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NEW ALURESSy Rt. 7, Frederick, bd, 21701

Mr, John Sparrow,

The Warden's Lodginga

411 Souls College, i T L S " i
Gxford, nglend © + 0 U W A e o fa ol i A

Dear ¥r. Sparrow,
1 fesr I have "bunglad” sgain, I weo sway whem your grast goudescension of

Tabruary 1 arrived. I trust thot with the zreat genarosity mo characteristie of
‘your wrlting, you will forgive thie egregziscus foull. ot

TR e, Geok got iﬂﬂ*hﬁé"‘“&x'ﬁﬁfﬁ? ‘Whttaver ha paid you fer thet clussic
| momuneat to tha debesement of the intellect and defumstion of scholarship;.

. eazieizly got 8 defender, My, the detail with whioh yeu explsin his actions
decisions, 1t mokes me wender {f you ssstst him in the buthroomi!

o, i i B dny Ut A i g L e -“—H-"A'ﬁlti.?.- b
1 een well dmagine the greet snxiety bhe sad you hod to print mr:‘-’,‘*r-im{h”': E

lutter, so grest you umerscore the worde, Likewize, T zsu well imagina hou ignorant
the London Fymes is of whas appesrs as & majer article in & alster putlication
(there cerizinly 1s nothing menly n whet 1 hove seen, Rence "sizvesr"). Dut for
your "Bepuine regreis™ I am in your debt, if for nothinx olae.

ihe proctise in your country is ono with which I am not femilder, In this
blighted lsnd, however, 1t id the accepted prerogntive of eliters to edit lat:iers.
Vite-wise, none. dould b printed, I ean Hardly delicve your pepers osn, publish
lat vars-to-the-aditors on any other basis. i

"Purbugs, So yeu can battor enjoy what you have scacmpliahed, I Red Tirst .7
‘bstier confesc thet I thouspt the ‘supplement a suboidlery of tha Surdsy Tines, |
rathor ‘then fts wewl sistor, T wad, ‘s% the ti~2 your desecrstfon »f truth aposored,
in New Crisens, I was informed of it by the New York Yimen,’ which phoned me. You

“ will sndoubtadly be hepiy to know 1t'nrinted your!distride mithout ‘comment i fron
thoss you slandered, it: own kind of tribute to decent  Journalisn, an: Llatributed
it very widely, Heve thara w2 no "bfnzling”, only what you intended, cae of the
blesrings of my 1ife 4= thet I 1ive in the country, far removed from thoss mice
czlled "intellectusls", Tha consecuenee is thet no copy of ¥r, Crosk's puder

- was aysileble ond my boun@less ignorenee led me teo addraces the Sundey ‘i‘yusa.

(Agein I eonfess incradulity thut its editor wee unevere of Mr, Croslk and your opus. )

How utterly genercusz of aven you to pcknewledge thot Mr. Rochn's lattar is
"vary wesk", But 4f Mr, Urock 1s m3 uninformsd en this eubj et-importent enoush to
him to devote such grees spase to it~ does he not havs 'en {nstont expert in you?
Or di@ you not peed the Rochs letser in sdvunce of publicsticur Is It presuming, '
too mueh %o sssume you Xaew that kir. Repnedy wes ephplotely deteched. from the -
investigatien’

L}
But now both you e¢ni Kr, Crook know that this letter 1s, indeed, an
attempted -clitiasl ssssasinetion, thst the "lesrly beloved brotherv, indeed,
hed nothing to 4o with the investigetion of thv murder hence, contrary to Roche
and the inoumbent Presidsat, cennot be held sccounteble for its defects, Have you,

on your ¢wn not inconsidarsble suthority, written a lettar, not a "bungling” ecne
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. me to answer the,

1ira mine, but & acholarly one, like all of yours? You epparently sre intimate
encugh to spesk for Mr, Crock. Are you not intimete ancugh to speak %o him end
correot this grest slander upon a men who hes been touched ton nuch by the
tregedy elresdy’ Or sre you, to-, snxiously sws ¥*%is political sssassination
when the monster of the Report turns® ‘ i oy
i i [ el

ligy 1 note, slso, that our own bumpkin editors do teke tas responsidility i
of noting gravous errors iu the commnications they printi Am I to agsuma that
in England they knowingly print falsehood, without eny comment (from the d@prearande
of your work I take it this heppens ontside the lettars columns, but I here
Adliresa nmyzel{ sclely to these devartments)y. @ 0 igorz -l AT

i

. ’ 3 # :
To enswsr the guestion of your last persgreph: the pudblisher is Collins, -
%y then cgeat was tne Bercness “sure Budberg. If 1 heve been misinformed, I will
bs Luppy to besr this from you end encourage you %o correct me %o Mr, Qrook, My bl
information wWae quite specific, with coment quoted. As you reslize, I was not . {
thers in person. |

trevagant sharges you mek . 1gsinet ne,.. " ??F.,!hﬂtﬁﬁﬁl‘n ab,

woepedtode e typlesl litersry gowerd's device to ssy "You will not wish or expset
SR R S i 10 L ¥ 9_, e e o B 1 ) ; ) ‘
parpose, sirra h.'*?f:? you think 1 made them: You (o not bageuse you gamnot, If you - | *
4
I
|

have suy influence with %r, Ycock, I am supremely confident thet you would use
1t o prevent my writing sn answer %o you. It ie u disgrece thet s¥men so .-
uninforned snd undekformed, or sc deliberately wrong, can snd does jet ths
wide presentetion of misinformation granted you, the wninhibited defamation
so farflung, without recourse to $he injured, In our country, blighted ss it im,
I would be willing to challenge you in the courts for thet rotton, degenrste mmear

you spewed in sttributing Joesten's suspicions of the Ainvblvement of ths Fresident's ]

to mdsecretary in the conspireey! io men of minimal honssty or sompreh:asion could '

with even s disesced immginetion remd that into uny of uy writing. !

But eince you, with the great $olersnce of your exslted position snd t.
reputetico, heve deigned to "set (me)right on one or two points,”if that,
indeed, 1s what you did, plesse mske me a single sdditional demensirstion of )
your great tolarsuce snd pstience snd give me the nome of the. femele clerk at |
Greener's mun ahop and ecite the testimeny you queted fromher, bys its reference
in the volume in which she sppeers, .. . ' “Faiy s T G

. Un#il you do, I ﬁiapl%t-;ﬂt!l will well understend ssch other.,

3incerely yours,
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Eerold Welsberg l
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