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Richard Gallen 1/8/94
260 Tifth Ave., :
New York, HY 10001

Dear Hichard,

As I read the note you wrote on vy unanswered letter of 6/ 1 it is"larold, I am
rendered silent by your fusilnde of couplaifts. I don't have time to correspond with you.
I am very angry at your ungratefulness. Richard."

If you interpret as a complaint my desire to know that you are going %o keep your
vord to publish LIDVER ACGATI! this September when I see no sign of any preparation for
it oree-piminty and ulen I seel the assurcnce that it will be done as non-fiction books
no@mally are as a complaint if therc anything at all sbnormal in an author seeldng this
kind of information? Particularly in the light of our inital discussion aboblt what be-
fcave the book HEVER AGATN!Z Particularly after how Case Open appeared?

You were very ldnd and very helpful in’umny w::;ys yeors ago apd I was clearly grate—
ful. But you fegl silent when that could not be attributed to any complaint, =mny real
one in any cvent. ind over this very long period of timd I've made many efforts to learn
what is bugging you. low L learn you believe it is "complaints." Once before you said I
did not trust youe Dut in all this time you've not indicated anything else and both are
Jjust not true.

I trusted you enough not to speak to anyone else on nothing but your word that you
could be intére:xted. I trusted you enough to say I did not need a contract and even to
decline any advance. ‘his is a complaint or lack of trust?

Because of hou I always felt about you I was deeply 'troubledfénd I was more troubled
by your,resolute nonresponsivness when + tried to find out what is on your nind and by

Lg":l'.rlm’c onefdoes expect of a friend, that if he has something on his mind he say it without
having to be asked.

Still ot lmouwing vhat your complaints are I am lef't to conjecture. Busy as you
are, and L lmou a little about being busy and about finding time, L doubt that for all
these montlis you have been so busy you could not tell me what your complaint is, in some
neaningful way. So, M_l try to recall what could reasouably be called a couplaint and
because I do legve an/nrchivc Tor history %‘mm eal questions on this sunject.ia'!r;r
publishing and non-publishimg, wiat could sa be and was published and what was not, I
vant that to be a record others can understand. Whether or not you, busy as you are, take
the tince to read it I believe my executors will and I want them to lmow what L believe '
is the truth.

NEVER ACGATII! is what I am concerncd about and thus wrote you about so * begin with
that.

It was when you wer¢ here with David the July 4 holiday period in 1992 that I told
you what T would be doing, what I believed its iupdrtance and value would be .nd I 'bold'jv“)
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it would be very controversial bub also fuctual andeccurate.lt was negr and in the

coffee shop of the local 1@& Horse #mn. It had just opened. Tt opens at 7 a.ma\hon

you said pormmmmitdnbBedidinnnmbroyon could be intercsted, I said that my interest is in
maldng the rr:co’AIL Tor history*and I yant to b here when it appears so that if it is
attacked I could defend it. j:ou mer:ly nodded your head. I renlise thal is ambiguous,

as I then did not think., I tool it to imiicn'l:e\aésen‘t. ‘% could have mernt only that

you understood that. But in a 1%&51 topical I had no ruagzon to bel 'eve that it would
not appear, if you w=nt for it, ons later. Topicality is important in value and in sales,
ond sales Tor me is what gets the word oute. You never bothered to tell me a t},ing about
vour plans, if you had any, or your lacl of them if you did note You had that, essentially,
in Januvary of 1993 It would have required no great.effort to have it out that July and
if that had happened its eflect on history and on the marlket could have been significant.
It would have been the only honeast and factusl book ot the time of the anniverégry and

it would lhave been the only Dboolk by which thn others could be measured. ’I‘hern“ﬁ’knot a
siwde goud book avon; the . and most were frow bad o very bad, some raepulsivly indecent.

Unlike the treacle, lscrimlmw, trash and atrocities that appeared, it had the best
of possiblec peer roviews. It vould have been fthe only bocok on the subject with any at all.
And those who did thnt roading ave the best qlml:‘i’ied among proiessional historisns. ds
Fuu knou, on: ol thon Brone, when ho vond the first of those chapters,vas so taloi with
iy ::n.,‘:;xa: lrin .r.v.:n he fouad She time to rotypet it on Jis computer. It is an exceptional boolk
aud i{ﬁtuﬂdﬂ on iis own, from those pser revieus and one from anothev professor, also
a subject eipert, who rrad nmost but not all of it in rough draft.: Decause it is factual
and accurate aud because it is not of couspiracy or nen-consipracy theorizing it would
have been therz for the others to bo compared with and that would have been an excellent
proépect for it, It was not until toward the end of the yezr at the earliest when I lcarned

that you then plamed it for this Septerber. What you have now declined to confirm.

While last August or September I disagreed with some of the editing, T was told that
the editing would be as I asked and there was no dispute about that. The book could have
Lbeen out easily beforz: it was edited. ith a topical book that would have been the norm.

wuite aside from th topicelity of the book and its expert-established value and
ivpportance,ii we assume that what * said about the editing, and by this I mean what it
vas agreed was unjustified cutting out, I can think of nothing that a reasonable man
can regard as a couplaint,

Let uo examine this frou the side of the author. As you know, I've been on borrowed
time for yeors. as you alse lmow, 1'Ve been growing weeker. &11 authors want to be alive
shen their worlt apyears, those who can anticipate con‘l:r':j;iori even moro so. I wrote that
book in a grect rush. Before I started writing it I was hemorrhaging on mere contact. If
a forearn fouched a round door Imob, as often happened when L left my small ofiicew the

sldn pecled back for several inches. My skin is so friable and has been since before I
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began that writing there were months it was difficult to see slkin on my arms Tor the
compreszses on them. For several years 1've had to keep a pad in the car bec:use the

scat belt can cnuse this ldind of inj‘z“y. ~ing of these tlings can have serwous CoNsequences.
4 bump tho e ;_.’u!zers W uld not be a-.:a."re of can be Tatal to me, as you've lmown. I have not
driven out of Predericl in 17 years and inside Frederick I avéid tle main highways. This
as you lmov ig whal my syrvival /rcqu:i_rau because of the potential of a simp[e accident.
Uther medical problems of which you knou cun end my lif'e at any time, more to since as
you also know, 1089 and tbat heart surgery. I am fortunate to have surv?ived all that I
have, ﬁo is it unreasonable to expect that any publisher, noti?man who had for so

long been so good o friend, vould want his boolk tou appear while he is still alive? I'm

81 and you will not say. But for a year and a half y, uutil I asked for assurance, there
was nothing; I can think of that you con reasonablg eall a complaint, part of that'Tusi-
lade'.you refer to.

There is no guestion but that you were a very good and a very helpful friend before
the question of publishing., There also is no question Lut that I vas gmateful for that
help. Lou should remember that I also wrote it & to be published in a comprelensible form.
Unasked. “hat is not being ungrateful,

Could you have the roprinting o uy fing book in mind{ I did not ask for that. Vhen
I agreed to it I told ypu perconally that it reguired an updating and that I would

provide it in an oral history that could be edited tu your satisfiaction. You asreed.
1t did not happen. Lt was needed and I had asled no-thing,n}i‘or dibing ite So there is no
ungratefulness hhere. .

I did not ask for Seleetions from Yhitevash to be publivhed. I lm‘yrh:t'uaed to have
"1_1,;' tevash reprinted and I e:xplained the reasonif One is that at our age and in the state
of our henlth and with all else we have to do the confusion and the extra work required

of Lil aud me .eve much tov uch Tor us. We are old. We are f¥ail and weak. Ther: is so
imeh ve should do that we cannot and do not do. Ve just could no% face that. Bit I did
agree tu Selections and the seleeting was excellent. I1've had nothing but compliments
nbout it. Dut despite my strong refusal to agree to the reprinting of Vhitewash lo and
behold, I sgﬁt getting letters absnt the reprint, I then £ind from a firiend, long before
it appeared, that you m%ﬂ Mis bool store's coyypier told them. That was
wrong and it was hu:r;htl to ls. It not only was not authorized—it was refused, I t]xev/t[eanmd
that the selections wers veing titled "Whitewash". Of course I lad to notify you that thé
agreement was violated and it was. That I was fyot listendd to cost the changing of the
inside thtle and the title across the top of every other page. But that is not any
kind of ungratefulness on iy part. It should not have happened and it led to be
corrected.

I forgot somotling. As I have been consulted on nothing and informed aboul nothing

I vas surpised at the #ifie of' the King booi reprint and vhen 4 saw it in poor light I
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pol an incorrect ivpression of its darvlmess. When I saw it in a good light I wrote
and apologized immedi tely. If there had been the norm, minimal communication with
the author, that would not have hapurened.

In all those months, including of yow silence, when I say something that iddicated
there mizhit be a book in it I sent it to you. Une that I remember clearly is the J'?o_sy
story on Yohn Heuman's Congressional testimony. I recall some of +the others. Hewman told
me, and I amn not sugreating that there is any connection befuuse L do not lmow, that he
has eontracted with U ¢ ¢ for a book on the newly disclosed Oswald records. I have I
thinlk been of some holp to him.

When you phuned ar’i told me you were interested in my book on Posner, which was
ever so luch more than that, you asked me if I would be willing for C Mo be copub-
lishers I s:did that if #em could consider publlshing a book by the méﬁﬁ:iey had pub-
lished what that mamac Livinggtone suid about him (and I did not say without the 5(1ghtest
grfort tov Jearn if aB ht‘l:lc at a single word of it was true, as it isn 1;) I supposed
I could agres for them to, You then Put Herman CGraf on hin phone into the line, I asked
when it would be # published. Horian said in Harch. You said you'd haveito edit it. I =
acreed. It necded editing, It wan a rdugh draf@: written in great haste without any out-—
line so that it could appear while there was the coutroversy about it. (4 I'm sure
vou know 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 retyped here. I had already arranged for a friend to do
thet but first there were the Jewish high holidays and then her son# needed a cancer
operation, aft er which she fﬂursed him back to health, but that would have been slow. I
meant L'd get it done professionally, andfexpense 1'd not have gone to without assurance
the book would be published. Lou said you'd have it done up therve I agreed, a little
wieasg because ny typing and my handwriting are so poor. I asked that I have three copies
of the retyped rough draft for the record for history, a coﬁ:‘;rn you seem not to ﬂfﬁ:‘re,
for our precious history. Remcmber what Santayana s:id about those who do not remember it?
I care, as you well know. I'm sorry you do not! You agree/l'lz has not been done yet.

Some time peswed and then I got from Raphaela Seroy, of whom I have formed the high-
est opinion, as incredible a heginning of that retyping as I have ever seen. The poor
woman had been told tu do it on a computer with which she had no familiarity at all and
alnost auytlsing appeared on paper. ~A1l sorts of odd things, capitals wpre thefwere
none, running on and on. I went over it, coi-—rected it and returned it. I did not com=—
plain agoninst her and I do not. She is a fine person. and I'm surc if she had been told
to do it on a typuriter she'd have dohe a first-rate job. But she had never looked at
d couputer at all belfore. She was learning how to use that strange beast on this manuscr—
ipt. And did it show it!

Time passced, quite a bit o1 time with a Serious book to be published in Harch, and
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I got nol another piece of paper. I phoned yous Tou were not in. David ansuvered the
phone whilc he was on another phone. I told him I was waiting and anxjous to get the
rest to go over mcorrect. Bel'ore returning to his other eall he told me, as

4 now recall, that she had access to tho computer only two days a week and then if there
wao no otho: urgent need for iT. e also said he would talll %r%. I never leard from you.

Instead, after quite an adrlitional amount of time paased,ﬂwhat latep turned out
to be the book that was published, typed or computered. Lou aid 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 posnible for me and returned it. Hearing thereafter nothing at all about
anything at all. Tnen after mors time passed I got the page proofs, as I recall on a
’lf‘lu.:.rsday. with the message that they had bo be returned the coming: Tuesday.l was within
that very unreasonable deadline in their returm.

But I was shocked! There werc many errors, most typos, and of those at least 79
remain in the very small book you published.

Thore was no table of contents! Yo conclusions. A serious work of nonfiction with
no conelusions? Yo index. How many people look at:'_a work of nonfiction and regard it as
perious and worthwhile when it has no index? hm%r has two diifereq'@‘. subtitles!The con-
clusions for thoe book you did not publish obviousliy could not be used. But you mmdkex
neither told me or in any way indicated what ybu were going to do with the boolm or
asled me to writec new conclusions. I said in returning the proofs that I would and I
did end I sent them by express mail th: next day. The book appared, you uxed’%t% and

.er axins them had 1R blank peges in so small a bool!

In saying you would edit the book, and you'd seen only a small part of it then, you
said you.‘kzanted it to appear as a lawyer's brief.Although * knew I was writing it that
way, you are a 1131-:))'@:'1J I am not, and I assumed you meunt you would sharpen it thawfaz.m,

But you did no editing and you eliminated the real lawyer's brief I wrote in eming
an entirely different book of it. Most of the book you published is those first chapters
I'a sent you, vhat L then had written when you asked to see them. You added two more
chapters from what I wrote later, withouf any continuity and not in the sequence in
which they vere vritten.

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

With all of this secret from me you phoned me and told me that Cherlie Winton had
an interest in the subject and wanted some things added. Lon asked me if Ild consider
thig and if I'd talk to him., I agreed and he did 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 I did not consider what he was
talldng about as more then greasy ldd stuff in the book I had written and on the sub—

Ject. It w;;: the kind oi things that appeals to these who theorize conspiracies like
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would-be Ferry “asons. ‘lis is fjo reflection on him, I cot%impresaion that he is a
very, very bright and able mane 14 reflects only what he has been subjected toﬁ, poS—
ible frow the crapy he's read and from what theose ho holds in high regard told him.

But herc you are in the brief note you serawled on wy letter telling me you are
too busy, you do not have the time to tell an author what all authiers want to know and
are entitled to kmow and at the same fime, lmowing full well that you have already cut
the hell out of the boolk, with no intt:ntions' of even giving it conclusions, and you set
anf e@l, ill and weak man on puch a wild=goose chase, wasting al| that time for me! I
did feet in touch with those who had the kinds of things Charlie wanted added and I
did wﬁite and send that.

Un that call, When I asked you when you'd pubh‘.sh the book, it.be:l_ng that close to
the date IIeuna.u promised without any sisn Af close puhhmtion, you said September,
Two booly mﬁthe same author on the same subject by the same publisher in one month? I
discussed with (.harlle what could launch the boolowith a genuine contioversy, that
there was an announced %olper/ﬂB(-—TV miniseries on Posner and featuring him set and
announced fof February and the internal competition for September and he agreed it
had to be socner.He thbught Harch, as T rcetall, too.

Bditing? Lawyer's brief? The duplication I wanted eliminated in those first chapters
I sent you is 8till there, as ifd more that is inevitable in the rspeed with wkdl’ich I wrote.
There was no editing. There was mercls_ mnat-axmgumﬁ--irl;a:b-a. %rhat,, elirinated ghat was
unique and of speeial mporﬁa.nc {4 in 1:]1n boofll wrote, as distinguished fﬁm the long
magazine article that you published. ‘ou knew this was my approachnin HUVER AGATH! be-

cause L told you in advance of it and because you read ite I used Posner and his

contrived and dishonest conse againgt Osmaf:d as a defense lawyer would and the boolk I
wrote is an exculpation ol Oswald from the Hfficial evidence oxi£[3r. 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 legitinmate ssnge of the word,

But you cannot have this in mind in your "fusil-de of complainis" because z + did
not make that complaint.

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

Here nre the list words in youd short note of February 2, after saying it vould be
better if we have econtracts and sending them and saying, your emphasis,"I think you did

cat job": "You would have been a notable lawyer in the Clarence Darrow mold." (I think
tha/ in"es roturning the contracts I $old you I gppreciated thet nuch, especially coming
from you.) .

&nd at the same time you vere elirinating all of that Clarence Darrow bit y from the
book and from our history.

What I said in returning the proofs was not o "couplaint." That was corrections or

what should n ever have existed to be corrected, what the publisher is supposed to do.



.
1
d
3
!
4
;
i

i

i)

Wrono, uho is o profesional hictorian and a legitimete subject-matier e pert
who gbeaches the gobject and is th: copubthor of the only professional bibliogpaphy on
e -.:s:bja‘ﬁ; el so high an op:i.mf_-.:n/oi‘ uhat T did he thousht it should be submitted for
a Pulitzer. EliLdnating that is vhat you nzent by editing.

4nd nou d‘ggbglilejg_rg for a "fusilgﬁe of complaints" when haviing no real chojce I
gaid nothin ; »% 211 about 1%!
WLons powt o reur "fusilade" iy rogular re uests for copier of

Porhaps jron oo
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any notice sont Go the toady of %70 bouls pupearanco that I could ineludips in vy
pezpogpeolones? <in S ok wivler from day fo day but blhere s alingi soie and tlere
ars ned clooenL o Qo i Coge Por negligible cost T could have ']w;!; In Hbe bl

of thore with an foxpressed inter el in the subject vhat could lead then to buy the
books I did no- ael: you for thorc copies but I made a mumber of requests. T nziwer got
“hemn. Several hundred bools could have besn sold that way and to mmm- people who talle to
others about tle Dbools they gut. -

This 48 consist nt with other things that ref lect no serious effort to sell the bool.

I sent you the draft of ajlengthy a:rti.cle that I thought might be published and would
promote the bool:, "Scnator Russell Dissents." You did nol even acknowledge receipt of it.

I said T ctuld write a magazine‘e.'rﬁgﬁe about Posne: and his book. I did. You did not
say a word nor did anyone kim: else.

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

Call a "fusilade of complaints." I see some I could have made :nd didn8t,

¥ like eliminating the CIA from the subtitle and pretty much from the bock, The
book I wrote made a legitimate case of ihe CIA's participation in what I referred to as
a "Hoax" and I sf ated that appropriately in the subtitle that could help sell books,

"The Gerald Posner/Randon House/CIA JFK Assassination Exploitation.” The book I wrote also
contained reasons for the CIA's giving Pa-sner such exceptional }:ltelp.

Then there is what else I did not complain ahout]ibat has te be without much compet-
ition as the wost outrageous, monstrous publishing indecency, that crazy book that is
less of a book than a Sears ertalogue but has the sole merit of being self-desecrijtive
as : the Truth. .

It says of me and not of me ‘t.a.lone the mogt terrible things that can be s id about
any American, that I am a coconspirator in the assassination of the Presidnet! It sajs
many other things about me that range from gross distortions to outright lies.

The very first thing in it refer.s to me as "an agent," meaning for the government,

Next it thanks you 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 lmew about me, the wany he has part of the assassinkition of a President and other
terrible tlings? The man .of whom Keit Yarvoll told Publishers Weekly "‘put out a lot



B T e PG R

- mssummEE e

of disinformation, furthering the conspiracy" to kill the President?

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

“nowing me all these years you as Carroll & Graf's counsel could not say that you
knew me and those tlings vere very hurtfu],w very false, some impossible?

1ou could not as their counsel counsel them to do some checking or to ask me and the
otliers if they were tr&:’i »

With this you mﬁ%ﬁd are thanked for that help?

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

There is no question of malice for that is well established. There is Mo question
of both untruthfulness and of his being informed in writing in advance of its untrutiful-
ness, Dig gour advice and counsel extend to asling if your friend had confronted those
despicable allegations and if so, what he had said?

Or werc you content to lkunow that I wag not in a position to do what I could have
done about being falsely, lmo-.-:ingl, falsely, accused of the most terrible thing of which
an American can be accused, of being part of a ssmpx conspirvacy to lkill his President?

‘i‘lo sa; notldug of the obther despicable untruths of which at least 60w000 copies
vere to be prinfed in 11:11:'1 aclk, scordiug to Carroll. Hothing about Posner repeating them.
Hothin:: about your eliminating my response to them from the book you published with
Carroll & Graf. Also hol part of your “fusilade of comp]S.nts,i ig it?

Or is it that there are two difler:nt Richard Gallens. The ltichard Uallen Xgﬁg in

private life is a vonderful human being, the best kind of friend one could have, the
Idnd of friend who need be asked nothing but seeing where he can be a helpful friend
is wnstintingly helpful ond seeks nothing in return. Vithout thought of its cost, that
Idnd of friend, too.

That is not the publishing ﬁichard Gallen I have secn.’

When we chatted al breakfast at The Red Horse, wit& David asleep, you paid me as
high a compliment as I can remembeore. fou said that what I say may seem to be e.aggerated
but that it twns out to be conservative, in that sense, you told me, I am #the most
comservative man I lmova"

I proved this to you in two bocks. They are much more and much more important than
I told you they would be. 'J"llis is not my evaluation alone., There are none more expert
than the otiers who read them in full in rough draflt.

And this about what is so important in our country few things can be more important,
if any, about what was a coup d'etat. Ifl the field in which so Luch has been written, with

SR
the worst finding a ready Md the best going begging.Publishers being what they
are on this subject.

*n this coup d'etat a man was falsely accused-framed. That is insignificent in this
country? That is insignificont as a book that proves it with the official evidence only?
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The unquestionable ofiicial proof of this is what you eliminated from Case Open.

Bithout consulting me, the author., &nd leading me to believe the exact opposite
in saying you vented & it to be like a lawyer's brief.

Three loaorned and well-read college professors told me they are Not avare of anyone
over deing tv a book what I did to Case “losed. o that "%?ngi;sbréef" editing, if edit-
ing that wac, eliminated it.

dside from all the other things in TEVER ACATN! it states and proves one govern-—
ment conspiracy, Llocunﬁtjng it thorou@hl:hr entire]y_,{-rith oﬁ‘ic‘;_,'_g; documents. It also

makes out the cuse it ;resents as a question, "Was Therc a lilitary Conspiracy?"

Such a book is an everyday matter in publishing? .

Have yuu even heard of such a thing? Even in our history? And that with what was

a coup d'etat?

4s you know I léve this country and you kuow why.lle have discussed it. And you know
that aged, wealk, weary and ill rather than doing and enjoying thise many things we gave
up to do what we have done =il and I continue trying to do what we can.lor her in the
past yeur despite two eye operations and right now dispite a broken wrist. Far me when
I am not only under a medical prohibition against Lifting more than 15 pounds - it is
now too much for ne,

When you sit on e a book like JLVER AGATN! that is not an expression of love for
Jour counntry.

Tlor is it souething for which I should be grateful, grateful as I am for so much
else. ind as “il reminds me she allso is.

I hope the Richard I loved and who more than earned that love will respond to my
seeldng assurance thal NUVER AGATI[! will be publicshed as promised this "eptember and
tiat it vill be publiczhed as serious works of nonfiction are published by serious
publishers,

b:i.ncerel,y,

7}
i

Harpld Wleisberg
If you have any real complaints, I'm sorry and I would like +o lear them,
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I remember something else from +that breakfast at The Red Horse.

After you suid you could be iuterested in JIEVER 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 iy age and the precarious state of my health
and because of the dmportance t. the country of what the book says you have published
a corrected rough draft se that it could be out that much more'xx;iqa_t rapidly thady is
possible for a long book that ic edited.

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

iy felling you this, houever, I did tell you wl}at way important to me and I think
sithout question wag important to the success and influence of Lhe bools

It is, as I told you, truthful and tbo often what it truthful and natursl is
overlocked in promotigns. And advertising,

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

and it is not very often that an octogeniarian writes so long :and detailed a boolk
end that in sb short a time.

It could have been on the bookshelves a year after the first JANA story.



