PR 69~01 35tk Avenue
S ' dJackson Heishts, WY
' 11377
gqags 1, 1971
¥Mr. John Teonard
Editor = Hew York Times Book Review
Times Square, New York NY 10036

Dear ¥r. leonard:

After T spoke to you this morning I called Mr. Weisbers to
relate to him what you had t0ld me about an upcoming fuli-nuge

roundup of letters on FramN_Uv
First of all, I told iim that you recalled th* no letter

to Wolff enclosed. le suggested that jO“ nay hiave been referring
to the letter he sent you on May 25, rather than the one in ausstion
which wag dated May 30, Enclosed in that letter was a col py of a
N¥ Times editorial, " Tongue-Tied Jusiice,” and a letiter doted 8/28/66
from Mr., Weisherg to ik g holf° in which Harold Welﬁcer" rerors to
Hr, WoL*f’» vevelations to him that he had beon ordersd not %o ravi
Wi dr. Weisberg told me that he naver received the Liolff
let%er which the Timss recrinted on dMay 30, and he doubis very much
that you sent 1%. He told me that he has given the matter truriher
thought, and he feels that what the Times has done muy wsll be aciion-
able. It is his fesling thet the publicasion of Wolif's ilztter along

i Kaplan's review w1t1 no cpace accorded to hinm to resbond 1o
either constitutes cl sar malice on the rars of the Tines.
I an including at Mr. Veisberg's reguest ﬁt~ﬂ“;is o the 1Y Tiges
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article whizh accomghdi i the relsace of John Kaplan's book, ¥ The
Trial of Jucx Huby." As you can see, Xaplan au+a““4 s1°bem* for
faulting the very things in Ray's +trial whicr Xapian foult l in Ruby's.

- I want you to knon that I still do not Lelieve that you verson-
ally are responsible for what tha Times is 601ng %o kill this book,
but it is being done in your name, and ynu have awparen+Ly donz no-
thing to stop it or, more imporia antly, %o corveet it, and thisz in
itself ic reprehensivle, I do not know what goes oh behin d the scenes,
but I have energed iﬂom this episode 2 1little less naive than I was
bafore, Vhen I called Mr. Meioboré after I zpoks %o you originally
I sssured hin that you were extremely unhappy about the Kazlan review,
and I told hlh that I was sure you would correct it. He wal doubtful,
end he, not I, was right.

At this poipt a fuLL page rounduy of letiers can hardly reciify

t ong that has bsen done., Keplan's roeview has doubtless disooure
a thor reviews, and 1t undoubtzdly convinced neny bookastorss
Y rane<Up was not Jor*h crdering. I: surely convinced many readers
of . Timas that it was not worth read linge. Jothing short of a new
and unbiased review of mra”ann in the puges of thc Times ¢can recti
this at bead immoral treaiment which the Times has afforded this b
o a mest important of subjects, In the light of recent events, I
ery much that I will 3eg another revliaw, howover

you do nst read the tone or uh‘u letter az anger. I

it 1z written ruch move 11 9141“~ than anything else.
God hely us if th: came ant iz aitordad
2 who, like Harold We‘*sern,haJd the courags to speak

Sincerely,

Jerry Policorf



