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parently... his evidence'is'exiguous at best." The review continued:
"Mr, Veisherg's grasp ot law is, to say the lenst, somewhat shaky
(he is described elsewhere as a chicken rarmer)ti. WVhether or not .
Ray tired.the tfatal bullet or merely acted as a decoy does not in-
fluence tbe-pr>priety of his guilty plea. In either case, he would
be a nmurderer... A review such as this in which nothing ravorable iu
said obviotisly pronpis nuestions as to why one might wish to read or,
for that matter, to devote newspaper review space to the book...
Pihally, one night ask it 'Frame-Up' tells us anything signiricant
about the Martin Tuther ¥ing assassination. Regsrettably, the answer
is no..." -

Kaplan's review was nothings short or a personal attack upon
Harold Veisberg which totally ignored the contents ot "Prame-Up,"
and falsely implied that "newspaper stories" were the basis ot
~his "exiguous" evidence, )

An article on the trront page ot The Wall Street Journal, "HOV
370K REVIEYS HAKE OR BRIZAK 300KS —- OR HAVE N9 IIZPACT" described The

New York Times Bonk Review as "generally considered the most prestig-
51

ious and influential review nedium." The article described how a
particularly poor review thSré can discourage rurther reviews and cut-

otf bookstore orders. "Frame-Up" received no rurther reviews, and tor

. all practical purposes the book was soon dead.

The Times capsule biography of the reviewer said that "John
Kaplan teaches at Stanyord Law School and is author or 'llarijuana:
The I'ew Prohidition.' " It was inadequate, to say the least.

= From 1957 to-1961 Kaplan served the Justice Jepartment (against
which Yeisberg osbtained +the Sunnéry*Jﬁdgment not mentioned in the
Times review); tirst as & lawyer with the Criminal Division, then &s

a special prosecutor in Chicago,.and‘rinally as an Assistant U.S.
Attorney in San ¥rancisco. He wrote an article, "THE ASSASSINHS," which
appeared in the Spring 1967 American Schiolar. The assassins John Kap-
. lan waé talking abpuf were the criticé of* the Varren Report whom he

characterized as "revisionists," "perverse," and "silly." He was also
critical or Lire's call for a new investigation and the Times call
for answers to unanswered questions. These, atcoriing to Kaplan,
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"contributed relatively little in the way of enlightenment."S“ In

- .

**In addition to. having been a newspuper reporter, an intellecence an-
alyst lor the Otrice of Strategic Services, and a Senate Investig-—
ator, WVeisberg hnd also once owned a pouliry tarn.



