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mersh &, 1988

¥r., Benrett Cerf

Fandsm Houea

487 kodison *ve, -
Fer York, i.Y.

Dear Mr. Cerf,

Jur country sod its institutions have besn ¥ind to you es te few men. You
kavy bzen bdlascec with the oprortunilty of folloring scversl rewerdirs snd suceessful
czrgers. Thus jou hsave becemes rich and famens,

if each of us hss promises to keep in the miles be gcee bufvre hz sleeps, you
have been sllotted more miles, =nd they ars essy ones.

Beceusas you ers a publisher - apd s werltky one - your abligutlons =7 ca
beth counte graster, Tet, when our country 3nd it= iatitutiogs ere in serjouz
jeopardy, you ebdiceted, with the rast of the esstern intellsctuzl comrunity.

A president hes besn gunced down in broad daylight oun bi~ streets of =n
imerigan 2ity i ecnsigned to histeory with the dubious epltaph of whul razoadonsble
men cank ot beat consiler a dublous izquest, by ths governm:=nt th:% cams iato
dnminion by thet murdar alona, it least thren times you wers, tc my ‘mcwladge,
offered the op orfuniiy of assuming the burden of s responsibly oublisher., At lesst
threse times you failed your charse.

Leo Zauvages, s respected znd competent writar, suthor »f ona of the Cirst two
bosie on ths subjaect, was under contraet to you. Hias wos then a suscaassf™il book
abread, Becouse¥ you would not publish criticism nf the Zovermmont on Shis fazue,
you retrasted from your contractusl obligastion.

In Cctober 1965, on invitetion, I submitted my firat book on thi: aublk ct,
+HITEWASH: THE REPORT ON THE VARUN ATPORF. Until recsatly 14 was th: only bosk to
rostdlet iiself virtudly 107% to the svidence of ine Comalssion thast invalidated i{ta
feport., I wes not Lold that you dla mow lilte the book, that 1t was o bad one (ss its

- subeecuent history would have disproved), but thst you publish oaly estsblicshed

authers, !Meed 1 comnent on what uni?ernlﬁupplication of this uvnigue concept would
da %o the pudlishing industry -spd tc you.

ken th= Tleld promieed profiy, you contrected for s book of novel format
by a wemen of undeudiad competence, Maggle Fialde, o Cslifornie. Iy the most ug-
menly fashion, you sneaked away from thet one.

Consistent with this history iz your subsecuent record. By the a2nd of 1967,
thers remained in Lhis minds of raticnsl people little doubt that the zoazlu:lons
af the zoverement in 4*%s whiteweshing non-investigation of this most awiu) crine
wera entirely untencble. Josiah Thompucn producsd a skilled blend of literary
thdevery end willful error touted intc a werik of e¢riticism when it 13, in reelity,
8 formuls for gstting the government off the hook, for showing it the concessicns
it must moke while ineisting oo itz besle conclusions, for perpatuntion of the

monstar 1ie thet is o nationsl dishoner. Simulteneously he dium@ﬁjes biuself
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from those he terms "sritice” and defends the indefensible, the notorious investi-
=stora, by word and by omissica. Eis 15 a sork of designed dishanesty nr consumata
irmormnee. You seem pmoud tc be 1ts distributor. Here you fi2d your proper nleca
on thi:c meet vital issue oi cur lives.

But not here alone, for now you vead the verbal vamit of an export from
Britein thet intends our country as well ss the Hessians. You purvey as # book the
pamphlet that is s peragravh-by-persgraph revrint of 8 magazine ortlcle entitlad
14 Phegr The ‘osassinetion". Aside £from ths coat, the ma jor differemen 1s in the
modesty af the subtitle of your wresentstion, "A Positive jpnraisel of tha ¥erren
Roverd', Oen:ssusly leadel os 14 is, Shis diluted, wermed-over milktoast of & "back"
f= mard pressad to devote two peges to & chaptsd.

ind 1t 12 snything out an "ep wmisal of the Yarren Ezport”, *L 1s, mave for the
shebhz srbtitla ( @14 I heer tua word "scavanger”7), a work o wm msplcuous sycophency,
sn unenédnz olander of those wao =e-X ths rscepiupve of ths natlonel bonor; and it is
by 2n 2rolszy for e man who hes not the iddney to face me, on his work or mine, in
sny forum of his chemeing.

Trdeod, d2spite his brave but susizely false front, from the internsl evidence
sf thn geriveninz of the eminence, ha is without the means of meking on appreiael of
tha Farren Heport for he =ither is not poscosced of 1ts allagad bewekstop ing, the 26
volumes of "het For lack of a proper word in thc lepgusge is termed "evidauce”, cor
#orse, 1t 1= beyond his comprehansion, outside his undarstanding, exceeding e%ea his
enpueity in limited arithmetic.

If vou cen face it, 1 invite yen o cven .r. Sparrow'a "honk' 8o wall suited
%5 ki3 nyvme o page 2, Hare you will #ipnd this sentence:

"The evidsnce taken by tha Cormission was pubddched in twenty-six volumes,
Welf of them xnslating of photogravhs end other exhibita” With the firs$ 15 of the
98 davoted cntiraly to "teatinnny” rolleved by no single pilzture, thie is mntrue in
punber o irp tulk,

1t 1o, in fact, generous to consider thot the eminent worden of All Zainta
hes- undartalen ta Tappralse”™ the War-en Haport without having the evidence witkout %X
whizh he cancot sprrelse it. The alternative is lsss complimsntsry. This gruascme lack
of snoleldge of these 26 volumes 1s further il u:iratad by Mr. Sparrow's direct
quogthtion of an qxgﬂ;‘:r'ely non-extstent witness. As & mensure of the integmity =ith
7H10% you Bave hak _"Jhell you thet I inf rmed him in writing shet tiers wss nn i{ensle
slere from the Treviflg Sport Shop who testified (page 16);’ in savesnce of publization
of the "book". Is undeunted by sexfor as unable to discriminste ss he is by Hcv end
reslity, your exalted author, learned lickspittle that he 48, writea:

"In fact, the clerk wac £ woen, and 81l she gald sbout sesi-g uswuld s
that she could not remember his ever being in the shop.”

That th- 1 st nort of the sentencs is o non-sequétur is one of tho minor blights
of the téme. +t iz pracisely the point thet this wea not end could not have been the
Tgs1 Lee Farvey Uswald who wos et the gun shop but s delibsrate counterfzit whiml
Aythad the Felss Oswnld,

Howavsr, bocsusse i+ 1= enrarent shat Mr. Svarrow 1s hare to burnstorm, heving,
insongruously, made his first sppearance on NEC, now owner of fHundom liguge (when hés
work wes sntirely unk¥nown and unadvertised, = new merchhndising concept, 1T whai is
merchandigad 14 e printad wark, which I 1o net for one moment bellave) L encoursge
gou net to dispsteh him to Dallss, where men prize thefr menhood snd UMl Urayne

Rydar, whou- tsstimony (wolume 11, pp. 224:17) 1s quoted, lives,
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Zp ¥Mr. Sparrow ceniot "appralse” the Tarren Aeport becsuse he either aces
ash ton or does net understcnd the "ovi ‘encs” from which it all-gedly darivas,
4 juame tha eholes to Fou.

¥net, then, con he =nd dJoes he "aprraiea”” Tuoze who 2es™ him end those
less fortunate, who read him, will conclude that/it 1z tha "eritics", whayhe
slenders es "demsnologists", Put how much better can be do thet, essumiag this
wers, really, bis intent’

{n rage 13 he z:ye of my books, "Nr. 7eitbgeg hee pubiished threem. Now it
svrena thet I heve detected o singla differsnce between the pov-gaconf-hand
megazine article =rd your retreading. whet noasis fesipnsted "Selected Feading
iiet" (page 76), was on December 14 designeted, "The followings ars smong ths bonia
gnd periodicals consultsd Ly Mr. Spsrrow", Althoush 1t 1= entirely unreloteun hers,
{: -ithay form, his bibliogrephy incliudesn Meaciird", Hers, slso, iz my firs®t beck
oaly, ifmpropsrly listed aaz heving becn Tublizhad by Dell, shlch roprinted it. Now
it Lapmans that before this explansntion ol what happened to the Srigish ¥Ymnide
aas written (to consider Sparrow is to Xnow wnat neprened o Britennia), L had written
and probably slready pugliaheé four books. Caertainly if Mr. Sparrow's sources are
gars srizinel then #r, “hoapeen's (and they could hardly be lesz eo), if he knew
sacurh to reeponsikly white thet I "went to idew urlesms %o sesia% 1n tha iavestization",
he ¥new thet on ceing inderviewed thers, followlng my testimony before she grand
jury, T snncurcad that my fourth book hed bgea completed prior to this sppesrunca.

But wket nd of "appreisel” can be made by & "scholar” of tha writipg of a
ren to vhem he credits 75 of hils wvublicly-known output when he pretends in his
awn bibliography knowledge of but 25 "Appraissl”, clswerly, was neither Mr. Sparrow's
{atent nor mesult, Be iz 5 propegendist, motivebed by relice and mdeterrad by
ignarmnce, To rezard the " geholsrship” of the warden of Al Sajnta is to lament

for Uxfordl

Tn enmmnn with those of his ilk who find f-ma 2ad orofit in bdlind spology
suy =hak gannat be justified, sir. Sparcsow darn no% sonfront sven that fesctinn of
my work with which he sugvests sequuintancas I1a iz the gtendard devise of the
forked-tongue litersti sho feshlon instunt avidence with & f1lip of the {s0gs. His
chaptar that nretinds the econfrontdsion with my writing is dece tively heeded
"l ens and Ueisberg'. Beginring with sn unelloyed lis 2anl unsbashed by his new
apnzapt of pron? (the Werren “eport is proved to s right lzcsuss it ssys it is),
with ne moreffetter on hic Pélsehoca tonal he laposes liiled ie nene), he finds 1%
czullle %o 'zdtrees me ir but ert of & 3ingle puragraph. Yere, os elouvie re, be doas
not on & sgingla cecamsion mension tie ccnvidereble velume cf evidemee I do nr seni,
all cited by the officisl source. instead, ke tells u lle about Luu single one ol my
bonle thst he mentions, suying L "content” myself "with o ceasseless smell-fire of rhatork
cal questions”. Insoired by thils embELi 1 shmett of Ansnics, he blen® still snother lle

7i%h still anothar concept:

myp, Lane snd Mr. VYeluberg navs therafore adopted 8 melhod oI coniroversy thet dos
doea not expoee them to direct refutetion: they offer no conracted aczesurt of what
they think occured”.

#ny senzible child who h2s rasd {BETTEWASH here csnnct but conclude thst Mr.
Snagmow hes peither the 28 volunes sor ¥y vnderstsnding, for my account ia gquite
explicitv. 1t seys %that Cgucle wes fsamel, stot the Commdssion proved he shot no
one, thst it had irrefutable proot of the exislence of & conspirsey(spceifiod),
snd that sech of its conclusions 1s iavelidsted by ite own best avi.ence.

Mow it hemrens that the expliclt sonelusicn of my book ic thet the expectad
Job hea not been done and eilll must ba, e¢atirely in pudblic and prersrubiy LY GONEress.

I 414 not set out to either exculpate Qgweld (Which the G did for me while
~Yormmi s=ion



brazealy misreprezenting ite redundeut proofu) or %o solve the erime (which I
rozerd ms 3 responsibility zoedoty end geveranent cannob d-algsgste). But had I
irtendad to esteblish the irnocence of tha nardered accused, "% 14 nzeesssry for
me tc mrove who dld com it *he earines to prove he didn't. Verc this yrilcsophy
to preveil in law or legic, whidid eny mccused aver be seb frue.

’

1 cannot srssk for Britain (eny more, i hope, then Mr. Sparrow), but I
ssn insist that %his doms not obtain in the Ynited tates. To ~dvence 1% me
saricus aritisism, ss Mz, Spar-ow, with your benevolencs, dogs, 1e %o undariius
his philnscrhy thet one sve thouzFperished with Hitler a:nd to emphnaize
thnt the position of our govermaent end its apologists put u:z DeTwa.n EXIRA
Garmany 1938 nnn Orwell 1984,

In any -wvent, Mr. Sparrow'a desiznatisn of this chaptar gy "Lene and
Yatlaberg” 13 up $¢ hiz highust atandszid of saballastual & litarary hobeaty.
L% hss nothing of Felsberg but fiseting misrsorescatoltion and Lies taat ars
nnt ensidental und are no les® moacstrous for thuir brevity.

%i{th the bravery of a geng of yokera attacking un arthritie octozenarian,
this lesrned eminencs eackaws confrontation with those he ss:alle with impunity
snd slandars with your conrivancs. He will mort coniront me in dsbeta balora an
sudiance nf his pesrs, nof *uld he in wvriting in the initiel vehicla for his
debssement of the intellact thet you commerceializs for him. Hg 3 a3 the literony
night-snesk, the more contemptible for his cowardice. However, if you %taink
otherwiss, msy I invite you to ar ange =& confrontation, verbslly or in writing.
1 need no nctice, L need only his 'witing, for thut is ;cre then epougn. It is
& fitting wonunent %o this ampty shell of a nan whe has only the beszd wnd the
trousers 4w #s 8 slaim to macheod. Think ycu that one wao izvent: wltneszes %o
ounte directly, who dosen't have the "evidencs' ne "appralsss”, dcran’t unier-
gtand 1+, or both, dere face those of us wio, hitherto unknown, heve assuned the
shandened burden of the intellectusla of refaown?

’

I coukd produse a meouseript tndiyzing his twlcs 1ta lecszth, honoetly
snd thoroughly dovumsnved, in @ weex ol work. Iuls, =8 he ®all kasws, 1 anotherx
reeson he will stab in the badr but mot lock intg the eye. I sTors you thet, for
you will, I trust, come to be sufficiently sshujed whbh thet writlog on the
aseessination snd its fake ianvestigation thet wes naver intenied to be 2n investi-
getion you have chosen ss your rersonsl contribution to the prevelencs of freedom
apd the viabilliy of our sosiety. I comelude with the guotetien of whst I believe
you wil’ find tha grossest 1libel tist you are unow distritutiog.

4is he can.ou protend to examine my writing save by disbonest lumplng w1tk
Lenes, o the depravity of hia deliberste defemetion drives hlm o braciet me
with Joesten and his strange beliefs with mine. 1f you cen busr but a single
adattionsl look at yeur sroduct,pray open it to page 21. Hera you will read:

"At the sems time, =&ys Mr, Joesi=n, there Was cd foot & conapiracy o
41l the President, the perties to which jneluied one of the Frosident's aines,
Kon 0'Donn@ileessin assentials the vlot i. the same as tiat postuleted oy Messrs.
Lane =snd Weisberg...."

While I frecly gosnt theb ¥r. Josaton hus suaceadad in whet I would have
thought teyond the capacity of mer in dsteaming the Dallas pclice, hi- concapis
are in no sense aice, There is nothing in eltber uy writing or myq;aaiins toat
aven cne @s lscking in hona:ij ?} 9‘9;;'9 10y a8 yoar British impert cea with his
own peculisr =ickness of mi ) 'd’q&y‘ of intellect terture into snything
even remotely aprroximsting teise 15 i v deliberdte, afilicious 1lidel in which
you, as distributor, share responsivility.
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Thia, th=n, 1s the Xdod of bo.%k on tu: murder of a1 fmaricsn pro-ident
Rendonm dgusee and Jenvett Cerf wlll :cublish, distribute,promets or sscsozinte
tramsalvia «lth, Hot those thiat se :Zc the regovary of the neticnul osor und
int-g&ity forfaited in those ac-dloza greet 3ee.1chls und trugodies bocal follisved

he worse crpe of the ruzder 1ta321f. _.cttr,h:: n zes'dog redemstica fa honaat
coni‘esaion of error.

e presume the fallibility of men and govermas ur eatirs weshenism
cf juatlics 1e¢ oredicaeted on *he certeinty that the 'nost e.zal 2d anong 0s, the
judess, insviisbly will err, lh ogs Who subetitube habe for thoughtfailx to
realize thet 1t 1¢ in th ractific:tion ol error Yhnat govirnucaniscora Ltrust
gad srom stromgz, If courts ¢sn smd do err imslds fix schame o orgeulized =
roliced justice, is ther: erny prasunptisn that =n ex wrtg proleeding of un-
checked wad uscontrolled humame writing the zulse ss thaj“car be pmruns +o
errar, assuning this wes thalr int=nt’

r

I lse@turs ycou on thals fundamsatal of the denocr2tic belief because 1t
ie Toreign to the vnderetending and writing of the mun en DESec--=egisiz you
have just, with congnicuous euccess, begun td prasent io your countrymsn aa
i1ta expeonent snd chemplen., '™ wo ho zeswse thot his sppeeranse on tm Loday
Show, the naticn's bop mornlog TV beekiag that i 30 concbeanily denied hhnze
vho arite wiih s2~uracy on this subject - the ssom of the o .uer of hupdon =, use=
1= mere colncidenea and both the end and bthe bezimning: I hogsa [ nm wrang, tus I do
not, How remerkable 1t 1s *that this unlm:m&‘:ad work is .80 heavily promotad
before 1t 1a on =ale, a2 new salss davice, selling s book thet cennnt be bouzht.
it and the daception of the London Times Litsrsry Zupslemsut, whers it first
Hesecrated Guttenburg, whers 15 wes billed sy ¢ spoclel citiecle retber thun a
"book’, and whera 1t cerved cs the vahlcela for part of the prepsasration Tor tha
coming politlical assaesslastlion of letert Henuedy, ars more sugrestive thot tha
purposs ol the vock ir to jus1fy the medla atrention to Lha befrocked fink
whosa raal vurpose is to bafoul the mind, not to sell this esnemls thev is
less then s resvectable penipfdlet. How further remorkuble ie itas timing, to
aninelde wlth bha acwpu begingdug of the troll in Lew Urlesnse, Too uadeh &%
sorves as akll. sne in tha eadless campalgh to capture the micds ol the
judzas 1n advance and to cbr:upt all those who might siv on the jury.

And hos reaminiscent all ol 1% is of the rotten acendul of the Cli
prootitution of the other ond of ascholarsaip, the stuuente. Unly whken you
underaterni ¢h- distresa of iie sove awenl's ilateiligsucs afms cver tuis aubjset
cgn wou bazin %o ranlize how entirsly cornaisztest with sheir teed i your
present ai‘;ort.rqﬁ” ehalf, whether or mou 1t ia ol this inspirstion, whsither o2
no% it 1a so sul uu iiZzal, or hes this intsni.

Those whoss pracccuption centers on accoptability or profit may {And it
d1f*icult Yo underatand, but this worriss me greetly snd I um seizmad by sp rehane-
sion for cur Maeure, our imiodiete future, @s I em troubled by our present, I hepe
i3 is les:c difficult to ccnceive thut sinply Yy belng Lorn here I inlierited
benafite niat put me in lifelong cdebi I acknowledge ent assgums wodl Isal %o
meat with tLe lonegest deys and shertest gilghts on which msn can survive-shorter
nishts end lonmsr days thad| four years ago I could imegine possible. Your wenture
deniad ma the litlle alaa I would hevs had had it come %o a4~ %he mownent of wy
lntex retiring, «fter $wo dlszturbad hours in «hicli wy mind W2vht my ayes spenr
end wosried iteelf panderm‘_. the ultinstc aening of this thins uwon thizbk vou
are o7 engsgsd, + had to & afise eda w rite yode < believe I owe 1t to you =e
marh sa to myself apd thot we both ove L8 $ico of writing sna reeding to sous -
thing more imphrtsnt then eliher of us.

Aud now the %ala, bard ligot of tka wiater's day i bere. 1 hiove 14

brings s 1little 1lisht to you, tooc.
S4nceraly,



