Kay 30, 1971

Hr, Jdohn Lazonerd

Editor, Sunday Boock Revlew Seption
The Hew York Timss

Hew Tork, Heu ¥ork

Beap Mr, Leonsrds

Wasn newspepers becaas sdjiuneds of and spokesnen for government in
& country liks eurs, they ebdicets their responsibilities, betray
the trust of their poadsrs and, in the genuins meaning, sre truly
subveralive. In countvies we eonsider cuthoritarian, the peovis knoy
the press is controlled by &nsd speaks for the government, In curs,
the opposits is assumad,

It Lie not slone by thair behavior pricr: %o the Bay of Pigs, when
fhe Mew ¥ork Timss and Phe Wsshineston Post pielded to federsl im-
porcuning ond were silent, wnoving an suormous breseh of intsmmse
blonal lew impended - one that eould heve triggevrsd World Way IIT -
that these Swo papers have hesn snd ars adjuncts of government, In
reporbing of znd in reviews of books on - gnd cubtright suppression
ebout - politiesl sseessinsticas, rerticularly wy work, whish hap-
pens to have been first, most numerous end most gxtensive, thsy
serve ths same funection,

ey

b

Hy FRAME-UP 1s the only book eriticsl of and destructive to the
offisial mybthology ecooud ths Mardin Luthep Eing esssseination,

When you assigned it for review, you had, on the gteff of the Times
alons, & nuwber of qualified experts, ineluding the wman who revorced
the Hemphis mlmicry of justlce. These dia zot setisfy yeu. Instead
Jou reachied ecross ths countery for g violant pertisan, & wmen so
mmenly be feilsd %o respond to wy challengs over his sarlicsr vent-
ing of porsonsl epleen snd bling bies, & men more completely dise
quaslifisd than plmost any you could havs selsoted for whes it is
now slesr % ¢he Times'! intent to deptrey wy beook end demege me,

Ramsey Clark wes Attorney Gememsl during the entire pe~iod sovered
by FRAMZ-UP. The officisl mizdseds therein expcssed, suininating
in my successful lswsuit ageinst the Depsrtment of Justies under
the "Freedem of Informstion’ law (not "nsuws £i5 &o print" to The
How York Times), ere thoss of the Criminel Division, S0, you ssleed
soan Eaplan, deserid ing him ag & profesazor of law, and hids from

2.5

Jeur rezders the irrceoncilable eonflists with whieh he is saddled,

Es was lsw eclerk to Justice Tom Clerk, Remsey's fother, Es wse in

thie Oriminal Diviesion, He hss been gn uneritiesl partizan of ths
Werren Coumission, is eriticel, withous knowledge or basis in feot,

r
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of thoze who wrobte thse Commission did less thanm socisty had 2 right
to expect of it, And on blecks, bhs ssrves as an offielsl propagand
ist, pecently having done a pseudossholarly anelysis of the Angela
Davis ease for the USIA., This 1s offielinl: p?@npg&néa, acoeas tO
whisch is denied only to ths peopie of vhas Unibed Stabes,

All these things you hid fpom your readers and more, When ¥ou,
personslly; wrobe a review of Jim Cerrison's "Heribtoge of Stone,”
$he sditors of the Times e3cissd ths consluding end only fa%er&bla
parsgraphs Irom editicns follewing the first on ths basis you prove
spuricus with me, that the Timss doss not permlt "aditorializing” in
book revisuws., There has never psen any other kind snywhere about
any of my books,.

It is not unfeir to s&g you diszuised these things, for i You were
in sny way innocent on assigbment of this "review” {(te call Keplen'p
?@?cﬁn&l iﬁaﬁzgsnﬁes which aiselﬁg@ nﬁ thing of the contenis of ths
enly book on this subjeet & “review™ i3 to spesk of love os doss &
whore}, ¥ou knew them iﬁﬁeéiateig en publisation, I then wrote you
of uhgm in length and in debtalil, YWhen you uwere telsphoned by an
incredulous reader uwho had resd FRAHNE-UP befere wou publigh@é Us I&'s
Kayiag, you agonized aloud bo bhin, cleiming jmnosencs snd saying you
HEere t?@&hiaﬂg having just rescsived and ra%d wy lettsr, Fou haﬁ ‘o
do scomething, you ﬂ'iég probesting yvour cun purity of soul end ine
tellect, Touw even sollelied from kim & lsther to halp reetify this
ghewmsful thing thedt hod been done in yvour pams in what you edit.
Biz is not the only such Eatzaﬁ of which I have bsen informed.

Heving sll of those fzels, anﬁ baving sssusged your grief and alleged
your personzl chestity; instead of roobifisetion, you today publisgh
what ean, with kindness, be described ag malicious falsehood by
Geoffrey We ”;, & man I cnce respected for his honesty end for this
resson sheltered in the footnete of which he wrote you. That reads)
in fulils

3 kﬁa% ﬁﬁa% its /“&a Wsehington Pesb's ?’beeg rovisevwer waes
ordered not to review ¥hitewash after he had ?nad i% and
dagiéaﬁ on & £avorsble rovieH,

Heithoer here nor snywhere did I identify Wolff, It is hs who exposes
bis prof 3&iﬂ&?& nalzednsss iﬁ.?@ﬁ? &a&;g*ﬁ nﬁ%ﬁ&t defamabion, How
hie can open it uwith g defenaze of Eaplon'®s hlabant dishonesties and
prapagaﬁﬁa a r@aﬁgnz FRAVE-U?, which hs has, slthough his lettep
doss ns“ 80 stute, I lesve Ho nochurnal confrentations with cone
8p

esiences which, if they are not cntanecus, [ rocomumand to snd wish
for h&ﬁs

He lies ebout ths four “falsehscds” he abtiributes to meg

(1) T aid not deecids on & ‘fa%&yahla reviad ef "Whitewash,”
{2} I did not pian sny review of “Whitewssh™ because (3} I
never vreed wmovre then a few pages of the thing, Thus, (b}

T wes never “ordered not Lo review it.t (fen seguitur in
originale} :
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It happens, elthough Wolff had no way of kmowing it, that I planned
a book on the non-publishability of sericus eritieciszm of the of-
fisial fiotion aboub the John Kernedy essassinetion, with the title,
“Dick Daring in the Hellboz, or How I Got Rich in Six Months,' To
"this end, I kepb debziled notes and sopiss of gll letters. Aside
from the fact that ell erse deted, the typewriter I used, long sinece
retired, and the unusual peper. further time thess notss and letiera
beyond any poessibililty of serious questiening, They &re contsmpo-~
PANOOUS, :

Begilmning before the Mey 9, 1966, gensral sppearance of WHITHEVYASH as
what I believs was the originel underground book (15 wes published
in Zimited edition the previous Aucust and had been scenpleted in mid-
Februery 1965}, I had & long series of negetiations and ultimately
an arrangensnt with The Washincton Post; all insluded in thsss les
tera and notes, This is what is produced by besty consultstion with
& file-drawer full of material for "Dieck Daring.” I have no doubt
that eloser exsuminstion will produse more, perticulariy as it relatfies
to the Times end i%s review polisy, (For ezample, the Times wrote
that B0 iv a private printing hes no offisisl existence. if Youy
files will not yisld thsd letter, mine will.)

Cne of my propesals fo the Post whish was then being conaidersd wad
serislization of WHITEWAZH, On the afbersncon eof Hay 9. I left foun
ecpies Sthsre, in addition %o the carlier copiss of the menussprint,
one to the then naticnsl editor snd one te & reporter also secipned
to read it, OF these four, one wes for Wolff, to whom I hed spocken
eariier. In that conversation [ hed exsoressed misgivings shbout thel
lack of indepsndent end professionsl editing end spprohensions bee-
sause what I publishsd wyself was the rebyped first dralt.

@

The last of uy nime pages of nobes for the periecd suding 5/i5/66
diseloses I made tuo visits to Wolff's office the Fridsy woraing
of that pericd. On the first, ho was not ine On ths seeond, “it
Geveloped he hsd no copy of the book but had Just been Bold sbous
it by Zeadiee.” (Ben Bradiee, then as now en ezecubive,) He!ll
do & wveview if Ghe Foss doesn't syndlscats, for they nsvery peview
beoks bhey syndicate.”

. .
Sp, there is a single trutk in Wolff's malles, I did "hand-delivepl
& eopy to him when someons ab the Post 6id ned give him ths sepy I
Led left for hime, {(This is nobt ezseptional, IS wes nob unbil the
1Lth copy thet I esked the Pimes to pay for enye) FBubt with Snig
eicar peeclilecbion of & wminoy inglident, is 1% mot ¢dd that, on all
major pointe, Wolff'a resall is so wrong? T

J

Bumped Into Welff 23 se¢ms Hs bas pesd ths bosk, imprassed,
interasied, and "mush bebisr uritisn than you bed led me %o
balieve, "

There iz subeonseicus esonfessic
"I decided, in sgreement with wy

@
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of books about ths FEonunedy zgssesination to reviewers bs%ﬁer gualie
fisd to judge thelr mepits, I disquelified uyself see’

It uas not this way end, fortunatsly, I wrobs %bﬁff on this August
28, 1966, originsl carbon enclossé for your assurencs.

Book revisws sre sssigned, whevs the sditer doeonms NeceIsary, 50 "exe
perts,” It wes Wolff's funchion to decids whather WHITEWASE should
be reviewsd and then %Yo gssign the review. Host cannct bs done by
the book-review edibor. Cusbtomarily, staffers ere smeng the Tirst
eonsidered. So, it is nmo answer %o sBay "I deeided ..., to leave ths
eonsideration of” push books to *&zpafuﬁ.“ And more, at that time,
there was but ons, wmins,

Wolff, ggrsamaﬁiy, was my source on his Deing direeted not 8o review,
The fooinoits to whieh he ij%@ts is completely ﬁ&ﬂ?aﬁ%; &35&1? &
sontesction, What Wolff told me is not thab unnawed “sditors,” bub
THE editer, thasn 4, h&&&%&i Wizging, gave Wolff this cop-oud in
directing hwm to review no books er1”@2a1 ¢f ths Warren Repork.
{This, of sourss; aid nee pr@e§“&@ later review or serisliszation of
syeaphentie uwork, %o whish different concepds and standards wers ap
glirﬁ.) Wolff sponized in belling me this; and, in his ssemingly
genaine unbeppiness at having $o rotein §fﬂf@ssiaa&l iﬁﬂﬂ@??vg undep
these sivcumstances and his éee&n&y in ¢elling me at sll, I formed
the spperently felse impression of him a5 a2 men shat led to my ned
idantiflying him in thet footnobe.

if you for one minuts Goubt gnything I tell you, you are wsleoms %o

secass bo this entive file, It sontzinsg wmueh more then T esn indi

estes in & letbeor, including the acid test to whx&h the Post zube

j@éu&u the Bock, “wigh ny asa&ﬁ%s giving & eepy %o the Dspavinsn: of

Justice for responss, OCfficlal evesiveness snd non-responsiveness
~ for a

was then desisive in 3&?ﬁi#§ on %the Pest - or one faeolion
g shord period, :

Here I think it sufficient bo guote a 2ingle sentencs from my unsnw
swered August 28, 19656, lebber to Wolfl:

Waen I spoke te you s month ago and yeu %014 me the policy
uweg %o roview none of te beooks, I g%Té ¥ou this meanit you
would review ail bubt mins thuvuzh BOOK pmﬂik

Hy forecsst uvas precisely asocurate, That lebier coincided with ve-
view of the third of these becks, the sacond 8o raviswsd,

Wers ¥ in error - wvhich I sm ned, not ﬁﬁ.a@g deteil, no matter how
slight - the fault would still be Wolff's, for he never rosponded &
thiz letter. His own integrity demandsd rasponsze 1f this sentence

slone is in eny way misvepressnbetive.

(“'\

C&i@% en top of 53&&3&*& wretehed debasement of ths intelleet, his
defense of the FBI snd the tolal ecllapss of ell the protective in-
gtitubiong of soaliety, fobbhed off se o “review® @n.¥uvy readers,
ius other undenied 1libels I ¢o not hare repest bub ¢ffer v vou shoulé¢

ou desire them, I submit Wolff's new libels sre mslicieus. This is

M%‘j JQ Qn
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partisulsrly trua'ﬁﬁsag from what was in vour pesasssion showing .
Eaplsn's eomplicating sonnections and ths nstuve of his writing,
you ssleck libel alons for publication and sSuUPpress relsvent facbe

ret us vsburn bo Eaplen for g momeny for, as I gaid, I 4id and de
rsep files, His partisenship was fipss aisplayed in "The Teial of .
Fack Ruby," in whish hs Jemonts the failure of ihe adveraary sysebem
only to oriticize ms fo¥ desumsnting ik, {(You might road with in-
terest the Times' neus story upon its appsarauos for it is perii-
nenb.) As it cibes Whs allegsd evidemece and conclusions of tas

Wapren Commigsion, Kaplan's hook, in words X 8id nob &hen use, 1is
1loaded with permeabing errer o the mosh bazic and uncontasbed faet.
After reading only tos prolegus and discovering this, in an effort
$o bo helpful be iasmillsn end the suthors, on lesenler y 1965%; I
wrots Ezecutive hditor Feler v. Ritner, citing soms of these grrors.

z gizo said, "I shall kesp z vesard of any /edditionsl errors/ £

might £ind /In the Dody of ths book/ until 1 hear frem you or the
puthors.” - , ‘ ‘

There wWere Such SrTOFS.s T aid wmake exbensive notes I still have,
T 6ia end do regard & hoel showing Jack Euby 3id not get justice as
imporbent. When thers is éenisl of Jjustics Lo ons, it is denisd
all, the dectrine of my C¥R writing that Kaplsn now 2lnz68,

9

baeome his msthod, the Eaife in the baek, then ezemplifisd in ths
spring 1967 issus of frne Americsn Schelar,” Then &8 GoW, &C
and Esplen &¥6 shrangerss

Wolff-l3ke, Eaplan aid not respond. That he resopved fop what has
in

&

Bowavsr, with his unique Beualifieations” for reviewing ‘ -
menbed snd unrefuted sriticism of ths Deparinent ¢f Justise and the
o5 061 %

PRI, intimste sssceietions with bobth, cus of uy 1%

Eaplants weiting ig bodey timely. IP Hnrebtied up' the police, it
consisteney in this regard 18 & virtue, it is Eaplan's singls virdus.
Perhans the mest $ronisc sspect of g1l of this is the jasigned andé
pepeated abuse of ms by the Times for dodng pre 1yely what 1b calleg

for in lbs exscelient Haren 1L, o
afior Bey was salbed eway Foy the vest of his life D
desl through wuhich eny tpiel was avolded.

gnder the title, "Tongme-Tied Justbice,” you will find these
many periinent commentes and opiniong {oopy marked aud engle

.es Bhockinz breach of feith with the Amsricsn peeplé,
Llgek and wihite s

sca DY NO mMBALS, lepgal oF pragunabis, sbhowld the doors of
the courtroom snd the jail be slavmed shut on the fact

& BB

Hothing bub outrage end suspicion can follow the han
of this long-delayed and ipstantly suuflsd-ou
¥Why should this gssagsinstion cese be trigd ©
jnatesd of formzl lega progedurss, eubject
snd oroag-examination, the presentatl
gange eg&? ‘

[
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eses the question still eries for answer: Was thers o
conepirae¥es»? /You now like it when Wolff jokes absub
“eonspiracy-hobbyista, "/ o ‘ . ‘

- The state's o888 o.s 15 hardly cnough in 2 case of this

cmagnituds ... 8 raciet or guasi-political assassinations.

- Eo one wae demanding blood; everyone is demanding facts,

- fOF Williem Bradford Hule/ What & mookery of justice for

Ghe facts to emerge in merketed justics} .

fhe Times wailed in ggony in the woment of passion, but i%s teavs
dried overnighb. How that I have done that whick it should have,
that for whish it esllied so elogusntly, f£irst it hirss & hack to .
ehop me and kill the book - the only such book - then stebs me
with Wolff's shiv, ‘ A v, B

I do not havs VWolff's sdéress, I azk thet vou cond him a sopy of
this letier and the one I wrobs him snd soliei: his defense or a
rstraction and epolozy. His (2t lsast subconssious} awarenass of
Bis guilt in this entire self-dafeming affelr is disclosed in his
£inal words, "My editors wero sa plezzsd fo 513? me off ths hook
asz I was plessed to be off 15,7 Y0LF the hooX?" Can 1t be 4hst
fhere is sny book that cennsot bs adsguately and honestly reviswsd?
How sonld thiz have bsen done by the ayndicated reviews ths Post
é&&ghﬁ a§é-mﬁt by it, through Book-Editor Holff op &ny surrogate
Texpert?” .

From "slipping” off his own "heok," Wolff hos progressed to holsting
on kie own peterd, taking you and the Eimes up with bis,
Golleotively, you, he 2nd EKaplan havs engaged in "s shoeking bressh
of feith with the Americzn people.! Ko doops cught bs “"slsrmesd smn
en the faecba, the motlves and the doubbtz of this norpible rarden”
tbe uwhich you 24d the atteupted masmssinstion of She only book dein
wnst the Times demanded), “Hothing bub outrage and susplcion can

follow the handling” you gsve this book and me, "Tha question s3ill
erics oub for ansusr,"

[33
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I am not “&am&mﬁiﬁg blood; sveryons ia demsnding Tasks. Ave we going
to zet the facts™ from you three hopsewen, the Pimes, Esplen and
Wolff? ' —

¥ou ses, snothsr part of the: vest Timez bureausracy ssked 1% all
for we, as it charged me &s & writsh with the cbligstions it ghdi.-
eated,

If your personal integri%y can suprvive e record like this, can g
fres Feeigﬁgg any kind of g@ﬁuig&lyrfrae prezs? Dars other writers
er publisbers atiswpt what I felt it insumbent upen wme to do uhen
they esn entiecipsie youw iterary gssassination?

Singerely,

Earcld Welisberg
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