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impact of my assertions on “'the
duthor community.”

c:}”@ww JZ
with Harper & Row.

In his ka in last week's V oice, B. B)oolm ’l homus
Vice President and General Counsal of Iar per & Row,
“owrites that he felt compelled to respond to my c‘o)mm)
about his firm and the CIA because of the po otential
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- Thad written (Voice, August 10)°

“that any writer working gn a book
which might offend the govern-
.ment ought {o'be wary of going {o
Harper & Row in view of tha( pub-
Jdisher baving yielded (o a request
by the CIA that it sce Alfred
I\icCO) s "“The Polmcq of- Herain
in Southeast Asia,” before publi-
- calion. ) -

Nothing 1 wrote dhen, or will
write now, is more harmful to
Harper & Row in “the author
community” than Brooks Thom-
as’s own letler last week in The
‘Voice and Harpgr & Row's
apologia in the form of an ad on
the Augost 15 New York Times
book page. The ad was signed by
Winthrop Knowlon, President of
Harper &J\oxi' .

Both' Thomas and Knowlion
claim that letting the C1A see the
book in advarce of publication is
the very model of “responsible™
1Jubhshmp~—~no matter what the
author in this case ‘thinks. After
all, they emphasize, the book has
now been published without a
singler (;h'm{fc So what harm has
been done?

Quite a lot; as you \\\H see, and
as 1 expect most writers-—cer-

tainly those involved in investiga- |

- tive . reporting—already  know.
Alfréd McC oy, thc author of “The

Pohtlcs of Horom in Southeast
Asia,” certainly knows. This is

. what he said on August 14, after:

Harper & Row had decided to go
ahcad and, publish his book
1 without any chanpcs “1 disagree
absolutely with their decision to

show the book to the CIA before

publication on pragmatic and on
philosophical grounds. It was a
bad d.ocns:on in every possible
way.’

Melvin Wulf legal dne(lox of

the Amencan Civil Libertics
Union, said lo me the following
day: *“Harper & Row's point thal.
it did not accede to any of the
| CIA’s requests for changes begs
the fundamental queslion, be-
cause Harper & Row should never
have et the CIA sce the book in
advance of publication jn
s & }L(A
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Sndnrent
f(m{*ht for himself and Tor flie in-
tegrity of his book. In that week,
McCoy, by publicly pressing his
was in-
strumental in pulting the CIA on
the defensive. ) there has been a

C@\S , \(\\g " ¢(¢Q

o, kN (:;u Mavpevy
3 ¢

*\ Pp('+ ce e S
w::iﬁf%i g{\g(f“ Agl(«

wvﬁ. \ Q') MQ(JI\/\
P B cﬁfu;f)aw);ré.ld%‘

:‘victmvy over the CIA in this

case, the eredit is due McCoy, As |

seem o realize that there is a/fa man close to the events put it,

whole amendment 1o the United
States Constitution—-the  Pirst—1
that would have protected it
apaiost the arrogance of the CTA..

It's pathelic that-a leading. pub-
lisher would surrender its integri-
ty to the CIA or te any govern-!
ment agency that had (he pre-:

sumplion o demahd, or ceven
merely {0 ask, fo review an un-
published manuscript. A tervibly
bad precedent has been ;
Today, the ClA—tomorrow, HEW’

or some other pgovernment g
agencey.™
Before examining  Brooks

Thomas's remarkable document,
in last week’s Voice, some addi-
fional background which you,
won't find in Marper & Row's
statements on'the case, Mel, \Vu
speaks of the CIA's “arroguance.”
In carly June, the CIA did indeed ;
come on very strong {o Harper &
Row~verbally, Bul by the time
the agency sent in (s written
review of the book in late July, the
CIA's tene had become much less i
nnpormndtc ,,,,,,,,,,

A primary reason for that
change in tone was the decision of

" Alfred ‘McCoy—once he Jearned

that CIA pressure was on Harper

“ & Row—~io go to the media. (‘']

thought -the liberal media would
be ontraged and would find mate-
rial to corroborate what 1 was
saying.”") He did this (:gninsi the
wishes of Harper & Row. Taking
his case to the press and lo televi-
sion, McCoy was responsible in

+ part for threce sizable New York

Times storics on the politics of
herein in Southeast Asia (two of
them on the front page, including

& Row’s agreement to Jet the ClA -
review {lie book). There'was also
an edilorial, “Iferoin and (he
War,” in the July 26 Washington
Post. And McCoy himself ap-
peared on NBC-TV's “Chronolog”’
on July 28,

It was during that week Hml the
CIA, courtesy of .Harper & Row,
had officialvposso:sion of McCoy’s
book.  Because ' his' publisher
would nol fight for him, McCoy

sef. ;.
“cleared up. In my August 10 col-
nn, T quoted Brooks Thomas as |
Cotelling me fhat he didn’t know

rwhether & Row would |

“4f he CIA had come on as strong
atl the end as it did in the begin-
ning, 1 am far {rom sure that
Harper & Row would have
refuged to make «ll the changes
the CIA wanted. ¥ believe McCoy
going public had a considerable
effect on 0 toning down the CIA's
final response that Harper & Row

ccould ifself--belatedly—~come (o
‘the defense of its author.”

Another point that ought 4o be

Harper
have published the book if MeCoy
had resisted turning 1t over to the
CIA before publication,

__Mr. Thomas, fo put it it Lmdly,

v “was bcmf' dx';mgrcmzous in that
+ statement,

" From a July 18 Jetter {rom
Alfred McCoy to James Fox, as-
sistant general counsel of Harper
& Row: “I have only acceded {o
-Harper & Row's determination to
» give the book to the CIA because
you have fold me that unless I did

's0, you would categorically refuse

to publish the book.” (Emp RISE
added—N. I1.)
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Harper & Row (visted the arm
of its author--let there be no mis- .

take about that.
But, says Mr.

Thomas in last
"week's Voice:

“In this case, the author had :

otlrer  cqually
lishing options which did not in-
volve shiowing the manus cupt to

attractive pub--

the CIA. The fact that he chose to

go along with us rather than
publish elsewhere only reflects

ene breaking the story of Harper ithe’ fact that our commitment to
the book was clearly more impor-

tant to him than our difference of
opinion about Jlowmg it to the
CIA

Aw, Mr. Thomas, do you really
think this paper’s readership is
that gullible?

‘From Aifred McCoys July 18
lelter to James Fox, assistant

. general counsel, Harper & How:
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