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Rt, 12, Frederick, “4d. 21701
6/9/71

Rep. Yvonne Burke
House of Representatives
Washington, D.C.

Dear lrs. Burke,

I appreciate the personal time you took to phone and assure me that you had not
spoken of me in an unladylike manncr. You could have had a staffer write a letter and
in that have had to take no time from your own busy lifa,

liy wife is a woman who even in snger never employs such words. But long before you
were born it was not unccommon usage among coli.ege girls, including sonz who increased
my vocabulary.

Your emotion was clear when you phoned end I did want to hear all you said. I started
to tell you something J did not finiah. This latter requires no response but I would like
you to understand why I phoned “ecorge Lardner when t lzarned about the flap over Hall and
Kevin, If it h:d besn possible I would have phoned 6ther reporters.

My first book was the first book on the Warren Comiis=ion., It went unmentioned in all
major papers none of which even reviewed it. Whem my book on the King assassination was
published it m the only book notain accord with the official account of that crime, Then
the dew York *imes did assign a reviev. Forhaps hatchet-job would be closer. It engaged a
partisan who wes simultansously engaged in anti- Angela Davis work for a federal agency.

I have heldpres: conferences to give awey secret government records I had obtained only
at great cost and effort only to have scandalous officiel misconduct remain unreported
save in the minor press. in short, there is no single element of the major media that
cares about me or my work and I have known it for more than a dozen years.

Separate from this are friendly relationships with individual reporters and relations
shipts that ars not of friendship but of mutual respect. Reporters who do not agree with
me = and do argu: with me = geek me out as a source because ower the years they lknow they
can depend on my word,

For good or ill the press is an esszemtdal in out/ soclety, as I see it. Whether or -
not it reports what I want reported, whether or not from reporters to editors there is
disagresment with me, I owe an obligation I do meet to the degree I can, to respond when
I am asked gquestions, Beliave what you will but I do not belisve you will find another
certified to a federal court by the Departmont of Justice as knowing more about the JFK
assassination and the official investigation of it than anyone in the FBI today. My work
on the Ling asaassination has withstood strong and long exemination in court without any
successful questioning of any of it, When 1 am possesced of this kind of knowlecdge I do
feel an obligation to inform if I am asked.

“n the other hand, desplte strong disagreements with your committes LI have not once
held a press confersnce to denounce those I believe abused me. 1 have not written a single
article about it. * have made no request for faimmess—doctrine time even when without even
a thin cover Mr. Fauntroy said the source of newspap-rx storics ought be investizated, an
infamy and a personal one after I was quoted by name. The defaratisn of me, personslly and
vreserved into perpetulty in your question for continuancs, is false, d spicabls and on the
part of Mr, Snyder and those assockated in it with him a self-defamation. It is false and
to any but the witleass on the face it is entirely unreasonable. I did write fr. Snyder.
Unlixe you he has remained silent. ‘our committec, howsv r, foolishly wnet ape and will be
as gilent as it can be over its imuaturity and siliiness, The Baird story to me of 1975
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is not at sll the rubbish on which you wasted procious tax monef and sacred comrittes
responsibility. If I had held a prees conference and distributed copies of the Baird
letter and then explained it from my own work and knowledge I could have received much
personal atiention, perhaps sold some bock and done the prospects of your extention
no goods + have no such interest. I want to spond what time I have doing my own work
now that 1 have no reason to believe your committee eliminates that neod.

From my parscnsl experience probably befors you were bornm I am well sware that Fembers
can become the creatures of their staffs. My view on this has not changed., If you doubt
thls ask a member of your staff to read my very first writing on poiitical assaseinations,
the Introduction ta my first book, Whitewash: The Report on the Warren Heport, In this I am
also saying that * kmow there is a limit to what any “ember can know from personal knowe
ledge, espacially a busy Member who is on a comidttes with a broad mandate and with a
large stafl.

ﬂn’b this does not mcan that Membera ought not be expected to mest the obligstions
they assume by seeiding what knowledge they may obtain from all sourcese. If any Hember of
your com-ittee, including you, has doas this I have imowledge of no sin? instance of it.

In your compleint about the reporting of your committes whether orfyou are aware of
it you did not allege a single error of fact., In your personal interest and in that af
your comzititee I do urge you to consider the vast differsnce betwesn what you do not like
and what is not factual. I ssdurq you that the criticisms * have read are understated.

If you doubt me I then urge you to sakisfy yourself., I have read your reports and your
published executive sessions and the one relsassd by ac.ident. fou might find illuminating
what the realities are. I guarantee you they are other than you and the other Members
were tolde and I as:ure you I will prove it to you if you so desire. Deapite my age and
inpeipred heelth I am satisfied I can do this offx the top of the hesd without notes or
any other kind of proparation. ¥n about 10 days I will be in Los Angeles, if you ar: there
end have morz time there than in Washington. Art Kevin will know how to r.ach me.

Tuose of us who have occasion to spzak extemporesneously and abvout the controversial
are not alweys aware of what we say. We may say - and * have learned that I have s-id =
what we Think we did not, even what ordinarily we would not. Whea the blood courses and
the tiue pressures build the risk of this is greatere I cite you a recent exsmple of your
own words as I was questioned sgbout them by an eastern reporter,

On a broadeast you said what increased my rsapect for you, that thers wes tos much
of the prosecutorial mind on the commdttee staff. That this is painfully obwviocus is not
the point. That you had the integrity to atate it is. It impressed me. But the next thing
I know a reporter ( not Yeorge Lardner) phoned to ask e if I knew of any such statemant
from you becamse you had told him you'd never sald any such thing.

I am not calling you a liar. Hather am I seying $hat you as well as I can bde the victim
of the instant media and the unexpected demand.

My belief is that this also explains your contrediction of Art Kevin, who * know to
be other than your enemy. Whenewer in the past he has had occasion to meniicn you to me
it bas elways been in terms favorable %o you., I think the blocd rushes, the mind blanics
and we have no recall, ;tunsutiafymamplytobelimmhadmintmuonofmmng
the insulting reference. “his will mske irrelevent xuskwix whether or not you uttered it.

As I do not call you a liar I alsc assure you tha® from long associaztien that in-
cludes same trying sltuations I have never kmewn Art to lie, ot exs cerate or to distort
Just to make a story. Yhatever the realities may be you do him an injustice if you for a
minute believ: he intended doing you personally any hamm or in any way being unjust. I can
glve you a perponal ezplenation frow a different percoral invelvement.
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There are members of your staff I belleve will be honest with you if you ask then
and protect them agaiust retalistion. Domovan Gay knew me andi my files from his time with
the Abzugz subcomsdttee. fe was present when at Dick Sprague's request I spent the mowming
of aboit Cctober 20 with Dick and others, including {en Brooten. I apent the afternonn
in whai was then Donovan's ofiice with him there much of the time, Uger part or the time
and 1 think Juremy akers sbout as much as “onovan,

_ User behaved in e manner that impellied Ronovan to apologize. Nonctheless I agreed for
Qonovan to come here with a xerox machdne and take what he wanted. Yeremg will tell you, I
aw sure, thal when he ceme here a couple of days later ket he ler't with only a boz full
of records of which I had no duplicates e only because he did not want to take more. 1
have never askad Donoven why I have not heard from him since, If you went to ‘mow psrhaps
you might ask hina,

Your com-ittee released a transcript that includes reprosentstions about the {ng
case made by Ozer. I tell you he deceived and misled you - and that when you restricted
yourselves to your unknown staff you Jeopardized yourselves,

I also tell you that despite serious questions about your first two chsirmen and
Dick Sprague I could not have been more helpful or more forthright than I tried to be.
tuis 1a also to say that I did not begin opyosed to your convittee &g L now ame

With these experiences and ofhers when Art was confronted with what I would like
you to believe is an extreordinarily aif.icult situation for a reporter and he sought my
advice I told Xdm no% to risk taking thi word of any membor of your stalt without somae
reamon for trust,

My oun reporting experiences begam in the lete 19208, I assire you that what your
peopla asied of Art coafrontcd hic with aquestions of such = netur: that very few reporters
would have tried to work out what could be withing accepted ethics of the profession.

A8k seasoned reporters you probably know.

"y suspicion on this is tnat thers is also a bit of sexiem, an effort to shift the
onus onto ke Hess, who can quite homestly tell you what she aid, “o reporter would have
sought to make eny arrangement with a researcher,

Especially with the electronic media there is a Mrit to what could be used om or
about the staff interview with Eell. ¥y own journalistic experisnce, which includes radio,
tells me that it could not have besn much more tham what others who write and are in
censtant touch with your staff would have exceeded, ths reporting of the fect of the intore
view, “o secrets. liot that “sll can say anything drt did not alroady know.

Your spookts are not lsvelling with you. They were so paranoid they refussd to meet in
the best avallable space, & large spidio, boceuse there wers visible mdcrophones in it.
Can you belleve a station would Jeopardige its licenss with an ovartly iliegal act?

In your own area a reporter named Farr has suffered greatly to be true to his caliing,
There is no good reporter I know of whom tids is not true. I am showing you hers the other
gide. There ie wirtually nothing on which Hall and I agree nolitically arnd eachk of us knows
ite Thers 1a not wuch mere on which “sorge Lerdner does not disagres wiih me. Sut we have
lmown each cther in our dissgreements, less thaty 1000 disagreemeznts, for more then a decade
and + kmow hia to adhere to traditionsl othical consapis. 5o when he came up to me after
your hearing day ucfore yerterdsy I msked hiz if he'd ks 4o waad Hal:l, off the recond.

5 said he would, When ﬁall, who I had not sesn in aine years, came for s for us to o
of" and svend sone iiue tohether - his idea = I acked hiy i7 bardnar could go alon oa
Hz11's terms, g2 agreed, If T hud se-n any oiher reporters I knew I would heve wode tha
gare suz.estion. Now look at “ardnar's story ani see if you find any relercpee to this,
Nat that it was all off the record, =ither,
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Thers juat is no poscibility that it waa any other way with “evin, There is a very
atrorg posvibility that the poranocia that has characterized your staff work an! has been
what can become an enormous political liability to the Sembars went wilde

. mbsrs do becon: the creatuses of ‘heir staffs. But it iz tie Members, not the
staffs, who run for re-election.

Thanks 4o the decarted Sprague you do have, as you said, whether or not you
remesmber 1%, a disproportionate weight of people whose minds are conditionsdby carssrs
of prosecuting, a career in which the guest for truth snd fact is not the assurance of
success. This is probably part or the proulem the “eubers apyear unable to couprchend
or unwiliing to face.

In the time I have taken to try to iuform you thers is, as I think you can se:,
mo possibility of any benelit for me.If you consider what I am trying to tell you it
is not imposiible that thore'asay be some benefit for you.

Sincerely,

Harold Weisborg



