Dear Peal,

3/27/72

I au not very shmrp this worning from a combination of factora, so be careful to
consider whother L havs expressed wmyself poorly and not thought clearly xmmgx and, por-
haps, over-rcacte Un first readdn of your 3/24 1 thought I saw an iuconsistency end
an indication of some kind of espionage.

Pirst you say Jurner and Hinkle are not doing thé book and then that the publiszhers
now say that the book won't be out until the fall. kaybe not then. Unless the publisher
has cancelled, there is an inconsistencyg between delay and nonmapjearances ioreover, 1
believe they got a sigabie advance, and I can't believe either is in a position to return
ite dow L would conjecture that one of the possibilities is that the publisher is writing
off the advance. Sums like ths reported 20,000 they do not writc off easilye. also, can
there be any Irving/Hushes wipeoff on this? ‘

I think I have heard of one asanoff, <hich is close %o your asanof, but I am not
familiar with his kind of writing. This desceription, however, af of an entirely differvnt
booke I agree with you in reading whitewash into this but 1'd go farthur and say it alnost
guarantees a dude This is exceptional which one considers the potential of just that purt of
the naplan-Vidal story that is knowne iow aduing all these things togi-ther, and assuming
all sre true, you pet & combination unusual in couwmercial cnterprize, espe publishing, in
which a) a lurge advance is writtcn off, b) formula is changed to the guaranteed dull and
es.entially pointless, ¢) a new cost is introduced with a new writer, who lacks some of the
prouotional potential of the originals, and at least d) that a literary failure is close
to assured with a book of this cost and this potential, for the uew formulu, whethe or not
it secls enougil coples, to say ity way,has aluost no subsidiary possibiliti. s, such as moviess
One of the swas one can extract from this is an interest in kiliin. the subjects. 1t is but
one, 1 nave learned that except for erockedness and soue kinds of sensationalism, publishers
are lousy businescmen, They do kooky things and fail to do obvious and obvicusly-nece:sery
things, and they ofien jeovardize books necdlesslye So, if all the reasoning is correct,
the conclusion need not bes

Vele's method on this, as best 1 can ap raise it, strikes me as both correct wul proper
and essential to the interest of his clients But you realize that even so siuple a thing as
this rung up souebody's costse ’

Your AP friend's article has not coue to ny sttentione Did Ar move 117 If not, where
ddd it ap.ear? Have you a copy? What fascinates me is that it is he who told you of the
plan of some unnamed woman to sue. You say this after mention of his unpleasantnesses from
authorities af'ter his plece ap ear, which can hint that these authorities told hime. :low,
unless you have been blabidng (and this is not sexiste-the worst problems of this sort I cope
with involve men only), how could anyone kmov this? I have discussed it with nobody, with
the posuibl: exception of Jerrye. We discussed it here, when you vere heree erhaps it is
in our correspondcnce, You have nover told ne that you followed my sugieutions, to se.e if
you have a basis for sulte If you did not, and if you did not discuss this with others, it
would seen that the possibilities of anyone, authorities or other, knowing of this .ould
have to be limited to official origin, by bugging or mail interceptions Perhaps you mentioned
this te Levine, as I suggested? (#e has not yet replied to =y inquiry, by the way, which
nakes me wonder about hime) Id you did discuss this with him and nos ith others, I'a be
interest in lmowing: more about his practise and which publishers, if any, are among his
clientse }:he leak from him and nune-response to me have a kind of consistency.

If you have a deal with RD, it may well be that you can first publish elsevhere, but I
would ustrongly recorrend consuitation with them. vnless they have chunged, they prefer to do .
their own plantinge lon't give them an escuse to idll the desless.l w11 check with o friend
who will know if as' moved any K~V story, wil: luww if it ap.earaned in any H¥Timec except &
Sundny edition, and will orobebly .now if the LuTinmes used ite If it law apjeared in “hicago,
I gidng 174 Ku0We



Tour seyiig tmt Jool in tal diyr out of Sants Yo lo
i sy mernontly, Sut why in he talodng? e hoo he gede gy
o cowr woadey One question I oyoult snise g dovs it relat. 4o b
Cry 1o he $-licin: throoch hia o Enr, whieh wordd ot locato M aud
be hin tglising ot nll?

Yhere in :ueh about this that does not rordly wnlt: genge t0 re. ok rou hove
w2 AT you huve an arent, On tids rou sheidde 3ut if you do wuot, vhin vou findsh
hive fwo ztra conles, bt ney AT yould lile, semd one to vy Sritish asont (I stz

1o She 5, where the }rmbups on tha subject and pe are =uo mous) and one Yo o eiend who
arvingen Yoo covies to be-rale, It ghoudd contnin cnoush fov oither, but 47 you thdaw Loty
Wlth et as = besinning, a few notes rieht overcore of she deficicneion FOU T 8 Doy Hhore

Sest o omds,
Dear Jg,

If you are friends with Bill Turner, this ray confront you with a conflict. This woman
is the origin of the Kaplan-Vidal story, did most or the vork on it, much as a stringer for
Ranparts, not the individuals there. When Hinkle l¢ft he too her stuff with him and appears
to have made a deal for a book Jjointly with Yurner, wit out aski ¢ or consulting her. She
was working on it when she learned they have the book contracted, When she was here she had
heard of what is not typical of Turner but is entirely inconsistont (except when he is
currying favor or exploiting, as with Garrison), great kindness to her in the ms., and that
for soiie roz.on of reason, he anc :inklc had becoue quite disillusioned with or disgusted
with the book and./ or the subjects although thuy began with hopes it ould makte & novie,
as 1 think it should. I have a short fuse on the really extensive plagiarism that has hecope
80 cownon, oven when it does not involve my worke This wowan is having a rough tiue of it,
having had to almost give up her professional work to care for two teen-age kkids when
abandoned by an alcoholic hisband, so I resent it even morse for her. I kno. varrison whole—
saled her stufi around, and when she came here I gave her copies of her private letters that
he had and was distributing so everyone who would takc tiwem, She was shall I say surprised?
4s I repember it, I had some of her stuff that had been withheld from her and gave her the
first copies she had of that. Unless she did talk, it is incrediblc that the liexican govty
would know of the possibility of shdt, which I suyjested to her when she wag here, I think
‘that is anytoe to whou she did not sec her stuff uses it, she has not lost her rights to it.
Of course, one of the interests I have is did AP uove this p~V story? She doesn't say, but
the writers is with AP down there, I guess. Could be in U3, posse Sante Pe, I can't iingine
& Sunday news picce paying the cost of going to and from Sante Fe on vrospectse And, anything
else you may know that dees not involve a breach of confidence that can possibly help hors
dow that the wuestion is raised, I think you should know that I cen give you almost all the
uncredited sources of Power on the Right, and that his Rauparts piece was 755 repetition of
my stulf, and that when asked not only about this but about failure even to nention ny work
when he stole it so heavily, Bill's response as reported Yo me was a shrug and the statenent,
"So far as I am concerned, once Hal prints anything it becomes public domain." He more
than anyone else was responsible for the Bradley fiasco, and from Power on the Right, he
had to have known in advance that at the very best his sources were both undepondable and
Bradley's blood enemies. They wers then in court, at each other's throats. Bad as the
Vradley thing was, it is nothing to what it almost grew into right before the Shaw trial,
when what JG plaimed would have been our greatest disaster., I was present at one of the tiings,
and vhen 1'm out there agin, it will stand you hair straight up to hear some af it, H



Alpea 966
Mexico 10,DF
Mareh 24, 172

Dear Harold -
Dropping #%his
appreclilate a
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rocelved you

8 ofT haetily jusi lc Jai you know I
11 your suggestions and that I have
© leok whiech I can't walt to read.

Interesting dsvelomment re Raplank, Volasoues _
told me FEinckle and Turner are not doing the book
afterall.s That anothér man 1z, pame like Asnof

or something similar, Joel has gilven him permission
to look irto Vel's files, but Vel will show him only'

what is convenient, 1ike he does with averycnsa elanm,

Thie new ®riter is raported to be going into detail
about Joel's relationship with his uncles, etc. -
20 what I read into i1t is that 1t's & whitewash as
Hinckle t0ld me his version of KRaplan didn't cona
oat very favoradble.swr He thinks the whole Kaplan
femily are kooks, arahiy eho,  What doowou tMlok
20ub thiz new twist? #lgo, had a Friend check
with the publishers ir ¥Y who say the-book won't be
out until the Fall now, and only then, perheps,..
Which means my RD articles has to g0 within the next
few weeks, and your inubtructions osn how to handle kt
sound sound, .

4180 interesting note that Kaplan is suddenly talzing
out of Sante Fe where hisz sister lives. 4 friend of
mine from AP had his ariicle finally published in the
states last SBunday. I% d1dn't appear here, but he's
been called by the government and has had to Justirfy
some unpleasaniries, 4130 told me ne heard that, a
book is coming out and that a woman (me) in Mesxico is
golng to wue Tor using her materisll I can't imagine
how he even got close to the truth which is have I a

right to sue? Anyway, at this point, T ¢an sell whatever

article I write for RD to anothsr meg as 1t appears to
be timely and the way RD operates, 1t nnly makes 1t

better for tkem to have something that has already bes
putilshed, -

Best 4o L11 and yourself, ‘

G



