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Rep. Rlieebeth Batsman 
Rouse of Representatives 
Washington, A.Q. 

Dear Representative Roltsman, 

"NQ 'more smoking guns" as a plea from the Special Prosecutor is, to one who has 
done any work in the field, a thoroughgoing self.indiotment. 

00 also is the pretense that there is impropriety and $n  and no precedent for 
the issuance of a special report. When this same Department of Justice wanted to hide 
'what happened in the Fred Hampton murder, it bad no *once= for the rights of indivi-
duals, the guilty or the survivors. It issued that whitewashing report. And it was 
without shame that the report proved the falsity of the pretense that there were AO 
grounds for indictment. 

Those who know this offbmtlieler any of its Special Pxosecutore him their 
pleasant ways or skilled public relations can be deceived easily. But from the very 
first it has been biji4Ae from those with the beekgretsid and experience required for 
uses they did not wake that evidence which meld prove other crimes. Ry personal 
experience is persuasive to mes I have been refused moose to exhibits used without 
restraint in two courts and widely published but only in part when I used the Freedom 
of Informative law. My appeal, which goes beck to the early Uox days, repeated several 
timee, as of this moment has not even been acknowledged. 

The reason is obvious. It would prove further covering up of the coverers up, 
what mend easily amount to still another Obstruction of justice. 

There is an enormous amount of information and a long list of crimes that is 
being kept secret by those with the obligation to do exeetly the opposite. 

The actuality is such more Dpantine than any of the paranoidal versions popu-
lar among those An holding extreme vials. Including the scow and the popular Wives 
asst well as all the agouti= kranch. 

Of course I had fire-horse interest in this businses when the story first broke. 
I am a former ineestiotiee reporter, Senate investigator and intelligenee analyst. But 
I had more interest because some of the ohmmeters were known to me from the intensive 
decade I have spent investigating the investigations of the political assassinations. 
Aside from sy published work on which I look back with continuing pride me investidatinn, 
analysis and other work is what has ride possible the reversals to date in the case of 
'Tones Rarl Roy, falsely amused of saaaseinating Dr. King. (I an his Unpaid investigator 
and mg' colleague in my newest book, of which a copy herewith, is junior counsel in the 
defence and the lawyer AO is doing virtually all, the legal work.) So. when I started 
following some of the immediately available leads it wen child's play to discover a 
very large and significant story that has been avoided by all society's supposed 
protections. Thaw of the major media who refused to touch this information when I offered 
it read like a blue book of the most respected. Bo, I decided to write my own book. It 
was almost drafted when I bad to lay it aside first for the Ray evidentiary hearing and 
then for work required by this new book. I hope to complete the conclusions soon am! then 
to start editing it. 



For one little-knoen man to cleim to have developed what from Pulitzer Prize to 
Special Prosecutor was not may sound like big talk. If this interests you an easier 
check than consulting by files is readily available. Professor Jerry &Night of the 
History Department of local Wood College has reviewed my notes. We will, I am confident 
without asking bin, confirm this entsere. "More" includes the ease with which develop-
ments could be forecast - and I did. 

In my opinion the work of the Home Judiciary Committee was fhr and away the 
best. however, it was, again my opinion, still entirely inadequate. et was limited to 
meeting the immedeate and very limited perceived political need. It was in no *ease an 
iaveatigation and it, too, avelded all the obvious Jeaventigative leads. 

44, 

I regret very much that you and a fee of the other newer Members received so 
little public attention until the televising of your hearings. edid have dealings 
with a number of the others. sane on their Ltd:intim*. Nothing came of it. They chickened 
cat when they learned the material was really tough stuff. I am satisfied that all are 
men of coed conseeence. But the times call for more then that alone. In the end I could 
not even obtain copies of your proceedings, not even when I told them that all my files 
will wind up as as university archive. 

In writing you I face a conflict of interest, Wy own, which includes eceetetl  
survival when I de unpopular work at almost 62 and have neither resources nor regular 
income, and what _I regard as the public interest. X do have this book virtually ooseleted 
and I can ill afford to give it and the proofs away. but I also have the obligations of 
citizenship, the ooze once that account for my condition. 

Intermittently since I was so shocidin looking at the evening TV news to see that 
the abeicated proweutor was 4341kirg over you an that you - a gepreseetative aue, a woman 
with a lighter voice - could not be omprehoodod, I have pondered whether or not to write 
under these oireMootanOes. I write for the possibiltiea of the future rather than over 
yesterday's events. 

If the Conerese finally decided to permit a definitive investigation, that will be 
possible in what impend', with the investigative end. intelligence agencies. Senator Baker's 
"report" is Orwellian. The actualitiao will bring this entire matter within tee purview of 
any such investigations by the Genera.* with both the FeI and the (IA and in ways not to 
date publicly reported. Definitively and sensationally. 

Prior to my following Watergate leads I haft copies of CIA surveillance on me. 
new leads provided, when followed, solid indications if Uwe than comeletteproeteer. 
other violations of my rights as well as definitive proofs of other CIA activities. 
My colleague in this new book, who is also my lawyer, and I have conferred with the Ole 
in an effort to obtain redress of a:Avant:tea and what I had asked for under the Freedom 
of Information law. After some stonewalling they admitted to having "a few things" an me. 
My preference is to give them full opportunity to confess sin and undo the damage they 
have done to the degree it is possible. They also know that if they do not I will sue. If 
I am forced to sue, the possibilities oe depositions are. I think, promising. And they 
can be helpful to the Congress. Until, the CIA decides what it will do, I would like this 
to be confideutial. They know I have copies of some surveillance, and that can saki) an 
important difference in what they may consider doing. 

With this incomplete background and explanation what I can now do, if it interests 
you, is merely inform you. 

I am aware of the pressures, especially of time, on New York kembers. 

In any event, thank you very much for the fine work you have been doing. 

P.S. When yesterday's transcript is printed 	Sincerely, 
I would appreciate a copy. 

Herold Weisberg 


