Dear Richard, 3/6/94

Last yuar, vhen 1 read the first of the retyping of the ms. of t;’_m_t,a, Open, I phoned
because of the munltitudinous prub:.i:ims that came, * presume, from Raphaela's lack of
familiarity with the computer. You were not in. David was on anpther call. Lecplin 4-
explainmi the purpose of ry cal] riedT briefly because he was on the other call and I
said it was important that I see all retyped copy. tou did not call back. Thereafter
I wrote about this sev ral times, without any response. &nd now I find all those £aims

flaws added, in most ezagrer:ted and disasterous form but not here alone in Chapter

Ty Ignoring the “ruth. )

I've checked the copy of what you sont me 1/20 that I returned to %h these
correctiong on it. They were not mi:de after I spotted them and indicated them!

I; not onl: looks terrible and creates confusion vhere there was Ree and where it
is so important to the book, it entices# ridicule Tor sloppineds at the very leastzu

I have noldea wly all those inappropriate dashes were added. ? “apot check of whieh
1 rratug&ed Imdimims reveals I corrected them. Wy they verc added escapes me entirely.
Vhy the periods in the copy vhere thero is verbatim in the transeripts of testimcny"a
perded I do nol lmowe That is one I've not indicat:d because I think there is less
chance of it being held against the book, les:: chance of it being noticed. But the
indentations in particular are essential, and why that was chenged I have no idene I
Indicated them also en that retyped copy you sent 1/20/94.

This is a pariiculixrly powerful chapter, devastating to Pormer as little else can
be, and I think that aside from the general belief that a book should be clear and not
¢o out of ils wny to appesr to be sloppy and a cheap job, the pover of the chapter and
of the boclt should not be wuwlermined Ly what those luoking for something to criticize
have it handed t» them on a platier.

It took time to do checking that should not have to be done in page proofs and it
vas unpleasant., .

I'vo Just begun VII, That Dubious

Epitaph. and I find that in tho

very first sentence that in the proof

makes no Sense, the correction I made was ==
made only i: part and then incorrsctlyg, ms wi
the highlishted chpies attached you can see,
Then, again highliphted, the sentence I added
and the paragraphing are immoreds And in the same first graf an important sentence I added
vas not picked up and added, copy highlighted attached, Poragrpahing agein ignored. Should I
not now wonder vhether this was done throughout? Or ralher nof done when it should have been?
I can't now go back and do the procfreader's or copy editor's job.Byt when I had to check, as

with a gramsatical error, L found other corrections I noted ignored, This continues to be a
real exasperation I cannot conglude on this pagef’
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Althovugh I saw no r ason for or scnse in some of the editing, I made no complaint,
much as I believe it seviously damaged th: booke. However, wheme I could Spo Miat had
been edited out, I indicated that. I have not tried to be atiuncd to this becaouso there
is alroady much to mgeh to have to be alert for in/page « Hpwvever, when I game
still aaain to the utterly irrational inserting of dashes instead of paragir@phn:ing on
proof page 1950 and saw that when I noted that something had been edited out that was

unheeded, 1 got the copy, page 208, I had indicated s¥ill again that those dashed

be removed and that the quotation be indented. It was indented and the absolugﬁz'ly sense-
less dashed remain. Certainly the one you had go: over this is asware of wfpa.t direct,
ng'batim quotation requires. und in the two lines abpve it, what by normal concepts
should not have been edited out was edited out I noted. Yet that, too, was img-ed.

This also is t'ue of pictures., I wrote many times about them, without a s:l_:lgle
response. L do not know what you are going to do abo& ‘f:;le:h ﬁuﬁ%w do you look when
vhat is ediied out is treated as though it had not been edited outj or when you refer
to plotures not in the Look? i

This inconsishencyg in direct, verbatilt quotation of ﬁﬁethaﬂ is within a para—
graph of text, all ol which I causht on the copy, makes you( plural) lock like amateurs,
cheapskates, sloppy, in:xperienced and othor not nice things. And that is assuming that
now, at the cosy/oi‘ cach an time, the dashes also ar: removed. As I have done with every
piece of paper s.enT me from the first! The cost of not paying attention I cannot estimate,
but it is 2 waste of time ond money. Ix%%ng{/w time and my being exasperated by all
of this- what I would not expect from = reasonably intelliegent high school student,

On the next proof page, at the end of this d;u-cct tmnscru:pt quotation, where the
page numbor was on a separate line in the copw L indicated for it to be moved to where
it belongs, at thé end of that qupbation. Insgtad it as just eliminated! I've -dded it
back on the proofs. This is the way books are published, Richard, with corrections
being ignored? What ldnd of people do you have on this?

There is much more I've marked on the proofs. I do not take your time for them sepa -
rately. I write you separately I) alert you to th: potential harm %o you, to C & G and
to the book from what this represents.

Mw tuo otahem- things. Hot lmoving that the reference to the longer ms would
be added her:, fdded £b to the Author's note. I think it ic better there. And as I
think I noted in returr Lng E kggrrectcd proofs, the book just drops death without any ~
el coneluion at all. :ts badly on all of us. I think some roundup kind of
conclusion { & an absolute need. Hot having it is to invite contempt and ridicule and to
diminish the book. If you do not select something from what you have and cut out and if
you want me to write something, let me kN ow and I will. But in this form if is really

ridiculous. Especially with th's content of the book, ﬁjj/f\
éé’- wlf

L i T T T S T T T e g

.



VA B AT o

"J/’T afterthouzht on the many styles of (ircet quotation in the proofs:

What I bebieve i the first is elosest to correct. Indentation.

4s I indicate in what I wrote o rlier, follouing this, even the proper period after
tho name. o the speaker,was replaced with a colone That is not verba{}i.m.

Some of this, wnd vhere it is not brief, is not indented.

Some hns pararrpehing roplaced by dashes, after I correctedthat ecvery time!

Tn oue instrnee the direct quotation is in italics. Lt was not in the original,

T do not think that ne.ds changing, nor that all those periods should be put back
in instead of the colons the copy ditor put in.

But I do think this sloppiness makes you all look bade ‘e, too, I guess. Very
bad, very amateurish snd mmprofeasiq:ml and if there is trade tallc about it, very
cheap. Franidily, I camnot understand it, how 1t could even happen.

To begin with deer daphaeda, who il and I think is a very fine person from our
little contact with her, had pmhﬁus with her first computer experience., But when I
caught this and did the copy oditing, how that was ignored I cannot explain or under-— -
stand.

What reneins of what I wrote is poverful. I think the word you used is VBtrong
Witn any attention it should be very controversial. I think your interest, raally all
interests, royuires that there be no i_nvitatjon to nigrling comment. Posner's persond‘-f
record is of abtacking instend of responding. :|.v:a_n;=' tim and those who support him the
opportinity te ridicule can be very hurtful. I'm dorry about the added cost and "l delay

this - ubails bub the pl in and simple truth is that I caught it at the outdet, made
nany eflorts to eliminate this and other problems, in the end did the copy editing, and

then that was lorgely ignoived. Bven o grammaticel error I caught was not picked up by

the copy editor!

On attention, and please rzgerd this as confidential- I told you I would be sending
copien of Solections to some on the Post, omong others in the press. Two of the men on
the Post must somchow of tolked aboutb it. One phoned me. They are coming up a week from
today. Jeffrey ?f-am.l\ wrote the eritical review of Posner's book. Jefferson Horley wrote
that fine article on J ohn Howuan of ulhich 1 sent you o copye (If that is what led to
his dodiy; the Csuald bouk, Tine, L'm glad.)I did not ask Hl'fl_j‘ they wont to come. Bach has
given me differcnt complimonta althoush we've never met. I will mention (.:Es_e __p_c_m to
f‘i‘anlc. T 4hink both ore on tht Untlook staff. If vou have not read the long draft of a
posgible ngazine "r'l:ilf ‘e thr.t would promote all the books, it is a natural prcmotion for
the comin:; Heiman boolc,‘hv.

T 4ldnls 1% wil' Le lelpful to all interests if you communicate a little rm_fi'gf_se _Open.
I do p!;m Lo molee files en various subjects thnt wmay be of some use uben the tine comes,
ao I can shov them or scnd cooies, by subjecte Even if not in the, bouk nove
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