_Oxford, England © .. h

ks mmi to the dsbasament of the intellect and defsmation of achel S
" cortainly got a defender. My, the detall with 'lhhh you explein’ :"‘lot!.qn- -nﬂ

will undoubtedly be heppy to know it printed your diatribe without comment foom
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NEW ADDRESS: Rt. 7, Frederick, Md, 21701 v |

Mr. :Ohn a‘pm". -
Ths Werden's Lodgings
All Bouls College,

Dear My, Sparvow, :

I foar I hsve "bungled” egsin, I was awey whem your great condescencion of :
February 1 arrived. I trust that with the great generosity so eharacurist!.e of '
your writing, you will Terglve this sgregloua fault,

- If Me. Crook got aﬂhias else for whatever he peid you for thet t:\,uuc %

deohlonl. I3 ubs ne wmdor u :m nm-t um u the bathroomt [

2 m uu mm- ﬂu mt mi.ﬂr , a5’ ‘you haa %o pﬂnt ny 2 :
lfttu-. 80 at you underscore the words. Lﬂmuso. 1 cen well imagine how :lgnnmt
the London Tymes is of whet appears as & major artiela in s =sister pudlicetion .
(there certaibly is noshing menly in what I have seen, bance “uistu"). ‘Bus for q
your "genuins regrets™ I sm in your debt, if for nothing slse. !

The prectise in your country is ones with which I am not femilier. In this

- blighted lend, however, it is the accepted prerogetive of editers to sdit letters. |
‘Utherwise, nons gould be printed, I ean bardly belisve your pepers cen ;mbush !

let tera~-to-tha~aditors on any othor basis.

- Parhapa, so you con. hottur enjoy what you heve nuonpluhod, I bad m-w
Bettor confess that I thought the mupplement & subsidisry of the Bundsy Times, =
rathar than i8s wesk sister. I was, at the time your deseeration of trith appamd, 0 1
in New Orlesns, I wes informed of it by the New York Times, which phoned me. You

thosa you lland.ﬂd, ite own kind of tribute %o decent journalism, snd d:h‘iri’bu‘hd
1% very widely. Here thers was mo "bingling”, enly what you intended. Ome of the j
blessings of my 1ife is that I 1ive in the country, fsr removed from thos¢ mis- |
called "intellesctusla™. The consequense is that no copy of Mr. Crook's pspar ]
woy aveilabla and my boundless ignorsnce led me %o address the Sunday Tymas.

{Again I confess 1nnreﬁu11ty that its editer was unawere of Mr. Creok and. your opua,

How uts -rly sennrcns of sven you to mckmowledge that My, Roche's htto.r 1- ]
"yery wesk", Put 1f Mr. Crook is as uninformed on this subjoct-importent anough to {
him to dowtc such grest spame %0 it- does he not have en instent expert im you?

Or 4id you not rud the Roche letder in asdvance of publication? Is it wasming.-.

too much to assume you knot that Ky, Ksnnedy was completely deteched from ‘the
1nusugauonr

But now both you and Mr. Crook know that this letter is, indeed, &n
attempted rolitical sssessination, thet the "desrly beloved brotljer", indedd,
had nothing to do with the investigaticn of tl® murder hence, contrary tc Roche
snd the incumbent President, cennot be held secountable for its defects. Hava you,

on your own not inconsiderable suthority, written s lestter, not a "bunzling" one



<" 1/ uninformed end unde¥tormed, d{so deliberately wromg, cen and does Bet . %

PSS

i

11&- mine, but & scholarly ome, like all of yours? You apperently ere mt!.:ni-

enough to speak for Mr, Crook, Are you not intimste enough teo spesk Jo him end

correct this grest slander npon @ man who hes been touched too much by the |

tregedy slready’ Or sre you, too, snxiously awei}?8is politicel sssessination .

*hen the monster of the Raport tm-' ; RS
; 1

May I note, slso, that our owmn buupk:in editors do take the ruionlib!lity
of noting grevois errors in the commnications Shey printi Am I to assume that
in BEnglend they knowingly pring falsehood, without smy eomment (from the' gppearance 3
of your work I take it this happens outside the letters eolums, but I hl!. :
ldd‘uu myself lololx to these dopartmnh)t

“57 To enswer the quutun of > your last par-grlph: the publisher is Gel,unl.
my t.hen agent was the Bu'oncu sure Budberg. If I have been misinformed, I will
be happy to hear this from you ‘end encoursge you to correct me to Mr., Crook. My
Intormlticm was q\u.to‘ poein.q. with comment quoted. As you realize, I ue not
th-ra in persen. T £

s It is a tmeﬂ‘, ntcury aonrd'- device to say "You will not wish or
. me ,to enswer the sxtravagsnt charges you make against me,..” For what ntgi
‘purposs, sirrsh, do you think I msde them’ You do not because you senno¥. I:
_ hmfa ,any influence ﬁth Hp, _"rook. I am nprnnl:: confident that you. 'oul '“n
© 1% to prevent my writing an nqwar to you. I% 1s 8 disgrace that

_wide presentation of misinformation grsnted you, the uni.nnbihd defemst,

'-o farflung, witheut recourse to the injured. In our country, blighted 8 ,
“would be willing to challenge you in the. coumts for that rotten, de ‘gmear

you_spewed in 'ttrﬁuting Adoesten's suspieions ef the involvement of th& ;gmi‘l.dont'

. to mdsecretary in the oonnpincgl No men of minimal hmsty or aompr-hanaj.on ?
with even a diuend imnsmuon read that into’'any of my writing.

i

But esince you.mth thoj'irut tnhranc- of your exaslted polit!.on _'
" reputation, heve doignad to "set (me)right on one or two points,"if that
""rmdud is whet you did, please make me a single adﬂitioml ﬂemonltratiu;
xam- ‘grest tolerence end petience snd give me Ib.s neme of the female clerk
. Greener's gm shop snd cite tlﬁ testimony you quem fro lr. by§ its ref
. in' she volume 1n wiich ! l]l. apwrs. ; S5

T

(. .ani'cerely jourl,

st

Harold Welsberg




