjeet and io the coauthor of the only professional biblioghaphy on
the %:b;jzzu:t )]m:l so hish an opiuiu:r/ol‘ uliat 1 did he thouwht 1% should be submitted for
a Pulitzer. Elininating that is vhat you mrent by editing.

dnd nou you l }JD_I:Q for a "I‘usilgﬁe of compleoints" wien haviiy; no real choice I
gaid nothin; at all about it!

Poriang 7o »oaust ag pord of yeur "fusilade" wy rogular reo wests for copier of
any notice sout to Ll depds ol the oo s appearance that I could 1ncluJ.i$-,‘ in g

s oppeodonse? =i kv ot vater from day o day but Bhere is alirw soe ol there
ars noh oovornsetl o dovon o Geye For nogligible cost I could have [mu in $the londs

of thove with an jexpressed inter st in the subjecd vhat could lead them to buy the
books I did no" asl: you Tor tho:c copiles but I made a number of requests. I noser gov
them. Several lumdred boolks could have becn sold that way and to =ms:people who talk to
other;'s about the boolks they geta

This is consist nt with other things that ref ject no serious effort to sell the boolk.

I sent you the draft of agdengthy ariicle that I thought might be published and would
promote the boolr, "Scnator Russell Dissents." You did not even acknowledge receipt of it.

I said T cduld write a magazine tilBe about Posne: and his book. I did. You did not
say a word nor did anyone 3imx else.

Perhaps there is what I do not remember, but I see nothing that you can honestly

call g "fusilade of complaints," I see some I could have made :nd didnSt.

1¥ like eliminating the CIA from the subtitle and pretty much from the book, The
book I wrote made a legitimate case of the CIA's participation in what I referred to as
a "Hoax" and I st ated that appropriately in the subtitle that could help sell books,
"The Gerald Posner/Random House/CIA JFK Assassination Exploitation." The book I wrote also
contained reasons for the CIA's giving Pésmar such exceptional help.

Then there is what else I did not complain about’«hat has te be without muech compet-
ition as the most outrageous, monstrous publishing indecency, that crazy book that is
less of a boolt than a S=ams ertalogue but has the sole merit of beiny; self-descriptive
as Killing the Truth.

It says of me and not of me alone the most terrille things that can be s id about
any American, that I am a coconspirator in the assassination of the Presidnet! It sags
many other things about me that range from gross distortions to outright lies.

The very first thing in it refer:-a to me as "an agent," meaning for the government,

Next it thanks yon because you "extended good advice and help."

Did that "good advice" have anything to do with what he said about me or about what
you lmev about me, the many he has part of the assassindtion of a Presidant and other
terrible tlings? The man of whom Kent Carroll told Publishers Weekly “put out a lot
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of disinformation, furthering the conspirvacy" to kill the Presidont?

Your could believe these things about me? After all these years?

Ynowing me all these years you as Carroll & Graf's counsel could not say that you
kneu me and those things were very hurtf uJ’\y very false, some impossible?

101.1. could not as their counsel counsel them to do some checking or to ask me and the
otliers if they were 1:1!‘_]%“'{ P

With this you cmr"l'%l%xd are thanked for that help?

I said not a word about that to you. That is not part of your "fusilade of complaints"
you attribute to md, is it?

There is no gquestion of malice for that is well established. There is Mo question
of both wtruthfulness and of his being informed in writing in advance of its untruthful-
nesg. Dig jlour advice and counsel extend to aslding if your friend had confronted those
despicable allegations and if so, what he had said?

Or werec you content to kuow that I wag not in a position to do what I could have
done about being falsely, lmouingly falsely, accused of the most terrible thing of which
an American can be accused, of being part of a ssmpzs conspiracy to lkill his President?

:fo say nothing of the obther despicable wntruths of which at least 50g000 copies
vere to be printed in hm:l ack, gcording to Carroll., Nothing about Posner repeating them.
Hothin;; about your eliminating uy response to them frowm the book you published with
Carroll & Graf, Also nol part of your "fusilade of comp]ﬁnts: is it7?

Or is it that there arve two differont Richard Gallens. The dichard Gallen t%g in

private life ic a wonderful human being, the best ldind of friend one could have, the
khind of friend who need be asked nothing but seeing where he can be a helpful friend
is wmnstintingly holpful and seeks nothing in return. VWithout thought of its cost, that
Idnd of friend, too.

That is not the publishing Richard Gallen I have secn.

When we chatted al brealdast at The Red Horse, Wit‘ﬁ David asleep, you paid ne as
high a compliment as I can remembor. You said that what I say may seem to be e.aggmerated
but that it turns out to be conservative, dn that sense, you told me, I am ffthe most
comservative man I lmow."

I proved this to you in two books. They are much more and much more inportant than
I told you they would be. This is not my evaluation alone. There are none more eipert
than the others who read them in full in rough draft.

And thiso about wlat is so important in our country few things can be more important,
if any, about what was a cou ‘d'etat. IA the field in which so uuch has been written, with
the worst finding a ready nLn.J:.I.o:L/ d the best going begging.Publishers being what tlhey
are on this subject.

'f'n this coup d'etat a man was falscly accused-framed. That is insignificant in this
country? That is insignificant as a book that proves it with the officipl evidence only?
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The unguestionable ofiicial proof of this is what you eliminated from Case Oven.

Hithout consulting me, the author, And leading me to believe the exact opposite
in saying you wanted j& it to be like a lawyer's brief.

Three learned and well-read college professors told me they are n/ot avare of anyone
over doing to a book what I did to Case Ylosed. fo that ":aligﬁ{;sbrée " editing, if edit-
ing that was, eliminated it.

iside from all the other things in JEVER ACAIN! it states and proves one govern-
ment conspiracy, ducunﬂitin{: it ’choroughl}gr entire%ﬁith ofi‘;c‘;_i.g; documents. It also

makes out the cuse it jresents as a question, "Was There a Hilitary Conspiracy?

Such a boolz is an overyday matter in publishing? )

Have you even heard of such a thing? Even in our history? And that with what was
a coup d'utat?

As you know I love this country and you kuow why.le have discussed it. And you know
that aged, weal, veary and ill rather than doing and enjoying these many things we gave
ue to do what we have done 4il and I continue trying to do what we can.lor her in the
past yunr despite two eye operations and right now dispite a broken wrist. Far me when
L am not only under a medical prohibition against lifting more than 15 pounds - it is
now too nuch for me.

When you sit on mue a book like IIVER AGATN! that is not an expression of love for
your country.

llor is it sowething for which I should be grateful, grateful as I am for so much
else. ind as “il rveminds me she allso is,

I hope the Richard L loved and who more than earned that love will respond to my
seeldng assurance that NUVER AGATIT! will be published as promised this “eptember and
that it will be published as serious works of nonfiction are published by serious
publishers.

Sincerely,

"j }
/

Harold Ueisberg
If you have any real complaints, I'm sorry and I would like to hear them.
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I remember something else from that breakfast at The Red Horse.

After you said you could be interested in HEVER AGAIN! I made a suggestion that
came from my news and pufflic-relations experience.

I urged that if you decided to do the bock you publish it with a publisher's
note in which you'd say that because of 1y age and the precarious state of my health
and because of the iwporiance t. the country of what the book says youu have published
a corrected rough draft so that it could be out that much more 'ﬁ&p} rapidly thaty is
possible for a long book that is edited.

You did not say that you would do that. Nor did you say that you would not.

iy telling you this, however, I did tell you w}'za‘i: was important to me and I think
without question was important to the success and influence of the book,

It is, as I told you, truthful and tbo often what it truthful and natural is
overloocked in promotions. And advertising.

It was a natural for what in my nezs days was called a "human interest story."

and it is net very of'ten that an octogeniarian writes so long :and detailed a book
and that in sb short a time.

It could have Leen on the bookshelves a year aftoer the first JAMA story.



