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11,fter you have finished with this is:3ue of the (.4111 would you please send the story 

on hill 6: Knowlton back to me? I wt.ht it i'or ray hankiewicz (Stone) file. 

I'lhere the article duals with the Llost' 3 carrying a Stone response to Lardner' s 

piece the reporter was widerinformed and underinformed as the Post would prefer. 

The real reason the A"ost gave Stone the space, and more— allowed him to entirel:,  re-

write what he had submitt,:d and correct so:.ie of the glaring factual errors in what he 
decis-+ on 

hai submitted —  i3 fear of an t.xpensive lawsuit eased on The rirtti,orr  where; :The ilation 

lost the suit based on it:; unautorized pre—publication of excerpts from ''erald ifora's 

book. (2-1 

Lardner had raised that question in advance and the i'ost'o lawyer, 13o Janes, 

laughed it off. 

'ahile I feelather etronglY that Stone and larner's would not have filed 

such a suit or if they did would not have let it go to trial, the coot .:ould have been 

:rough to :Aare th! Post— the cost a winning .could be fantaatic. 

interesting that the article says that Bradlee was op :cued to giving Stone the 

right to have his crap published because Bradlee was the edtor then. 

Ii' the editor did what he opposed doing one of the more likely e:,:planatione 

his fear of the cost of even a spurious lawsuit. 


