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Mr. Leon R. Brooks 
Vice President and General Counsel 
Cclumbia Broadcsting System, Inc. 
51 West 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10019 

July 11, 1967 

Deer Mr. Brooks: 
Your letter of July 7 is a not unexpected statement of policy and position. It is in no way a statement of fact. I did not expect CBS to confess playing Lurleen to a federal George. I do not expect you to be proud of it or to voluntarily acknowledge it. 
Because I do not doubt that the people you employ are competent, I have not from the beginning doubted a policy decision was made to mix the video whAtewash cnd that, once this decision was made, every-one and everything fell into line. You personally are perhaps un-familiar with the fact of the assassination and its so-called investigation and tell me what you have been told. If you have done nothing else since CBS decided to do this series and have worked around the clock, you cannot possibly have amassed any fact that remotely warrants the claims of your letter. 
It is just plain wrong. CBS did not in any sense make an impartial evaluation of any aspect of these two tragedies. Rather, it com-pounded the great and unneceseary one that followed the murder. I suggest that if you try and maintain this fiction you personally and CBS will be even more embarrassed in the long run, for your position is indefensible. Your so-called experiments prove the opposite of your conclusions, your so-called impartial selection of evidence is 

- more partial and less defensible than that of the erring Commission. 
'this is susceptible of proof, if you genuinely want truth, which I also doubt. Send me a copy of the transcript, which CBS has promised me but I have not yet received. I will read it, make a few brief notes and will thereafter, at your convenience, show you a total anount of factual and doctrinal error that I feel safe in predicting you will be unwilling to concede in advance CBS could commit. Fur-ther, I agree to your taping everything I say and I will thereafter confront each or all of _your people who may then undertake to dispute what I will say. 
Establishment of truth 	this subject is not difficult, if CBS wants truth. The trudivis that your program, which was on a controversial subject, was neither impartial, fair or even a shallow pretense of the presentation of two sides. I represent the side you pretended to present but did not. 
There is a further element that I presume you are not familiar with. I have the records to establish that familiarity. More than a year ago CBS, on the proper executive level, read my first book on this 
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subject (I have completed four and published three) whiea then ex-
isted in e limited edition only. Leslie Nidgley is among those who 
read it. My proposal was a special based upon my work. Thie is 
what f..,Bf, consif:,erz,d. 

Now you come forth with just that, without reference to me or my 
work by name and without a presentation of any aspect of "the otadr' 
side" that doe's not cone from my work. I !;rant that there are aer-
tain facts and erg=ents that anyone working the field can find, if 
he tries }card chou3n, and some that arc inevitable. However, subject 
to a careful reau*ng of the transcript, tie remarkable thin is t. 
of all the criticisms of the Commission that can be made, OBS-%did not -
make one that did not appear first in my books. This is true *is° of 
your critical conclusions; Thebe is not one that is not mine. More, 
you come forth with both fact and conclusions that are mina alone, 
not shared or published by those you call "critics" (you should under-
stand that Epstein does not fit this description, for his mild dissent 
is with the commission's methods end he, without even pretending to 
examine tns 6uoject, assumed Oswald's guilt). 

Moro, in sone, cases you attribute to others whet 	alone publirbed  in 
my hooks, and where you did not do this, you did not identify your 
source, even there you die Fo4nowlvue 1. ;,,ts not cri_inal CDS work. 
This, too, is susceptible of proof if that is what you want. Further, 
the only permission C13) sought of we wee to 113e some of ny then un-
published work. This I granted in exchange for credit. I provided 
you with copics. 

Rather than 	me credit, you decided alninst usins this material. 
This is consistent with your continuing effort to suppress me and my 
work, not unieed: eith CBS-TV. It is consistent I-Jith your use of my 
published material without credit and your devotion of four hours to 
tais subject t.itnout reference to the first, most exhaustive, most 
complete, certainly most extensive, work in the field. 	or can it be 
justified on the basis that my work has not achieved popularity in 
the market place, for I have reason to believe that there is only one 
book which ray have had greater sale. 

T. hove net yet consulted counsel, but I believe there is a prime facie 
ease of impropor sf0 unauthorized use of Iv property, without acknowl-
od7ment, credit or permission, that CBS knew what it was doing, and 
that your out-of-hand denial of violation of the "fairness doctrine" 
is a policy nether than a ractual determination. 

Accept my challenge if you want the truth. 

Sincerely, 

Harold Weisberg 



CBS 
Columbia Broadcasting System, Inc. 
51 West 52 Street 
New York, New York 10019 
(212) 765-4321 

Leon R. Brooks 
Vice President and General Counsel 

Dear Mr. Weisberg: 

This is in reply to your letter of June 25, 1967 to Mr. Salant, 
requesting time under the Commission's "fairness doctrine" to 
correct alleged inaccuracies and unfairness in the broadcasts, 
A CBS NEWS INQUIRY: "The Warren Report." 

Those broadcasts consisted of a four-part detailed examination of 
major questions raised by critics of the Warren Commission Report 
on the assassination of President John F. Kennedy, reviewing the 
Commission's findings about events before, during and after the 
assassination of the President and the murder of Lee Harvey Oswald, 
and also criticisms of these findings. 

In the course of its Inquiry, CBS News sifted the mass of evidence 
considered by the Commission and the critics, conducted its own ex-
periments, and conducted separate interviews of certain witnesses, 
critics and Commission members. In reaching its own conclusions as 
to the persuasiveness of the Warren Report and of its critics, CBS 
News agreed with the Report's main findings and, at the same time, 
agreed that certain of the criticisms were not frivolous. For in-
stance, CBS News concluded that the Warren Commission should have 
insisted on production of the autopsy x-rays and photographs. 

Of course, in reaching its conclusion, CBS News may have differed 
with some of your criticisms. And you may not agree with the CBS 
News version of the relevant facts. However, our failure to agree 
with you or other critics -- and our saying so on the broadcasts --
does not constitute an attack and is not otherwise unfair within 
the, Commission's fairness doctrine. We find no basis for any charge 
;that the significant viewpoints on any controversial issues of sub-
stance were not given in the broadcasts, or that anyone was person-
ally attacked. Accordingly we will not grant your request for time 
to respond. 

Very truly yours, 

Mr. Harold Weisberg 
Coq d'Or Press 
Hyattstown, Maryland 20734 

July 7, 1967 


