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NEY ADDRESS: Rt. 7, Frederiek, ¥d, 21701:::473-9188

Februsry 29, 1968

Mr. Julisn €oodman, President

Nationel Breedesating Co. -
Rockefeller Centar

New York, N.W.

Dear Mr, Goodman,

If NBC hes set itself to validating mhet I heve been s2ying in our corres-
pondence, it eculd succeed nc bettsr than cor the Today Show this morning. Thare you
presented the import from Britein, the eminengl John Sparrow, the most professional
of the profesaional spologists for the Warren Report and for error in government, and
the most scholarly dlanderes,

Although 1t i: not the central purprse of this letter, I agein %ell you the$
what NI is deing under your lesdership end with your responsibility i= not = me-
thing you will be proud of, not the ususl function of the press in & demoecratic
soclety, not the presentation of informatinn but of propegande, snd it puts you in
the position of being an am of tie govermment. I would like to suggesat to you that
wiot Walter Sheriden hes done in your neme, with the sssistsnce of Richard Townley,
and whet Johnny Carson tried so obviously to do, tend both now and in hist ory %o
link you with the CIA. You have sll the responsibilities of a vest ccrporstion to
bear, snd were you inclined to know sbout this subject what you must to eveluate
what you sre doing end have, you just camnot. It is clear that no one on your steff
con take that time or has, and there is no other source except in the "eritical
comrunity” you cen consult, and that yon heve not. On many espacts, I em the only
one, and &3 you lnow, you h Ve not only not consulted me, but I am solmost the only
one you heve not in any way ever aired.

This morning you aired s slender of me by Sperrow. You becsme part of a
vast cempaign, hidden to begin with so 1t could be presented as "scholarshiz". You
spread & considereble amount of misinformetion apd defemstion. And vou have, most
likely unwittingly, become sn sspect of whet is now a esmpalgn for the politiecsal

assassination of Hobert Kennedy.

Sperrow's book was, to the best of my kmowledge, never meniiomed until
this morning, on the Today Show. Until this moment, 1t wes hiddan bekiznd an
eppsrent resrinting of it in the Londun Times Literary Supplement dated Decembar
14, 1987, There a 20,000 word "srticle” beers tie sames title, "After The Aisssasina-
tiocn", The work in 1t and prum@ably the book you have now urged all Ame ricans to
buy is so utterly incompetent he quotes directly emd within quotation merks witnesses
%ho do not exist! In i1t he libels me by saying that 1 believe Kemy 0 'Donnell was
vert of a conspiracy to kill his close friend who trusted him, th: President’ How
Totten can writing be and still be acceptable to NBC? Just whst will you naot lend
yourself %o in your sycophsney? ’

’

By one device after enother, the Literary Supplement denied me the oprortunity
for response, with Sparrow's lusty connivencs. Eowever, he aml I have since then hed
an axchenge of letters. Thie wen is so Luepartinl thet when a mejor British publisher
had given sditorisl zpirovel to my firet besk in the spring of 1985, well hefore sny

cther bock cn the -ubjset had been written, and asked him for sn opinion, he casused



i

- SR

s - S o

o

them to decide egainst it by telling them 1t was not favorable to the Uormissinn
and thus was not worthy of piblication, from whet + hsve ba.n told. Under date

of February 1 Sparrow did naot deny this. Instesd he wrote with tlLe avasiveinesas
typical of tue "echolarship” you see fit to present to the Aumszissn people in

the pleca of fect sbout how their President wos murdered,"I raully think there musi be
some wisunderstsnding here, snd I should dike to clear 1t up. "hat Wwas the 'house!
in questions" I raplied glving him the name snd date und repeating my challenge to

a8 confrontation on fact. I asked him to zive me the nome and to cite tha pages of
testimony of the non-existent witnees, #a bas since been silont on a1 wmunts. Suj,
without checiding and deapite the history of th= recant pust, this qualifisg him for
your programaing, justifies your presentation of him and bis alandsrs that he snd
shrough hia gou subatitute for Tact.

It 1s a shameful NEC hiatory that you perpetuste. Is this your concept of
the function snd respomsibility of your corporation, of news presentation, even of
entertelmment? Is this whet the stockholders of BC intend o3 & dedication to the
furcticn of ngwe reporting? Is this in sccord with your own beliefs sbout the
rosponcibilivies of newsmen in a democratie soclety’ Can you conceive of NEC 4w 7
ne role save tist of lickspittle® Is there no end to the abdication of the press
on thie most vital issue of our day’

r

Lot me cite you onfa exsmple of the lesser evils of this show, Pretending to
address himslef %o the charge that 1s in my bock olone, that, us he put 1t, Vswald
was & "tool of thas CIA", this eminence thought 1t wes sufficient response to laug:.
How what would you think of a Boport on the asssssination of the President by the
govarmment thet came into power becsuse of that agsessination that fails to mention
Hist its own evidence discloses, that the sdeéuded ssseassin cpenly got Communist
litarsture in the meil as = Warina, that when thiz was reported to higher authority
they igaored it, thet the government them g2ve him a freudulont dischergs so he 20uld
"defect " to Bussia, using the Russisn he learned in the Msrine Corpf and et the ssme
time kept him in 2n orgsnizetion where every man hed st least s "confidential” secur=
1ty clesrance end he had at least seecret: I tell you thet over end above this sworn
testinony from the competent wituesses, incluiing his comranding 2%llcer, Gaweld really
hed, from my own work, Sop sscret snd "eryptom. Tou will find this set forth 4in fall
in my most recent book, "Oswald In ew Orlasns" » begiming on pszex 85,

Is this sourbhing NBC wents lsughed about, hidden and mi.represented from its
vast audience: If you conceive that 1t is proper for the govermment to sup ress this
from its "Report”, do you believs it is slso propar for NBC 4o likewles sunvrass it
and let this ecendalpus mem laugh ot 2t: De you want the FBI reports shovdng that
Uswalu used a CIA sddress sz his in New Orleanss I'11 glve them to you. Do you want
the incontrovertibls evidence thet the FBI j1ied [an! the Commission repeatod thie

~lie, virtually verbatim) in hiding the fact that Uswald had an accoumplice in the

establishment of his intelligence "cover"? I will glve thst to you slsec, copies of the
FBI reporta included. This suppressed evidence hss slsc besn supnressed on NEC, That
hes net been suprressed is lsughter about 1t!

As NEC knows, mine was the first book anslyzing the Feport ofxthe Warren
Commiesion from its own evidence slone esnd showing from this evidence thst the
“eport was wrong. Until recently, it, my first, was the only such book. As you should
know, I havs done more work in this field than snyone else, cfficinls ineludsd, and I
hzve a brosder 'nowledge of it than anyons elae, again includinz officials., I have nct
only reasscked the Commission's published "evidence", but I hnve dredged that enormous
literery and legel ouicksend, its files. I have published Bur laree bookg on this aib-
ject, close ¥ = million words, and I have the f£ifth book done. It hss not apreared
only beceuse I cannot risk the additionsl debt burden it would require. To & degree,
I neve NBC to thank for thia, for not cnly hna 1t sup ressed me, but i} has gore
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extrema of us=ing %“he copyrighted neme of my work to publicize 3 show thet ineludad
8s ore ol its perticipents & man aho secerts the Jomvission's basic conclusion as
gound 2nd without guestior, without aver crca exmndning 1%, and pretonde £t = its
“eritic". Bt 1% will aprear, snd you wil! then have more thet will not —elm o
proud cf what NEC has dems under you and of your own aBication,

Thers is nothing sny res:-onsbls man earn want by vay of avidence to prove
that at Lest the DNeport of the Comvlesicor is not eccapteble thet I connot zive you.
Even if you sent thevoice ~f the most indidstrious counsel acknoiladging that he
made their decisions for them, that he, =l*tuout even a typist to vheck hie =riting,
wrote the bsgle conclusimm on conspirsey into the -Henort whils 1t wee on tha press
el tha nlght bhe pressss relied, sud it wee wrong, 1 can give you that,

Sub thera sra oona so blind as those who wlll net see. You wili not. Jo
#1] not bsks the time to lasre wiast ssmssne {4 VBC-and sren'+ vou the hpagdi™E ke
the time tc lesrh, Hy ovn efforts tc give NBC the opportunity #o beek to 1965. ire
you afraid to learn the truthi ‘s it so much more comfortsble to aveid 4t ang yur
ik to ascorzd resporsibilities =2s a mejor rceme reporteri You usligct the rale of
unoffielsl apologist, as though thet ias the glery of the ,Ameriesn reporter rst hor
then his grave cnd that of press fresdom.

Trroushout my worlk L hod such truat ir NZC News thet I kent two of your
stali members informed of what I hud lesrned, in both Jashirghteon ana Jaw York. The
vary first Tow coples off the prass when the firat bo-k went inte general distribu-~
tion Mey 9, 1968, included @ helf-dozen for LEC lewa. You ware nlso offersd a coTy
of the lirite’ edition the yesr be fore ond dién't take it. Thet night Paul T,ke, to
whoin I parconrlly honded it, plsnesd et it ené ee1d withcut doubt I'd soon be haaring
frem NBC Mews. Seversl deys leter I checked borck snd he =eid “onitor woull he in
touchs The next wesk he ssid tuey had changed their minds, Fesd 1 vexpind yoeu of the
tra.h, trivis ond ‘unk tlet M3C Wew- eua Meritor found worthy of menthon, whils they

und no intereatflo » book tlet provis the afficiel investigstion of the Jiurder of
he Presldsnt wos unaccepteble, nnd spys that when thls heopens, the boslz institutions
cf ocur moclcty =re in jespsedy, thas . presidont smd thet institution thencef rih are
slgo in Jeopardys
’

Or 40 1t thot you thirnkc fectusl criticism of thu government ie o mehow
"subversive"? Carzei you urderstund thst 1t iz this critioclsm snd the ractifieation
el error that nmoicay government strong and sarng it respect:

’

Tc date no one hes to my face allaged a single error in any of my published
#orX. Lvea 7our craven Spelrow, whe steadfistly declines to venfront me on fuet, has
78t ta evon pretend to do thila. It 1s rot shat I am perfect, or tiet my wory is. It
is that there 1a un mejor errar in it, nons not the design of the authors of tie
Hapar‘!:. and thet 1t 1= sntirely unsmswersble. *f you dispute this, I chelleas you
to arranze ©ny kiad of ‘confrantetion you sleet on i%t. I heve sent corles to all
ths proper officlels ond sgked them to show its errcr, to s response of monsliithic
sllencs. I have documentod the illegxl =ad ilujroper sup resalone, w wae proper offi-
cizls. 2t & single denisl is on record.

This ic the record NBEC so valiently supports, # recerd of fselsehond, mis-
recrasentation, distortion, ouirizht lies, su-nreseion snd even the destruction of
evidenca, It is, 1indeed, the rscord of which NBC is now psrt, foe with your own
Sheriden "repert” and hls most dublous asctivities (of which I nave oifercd you proof
that veu hove steedfestly declined) you heve hecome = perticimuns in taem, as ywu
sra by such dishborors as this morning's show. It is your election, snd by no~ it
ceonot bs justified orn the els you did not know. I no one else has scurht to inform
yeuy 1 have. I have made you oftor after offor to showx you proof snd evidence, wad no
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ona st NBC has accepted that #ffer, I€ 1% that you dars nott
’
I m=%e 30 effart to eajole yeu, to 2otisn 5 vau, for I seek no crumha,
45 in elemr thet this lettsr is not deslnad 42 pleasse you. That 13 sct my rea-
porzibility ee 2 writer nor as aro Ameriunn. F ¢ mk tc charge you with ths con-
frontetion w#ith your obligations you persirtently navoid. The longar you postpone
it, the less pleasant it will de. Yerhaps, ev-ntuslly, WBC'zs stezlkicliars will
gaknzihrt shars thuet displsasure.

I2 I can dc aothing else, I will l2ave = record, as T will and do *ry %o
be tha conscioenaas of those who =seem %5 have lost fhair own. It 1: not *hat I find
this agraeeible -or profitable, sa those slanders you have feeely aired have it-
but thet I do assume my oblizations. Whet a tmagedy it i= that only ths unlnowa in
cur graat sountry do so! Mow awful that the rich and powerful rzfuaie. And how
slakaping thet 00 flnds prime time for those who have commercislized end do,
suphrassing thoss who have ast =nd do noti

7ith Sparrow teday, snd on the seme show, you did as you esarlier 4id with
that ether noble embodifment of the writer in the free world, Cherles Roberts, who
just, bty coincidenca, as s %hite douge correspondent; is in a position to dsriwe
personal sroflt from bis slenderous apolozias. In sach cnse you seek to besome
and do bacoms mart of o campeign to promo%s 2 book % revanue fror vhish ecmnot
ray for tha rromotional expanamss, and you havess you had, no cuestion about thie,
In 2ach ss3e you slundsr me o your vast andidhoe. To now yom have refussd me a fair
eprortunity to respond.

I heraith »amew that rejusst,

As 11 s22k aarlier cese, I slso rensw an cffsr from which T sanqnt
eonzeiveably darive a profit, en offar %o it down 9nd {PForm you, amd to do that
on the basis of officlel evidsnce, You, of sour:zs, arz an impcrtant =nd very busy
man. I am not importent, but I werrant I am snd I have besn busier thenm you. The
2dfiticasl A1fference 12 thet ne one peys we for my time, Yet I offar you this
timz, 1z 32 open-hended wey. I will be in Mew Tork to make a spesch the nich+ »f
Morday Mareh 4. I w111 stay overniszht. If you wre too tusy to try snd leern eny of
the taings I esn prove to you during tae day, 1 %111 stay Tuessdsy night. Premre
8 1iat of the cuestions to which you want enswsrs. If I cmnot give you coples of
the oficiel evidsnce st that moment, I will msdl it to you., 1 es:urs you thare is
no essential conclusgion of the Uanmisaion thet, from ite om evidence, 15 teusble,
esve for the sesureac: thet the Trasidsnt #ss murdareds Thet reguired ae Presidentiel
Commiesior for ite suthenticatisn, "ithiz ressem, T ¥11! sssume tha teotul cost of
reproduction of 811 the documents you may want thet 1 have, snd I will photocopy the

" puges of theprinted evidence to save you the time of comsulting large books, CEo,

this will 2ost you nothing dut n little time. It 1s past time for you to find it.

In closing, Jusk confirmstion or dsmiel of raoporte thet have reeched me
that "eltsr Sheriden 1= indspendect of the control of HBC, I think it is importeat to
heve B stnjéght record on this both beecsuse of his present mctivity snd te ceuse of his
p2st comrections end sssocleticns, which, +=m understsnd, include intelligence. 1f 1t
is not to you, it 1s obvicue tc others that officisl intelligence 1s very much in-
volved ir thies entive effair, frcz befors the begin: ing to thexprssent. I suf kest it
is eleo {mportrot te vou and NBC becfuse yeour perforzence so closely verallels the
intelligsnce intereat and, whether or not with your Xnewledge, shcws signa of recent
connection with it.

Sinecerely vours,

Harecld ‘elsberg



