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Dear Mr, Hantoff,

Bil. Stein sug ssted thls luttozr when I t6)d hin foday that Joha Kaplan had doma an
*impartdal” study of the Angela Davic case for the U9TA. M1l was svare of the knifing
(a3 always, in the back)of my mni my now book, FUAMEUP by Epslan in the Sunday Times
of 5/2. The meclosed lottor to tue editor (I did not then lwow Leanard ves the Sunday
editor) wes writen not in the expoctation the $imes would eerry it, or ovenms contract
it, 1% uns, porforce, very hastily done as I wus about to laevs for Bow Yoris, to nakte &
record snd o have for use, if noceded, st a pross confevence §/4, should I have been
neafled about Kaplan's diatribe.

To give you independent apirideal of Kaplan's optuions, 1 enclose the prewonb
roviey frow Publdishers' Weckly and Fred Cooke in The Saturday Review.

Parenthetically, the ccomsion wa: an awerd by the Nodla Workshop for both my
invesidoation into the King ansasaination snd the book, but there waz no dompatic white
coversso, en’ the London Tolegraph's story on & truly sensatlonal London angle was killed
in the desk, in “ondon.

I hope you ¢en read this book and fomm your own opinion of Kaplan, thoe lawyers a3
aMmaofthanlamrwmmaamFm?whadmmwtty.
Ho had resd FRAMEUP, flomn to New York to do a TV show, leamed he was to face zo wiile
hin mekewrp wes being applied, and Yled without tailag 1% off, scattering throsts in
his weka, I don*t think Foremun fled bucausa he fears debate or confrontation.

A friend phoned Lecnard indspendently to gouplain about Kaplen's veview, having road
the Yook. Leonaxd gaid he had received ond dacn somewhat dinturbed by my letter, clatedng
what 1 can believe, that ho wa: wnaware of Kaplan's backgrounds I think he sald ho also
did not mesien the review to Xaplan, And Kaplan doos heve a curvent book to be propobeds
However, somebody, lLasmard or & subordinate, had to have read that atufl belers 4% was
pudlishod, It cloa¥ly is not a review, not could 1% heve boom nivmestioned Yy anyone who
follows Tovicws, an tho enclosed illustrate.

How it hapsens that Leonard wrote a review of Yin Garxlason's "2 Fexitage of Stone®
for the deily Timer, In the first editdon, it concluded with two favornblo parasrpphse
Theoe weve doloted 1 later sditions, A graduate student at Wisconain (Madison) fngulred
shout #his snd was told the deletion was boosuse of editorializing, which the Timee docn
not ~ordt in book rewisws! I acked thia friend to send xsromes to Leonard with & nate
saying this sse at 3y roqusste Ditto with the Ksplan writing for USId,.

I invented the wderground book, My rirsd, VHITEWASH, in that form, beoane a bopt
saller, bt the delly T4mes ncver acknowledged its exiptonce in the bookerevicw section,
while getting s total of 14 coples from me! The two subsoquent hacks got about & half-page
each as news, but wore never linted as having appeored in the hookerevie: ssetione

T howve howe my ovn erperiences with bosk revicwsy as oxecutionors Kaplads in not the
only current cage. Hopz you cortinmw Yo prems en this lesue, for reviows ars one of the
aore of ective meengz of killing books powerful interests find uawelcomo, And perhaps axpend
it 8 Bt to wonder if polemienl writing vhere passion is appropriate musd alvoys be rogarded
a3 & new literary avime, Sincorely,

HBarold Weisharg



