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March 30, 19é7

¥Mr. Pierre Sszlingsp

Sen Frencisco, Jalifornia 910

Plucky Pierre:

You made 2 mistake not to stick to ths 50-mile marches. Thers your
performence was brilliant, ccmpared to what you ultimaetely will hsve
done to yourself in writing s foraword {and sndorsemant) for Charles
Roberts, the litersry lickspittle, and his pot-boilsr waich can ba
called & "book" only from its form anéd in your comtinuing associs-
tions end promotions of {t.

There is a lemming-liks compulsion that characterized the work of
the Warren Commission. It rubs off. Roberts rolled in it. You are
coated, too.

Perhaps the wordét part of this dishonest venture engaged in by all
of you who persist in talking loudly sbout whst Jou know nothing
sbout is that if you succeed you will have made indefensible what
and who you pretend to defend. In your case and Roberts', you in-
gist upon denying the writers with whom you do not agree the rizhts
you pretend are those of all writers, thoss essential to 2 demo-
cratic soclety.

In Roberts'® case thig is mope undsrastandable, His drivel, whethasr
or not it succeeds, is pleasing to those with whom he now assoclates,
to those who are prime news socurces for him. He has an ass to 1lick.
But you?

And where does either one of Jou get off sayinzg there is some thing
wronz in writers getting paid? The pPress says you got 1500,000.60
Plus collsteral rignts for your book, which you could end did wWrite
only bscasuse Preaident HKeanedy was murdersed. Has Roberts tossed

off his degrading triviality not for pay? I tall you franmkiy I

neve yet to get a cent fronm my work, have yet to pay my way out of
debt on it. 4s of the snd of last yesr, wmy wife and I hed more then
20,000 hours, aside from borrowed cash, in is. Is this a subject I
a8s & wrlter should not assess? Or is it one in which I shoulé ig-
nore the result of this tremendous research, greater than any membsr
elther of the Warren Commission or its staff invssted, to satisfy
iznorance and blind preconceptions such as yours?

I know what I write and spesk of, as you do not and as Roberts now
knows ue does not. #iltness his silence when I chellenszed him to de-
bate me in say forum of his selsetion. I would zpprsciate it very
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Plucky Pierre - 2

much if you could use your zood offices at the National Press Club
to srrengs such a dialogue. Despite your outragsous betrayel of all
the responsibilities and obligations of an American writer, I would
welcome you as the moderator, and I will not Pluck Pierre. I will
debate my book or his, the work of the Commission, its Report, or
any comblnation of his choosing.

If this 1s too tough for one who knows as little of whet he writes
as Roberts, I will make it essier. We will restrict oursalvas %o
his book. Certainly, having written it, he is the world's cutstand-
ing expert on it. Let us have a dialogzue on this vital sub ject.

Let us begin with estbblishinz the personal integrity of writers,

by layinz bare their motives and by giving Robsrts an opportunity

to earn & sensstional press for his bock. It will de my work little
geod, for i% is widesly suppressed. But it may opsn some eyss and
minds.

This should meke you happy, fer it is consistent with the only le=-
zitimats objective you can have in writing such an uninformed and
libelous "foreword” to & book you could not have read. Its Merch
contents were not available to your Siamese Fabruary writing.

Roberts is explidéit in his writing as he is in his speach: He wants
to deny a free press to those who do not agree with him, erd he says
so. You are snesky. What you say, without naming nswmes, is thst
some of us are deficlent scholers and others are "persons with a de-
sirs for notoriety or money" or who "clearly have to be labsled as
psychotic”. Ceftainly as a writer snd publicist, you never wrote
such words about other writers without having familiarized yourself
with what you wrote about. May I, therefors, ask you to specify in
which category you place me end on what besis?

I sat next to this men whose work you endorse and for whom You sx-
press personal admiration, for four hours in the studios of WOR in
New York. His conspicuous displsy of ignorance was equaled in my
experiencs only by that of that other altruistic, hizh-principled,
pretanded defender of the Commission, Louis Nizer. ZTach of these
eninences, after three yesrs of silsnce, suddanly felt the over-
whelming urge to defend the undsfended Commission and its Report,
as though there had ever been anythingz else in the press, at pre-
cisely the time he hsd a bcok to sell. I invite you te 22t the tape
from WOR or from the commercial scurces from which it is availsble
and hear for yourself the plea of the writer you so admire for a
return of McCarthyism, for writers. It would be simpler if you
were to ask Leo Sauvege, distinzuished correspondsnt of Le Fizaro,
who was with me and whose quieh repponse was brilliant and devas—
tating.

This is the company you ksep, this the msn you sdmire - g8 yallow-
ballied, disnonest and dishonorsble, ignorant lickspittls (and we
cen add this to what we debete, if you'd like).
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Honorably motivated public relations counssllors with serious clients
generally tell them not to talk about what they do not know shout.
Can you give yoursslf better advice? How can you, as you have con-
sistently done, address s subject so important, one that £oes to the
foundation of our institutions, on the basis of ignorance?

When you were selling your own book, I hsard you invoke the name of
Senetor Robert Kennedy as that of an eéndorser of the "solution" of
the assassination., It is uy undsrstanding thet he dissceiated him-
self from ths investigation end has not read a word of the Report.
I have devoted hours of radio snd TV time to defendinz him for it
and explaining that, in so doing, he subordinsted Personal desires
€o serve the nstional interest,

It is because he was the man in charge, I heard you say, that you
trust the investigstion and solution., Yst he was not, as you knew
or should have known. .

How much of a friend are you to him in saying this when it is falss,
and when, ultimately as it will, this entire sordid thing comes to
plec=3? Do you want to make him pay this additional price, suffer
this much more, be blameg Personelly for an inadequakte investigation
and fraudulent "solution" to his brother's murder?

You have shamed yourself. You defame an honorabls - or st least s

once-nonorable - calling, less so since Jou and Roberts snd your

irresponsible 11k started practicing 1t; & oraft essential to &

democratic socisty. Are you proud of libeling those who sssums the

responsibilities that you shunnad, the responsibilitiess of a writer

in a demecratic society, while you loll in the woulth and fame John
+ Kennedy sarned fopr you? How you repay him!

Why do you assault writers who are true te their tradition? Why do
you seek to put the whores in the pulpit?

Why, Plucky Pierrs, when Jou have read not a word sbout whatb Fou
writa?

“hy, when you ars ignoraht and know nothingz shout whet you write?

Why, when you are too fat in the hesd and lazy in the body to fing
out? .

WHY?

3inceraly,

Harold leisbery



