May 25, 1971

Mr. John Leonsrd

Zditor, New York Times
Bunday Book Review

Heow York, New York

Dsar Mr. Leonard:

Thres weeks ago, when I wrote sbout Joha Ksplen's (excuse ths

expresaion) "review” of my FRAME-UP, I dld not know you had be-

come editor of the Sundey Book Review, The lest thing I had

g:an Eith jJour name iz the review of Gsrriscn's "Heritage of
ona -

Your ailsence sinee thon hags bsen 2 dissppointment, more ac after
reading what Time had to ssy aboub you.

Alsc sinca then I have esked that two things bs rent you: The
Times editorial response to an inquiry about why the last two
avorable) peragraphs of your review of Gerrisem's book were
oxglsed from the later editions, snd a new writing by Kaplsn.
Editorinlizing ls not perumitted in Times"? revieuws, ths editor
sald, hence whet you had to say thst wss good about Gerrison's
book did not belong. I spere you the obvious somparison asnd
quastion. And Kaplan, to wihom your ssction aasigned ths onl
book oritical of government and the workings of the institutions
of soclaty in the King sssassination, has zince added furtner
disqualification by writing for the USIA on the Angels Davis case,

The Times snd Kaplan are fer from ths only case whers reviews were
agsigned to partisans who pretend knowledge they do not have.
Elmer Certz, Warren Commission sycophant and one of Jeck Ruby's
last lawysrs, scoepted euch an assignment from the Chicago Sun-
Times, this sfter a) I had offered help in the Ruby defense epd
sosroted him quite publiely on Chicago TV for prating undie-
tilled propagends to my face. Hls chiasf complaint about me was
sxpressed intlibel, that I weg pert of a conspiraey to "frame”
Clay Shaw. in #ll aspects snd overtones, this is total fslsehood,

I write you not s an sditor, not asking publication of this letter,
but 83 & man concerned sbout the aoelotgnl.n which ha lives; asbout
what has happened to it and to those who turn toward peace and a
share of the nstional heritsge for those so long denied it; sbout
the distortion and corruption of all the mesns of Justice; esnd
ébout how mny kind of representative scelety ean funstion whea 1t
is oither net told sbout information required for its functioning
or glven en entirsly misrepresentative opinion of it, clearly de-
signed to diacourage interest in it, to kill it.
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.op the Times is not elons ivery: .

B v s, —very' ms jor shov that sired the
::;a:gt 10:‘;-3111; noooination, sanie fortified with e nRo-conspir-
tunkty fop pe oo (CRSey Clark, \. - refused to previde me oppor-

X g; tne’:Z§2”3°i Yot uing, m ' I remtnd you, is the onl
Pertisanshi T 8lde, in ‘there ls a law sgainst electronio
20ip, the rairnaas“‘dogtrin @ of the FPGC

In Mempais I found no gt
ngle black et : s1l bitter ebout Ray. All
:ﬁ;:n :ﬂgy wWho spoke Considerad that, a3 there is no justice for
» e Wes none fop him., 7r1¢ 3¢ \ hat simple. I think for

ma
th:!o;g::i?:. . 8ullty is suffi cient to convince thom of

hope of doi 8 public ssrvice, of giv-
ing society and its institutions via}?,i;nt;, then 1t hse for gay,
b §

iﬁ,?’:h§§§9§§°;1:°g;§3551;;::§7“r sin to write with pessfon ebout

Ress. For literary uaoeptab11?"“’ and to doocument with thorough-
"Re need ice for ink, 8o - +ity today {unless ons be Agnew),
“ungiatic =~ ag 3y style have gome to oxpect snd to live with
Aol np g dito o . Ty from the ivory towers, BRut wopks of
nonfy, o, espselal) ¥ . those on Prassing and eurrent national
Lssuae;-eht be ' judged on their sontent, on thelr velidity, on
their topilcality, on the contributions they can or do mske to =
decent scciety, on the basis taey lsy for ths reetifisation of

evil, the righting of wrong.

Busy @s you sre, and not seeking redress of what ¥ consider »
deaigned injustice, as one men to enother, I give you this chal-
lenge: Resd and eveluste PRAME-UP yoursslf. Ask yourself if it
is not of significant content, if much of 1t is not news, even
in @ book. Thsn go fusther, compare the handlines it snticipated
thet you have seen in these three weeks, of the mass 1llegal ar-
reata, of the government elaim its desires override the law and
the Consftitution and nobody has righte in the face of buresu-
sratic m, and now of the right to Jall without hearing or bail
(end recell that es I alone exposed, the big gun imported for the
forerunner of this "preventive detention" law is the judge wheo
surrendered the sszcred records of hls own sourt to those who claim

I find myself wondering if I erred in saying 1t is Orwell who is
alive and flourishing in Washington, GCsn it be Hitler, with
Junior-grade Goebbelses alresdy liniang up?

Do you want your review section used in sny such fashion, for
any such objectives?

I em, of course, perplexed st your silence after receliving a
letter like mine. It was not Just a letter from an aggrieved
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writer. It raised basioc questions about the integrity of your
section I would think you would want to address, if only to
record that you did not comsclously assign this review to a man
so ridden with irreconcilable conflicts. I hste to believe you
or anyons else there did it on purpose.

If you did not kill angdenormous and bankrupting labor thet cennot
posslibly be finanecially rewarding, 1t will not be your fault.

Yours truly,

Herold Welsberg



