HAROLD WEISBERG

7627 Old Receiver Rd.
Frederick, MD 21702

Profe Uavid . Kennedy, chair 6/9/94
Department of History '

Stanford University

Stanford, CA 94305-3005

Dear Professor Kemnedy,

I've been sent a copy of the S.F.Chronicle's April 21 story quoting you as "outraged"
because your "pood faith Eﬁlitzer history recommendations were overruied/ Tou refer to
the panel as o% "gery distinguished historians."Une of ypur recommendations was the
Jnowingly and admittedly midtitled Case “loged, by Gerald Posner.(Please excuse my
typing, I'm U1 and it cainot be any better.)

Did any of you prestigious eminences ask yourselvéses if you were in a positionk
to evaluate that book? By other than taling his word?

Uoun'i: your blessings, professor! Your students would have laughed you out of vlass
if they learned tho truth, which is now uveilable to them, That is in the rushed, unedited
and small part of what I wrote puhlisftjll as Case Open by Carroll & Graf, ‘the full manu-
script is beiny retyped ond wil! be available for historians in the future.

Copics have been avallable for about seven wezks nowe * have not heard a word from
Posner, Random House or any lauyer of theirs.

In a field in vldeh the sonmpetition is strong Posner'siihﬁ most dishonest of some
pretty terrible bouks. Deliberatély dishonest, I add. Hg ¥mew what he was doing. ‘hose

boasted-of interview, olher then as puffery, scrved only to circumvent the official
evidence of whieh lhe lmew and that disproves his fraud of a book. Some of those he claims
he interviewed dony he dide Une he sald he intarviewed over two days denies to me he was
interviewed by Posner at all! And then the cribbing!

Bouks 1ike that cannot be evaluated bﬂ,authentic ezperts unless they are also sub-

Jeet cuperts as none of you was in a position to be. Particularly not from the available
literature on both uides.

Please feel free tthare this with the other members of your panel., I®11 be glad to
answer any questions any cf you may have.

I is on Posner's vaunted scholarship that all of you would have enticed pointed
and accurate criticism from any informed studentse. What you can check on this in your
own library in what he quétec that disroputable shrink Hartogs, who used his women
patients for freec sex until the court assessed a heuvy charge, as attesting to. If you
read the poges of his Werren “oumission testimony between those Posner quotes you'll
find that nnder pointed qL.es'i:iori”ﬁP guore to ithe eaxct opposita! And that is the basis

for POPﬂEl'S shrinkery, Uswald as the born assassin waiting his historic g ‘mement.

Sinc yely ;
Harold Weisberg
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Stanford Scholar
Criticizes
Pulitzer Board
Decision not to award prize
iyt

Chronicle Peninsula Bureau

The decision of the Pulitzer:

Prize board not to make an award

' has been sharply criticized by a

Stanford University professor who
served on the panel whose book

“] was outraged because we

made a good-faith recommenda-
tion on the books we thought were

" sald David Kennedy,

chairman of Stanford’s history de-
partment and a 1981 Pulitzer nomi-
nee.

Three books were nominated
by the three-member history prize

jury, including “Crime and Pun-.
. ishment in American History” by

Stanford law Professor Lawrence

Friedman, who is a visiting pro-
fessor this semester at University
of Chicago Law School, joined
Kmmedy in lashing the Pulitzer

The no-award decision, he said,

was “an insult not only to the au--

thors but also to the very distin-
guished historians who constitut-
ed the panel.”

In announcing the Pulitzer
awards last week, officials at Co-
lumbia University said that for on-
Iy the third time in the 77-year his-
tory of the coveted prizes, there
would be no winner for history.

At the time, Pulitzer board
member John L. Dotson told the

Los Angeles Times that each of the
history finalists was “flawed in
certain ways.”

However, Kennedy said the
board has yet to explain its ratio-
nale to the jury. He said he had no
idea why the 19-member board,

composed mostly of prominent

newspaper publishers and editors,
conciuded that none of the final-

ists was deserving of the history
prize. r

bers were Michael Kammen, pro-.

At the time, Pulitzer board
member John L. Dotson told the

Los Angeles Times that each of
history finalists was “flawed in |
certain ways.”

: However, Kennedy said the

board has yet to explain its ratio-
nale to the jury. He said he had no
idea why the 18-member board,-
composed mostly of prominent.
newspaper publishers and editors,
concluded that none of the final-
ists was deserving of the history
prize.

did not say which
book he would have chosen among
the three. But he said he was not
only baffled by the board’s refusal
to award a prize but also by what
he said were the awkward rules

imposed on the nominating pro- \
cess,

 Pulitzer juries, he said, are
barred from ranking their nomi-
nations. They also are told that
they can recommend either three-
books or none.

“It's very curious, It doesn’t al-!
low for in between,” he
said. “The effect is the jury gets to |
give only some of its opinion, and"
not the best advice it could.” ‘

fessor of American history and
culture at Cornell University, and .
Pauline Maier, American history'
professor at the Massachusetts In-|
stitute of Technology. '
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Kennedy said he and the other
jurers have decided that despite
their frustration, they do not in-
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