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Dear 3. Houtoff,

P41 Stein sugsested tuls ledter when I $01d hinm %oday that John Kaplan had done an o
#impartial® stuly of the Angela Pevic case for the USIs, M1l was ssare of she knifing
(as always, in the back)of mg ani Ky now ook, FRAHE-UP by Egnlma in the Buday Timee
of 5/2. The eaclosed lettor %o the oditor (X did mot them lowow Jacpard was the Sunday
oiitor) was written not in the expectation the 4 mes would OaTTy 1t, or ovenxk coatract
14, It wes, perforce, very hastily done aa T was about to leave for New Yozk, %o aoke a
record ond to have for use, if needed, at & press conforonce /4, should T have been

peedled about Kaplan's diatribe.

To give you independent eprridsol of Kaplan's opinions, I enclose the pre-mb
review from Publishers' Weikly and Fred Cooks in The Saturdsy Roviews

Paronthetically, tho oecasion was en avexd by the Hedla Workshop fox both my
{nveptigation into the King aosessdvation and the hook, but there was no domegtic white
coverege, ané the London Telcgraph's etory on a trily acusationsl bondon angle wes killad
in the desk, in “ondon.

I hope you can read thiz book and form your own opinion of Kapluny the ladwyer, aa
amﬁm-ntmthouammmlddm Poroy Foreman bad more integritye.
He bad resd FRAMEUR, flown to Now York to do & TV show, Jeamned be was to face pe while
his make-up was belng applied, and fled without taking 1% off, scattering threats in
his wake, I don'$ think Porcuan £1ed becsuse he fears debato or confrontation.

A friend phoned Loonard independently Yo somplain about Kaplan's review, having read
the book. Leenard said be had recedved and baen somewhat dloturbed by my letter, olaiming
what 1 can believs, that he was unawaro of Kaplen's backgrounde I think e sald he also
did not assign ths review to Xaplan. And Kaplan does bave & ourrent book to be promotede
However, somebody, Leonard or a subordinates had to have road thai stufy wefors it wae

shed. Tt claarly is not a review, pot could it have baen unquestioned by anyonc who
follaus reviows, as the enclosed Allustrato.

Now 1% happens that Leonard wrote a review of Jinm Garrigon’s “A Heritage of Stous®
for the daily Timesy In the riret edition, it concluded with two favorable paragrpphs.
Thess vere deloted ik later oditlons. A graduate student at Wisconsin (Mgdimon) inquired
about thic and was told the acletion was because of edilorializing, which the Times does
not permit in book pevigws! I adgsed thls frdend %o sond yeroxes to leonard with e note
gaylng thioc was at oy requoote PAtta with the Kaplan writing for U3IA.

I invented the underground book. My first, WHITEWASH, in that form, bocame a best
sellar, but the daily Times nover acknowledged 1ts existonce in the boolwreviow section,
while getting & total of 14 copdcs from mel The two subgequent hooks got aboul o helf~puge
sach ap news, but were never 1igted as having appeared in tho book-revien scation.

T pave have my own axperiences with book reviever as exscutioner, Kaplads im not the
only current casce Hopa you contimuo 4o press on this luoue, for reviews are one of the
more effeotive mesns of killing books powerDil jnterests f£ind unwelcome, And perhaps oxpand
1% a bit to vonder &F polealeal writlag where passion is appropriate mat alvaya be
ag & now literary crime. sincerelys
- Barold Weisberg



