
Dear Peak, 	 10/5/72 
Sometimes I'm undiplomatic by accident, from tiredness, aftigue or carelessness. 

Sore often. it is for a purpose, right now to try to get your attention. You really have 
not been eeeine attention, and you say something astoundingly immature for an experienced 
(as the risk of aceudation of rtolle chauvinist piggery) newshen. That first: 

"...how come a CBS newscaster said on the radio as Nixon was dining on shark's fins 
in China: Let's face it, Nixon made a great concession overlooking the quantity of drugs 
produced by China, which is the largest in the world."" 

I don't even care who the newscaster was (and they have some farout nuts of the most 
extreme right field on their "Spectrum" feature-I ktom heard two in succession not much after 
5 a.m. today while I was shaving, and from Chicago yet!), the simplest answer is that he 
was just plain wrong. Does an experienced reporter have to be told that with the best 
intentions, which I would not ordinarily assume on a polities], story so grossly wrong and 
overtly prejudicial, this is everyday? 

I'm much troubled by what is happening to you and to your thinking-. Thus I did not 
ask you to take my word for any of this. I sent you a large assortment of different sources 
all uncontradictable and all saying; the same thing, perhaps 3/4 of the world illicit supply 
comes from the (=olden Triangle and NONE from the new China. If you understood the political 
philosophy that prevails there you'd know it has to be as close as antyhing can be to an 
impossibility. i'iuch the same is true of Cuba, and all I've sent you says this, too. Now not 
one source that I've used is pro-Comeunist, pro-China or pro-Castro, is it? Some have been 
tested as few ever are. Example:McCoy's publisher submitted his ms to the CIA for refutation. 
When they proceeded a ter this knuckling-under, you kno, how little the CIA could or did day. 

Pearl, you cyuld pull that innocent gal reporter stuff, without the blinking eyes, on 
someone who down t know better, but for me you are too mature to go foe this kind, of fool-
is1th thinking, and that tells me it is NOT thinking. Not for the Pearl I think e know at 
least Zid0 much about. Naive? hell, no; not in this case. I'm about as naive and trusting 
as they come, regularly putting myself in a position to be conned, but tee:re is a limit. 
Trusting people is one thing. Not thinking at all is anothereeSp, I deduce you are being and 
have been hoodwinked. Blink those li'l of gabs eyes all you wan*, I an not blinded by 
their attractiveness and I know they are in a damned good head. I'm not even trying to 
figure out why because I reached (dangerous method, admitted) an instinctive conclusion 
before and I've no time to just sit down and puzzle it out. resides, enough is obvious so 
that if it isn't the whole answer, it is enough. 

And about that you arc very defensive, whether or not yod so intended. Striso. 

Peatt, I'm going to be 60 soon. In all these years I've learned how dependable my 
judgement is and that the - few blunders are pretty big and, in retrospect, :of often justi-
fiable to myself. I formed an impression of Striso early enough and clearly enough for him 
to go away had leave me entirely alone. Besides, in the work I do i have to make spot deter-
minations. Then, too, I draw upon an experience that lets me type people without conscious 
thought. lie imeediate fit a classic mold that nothing since has made me give Lae thought to 
changing. I could govo you so many examples from your own letter(s). Prom this one on The 
Watergate Caper,"The Democrats picked up some stuff re Pigs (meaning Bay of) and the JFK 
killing which you hate been working on. We may have a break in this election...." Rubbish! 
If they had picked up the impossible, the 0_l; place it would NOT be is in party he and in 
O'Brien's or the state-liason's offices. Pore, what makes you think this was a simple 
bugging operation? Know hoe few people that takes in a pro operation, hoe little front 
money (and we are dealing in eee with a minimum of A24,000, easily S350,000)? This was a 
much larev scheme in which even the now-admitted robeery was still a small part. That 

also doesn t involves such still-large sums. I could go further but stop with this reminder: 
only the radical-right and the most dedicated "ixonians are pedaling that childish line. 
What is Striso the "liberal" doing with it? You should hoar Buckley on it. I enclose it so 
you cent  and I've marked it to make it easier. Aside from the lies (one underlined, other 
double-marked, the complete ieplausibilty of this sample of the output of the Dept of Die-
ieforeation can fall completely apart before the unsophisticate (which aint you) by compar-
ine with fact. "The hcCevern people are not, then were not and never have been in the W0. 
Then their offices were near the capital, and were the separate object of attention, according 
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all sources, including the indctment itself. When hoG established national hq, they 

were and are at 1910 K St., NW (whole top of envelope address to me by an official of 

it enclosed). 

This is radical-right/inteliigenco opeation garbage, not anything better. '41: is 

stupid, so I believe the intelligence part is from its right-wing part,eimed same area, 

as its use shows. The radical right ants to believe this kind of stuff. only nuts could. 

You have not answered me on the utter impossibility of an independent Striso having 

any kind of "contact Jail .ded China". That he puts it this way is self-disclosure, toe. 

Pace it, kiddo; he can t. 

As I could perceive imeediateglyou affirm, "And this is what Striso has been feeding 

me." Pearl, 'earl, you are like a hotpants teenager who believes every sweetnothine she 

is told to het her into bed. God the kind of stuff you credited and still credit! • 

So, I ask you again, and in interets in which yours predominate, I'd like to see 

everything he has been feeding you. If you want any of it confidential and you do let 

me see it, please so nark. I'd recora end xeroxes, not originals, be sent. and I think if 

you don't want to get really loused up in a merchantable property that could also be one 

of other merit, you'll do it. I noted some of the rubbish in the Iii piece, remember. also, 

I'm doing something else I would not, ordinarily, do without asking; you first. I'm sending 

a copy of your letter to friends who are more that merely experienced r.-:porters and trusted 
friends but experts in the area in question, including being authentic experts on China, 

old and new, and this includes the language and the leaders (also old axle new). eith a 

carbon of.mine. If they disagree with anything more than a typo, I'll lot you know pronto. 

It will go out tomorrow and by the end of next week I'll have an answer. If you don„t hear 

from me before the and of the following week, you know there is connote agreement. Depending 
on tie: eature of the answer, I'M send you a copy. 

Please listen to poppa and stop worrying me! 

and whaddaya mean, "If I ever write a book on Kaplan..." I don t think frog what I 

saw of the Aninof touch the theft plus Kaplan will meke a.envie. I naven't changed my 

mind on a novel being the best aperoach, or non-fiction written like a novel. And you 

get closer to this in what I like, "from the viewpoint of a first person girl reporter 

visiting Klan in prison." Slight reformulation: not "girl" and not mother of two teenagers 

and not mature woman reporter. fora like a young woman reporter, romantic herself, aeine 

romance in this grisly stuff and weird people, sympathetic to all the villainous heroes and 

heroines lnot exclusing the courva), and with the most explicit understanding of the heat, 

of all the bodies, and never leave Joel's pants. You can carry the message, the responsible 

writing and approach, best on this story by jazzing it up with all the eoeeercial touches. 

and with the whore/second wife, make her beautiful inside and out, if she's neither. 

Write it as you say in part in "fun essay". Junk the essay and make enough to live on for 

a while. ahen you detach yourself, when you are comfortable (as you were not mkt the first 

day here, your are exquisitely deft, charminv in expression, and very, very funny. Remember 

I told you on the Cortes thing if you couldn t do it any other way, you should have an 

audience like no and a tape recorder? Write this book that way, like you were telling it 

to an apereciative audience and without thinkine that any act or word could be an embarras-

sment to you. Use the words that sell today and people use in conversation now. (Our letters 

crossed on the Playboy thing, but I think I sent it in time for you to have gotten it by 10/1.) 
The ,uestion you ask about court costs is one I've not .solved. I have it in many cases, 

from publishers to wholesalers to truckers, and I thin at least three publishers. saw and 

justice are for the rich only. However, your agent ought to be of use here. Trouble is 

they have ::sore: than one client and have to sell to publishers, as I also learned. Iilegie had 

one who gave up 53,500 without a whimper ih-tead of doing what he owed ee. .i3ut I'd ask 
Franz Furst and. see what he says. Has he offered any opinion on the story, or door he .now 

it only from the Itl) piece, whether or not revised? 

If the book ass, you've got •better Prospects for recovery of danaos. I think. 

I think it is wrong to try to sell a rang piece, esp. now. I think tee tielee to do id 

write the bock, or about 20 pegea of it and then outline. le z, 1 think if you write the 

book with a woman's mind, emotions and touch, a woman's nag will eo for it. The whore is 
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perhaps aka bit daring at first bleah (blush?) for such a market, but I think that if aou could organize it with a chapter on her, as she sees and feels, it would include a number of socially useful things, including inherent cora entary on the aceican penal system and a very controversial thing in this country, in—jail lieberosex. I think it would sell, Especially when they have cheapened theesaves to the point where they have naked, centerfold men. I really would try to organize the book so that one or more chapters. can be lifted right out for nag use. This whole business could go here, including on TV. Jials and their problems, including sex, are much and often in the news ens considered by sociologists and others. Offhand, I don't think you want to appear about the time their beak does. if it gets attention, then the market possibilities will be butter. if it gets attention, the lawyer may also be more interested (who is he?). 
D:spite your problems, you can do the book right now andi the other things you can do to make a living. 1f you orgesize yourself and your work. 	t be easy, esp. if the stuff you do is tiring. iiut you can. Best bet is something based onewhich Furst can get you an advance. 'Plan your book and write the opening. 
You are right on not seeing Joel after the escape. end you don t have to solve it. It can titillate the reader. You are right in concentrating on Vidal', but not at the expense of the Kaplan. 'Treat V as though there is no doubt he is alive. anyway, have you are solid reason to Uelieve otherwise? No corpus deleeti. And write the book to meke a movie. If you mentioned getting in touch with Playboy, as I seen to recall, suggest not. If you had on paper what you could put there so beautiful y I knoe two people I could aparoach in NYC, from the movie end if Furst doesn't work. 
Put your head together on this. You've got what the Asinof rewrite can't, land you are aware of it to a degree from this letter alone. This is by its nature the kind of story that lends itself to honest comeerical eriting, that is, there is no conflict between honesty and what is coma erical, anu no artistic or hournalistic co promise necessary. It is a rare natural. Even your notes could be part of the text in a first—person tale. Your problem, aside from cutting it and yourself all togethe.a will be modesty. This is a lusty story, a bloody story, a cruel story, and an authentic story of intrigue. It is more, but what the hell more do you need except a prod in the right place ens 	belief that you really can overcome your multitudinous problems? Or, ymiatitaxra confidence and self—confidence, kmucroalairlaraer both of 1,1d.ch you lack for no good reason except, perhaps, the conditions of your life, which say include awe you impose. 
Your last sentence is"The Times is no longer interested in its stringer here since a auch larger investigation is being made." If you mean by this mory than the feds have pr -tended to sake, I'd like to know all that you know. If you haven t time anya other way, please borrow a tape recorder. It can be iaportant.nritchell metre a big mistake in a personal attack on the owner of the Wash .a_st (he also called her Katie); and the fink—hack judge has been excessive in trying to stifle all com unt, including politital and press, froA my brief conversations today with a number of reporters on hid; yesterday's decision. 

Pearl, with no imeediate responsibility for the kids, this is your golden year. idon't waste it by seeing only negatives. .i3othing is impossible with the kind of aeterial you have. Kaplan etc is but one. Grab the boots and PULL. 

Best, 



Alpes 966, Mexico;itF 
Oct. 1, 1972 

Dear Harold, 

Again thanks for clippings and remarks. 

I haven't been coy with you, honest. Only was referring 
to what I've already written. For example, you ask what 
I mean by saying, "would be something if Striso's intimations 
are correct. Would you have grist for the milir In my 
letter of Aug. 17 I quoted the following from a-letter from 
Striso:"..the word from my contact in Red China is that a 
deal was made with our people in not pushing the narco 
operations which are vast and would make them look bad.... 
the break re Demo hdqtrs Is interesting and you should read 
it carefully. What were they searching for? The Democrats 
picked up some of the stuff re Pigs and the JFK killing 
which you have been working on. We may have a break in 
this election..." 

This, Harold, is what I was referring to in my letter of 
Sept. 11. And this is what Striso has been feeding me. 
No secret. And your letter of Sept. 15, of course answers 
how you feel about it. You don't believe there is any 
connection with Striso's intimations and the Watergate job. 
Is everything straight? 

As for my thinking of the slant re the NY Times explanation 
of drug production - I repeat they've whitewashed China -
and without referring to Striso, I would appreciate It 
if you could explain to me how come a CBS newscaster said 
on the radio as Nixon was dining on shark's fins in China: 
"Let's face it, Nixon made a great concession overlooking 
the quantity of drugs produced by China, which is the 
largest in the world." Forget Striso, I'd like to hear your 
opinion on this. I forget the reporter's name, but I'm sure 
it could be traced by date. 	I'm not being stubborn, but 
this is something that has to be clarified. I actually heard 
this on the radio, 

As to my being naive, it's not just in the political area. 
I'm just naive or perhaps optimistic at times to a fault. 
However, if ever I write a book on Kaplan it won't stand 
in my way because from the viewpoint of first person girl 
reporter visiting Kaplan in prison, I could make it a 
fun essay with absolutely darling insinuations I write only 
because it was told to me - which telling, can be proved, 
by the way. 

I guess you know by now Playboy featured the escape story 
in the October issue. They say the book ks to be out January. 
I had a lawyer but he said although he'd take my case on 

cird,,,-!easoommisAl he couldn't lay out court costs. Neither can 
I, so what do you do when you want to sue and haven't any money? 
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My agent, Franz Furst, still hasn't heard from TRUE mag 
which has my ms. and I've written him to set it back if 
they're not going to use it. They could have scooped 
Playboy as they had the ms for a long time. Also, friends 
have advised me to make myself known to Playboy as the 
reporter who interviewed Kapin in prison, etc. No one 
else can write my kind of story. I wrote this to my 
agent and am waiting for a reply. Do you think a woman's 
mag would be_interested since I'm a female and when the 
book is out in Jan., it's going to be quite timely to 
say the least. In other words, what do you think I 
ought to do? I have to do something right now - I 
can't afford to sit down and write a book as the freelancing 
I do locally consists of tuff business writing and is 
rather exhausting. Anyway, my position in the Kaplan matter 
is unique and I should be able to do something with it 
without thinking about money for a while. Even though the 
kids are away things like dental and phone bills, etc., 
keep me on the exhaust line. 

Incidentally, I misunderstood ,the info given me re Kaplan 
doing the book himself. His lawyer wrote me he has the 
ms and I thought he meant he's doing it. Evidentally he 
was reviewing it - the Playboy story cleans him up to the 
point of nausea. In a way, I'm glad I didn't see, him after 
he escaped, he would have dictated the story. Even though 
I was promised to be able to see him after the book is 
out, I'm not sure I want to, for the same reason. I'd 
like to concentrate on what happened to Vidal - there are 
so many versions - imagine Kaplan keeps saying he's alive 
and his own U. S. attorney's say he's dead! 	I wish you 
had had more time to read my notes as the item of Kaplan's 
telling me there wasn't supposed to be a body.in the original 
plot - and the emphasis Velasquez placed on the fact the 
body identified as Vidal, was not Vidal - I feel there are 
big answers right here. Also, the fact Hinckle, Turner and 
Asinof are concentrating on the dramatic escape is more than 
fpr the purposes of selling the book - they don't have to 
write the dirt - a concession they might be making for Kaplan's 
talking to them. 

Hope you have luck with your Watergate investigation. The 
Times is no longer interested in its stringer here since 
a much larger investigation is being made. 


