9d29/51

¥r. Bem Gilbert
HEPA~TVR Channel 26
Washington, U.C.

Dear ir, Gilvert,

It ia with a sensc of loss other than Vie dpexid anc presumably others of your
news stafll foel that I mead Judith kartin's gtory in today's Poste I will feel uo loss
if "Hewaroom" disappears. In my view it failed and, unless changed considerably, vorves
less purpose thun its cost Justifies. From what 1 have scen = and experionced - it hap
Bot been what the people should be able to sxpoct of "public" V. ihus, 98 ue, no loss,

Except the [for me) sonsiderable expense 1 have gone to so that I could receive
it in this fringe avea in which ws live,

When newsnen go to Public 1V and ebrry with them all the shibboleths and cliches
of comrercial journalism they vake of "public" %V news coverage but an inuintinet copy
of whut is available, Unly the coummereials are missing, “ong age I stopued locking ut
Jour mews bec:us: it never ance, to my viewing, pres.nted what could not be presented
on other newscasta, This iz what the funetioning of &y reprosentative society requires-
not pepetition of what is prescnted elaewhore but the slgnifiocant news that is not, If
you did ity you did not do it when I was looking

Within my owm oxparience, you consor the news, end that is even more intolarable
for "public” IV (although it recently condemned press self-censorship). beginning in
february off furch I started phoning about mine, the only book to Prescnt other than the
of .icial wythology about the “ing assassination. I got one 8tall aftey another, and the
reporter to whom I was reforred never phone me and never returned any of, as 1 now recall,
three calla I made o her. I won a Frevdoumof-Informetion ict lawsuit againgt Justice,
and that was not news, I 8ot a suwwary judgement agmingt the sane Veparimeat (how ey
have ygu reported?) and that, tos, was not news. The back details tids and the sup;ressed
evidencs 1t yieldod. ut ofx cowse, how could that be hews? It charges and proves ile
legalities and violations of the canon of the bar (with no single couplaint froo any of
thos. charged). News to Mpublic TV? Of courso not! That is why nobody took the time —
or coneldered "wasting" a minute - ever o speak to mo about it, =

But should we expeot morw of "public” IV when it akone was at the scenc o the
orime and reported nothing? How rueh more enterprizing, how much more necessary, can
"public" IV be? It doesn't even own the pictures its man took]

Ey booic is now doad, There is nothing you can do that will bo of any benelit to
me porsounally, and I ask nothing of you, not personallye But I do ack that the false
pretense of "publiic’ TV "newa™ be abendoned, I'd like very mueh for your show o be
contdbued, But not unless it can give me news I can't et elscuhore. Unless it does 1%
Berves no purpose and the mon:y ghould e spent in other WaYBe

Sincervdt rogress .

iarold Weisberg



