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Statement

Joseph B. Lambert*

As we conclude in the accompanying Correspon-
dence,l!l the X-ray structure described recently? is of
the pentamethylcyclopentenyl cation (A) rather than
the pentamethylcyclopentadienyl cation (B). The
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key resonance of the CH protons in the NMR
spectrum of A is broad and featureless, inexplicably
lacking the expected quartet splitting. In the "H/"*C
2D spectrum, the CH group exhibits a weak to
negligible cross peak, in contrast to the strong cross
peaks for all the methyl groups. Consequently, the
methine carbon appears to show no hydrogen
connectivity.

In addition to the method of formation described
in ref. [2], we previously prepared the same cation by
five other methods (Scheme 1), all of which admit of
logical pathways to B rather than to A. Triphenyl-
carbinol is not a product, only triphenylmethane in
each case. We are currently exploring mechanistic
pathways that can explain these unusual observations.

Because of the evidence presented in ref [1], I am
retracting the conclusions of ref. [2], which were entirely my
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own and imply no reflection on the part of my co-workers
(whose experimental and theoretical work is valid).
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