Msrch 14, 1976

President, ABC-TV
1330 4venus of the Amerilcas
New York, New York 100

Dear 3ir:

A member of your productlion staff phonsd me this pest Tuesday to
ask 1f T would be willing to appeer opposits Arlen Specter in ths
Rivers =how to be tapad next Jednesday. I rsid I am more than
willing. I wes then also told that my appearsnce would be unlikely
beesuse you have alrsasdy agreed to Dick Gregory's demand that his
former (and reportedly future) running mete in the Presidentisl
campalgn, Mark Lane, present s viewpolnt other than Mr. 3pecter’a,
7hem I responded that you had alresady sired Mr. Gregory's vlewpoint
aad that I wns uniquely quaslified by work I rlone have done to be
opposite Mr. Specter, I wes told I'd bs phoned back that day. 3ince
then I have heard nothing.

It 1s my understanding that law end regulation as embodisd in the
‘fairness Doctrine” speclfy that selactionz for appearances mey not
by to accompllsh partissn presentation on the air end thst on con-
troversial issues of public ianterest all responsible viewpolnts be
eired.

I slone smong those who have spoken snd published focts In dissgres-
ment «~ith the Warren Report hsve dsvotzd the past 11 yesars to this.
#hile contrary representation wss mede to your audisnce, it simply

is not true. I published the first book disagreeinz with thst Report
end have publlshed more than sny other on sany side of this subject.
Thoze without fasmtusl knowledyze may not sgrse, but [ belisve it 1e

no exaggerantion to say thet I hsve publizhed mors thsn all those

who can be consldered "rosponaible” critics of the offlcisl account
of ths asssssination combined.

Because your peopls hsve not agsin besn in touch with me, my infor-
metion on the others you considerad sfter my protest is zecondhsnd.
But I know the flsld and know those who ocsn be consldersd. Among
all, T sm uniqus in being the only one who has perslstently and
sucee=nfully sucd to requirs the government to and suppresslons

and to 1llve within the Freedom of Informstion law. Others have
lacad paid-for publichappearsnces and cslf-promotional publicity
with biz talk ebout sllazed plsnz but in all thesc yeers they have
dons none of this,

Aftar sxtenzlve preparstions over the pazt five years, I heve =mued
the government Tive times to force procucticn of suppreszged svidence,
The one ecas in which I wa: not sucees:ful weat to the Suprems wourt.
The Congress was .o influcnced by whst happoned in that csce that

it 1s the first of four cited in ths dsbatas ar raquirin: amending
of the law. You may rscall that ths lsw ~es smonded =nd snacted
over Mr. Ford's veto. (The other crses wers on other czubjacts.)
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1 am the writer who, of sll in the country, hac mede most extenslve
uee of this law. In fact, today I conferrsd with thrss FBI officiala
pursuant to the firet sult filed under the emendsd law, my most re-
cent sult. Although until the sult wes filed the government wss not
rasponsive, all promises made todey ere for full compllancs &nd dis-
closure to me of vital avidsnce suppressed for mors thsn 11 yaears.

while I =m not s doctor or s lawyer whose practice can be bensfited
by appesrsnces, which provide advertising otherwise denied in thoss
professions, I have done what thoss of these profescions under your
conziderstion heve not done 2nd in fields of their alleged axpertise..

In itself this kind of work and this approsch reprszent sn sntirely
diffarent viswpoint snd sn entirely different approsch, limited to
ma. In & sense it can be described as "Zstsblishmentarian™ becsuae
I =eak to work and to force the government to live within the frema-
work of the law,.

(In the last of these sctions that resched judlecisl determination,
I obtained s suppresszad and illagsally classified TOP SSCRET trane
reript that is included verbatim in the fourth of my Whiftewssh
seriss of books. I offered it exclusively to ABC. Your people
linzsred so long in declding agsinst it that they wasted sll eppos-
tunity for prepublicstion usea. On publication, deapite the =zt
that this book i= s privete printing, it recelved extenslive, often
page-one, treatment throughout ths world. Aside from its content
on the JFK sssassination, it is sul zeneris in ite CIA content.
That is now quite topicsl. But I know ol no mention on ABC,)

Others talk about ‘'opening the Netional Archives.” Instesd ol talk-
ing abouf it to sell myself, [ have been doing it. I obtained,
studied and published so many countlsss thousands of pages that I
have more than 2,000 psgss of this once-withhele evidence I have

not yet had tims to resd. The others have neither duplicated this
effort not obtained this knowledge.

In short, I represent & responsible viewpoint you hsve never sired
snd a8 method snd extent of work not sgualed by any otherz. I alone
econtinued this work from the first. Mr. Lane's book appesred in
1966. Those of two others followed his. 3ince then all these
paople have been following other full-time occupations, except for
talking, which is not quslificstion ag an expert.

It is not only ths naturs of my full-time work that i= differant.
By my =standards slmost all the current talk snd talkers are not
what ocsn be considered "responsible.”

My professional experience slso is not duplicated. I héva bezn a
“enate lnveatigator, an investigzetive rsporter and an intelligence
snalyst. These experiences z2iso mean s diffsrent viewpolnt.

ABC has ziven adegquate airing to Mr. Gregory's viewpoint. I belleve
it therefore is wrong under FCC regulations and doctrine to air any
of nisz s3sociatss or any recommsnded by any of them, mors ¢o when
there are vieswpoints, specifically mine, never sired by ABC. Par-
ticularly since I have been critical of what they have bzen saylng,
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agein & unique viswpoint amonz those not in agreement with the of -
ficial sxplanation of the JFK asceassination.

4ith regard to Mr. Ipecter (end not him slone), my printed work in
those areas of evidence in which he worked is more extansive than
thet of any other, whether s writer or of any other dlscipline. My
unprinted work 1ls evan more extensive. This relates to the wmedical
avldence, which he handlsd, and to other areas. But sven on the
medlcel evidence alone, my work exceeds in volume snd content that
of 8ll lawyers, doctors and professors who claim toc be experto.

I have been informed that your peopls have expreszed a preferenca
based on presumptions of "chapisma.” I do not believe the Feirness
Doctrine envisiona "charisma" 8s s proper broadcast standard on
controversial quebtions of pubklic interest.

However, there is nobody else on any side in this fleld who has
workad on thiz cubject full-time, without resources or subsidy,
for years averaging 20 hours & dey and st 62 still close to that;
who becemes a publisher to open the subject and does all work on
hi- books except the actual printing; who moved the sub ject 1nto
the courta, from actling as his own attorney to winnlng a summary
judgment sgainst the Dapartment of Justice (ssk your counsel how
common they are!); and who, asidae from anding more suppression thsn
all others put tozether, influenced the Congress to amand the law
so that the prospesct of freedom of information would be enhanced
for 211 Americens.

shile I do not beliave human-lnterest factors should ba involved,
at 5 a.m. today I began addressing and wrapping books Tor mailing
and, despite the weather, at 10:30 was 60 milesmeway negotlating
the end of suppression with the FBI, on its invitation and in its
headquarters. When I was writing news, this kind of life and work
for more than e decads would have been considered out-of-tha-ordi-
nary snd featurs material.

This is s time in our nationel 1ife when people have lost falth in
the media. I do not bslieve it 1is healthy, for ABC or the modie

in general, to let considerations of showmanship (Where I nonethe-
lass allege legitimate credentiala if not exceptional politicpl
influsnce) influence or control what you will present to the people
on & controversial lessue of wmore then normal publiec interest.

You have never mired the polnt of view I represent. That it 1s re-
sponsible 1s certifiad by its having been repeatedly subjected to
tostinz in courts of a number of jurisdictlonz. In no court has
anyone attributed factual srror to me. And when I have printed st
least s million words on this subject, no single person has written
me to protest that I have desalt with him or his evidencse unfsirly
or in error. On so controversial = subject and with such sxplicit
wreitinz on it, this, too, is a meesure of responsibility I know isa
without squal.

I do hope you will honor this repeated request under the Fairness
Doctrine snd that you will have me prassnting the viewpoint I rep-
resent in opposition to Mr. Spscter.

Sincerely,

Harold deslsberyg



