
Ronan Farrow was directing a standard TV examination in 2017 when he discovered a story 

that had for some time been murmured regarding however infrequently tended to 

transparently. At its inside was a man who had gotten synonymous with Hollywood itself – 

Harvey Weinstein.  

 

Any place Weinstein went, gossipy tidbits about sexual inappropriateness surfaced. 

Columnists had attempted to get to the base of these charges, however, none of them had 

figured out how to distribute their discoveries. The closer they'd go to reality, the more they'd 

figured out how simple it is for individuals with companions in high places to cause issues to 

leave.  

 

Over the next year, Farrow would discover exactly how profound the hare gap went. As his 

examination advanced, he was hounded by Weinstein's legal advisors, undermined by his 

bosses, and held under control by a scheme of quietness. In any case, he made them a 

thing past columnists had come up short on: the trust of Weinstein's unfortunate casualties.  

 

In this outline, we'll investigate the hardships of Farrow's endeavor to reveal Hollywood's 

most infamous predator.  

 

Chapter 1 - NBC's reaction to a scandal including one of its 

hosts was the main sign it was awkward providing details 

regarding sexual maltreatment. 
 

Toward the beginning of October 2016, the Washington Post discharged a spilled recording 

that indicated presidential competitor Donald Trump has what the paper called a "very 

lecherous discussion about ladies." Readers who tapped on the connection found a 

three-minute video recorded in 2005 for the big name tattle show Access Hollywood. In it, 

Trump boasted about snatching ladies "by the pussy."  

 

It was a stunner. Papers and TV stations over the United States hurried to give an account 

of the Post's conceivably political decision characterizing scoop. One system, be that as it 

may, appeared to be hesitant to enter the brawl – the National Broadcasting Company, or 

NBC for short.  

 



Access Hollywood had a place with NBC's parent organization, NBCUniversal, and the video 

put the partnership in a difficult situation. It hadn't quite recently recorded Trump's coarse 

remarks – it likewise caught the show's host, Billy Bush, cheerfully concurring that "you can 

do anything" to ladies when you're a star. NBC had as of late advanced Bush, and when it 

aired the video, it cut its star moderator's most hostile comments out.  

 

That wasn't the most noticeably awful of it. To what extent had NBC thought about the tape 

and, more to the point, to what extent had the system been perched on it? Senior officials 

guaranteed that the story hadn't been communicated before because it was still under a 

legitimate survey. That wasn't valid – truth be told, two NBCUniversal legal counselors had 

cleared it for discharge.  

 

This wasn't the main story NBC was worried about.  

 

Ronan Farrow, a youthful correspondent who had joined the system in 2013, was 

disappointed. The host of the analytical portion of the Today appears Farrow had recently 

completed a report about universities messing up rape examinations on grounds. It was a 

strong bit of news-casting, however, his bosses were blocking it. What was happening?  

 

The issue turned out to be clear when Farrow took a gander at the programming plan: his 

report was set to air as Bush gave an on-screen expression of remorse. Farrow would clarify 

why rape should have been paid attention to more while Bush was adequately asserting that 

his remarks didn't justify him losing his employment. There were two different ways to settle 

this jolting complexity: address it head-on or endeavor to cause the issue to leave.  

 

NBCUniversal picked the last way, discreetly suspending Bush and running a spot on 

Adderall maltreatment instead of Farrow's unique report. Farrow messaged his maker, the 

barrel-chested and frank TV veteran Rich McHugh, with a dull inquiry. Was NBC frightened 

of broadcasting rape stories?  

 

McHugh's answer? "Truly."  

 



Chapter 2 - Farrow started examining a Hollywood studio 

head after an entertainer claimed that she'd been 

assaulted. 
 

The Access Hollywood tape lit a wire, yet the powder barrel was at that point set up. It was, 

all things considered, just the most recent in a string of prominent instances of influential 

men showing savage sexual conduct. In 2014, charges of rape against the entertainer Bill 

Cosby reemerged. At that point, in July 2016, Fox News character Gretchen Carlson 

documented an inappropriate behavior suit against the system's head, Roger Ailes.  

 

In mid-2017, after Donald Trump's initiation, a large number of ladies walked and held 

demonstrations in urban areas over the United States. Their serenades and standards 

reappropriated Trump's language and included pictures of yowling felines and cases like 

"pussy gets back." Meanwhile, the outstanding Vox writer Liz Plank took to internet-based 

life to inquire as to why #WomenDontReport.  

 

On Twitter, Rose McGowan, an on-screen character known for her jobs in clique motion 

pictures like Scream and Jawbreaker, responded to Plank's inquiry; when McGowan first 

announced being assaulted by a studio head, a female law lawyer disclosed to her nobody 

would pay attention to her since she'd shot an intimate moment in one of her movies.  

 

The lawyer, McGowan composed, had been correct. The claims were disregarded, the 

on-screen character was criticized by the newspaper media, and offers for new motion 

picture parts all of a sudden evaporated. The entire issue was an open mystery in 

Hollywood, and the exercise for different unfortunate casualties was clear: when ladies 

report misuse, they endure the outcomes. Then, McGowan's attacker was as yet the toast of 

the town.  

 

Farrow was dealing with another analytical arrangement considered The Dark Side of 

Hollywood when McGowan's tweets turned into a web sensation. His chief, NBC senior VP 

Noah Oppenheim, had approved the thought yet wasn't content with Farrow's proposition to 

concentrate on claims of sexual unfortunate behavior with minors. That, Oppenheim 

contended, was unreasonably dull for morning TV.  

 



At last, they chose another point – a glance at Hollywood's supposed "throwing lounge 

chair," the act of propositioning entertainers for value-based sexual favors. Farrow had just 

kicked up some residue and found two or three entertainers who professed to have stories, 

yet he was all the while searching for a solid lead.  

 

That is when Oppenheim proposed a thought he would later lament. Why not connect with 

McGowan and see what she needed to state about this studio head? Farrow, who had at 

first missed her tweets, concurred. It was the start of an examination that would have 

suggestions a long way past the film business.  

 

Chapter 3 - Harvey Weinstein's conduct was an open 

mystery, however, dread prevented his exploited people 

from standing up. 
 

The man Rose McGowan blamed for raping her was Harvey Weinstein. Farrow had just 

experienced his name before addressing the on-screen character. Each request he made 

drove back to Weinstein, yet nobody needed to go on the record.  

 

There was a valid justification for that. Since the foundation of the main film studios a century 

back, not many motion picture officials have been as amazing as Weinstein.  

 

The child of a jewel shaper, he experienced childhood in New York. As a youngster, he 

escaped seeing François Truffaut's The 400 Blows with his sibling Bob. The pair had sought 

after a sex motion picture yet rather got one of the perfect works of art of French new wave 

film. It was the start of a relationship with the cinema.  

 

As grown-ups, the Weinsteins established Miramax, a film dispersion organization, and The 

Weinstein Company, or TWC, an autonomous film studio. The two organizations were 

extraordinary victories and directed a progression of colossally compelling films including 

Sex, Lies, and Videotape, Pulp Fiction, The English Patient and The King's Speech.  

 

All things considered, Harvey Weinstein assumed praise for 300 Oscar designations. 

Individuals regularly kidded that nobody had been expressed gratitude toward all the more 

frequently in Hollywood, spare maybe God.  



 

Weinstein had an incredible present for picking the correct content and the correct ability to 

work with. Be that as it may, there was additionally a darker side to his character. Six foot tall 

with a disproportionate face and a routine squint, his lumbering edge was one that many 

came to fear.  

 

Like a blowfish, he appeared to extend when he was irate. His furies were famous and the 

individuals who worked with him review him shouting, reviling, and throwing objects around 

his office.  

 

There was additionally discuss an alternate sort of brutality. Bits of gossip about lewd 

behavior and attack had trailed Weinstein, at that point 65, for more than two decades. 

Endeavors to report this conduct, be that as it may, never made it into print or on air.  

 

The issue columnists confronted was easy to disclose and insidiously difficult to settle: 

Weinstein realized how to keep his unfortunate casualties quiet. The devices he was said to 

use to keep ladies confidentially included nondisclosure understandings, adjustments, official 

lawful dangers and informal dangers to entertainers' professions.  

 

The time had come to end the quietness.  

 

Chapter 4 - Farrow's history helped him win McGowan's 

trust, however, she was hesitant to name Weinstein on 

camera. 
 

The Hollywood Reporter printed a shining profile of Farrow's dad in mid-2016, the producer 

Woody Allen. It was a questionable piece, as the creator delicate accelerated the way that 

Allen's little girl, Dylan, had blamed him for sexual maltreatment.  

 

At the point when the Reporter chose to commission an article on the benefits of the analysis 

being leveled at the magazine, it asked Dylan's sibling Ronan to do the detailing.  

 



Farrow talked with his sister about the supposed ambush and took a gander at the 

accessible court records. His opinion piece inferred that Dylan's case was the sort of valid 

sexual maltreatment charge very frequently disregarded in Hollywood.  

 

This quiet, he contended, wasn't simply unacceptable – it was perilous. It told unfortunate 

casualties that it wasn't "worth the anguish of approaching."  

 

At the point when Farrow called Rose McGowan from the NBC newsroom a year later, she 

accomplished something that astonished him – she got. McGowan felt sold out by the 

media, yet she recalled Farrow's piece. It was an icebreaker, and in February 2017, she 

consented to a recorded meeting.  

 

The attack, she told Farrow, occurred at the Sundance Film Festival in 1997. Her business 

chief had set up a gathering with Weinstein in an inn café. Right away before she showed 

up, it was moved to an inn suite. The primary half-hour was unremarkable. He applauded 

her exhibitions in Scream, a film he had delivered, and Phantoms, which he was all the while 

taking a shot at.  

 

As she was leaving, this gathering became what she called a "not meeting." Before she 

recognized what was occurring, Weinstein had stripped her and she was crying. Farrow 

inquired as to whether this was an assault. "Truly," McGowan unassumingly answered.  

 

McGowan's lawyer exhorted all her calm and acknowledge a money related repayment. As a 

byproduct of $100,000, she transferred ownership of her entitlement to sue her manager. 

Numerous individuals – colleagues, supervisors, and merchants – were complicit as 

indicated by McGowan.  

 

At the point when her co-star in Phantoms, Ben Affleck, saw that she was troubled and 

realized where she'd been, he was exasperated. "God damn it," Affleck snapped, "I guided 

him to quit doing this."  

 

McGowan rehashed this story on camera however discarded Weinstein's name, rather 

encouraging future watchers to come to an obvious conclusion themselves. Inquired as to 

whether Weinstein had assaulted her, she fell quiet before expressing, "I've never preferred 

that name; I make some hard memories saying it."  



 

It was Farrow's first leap forward, however it wasn't sufficient. He required conclusive 

evidence.  

 

Chapter 5 - A tape-recorded during a police sting in 2015 

contained a hard verification of Weinstein's bad behavior. 
 

Just one lady's claims against Weinstein had made it into general society record by this 

point.  

 

In March 2015, Ambra Gutierrez, a Filipina-Italian model, left Weinstein's New York office in 

tears and made a beeline for a nearby police headquarters to report that she'd been 

grabbed.  

 

The Special Victims Division convinced Gutierrez to wear a wire and concentrate an 

admission at a subsequent gathering. The sting worked. The following day, as Weinstein 

was attempting to convince her to go into his lodging, Gutierrez recorded him confessing to 

getting her bosoms before saying, "I'm grieved, simply enter, I'm utilized to it."  

 

It was verifiable proof of sexual maltreatment in an exhaustive round of questioning, 

wrongdoing deserving of as long as a quarter of a year in prison. In any case, the case never 

got that far.  

 

As per previous TWC representatives, two men were a consistent nearness in Weinstein's 

workplaces in March and April that year – David Pecker and Dylan Howard, the CEO, and 

manager in-head of the newspaper paper National Enquirer.  

 

Between them, they concocted a media procedure to make what they called the "Ambra 

thing" leave. Inside weeks, the Enquirer had turned the open story on its head. Weinstein 

and the charges against him vanished from the front pages and disparaging articles about 

Gutierrez showed up in their place.  

 

At the point when it rose that the model had gone to a "Bunga-Bunga" evening – one of 

Italian head administrator Silvio Berlusconi's famous sex parties – the Enquirer and different 



papers started suggesting that Gutierrez was a whore. More awful, they proposed she was a 

predator endeavoring to shake Weinstein down.  

 

At the point when the case contacted them, examiners at the District Attorney's office 

invested more energy flame broiling Gutierrez about her associations with Berlusconi than 

about what had occurred in Weinstein's office. In April, they dropped the charges, referring to 

inadequate proof.  

 

That didn't make any sense. As an NYPD interior audit later called attention to, the past ten 

sexual maltreatment cases dealt with by the workplace had brought about captures based 

on far less proof.  

 

Lacking legitimate review and with her notoriety shredded, Gutierrez had no real option 

except to sign an 18-page nondisclosure understanding as a byproduct of a $1,000,000 

payout.  

 

To the extent Weinstein was concerned, his concern had been managed. The understanding 

stipulated that Gutierrez was to decimate all duplicates of the account of the sting activity, a 

procedure authorized and supervised by his legal counselors.  

 

Be that as it may, Weinstein wasn't right; a private duplicate still existed.  

 

Chapter 6 - Farrow figured out how to get hold of the 

Gutierrez tape, however restriction to his examination was 

mounting. 
 

Two years after putting pen to paper, Gutierrez opened her nondisclosure concurrence on 

an iPhone and slid it towards Farrow. He skimmed it, arriving on the condition which 

stipulated that she decimate all duplicates of the tape made during the police sting. "Ambra," 

he asked, "are every one of the duplicates devastated?"  

 

They hadn't been. Gutierrez had deferred Weinstein's legal advisors' entrance to one of her 

email accounts sufficiently long for her to download the chronicle onto an old PC. Two or 



after three weeks, in a bookshop close to Union Square, Farrow tuned in to the two-minute 

sound document.  

 

It was all there – the coaxing, the harassing, the refusal to take no for an answer. All the 

more critically, Weinstein didn't simply admit to wrongdoing, yet to an example. As he stated, 

"I'm utilized to it." It was inarguable proof of savage sexual conduct.  

 

Be that as it may, there was a hitch. If Gutierrez gave Farrow the tape, she would break her 

nondisclosure understanding and presenting herself to a ruinous claim. If Farrow discharged 

it, NBC would be on the snare for tortious obstruction – intentional intruding with an 

outsider's authoritative commitments.  

 

The best way to keep up a degree of conceivable deniability was for Farrow to record 

Gutierrez's account. It was a rough yet viable arrangement. No documents would change 

hands and there wouldn't be an advanced paper trail. A few days after the fact, Farrow held 

his telephone to Gutierrez's speaker and hit play.  

 

It's an iron-clad law of news coverage that word consistently comes to Weinstein, one of the 

world's most well-associated men, when a columnist starts investigating him. Also, 

sufficiently sure, it did. In April, similarly, as the bits of the riddle was beginning to become 

all-good, Farrow got a call from Matthew Hiltzik, an unmistakable turn specialist who had 

spoken to both the Clinton and Trump families.  

 

His companion Weinstein, Hiltzik related, was worried that an NBC columnist was getting 

some information about Rose McGowan. Not excessively Weinstein had done anything 

incorrectly, obviously – he was only restless to maintain a strategic distance from false 

impressions. If Farrow had questions, he was glad to answer them.  

 

Regardless, Hiltzik finished up, Farrow was composing a book about US international 

strategy and expected to talk with Hillary Clinton for that. Hiltzik could get that going. 

Wouldn't it be ideal to set the Weinstein thing aside for later for the present?  

 

The inquiry was logical. Farrow had been advised.  

 



Chapter 7 - A tip-off from another columnist gave Farrow 

enough proof to start thinking about distribution. 
 

In late 2016, Ben Wallace, a New York magazine columnist, went through a quarter of a year 

researching the Weinstein bits of gossip. Before the year's over, he had a strong story. That 

is the point at which Weinstein's partners started calling his boss and taking steps to reveal 

harming individual data about Wallace and the ladies he had met. In January 2017, New 

York dropped the story.  

 

The experience left a terrible preference for his mouth, and Wallace was glad to assist when 

With farrowing reached him that spring. In May, he gave the NBC correspondent another 

lead.  

 

Emily Nestor was in her late 20s and worked for a tech startup. It wasn't her purpose in life – 

she truly didn't know what was any longer. Sitting in the shadows of an illuminated lodging in 

Santa Monica, California, she told Farrow on camera that she used to fantasy about working 

in film. A short spell as a colleague at an outstanding studio had slaughtered that thought 

stone dead.  

 

In December 2014, Nestor, at that point 25, took a work area work at TWC. On her first day, 

two workers disclosed to her she was Weinstein's "type." Later that day, Weinstein, who 

called her "the pretty young lady," got hold of her number and welcomed her for drinks. 

Nestor declined however consented to have espresso together the following morning.  

 

The gathering was all of a sudden changed to an inn. There, Weinstein disclosed to Nestor 

he could support her profession, gloated about his sexual victories, and remarked that "we 

could have a ton of fun." In all-out, Nestor professed to have rebuked Weinstein's advances 

multiple times. As she told Farrow, "No didn't mean no to him."  

 

Her grievances to HR went no place, however, Irwin Reiter, the official VP of bookkeeping, 

kept in touch with her to apologize that her first days at the organization had been this way.  

 

If there were further undesirable advances, he went on, she should tell him. Reiter at that 

point said that he had quarreled his manager over the "abuse of ladies" only three weeks 



sooner. Accordingly, he told Nestor, Weinstein had considered him the "sex police." Nestor 

kept duplicates of the entire trade.  

 

Her declaration and the Reiter correspondence added another layer of proof to the case. 

Together with the McGowan meet and the Gutierrez tape, it gave clear verification that 

Weinstein's conduct was a piece of a reliable, and reliably ruthless, design. The time had 

come to consider distribution.  

 

Chapter 8 - Farrow's manager at NBC, Noah Oppenheim, 

put the brakes on his examination in the mid-year of 2017. 
 

By mid-June 2017, Farrow had his affairs together. He had created a tight, practical content 

with producer Rich McHugh that didn't pull any punches. It incorporated Gutierrez's tape, 

McGowan's meeting, the Reiter correspondence, and a second, anonymized meet with 

Nestor. The proof was inarguable; the declaration convincing.  

 

Noah Oppenheim didn't see it that way. At the point when he heard the tape that mid-year, 

he was quiet. At long last, acknowledging individuals were sitting tight for him to remark, he 

moaned. What did it truly demonstrate? Farrow let him know: It demonstrated that Weinstein 

grabbed Gutierrez, an offense that could put him in jail.  

 

Oppenheim abruptly changed class. "See, I'm not saying it's not gross," he stated, his 

disturbance appearing, "yet I don't know it's news." Did people in general even know who 

Harvey Weinstein was, not to mention care about what he'd as far as anyone knows done? 

Oppenheim questioned it.  

 

However, that wasn't his lone protest. Both Susan Weiner, NBC's legitimate advice, and 

Richard Greenberg, the leader of the system's insightful unit, had approved Farrow's report. 

Let Weinstein sue, Greenberg contended, "if this show, he's toast." Oppenheim overruled 

them, guaranteeing that the story should have been confirmed by NBCUniversal. He was 

kicking the issue upstairs.  

 



Recall that Access Hollywood tape? All things considered, it was NBCUniversal's general 

advice, Kim Harris, who obstructed the system covering it. That didn't look good. Sufficiently 

sure, Farrow was advised to "stop" all detailing and contact with sources.  

 

The thinking was additionally stressing. The last time a significant system had referred to 

unclear worries about impedance with nondisclosure understandings to nix a significant 

examination return in 1995, the year that CBS pulled the attachment on a meeting with an 

informant in the tobacco business.  

 

Farrow and McHugh didn't know what was happening in the background, yet they knew a 

certain something: they were as a rule moderate strolled by their bosses, and it was 

undermining the examination.  

 

Rose McGowan, for instance, had consented to a subsequent meeting. It was another 

opportunity for her to name Weinstein on camera. In any case, the "delay" on announcing 

implied Farrow needed to defer. That scared her. As she let him know via telephone, she 

had consistently been persuaded NBC wasn't going to pay attention to her. This simply 

affirmed her doubts.  

 

When Farrow's detailing had been "unpaused" half a month later, it was past the point of no 

return. McGowan said the weight was excessively, apologized, and dropped the subsequent 

meeting.  

 

Chapter 9 - NBC slaughtered Farrow's story after a 

progression of calls among Weinstein and the system's 

ranking staff. 
 

That spring, Weinstein was in communication with senior officials at NBC as far back as 

getting some answers concerning Farrow's examination. At the point when he initially talked 

with the system's director, Andrew Lack, he recommended that the bits of gossip had been 

made a huge deal about. "It was the nineties," he clarified, "We as a whole did that." Lack 

said he'd watch out for Farrow.  

 



At that point, toward the beginning of August, word came to Weinstein that NBCUniversal 

had regarded Farrow's content "reportable." According to TWC staff members, Weinstein 

asked Phil Griffin, NBC's head of news inclusion, why the story hadn't been put to bed. 

Griffin, they included, consoled him. Everything had been settled – Farrow wouldn't be 

running the story with NBC.  

 

Griffin later denied promising that the story was dead. Is it true that he was coming clean? 

It's difficult to state. What we cannot deny is that this call was one of in any event 15 

discussions among Weinstein and senior NBC staff throughout the spring and summer of 

2017.  

 

We likewise comprehend what occurred straightaway. Farrow went to Greenberg to propose 

moving to the following phase of the procedure – looking for input and going to alter. 

Greenberg, in any case, disclosed to him that because the story was reportable didn't mean 

it would air. That choice was over his compensation grade.  

 

That left Oppenheim. He had a not insignificant rundown of progressively wobbly complaints. 

Weinstein, he started, had dispersed Woody Allen's motion pictures during the 1990s. To 

have the last's child detailing a story like this represented an irreconcilable situation. At that 

point, there was Farrow's article about his sister. If NBC disclosed the report, the general 

population would consider it to be crafted by a "rape crusader," not a goal writer.  

 

Farrow offered to give watchers total honesty. Oppenheim was practically arguing now. 

Truly, he conceded, there was a ton to the story, yet it simply wasn't directly for TV. If Farrow 

took it to a print outlet like New York Magazine, then again, he wouldn't stop him. Indeed, he 

included, lifting his hands as though giving up, he'd give Farrow his approval.  

 

What he couldn't permit, however, was for Farrow to keep addressing sources as a 

credentialed NBC columnist. Oppenheim would not say it, by and large, however, his choice 

was clear: the story was dead.  

 

Weinstein was happy. "I got them to slaughter this screwing story," one previous TWC 

official recollects that he saying, "I'm the just one completing anything here."  

 



Chapter 10 - The New Yorker consented to distribute 

Farrow's story on the off chance that he could discover 

another source. 
 

On a bright evening in late August 2017, David Remnick, the supervisor of the New Yorker, 

was sitting in an office on the 38th floor of One World Trade Center with his partner, Dierdre 

Foley-Mendelssohn.  

 

The pair had gone through the past night rehashing a New Yorker profile of Weinstein 

distributed in 2002. It didn't dive into the gossipy tidbits trailing the film head honcho, 

however, it noted that his colleagues felt "assaulted" – the word "frequently summoned by 

those managing him."  

 

The profile's creator, Ken Auletta, left it at that – there wasn't sufficient proof to state more. 

Presently, however, Remnick needed to return to the story. Farrow had enlightened Auletta 

regarding his examination and NBC's refusal to air it. Shocked, he put Farrow in contact with 

his old proofreader.  

 

Remnick tuned in as Farrow enlightened him and played the Gutierrez tape. The story, 

Remnick stated, had potential, however, it required another source before he could 

distribute.  

 

Farrow knew somebody – Ally Canosa, an English maker who had worked with Weinstein for 

the best piece of 10 years. Like different exploited people, she had consented to a 

nondisclosure arrangement, yet she was prepared to stand up. At the point when Farrow 

called her, she revealed to him that she'd been hanging tight for that day.  

 

Toward the beginning of September, Canosa disclosed to her story on camera. The first run 

through Weinstein assaulted her, she guaranteed, was in a lodging. They had met to talk 

about content. Weinstein said it helped him to remember a great motion picture and 

proposed watching it in his suite. The main TV set was in his room.  

 



As she ungracefully sat on his bed, Weinstein made a move. When Canosa repelled him, 

Weinstein went to the restroom, returning wearing only a wraparound. By then, he 

constrained himself on Canosa regardless of being advised over and again to stop.  

 

Canosa kept working for Weinstein after that – she was helpless and required an 

occupation. Weinstein assaulted her again while they were recording the Netflix 

arrangement Marco Polo in Malaysia. Altogether, Canosa charges that there were eleven 

ambushes somewhere in the range of 2010 and 2014.  

 

Toward the finish of the meeting, Farrow asked Canosa what she would state to a news 

outlet thinking about the choice of whether to air her charges. She addressed that any 

individual who neglected to help uncover Weinstein would put themselves on "an 

inappropriate side of history."  

 

Chapter 11 - Weinstein's last-dump endeavor to anticipate 

production fizzled and Farrow's story opened up to the 

world in October 2017. 
 

The New York Times distributed an article about Weinstein by Jodi Kantor and Megan 

Twohey on October 5, 2017. Similarly, as he was approaching the end goal, it looked like 

Farrow had been gotten the best of.  

 

The Times story, Remnick stated, was "solid," however it wasn't comprehensive. Kantor and 

Twohey had archived badgering claims against Weinstein; Farrow could add tenable 

ambush claims to the charge sheet.  

 

Resolved to anticipate the New Yorker's confession hitting the newspaper kiosks, 

Weinstein's legal advisors sent a letter guaranteeing that the magazine was going to break 

various nondisclosure understandings and make itself obligated for "gigantic harms."  

 

Farrow, they proceeded, had been mentally conditioned into accepting his sister's claims 

against his dad. This had exasperated him and denied him of all objectivity. At last, NBC 

hadn't quite recently dismissed his story – the system likewise possessed the material he 

anticipated utilizing.  



 

Fabio Bertoni, the magazine's legal advisor, wasn't dazzled. The legitimate cases were 

questionable and the announcements concerning Farrow's freedom and morals underneath 

disdain. A brief, one-line email saying as much was dispatched and the magazine proceeded 

with its arrangements for production.  

 

Everyone that was left was to approach Weinstein for his side of the story. In a progression 

of telephone calls starting on October 6, 2017, the film tycoon put his form of occasions on 

record.  

 

Weinstein guaranteed that any sexual association among him and ladies who had kept 

working for him couldn't be named assault – a thought inconsistent with the law. He at that 

point proposed that ladies who approached didn't endure counter against their vocations.  

 

All they needed to do, he stated, was call somebody like Ronan Farrow and their charges 

would be made open. Weinstein left out his numerous effective endeavors to keep them 

from doing only that.  

 

Damningly, Weinstein stirred up various charges. Gotten some information about one lady's 

case, he started speaking in insight concerning another lady with a comparable name who 

wasn't included in the New Yorker's story. His terrified attorneys imagined the telephone 

association had been lost and hung up.  

 

After five days, on October 10, 2017, the New Yorker distributed Farrow's story recording 

and proving the charges of McGowan, Gutierrez, Nestor, and Canosa.  

 

Weinstein had been uncovered, in any case, the same number of individuals messaged to 

reveal to Farrow that day, there were different predators out there. One message proposed 

they were nearer to Farrow than he may understand. "There are more Harveys in your 

middle," it read.  

 

Chapter 12 - NBC's inward culture of provocation and 

mystery made it powerless against Weinstein's weight. 
 



For what reason did NBC endeavor to murder the Weinstein story? One response to that 

question developed in the weeks after the New Yorker distributed Farrow's article.  

 

On November 29, 2017, NBC declared it had terminated its star moderator, Matt Lauer, after 

accepting a grumbling from a partner specifying his wrong advances toward her.  

 

The system's officials expressed that they were stunned and accentuated this was the main 

they'd known about Lauer's conduct. NBC's representatives weren't so astounded as their 

supervisors professed to be.  

 

As everybody who worked with Lauer knew, the host had been carrying on improperly for a 

considerable length of time. He had given associates sex toys as presents, played 

"fuck/wed/murder" on open mics during business breaks, and continually hit on female 

collaborators.  

 

There was likewise discuss increasingly genuine bad behavior. As maker Rich McHugh said 

in a gathering after Lauer's expulsion, "Preceding Monday, a ton of us have heard bits of 

gossip about stuff about Matt – allows simply state that." Rattled by the Weinstein issue, 

NBC staff members squeezed the executives. Was NBC mindful of these bits of gossip?  

 

Kim Harris furnished a cautious response. No, she stated, there were no conventional 

records of any protests. That wasn't the inquiry, however. NBC's representatives were 

getting some information about them, not whether they'd recorded them. Had NBC ever paid 

ladies to consent to nondisclosure arrangements? Harris didn't appear to be certain. "Umm," 

she stated, "no."  

 

Truth be told, NBC handled no less than seven nondisclosure understandings after 2011. 

Among the endorsers was a lady who claimed that Lauer had pressured her into sex in his 

office in 2001. At the point when she dropped, she guaranteed, Lauer's PA took her to a 

medical caretaker. Another lady affirmed that Lauer had assaulted her during her time 

covering the 2014 Sochi Winter Olympics.  

 

After an inner examination headed up by Harris reaffirmed the board's cases not to have 

thought about any of this, one of the specialists – William Arkin – connected with Farrow. He 



was pained. During the examination, two sources educated him that Weinstein had said he 

knew about Lauer's conduct and fit for making it open.  

 

NBC denies that this risk was ever imparted, yet there is no uncertainty that the claims 

against Lauer and NBC's utilization of nondisclosure understandings went under danger of 

presentation during Farrow's examination.  

 

The exact degree to which this affected administrators' choices is available to discuss. It's 

anything but difficult to accept, be that as it may, that they followed up on an adage: the 

individuals who are themselves vulnerable shouldn't try to attack others. 

 

Catch and Kill: Lies, Spies, and a Conspiracy to Protect 

Predators by Ronan Farrow Book Review 
 

In late 2016, Ronan Farrow started to deal with an analytical arrangement for NBC about 

covert stories in Hollywood. One name kept coming up in his calls – Harvey Weinstein. At 

the point when an on-screen character asserted that the studio head had assaulted her, 

Farrow chose to investigate the case.  

 

Over the next year, he addressed Weinstein's numerous exploited people and accumulated 

convincing proof of his ruthless sexual conduct. As he moved to distribute his discoveries, 

notwithstanding, NBC endeavored to slaughter the story. In the wake of distributing it in the 

New Yorker, Farrow found a convincing clarification: the system had its way of life of 

complicity. 

 

https://goodbooksummary.com/catch-and-kill-by-ronan-farrow-book-summary/ 
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