12/23/71

Mr, Ceorge Mc'llan
12 Hi1lliard St.,
Cambridge, Fass, 02138

Dear Georga,
This is the "Ho~ho" season, so a big "ho~ho" to you. After all these yearn.

I've been hearing strange things nhou‘g vou, things I'd nover have believed
years ngo. ldke how you gobblod up the funciful tales Jerry Ray told you about what
heml salds If you are over down this way I'1l bc glad to show you what I did day.
Tou'll recognize it as little as I will your accounting of what happened in liemphis,
if and when 4t is out.

I say "if" becsuse I wonder what kind of book you'll heve when you can't
connect Ray with the orime. (I understand you were a friond of the vietim.) If yvour
book does appcar, I do believe you'll regret yomzpublisher didn't have Harper's
foresight, They dicdn't walt For liberalized abortion to end the literary ebortion
with which you almost had to live.

Honey can be so al'ractlve to a wrdter, Aind so 3;1’8&:1: & temment once he tukes
it. Bapeclally 1 he Degins withe "a very happy contract™; roprint contracts in sight
other scowntrien; nd a preconception that alone ean lesd to such gweets.

Of course, there is overpowering loglc, too: "I have always belicved that
James Earl Bay did it alome. This guy 1s a loner. And I have nover investigated any
aszpect of a congpiracy, which has left me free to work on lds biography." With
science to help logie, tov, a real shorink for psychological "interpretation® of
"Things like what does it do to a guy to sleop in the same bed with his parents
when he is growing up."

You pay money for that? Jmoks, (eorge, the Warren Coumfssion gaid all
you have %o lmiow about ghaf. IT you didu t kuow that one of the unewers is he
lcarns early, -

I've come %o understani why your book didn't appesr as originally scheduled,
four months after the minitrisl. '

What I coan't usderstand is how the fellow + once kuew could con himself inte
the position in .hich you now are.

Hot even tho newer samples of your logie, like saying a book that demolirhes
the case against Hay makes is "case" sound "fisky", but your “good, serious, permanent
book", the one "people will be reading 50 years from now", by calling him a Wazi,"can
only help you," With “help" like that, who needs enamies?

1 supoose it is because my work is "fishy™ that Forcmen fled a TV studie with

part of his mukeup on when he learned he was to confront me - end thie pfier he hud read

my hook. Naturally such content is "so bad it hurts" Ray., Elemontary,




Thus also osn I wunderstand that to the holdor of "a very hapoy contract”
( do you still consider your chpice of words appropriate?) I must be "vicious®,
the degeription Jerry attributes to you. I spent several daye with him last month,

I don't take offense. After all, dida't lwle csll me & "racist™ And the
(largely baack) studio wudicnce ulso “"racist" when thoy laughed. Cf course, in feeding
ell that loct to Hanes, “uie wasn'it raciat, was he?

Huie wasn't "happy", nor was his travelling companion, Yercld Frank, nor his
other associate in the intended ganghp, Judge Dwyer.

But you be happy, Yepogg, in latti.nf Jerry con you, in your contract and £11
thet moola, and in everythiug you doe I dom t think you 11 be hepry after your book
is out, Af it is, that is. -

; Until them, I'll be looking forward to the "Portrait of an Asssgasin" who
didn t assassinate, That surely will be the bgak that was!

Eor the record, lay didn't “cooperate" with me on the book. We hud no contact
at all. I wrote him through “anale, who neither forwarded the letter nor returned it,
Ray's lawyer gave him a set of proofs tu read. I{ was a couplete (and not unpleaaant)
surprise when he volunteered the postsoript thal appears, with the stipulation that
I say that he did it without compensation, After publication 1 checked out one of the
leads in it, You might want to. 1% stacks ups But if lealing your shrink for that long
will bother you, 1'ii be glad to tell you tiw result. That I found it iutorcsiing is
no assursnce you wills It certainly won't stimulate confidence in either the ofiiclal
prosecution or the FHI,

after this consideration of your logic, I suppose I oughit mot let it rest on
nn offer to show you what 1 realiy wrote Jerry. Aceept it or not, what I did say is
that your first wife must have loved you, for she gave uy an ixmeritanc% to marry
you (end I did not say that you married her for wmoney, sometlhing I didu t ever consider
and do not today believe); that she was a beautiful person; that you scemed to me to
be & nice guy of decent principle; and that you lived in the kookiest house in
Washington. Hew, should you have the interest to swe if I am as big a liar az I an
viecious, you can still see that letter,

And o, until 1972, when a bigger one would, I think, be in oxder, a
"heppy" Ho=ho to you!

Sinecercly »

ligrold Weisberg
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