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he Booklist Interrview
Caro|FeLsenthal

T-| ooflist spoke recently with Carot Felsenthal' the author of

Kbiographies ot Phyllis Schlafly, Alice Longworth Roosevelt and
L-f ratierine craham, about the biocrapher's craft and about the

ttaPost, an "unauthorized" account of washil,tqlofi Postpublisher Graham'
whose decisions to publish the Pentagon Papers and to pursue the
Watergate_stgly-:hanced American jou rnal ism.

BKlr Ho, dA aor deldt It wite afuut Y.atteine cnhdn?
FEI.SENTFIAL lt $'as 1985. I was working on my Alice Loncvorth
Roosevelt biography, and I interviewed Graham l remember being
awestruck when t entered the W4stihgtox Post and thought about
meeting thls woman who had done such courag.ous thrngs a' a
oublishLr in the sixties. The fitst thing she said when I walked inlo her
;ffice was.:l never talk to people who are writing unauthorized
biographies, but I am talking toyou because you've talked to everybody

L-f ratierine craham, about the biocrapher's craft and about the
storm of contoversy that has greeted her late stwork,Power 'PivilEe, and

else." I thought at the time that it was a par-

figured she could never get awaywith it twice.
what haDDened to Deborah Daviswas terlible.
I ls not a bad book lts unconscionable that
$,ritels' ctoups did not dse up in geat anger Kay
Graham had a part in quashing that book but it
was really Ben Bndlee who was behind it.

'  . |  .  . ' ' ; ,  ' . .  9

BKLtrMaswollee dlxng it al her bid.ding or fot his own
inlzrcst{?
FETSENTFTAL: He is very protective of Kay. On
one le'rel. she's his livelihood, orwas. lGraham
has retired and is now chair of the board.l
There is also genuine affection between the
two of them. He was also furious that Davis tried to prove that he
wo*ed for the ClA, The story, as I know it, is that Bradlee wrote this
lefter, and Bill lovanovich, who then ran Harcourt Brace, iust caved

.rlght in. He recalled the bookand had it shredded. lt has come out in
two other editions since.

BKL, w llat did wu do lo ensure lhat gour book wouwh t ruh itlto sitkilar lr1uble'l
FELSENTl.l,ALrWritingabouta livingperson isalwaysaveryfrightening
prospect. You have to be very, very careful. Still, if I had really tried to
protect myself, lwould have had a bookwith no heart to it. As things
go, this book was read by a lawerwho came back with a long, long list
ofconcems. She said I had to show sources, show that I had evidence
to bad( up everlthine I was saying.

EKL:Whst is anslerel ade^utle Eudew lrom a le$l point of view?
FEISENTiIAL: Two verbal sources, or, dependingon what itwas,lhad
to find written sources---archival material, news dippings, pages in
booke-€o that everrthing could be traced to a source. I had to go
through the extremely ponderous iob ofattributing eveMhing, which
in a trade book is not e)pected. In a trade book. you expect a certain
amount of information on sources and an index. But I have 38 pages
of footnotes.

eKLtYou were a book wiEw ditot at the nnqtan
Librcry Ass{/ciation fot Uen. Hw dui$eello beon
tle other side d the istr6Ang businas? 

'. ; 
'."

books, I've said to myself, gee.I
something I had to worry

ieiiir.riinr-, rr'" .tati of book reviewing in"
this country, I think, is terlible. As a book'
review editor, I think vou can get llvely
reviews without giving the bookto someone
who has an obvious conflict of interest or a
grudge. There are a lot ofgrudge- matches in
book reviewing. On the other side, there are
a lot of reviewers who are kissing each other
up.

:
BKL] How was lhe tr?atuent ol aour bookT '

FELSENTHAL:As a longtime and avid reader
of book reviews, I think overall, I have been
tr..ated very fairly, But there have been a
cluple of noteworthy incidentt. There was a
:..,xed revlew written for the'P/,lli'/,/..orc Sun
ioliraining a lot of negative opinions. Rlght

conflict of interest.

heron the daywhen lohn Kennedydied He should not have reviewed
the book. It was verv arroeant and oompous o[ him. ' . .the book. It was very arrogant and pompous of him. ' . , ,.

at the end oithe review.,:1e r eviewe r; "in the interests offulldisclosure,"
noted that hiswife wor ks forthew4tfrirrtotr Posland he does consulting
or special projects for'he Post. Howcould a book edltor assign myboot
about the Dublisherol i\e Pog, to this person?And how could he wdte
an obiective review of my book when his wife is an employee of.the
Posl? | think it's wron g tt, give a book to someone for whom it is a dear

BKL. Did ang athet publi:o lbn assign lhe book lo a 4)ia)er \,tlh a obitus bia!?
reLsgntHAI-, rtre Na, lel!6lir gave it to Arthur Schtesinger to review
He wrote a scathing pi:ce on it. He is a close friend of Kay Gnham's'
and he was a close frir nd of Kays late husband, Phil. He was one of
the men who ran to her side when Philcommitted suicide. He was with

BKLI Didr't tfie Post rev iat Wur book?
FELSENTHAL: Yes. Ihey lDved it. It was assigned by the book editor'
Nina King, who was ,n a to,rgh spot. Here she is, the book editor ofthe
Post, and here cc'res th;1 book that is about her paper and her
employer. They c6.r t iF ,'e it. Obviously people In Washlngton are
interested in it. So r h' r,' gns it to Ronald Steel, a very distingulshed

ly preposterous leasonr e\€ryone's talk-
you so I will, too. She was very modest,

.almost nenous. ltwasamazing b€havior fora
. ypmgl in s_uch a oowerful position.

BKLtwre' t wu inlim:jdatzd ha whallnppuel to tlg
Deborah Davs 6oot lan earlier biography of
craham, recalled by the publisher and
shredded after obiections from the familyl?
FEISENTML: Yes, I was intimidatedi yet, I
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Drofessor who n"ote the definitive biognphy of walter Lippmann l
auspect they thoucht he would be very critical of the bcok He s an
academlc. and I'm a ioumalist. But Steel had nothing but good things
to sav about mv book So what was the Post to do? well they ran il on
pagslt Insteaa of In the front. My feeling was that a reviewel of that
caliberwould nottnally have received more play.

BKLtyet couAn't Gnhqrn twe iust 4uo41d tte rcvi.w?
FELSENTITAL: The most intercsting thing ofall is that f'ay Craham ran
it. That confirms e!€rything I say about her as a €reat newspaper
publlsher, mostly because she keptherhands outofthe editorialside'Kay 

always Insisted on keeping personal views and friendships
separate from the newspapet

BKL: Dg6n't frrr son ru't ttv nenspapet now?
FELSENTIIAL: Don is the oldest of Kay's four child;en and the heir'
More than th€ heir, he is now the CEo and has taken :)ver the Post
company. My portratt of Don Graham and my take or fix is that he is
'.ery ielibera:tily trytng to be as different from his fat: e' as he can-he
is not full of dlarisma and charm. The newsp'pc'I i:iness is very
imDortant to hlm.

When the New Yod llnts Boo( Ravi.aw also ga!€ mi ',cok a good review
Don Craham wote a letter to the editor' I've never seen r: letter from
him anywhere: I don'ithlnkhe likes to do that sort ofthlng. The letter
basicaliv said, Doesn't your distinguished reviewer lthe reviewer was
Donald'Bartleft, a two-time Pulitzer Prize winner for the Pfiikd?lphia
En4lirtl realize iustwhat a bad book this is?

BY'Ltl Md llvt Gtahan's dAughttr,l,ill|wegnou$, calbd your book a"hideous
utltaturc of nu fatler and a sland,enus de?iction ol mu entie lamilv 

"

FELSENriTAL' lrs the portrait of the fatherthat is so paintul to them.
They say that Idon't make it clear enough that Phil was mentally i l l
when hewas spouting anti-Semitic slursat Kay But I make itvery clear
From thevery'beginning, I talk about his manic-depressive illness and
the hct that'trettment was totallv ineffective l think Phil's behavior
has to be taken in context, and I always present it that way.

Another thinc they have criticized is what they say is my portrait ol
Kav as an antFsemlte. ldon't sayshe's an anti-Semite She had plenty
of iop executives whom she depended on who were lews. And she
wanted one o[ thbm to run the company. I'd say she s a snob lt s not
lews she doedn't like, ifs people with c€rtain mann4risms that she
onsiders low class. She is a garden-variety snob

BKL: Did w(tr drtrcllg irta!|sl Grqhan. hr tht book?

FELSENTHAL: Nq she refused to talkto me. But she's vroi{dng on her
memoirs, and at the same time I was interviewing people for my book
Kav wds doinp the same thing. I always knew lwas inteMewing the
rig'ht people bicause they wou ld say, "Oh wo weeks ago Kay Craham
ca-lled an-d asked me for an interview, or "l iust spent two houls v'ith

ii# "ii"rir. ir."iit *t i titt c"t tt'" n""t person to tatk to vou- This
is esp;ciaily true with a washington subiect lfyou've intewiewed'\ B'

"JL. in,iii oi"ii'il,o be in vo"u' index. too'

BKL: Did anuaAe in cruham s lamila talk Io vou?
FalSenTI-tAl, at the very end, after I had the first dIaftwrltten, lsent
a letter to Ben Bradlee, Lally weymouth' Don Graham' Kay' and her
;ister. They also cot the letter listing the people I had intewiewed' So.
if they were goina to talk to me at all that would have been the time
Only her sister did

BKL Hot| did Uou sel{l inleftiewees?
iELSENTHAL, well. with a person tike Kay. who has so much power.

vou have to staft at the outside and work lour way to the center' You
can t iust go to Kay s daughler and say, "l m writ ingaboutyour mother'
tell me evLryt h ing. " You lryto inlerview peopleMth prominent names'
so you can then use the prominent.names to open th€ door to som€

BKL: ls iI had qeuir'g prcgle h I/,lk to Vou?
FJfiErtrri,qi Ihave found that ifs easier than people think lf vou
establish a rapport with someone you can get them to talk about all
kinds ofthinRs. You know theyre tell ing you stuff that' later on, theyIe
eoine to belorry they said. but they iust keep on talKng' trytng- to
impress you. Soyou don t show much emotion---<ven iftheyare telllng
.,^; -^--rhi-- .h^.r.ino :nd m[ fppl l ike irrmDinE uD and down anovou something shocking, and )ou feel l ike iumping up and down and

checkine to make sure lhe recorder is working. You iust rcmaln l€ry

calm and impassive, and the more impassiveyou are, themole eager

her yesterday." Then Iknew Ihad allthe right people. .,, '  ,,,.1 .,.,1,.,.

ir'r" rJri".t ii to topone storywith another. ,t. l

-lnleruic$ conducltl bv Defig�
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advances other terms he could have chosen).
schiebinger subsequentlychronicles the rise of
scientific racism and sexism end examines the
olace of females in the great chain of being,
raising provoGti\€, pertinent questions such as
whywastheskull, not the pelvis, seleded as the
basic unit fol anatomical investigation? Care-
fully setected illustradons support the text s
alsuments. as do some ?O pages of notes and
bibliography. -wil|iqn BettU

nrapar, Valmlk The Tigels Destiny. I993 176p.
Indel illus. K!4e cathle;dist. bry ltafalgar
Souale.S34.9t (l-8%26-08Gl). YA
cr7a.6 Tl!.lr-+..igy IEKU

ThaDardlscusses the lmportance ofthe tlger in
the Asian and Indian oltures and the fate that
arEits it ln a world that no longer worships it
and can barely manage to feed it. The first third
of the book is devoted to the integral role the
tlger played in Asia and India before the arrival of
europeans, when the tlgerwas actorded god li ke
status. nhe last third ot the book, however'
shows that wlth the advent of Europeans, the
rclatlonshlp between tlgerand human changed
forcverl The second sectlon would be worl h the

!urchase price even il i t were published withoul
i"xt Beaut'ful lull page and half-page full-color
photographs of the l igers in lndias Ran-
ihambhore Ndtiondl Park depict the l ive' r-[
tieers in thewild. From a photograph ofa female
a;d hercubs to pictures oftigerswho have been
foried to a nocturnal life in their quest for
survival, these pictures say more about the daily
lives of tigers than anytextbookor environmen-
tal-awareness pamphlet could ever communi-
cale. --<4r oline P aulis o n

Thonrson, Kelth Stewart The Co mmo n but
I-ess Frequent Loon and Other Essals. Nov
1993. 189p. index. j l lus. Yale, S22.50
(0-30G0%30-3). calley YA
soo 2?a Nalud hdo'y ll Bi.liti6ldi€sllv lBKtl9ll7?40

Tl'e president of the Academy of Natural
S:i?rces says these essays are "little sermons
. r ' nystery stolies" lhat represent his views on
.he :raLure of science and celebrate "things thal
ere irnportant in a life fully illuminated by
science-namely, books, animals plants
peoile, and ideas." Forthe most part this book
which is divided into ihree sections on the uses
of diversity, being a scientist, and the future of
evolution, finds Thomson concemed with a

wide ranee of subiects, including the asl'rnmetry
of a sharls tail, the meanings of evolution, the
literature ofscience, and the use ofthecommon
loon u. "n indicator of environmental health'
lntended to be both instructive and entertain-
ine. these scholarly pieces may best sene as
n i!ht-stand reading for the scientjFically sophis-
tiited-i.e.. those who can easily handle such
titles as "sine Scientia Ars Nihil Est?" and "The

Puzle of Paleospondylus" and who delight ln
ihe excitement'of icientific discovery and
debate. -w[itreyS(ott

TechnologY

Barker, Lairy M. ScannerRadloCuide. Oct
1993. I 52p. illus. HighText, paper,5l4 9t
( l-876707-lG8). Calley.
621 ls1 19 Radio-ltodofig rccsvss lEKLl g$qral3

Elsenson, Henry L Scanners and Secret
Frequencies. Oct. 1993.320p illus. lndex
Publishine Croup, 336E Covernor Dr.. Ste.
271F. Sanbieeo. CA 92 | 22. papet S19 95
( t-5686fi38-3). Galley,
62t 38419 Rdio-Morno|irg t€{thf,s II Esv6dtopthg Pq S97d'!0

BKL: whdt do Aou think oflanet Malcoln s defnition of a.pur|alhl as.a"kind ol

confidenee man.preging on peAPle s vaailA ig\onnz and loneliness dnd betfagtng
lhem wilhout rcm\ry"?
FELSENTHAL I think that was a ridiculous artide l don't betrdy
-^^^r^ r  -d , , -^ , . r r6f i ,1 r^  LFpb th inrs in.ontext  and not  tO foolp."pt" L ". very careful to keep things in context and not to fool

iround in the course of intewiewing


