REBUTTAL IS MADE
- BY SCHLESINGER

" Explains Comment on Times
)} but Editor Stands Firm

e

Arthur M. Schlesinger Jr.
has challenged the assertion
that he was mistaken in report-
ing that The New York Times
suppressed a dispatch'about the
build-up for the Bay of Pigs
invasion of Cuba in 1861. °

Mr. Schlesinger, author of the|
Pulitzer Prize-winning book, “A
‘Thousand Days,” and a former|
special assistant to President
Kennedy, made his rebuttal in
a letter to the editor of The
New York Times. The letter,
written from the Institute for
Advanced Study at Princeton,

N.J., on June 9, read as follows:|,
“My attention has been called |.

to a speech by Clifton Daniel,
managing editor of The Times,

in which he claims that I mis-|.

" takenly wrote in the book ‘A
Thousand Days’ that The
Times had suppressed a dispateh
from Tad Szule describing the
CILA.-Cuban refugee invasion
build-up before the Bay of Pigs.
I trust I may be permitted com-
ment, - v

Denies Making Statement

1, Actually my account of
this episode on page 261 of ‘A
Thousand Days'-—a 'passage
quoted in its entirety by Mr.
Daniel—does not say that' The
Times suppressed the Szulc dis-
patch. The account re,%abrts that
James Reston ‘'counseled agains
publication” but at no point does
it say that the piece was kelled.
[Mr, Reston, now an associate
editor of The Times, was then
its chief Washington correspon-
dent].

“In short, Mr, Daniel's e;ll;

dence does - not sustain
charge; and, since one assumes

that the managing editor of The
Times knows how to read, I am
_at a.loss to know what point
he was making in quoting a
passage which does not say wha
he claims it says. The only re-
ference in the bookuto The
Times Having killed ‘the story
occurs in connection with the
Cuban missile erisis.. < 0
“2. Mr. Daniel goes; on to
‘eonfirm ~my  account -of T
Reston's recommendation. ' He
+also ‘concedes that The Times
deliberately played down a story
which its editors knew deseryed
a multi-column head and the
‘never before had the front-page
play in The New .York Times,
been changed for reasons of

*Times of its own story which

policy.’” . :
“He fu aer concedes that
The Times cut out the state-
ment that the invasion was im-
minent, that The Times elim-
inated all reference to the C.LA.
[Central Intelligence Agency]|
and that The Times otherwise
-emasculated what would nor-
mally have been a dispatch of
vital importance.
' “It wag ithis.considered and
purposeful émasculation by The

led President Kennedy -subse-
giently to tell Turner Catledge,

you had printed more about
the operation you would have'
saved us from a colossal mis-
take” and which led me to write,

' in ‘A Thousand Days, ‘In retro-
“ spect I have wondered whether,'

if the press had behaved, ir-/
responsibly, it would not have
spared the country a disaster.'
[Mr. Catledge, now executive
editor of The times, was man-

‘aging editor at the time in-

volved]. : ‘
Apolpgins. for Error .
«3, Mr, Daniel is correct in

_saying that I misstated the situ-

atipn ,on ‘Meet the Press’ In-
stead of saying that The Times
was ‘reprehensible in mislead-
jng the American people by
suppressing  the - Tad® Szule
story.” I should have said ‘by
emasculating - the Tad ‘'Szule
story.’

--':"‘,"; I i R Y
- #T am sorry for that and ca.i:‘

_only plead that unpremeditated

\

. lvered at the World Press In-|

oral comments are less consider-
ed than written testimony. In 2
common ect fro accurate in-
formation, I would hope that
Mr. Daniel will now modify the
cahrge he made—and in.a pre:
medifated speech—against ‘A
Thousand Days.’ A
Commenting on the letter,
Mr. Daniel said yesterday;
«Mr, Schlesinger should read
his own hook—an excellent
‘book—more carefully. Page 261
must be taken in conjunction
with page 808, where, desling
with the Cuban missile crisis,
Mr. Schlesinger wrote, *...once
again The Times killed a story
about Cuba.'” il .
Mr. Daniel's speech was de-

stitute at MacAlester College
in St. Pau,, Minn., on June-l. .. |:




