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2/12,06
Dear uirs. lisagher,

Habtily, I wrote Jecer “ollier this moraing telline him of ~ur nhone enversation
end alsc telling him if he gaw 71t ¢t z4ivs vau the cony of my book trat h: hag, If
for any reason he camnot (for I bona ke ia congid-ring §t) let e ¥mavw. T a0t ore
beclk today and axnect to niek ansthor up on “aniay

it wa- ¥ipd of you to esl1l, I =huider to thirk o the -hone tilly I wiah I 20118 sfford
them. 'y infrecuent recont tripe ¢~ ilew fark have hoenm - burden for «e beosm hroks

8nd are nov deep in dsot, I do exneet %o e 1p lew York smetime ‘u the nesr Tuture,
but thers i3 a problem I $hink I 2an solve. The frismd with w=ham 1 ardinsrily etav

is in Zyrope, and I am reluctont to be =t his howe avernlzht in vhe ekichi, indlvidual~
residen erea of “ong Tslsndy dme When ths neizhbors kmow he *s anot there. So

many ore the knd of weepls she wouldé think {10 =0 his wife, Sut uvesusily I can
improvise something that dnesn't rerui-s o botel »ill. I 410 spend one night in

Wy car anc £ aonethe w rae for 4,

I bave just heord thet $hs other vMouse is esill se ‘fous . bows uy ook rpd i heving
8n aduitionsl reeding, ior whot purpose I 40 not KNow. I:‘romn a hiat T em led #n
‘believe someene mey heve spoken v than shout Verk Lsune's. They see "quality” in
mine,

%o give you sn ides of whrt sn sutiior in tkis fleld fease, 1 hed 8 latter three days
ago Irom the o ecutlive edlior of the Louse fion which Sbhe CopPy reLuned today. Thers
were, he -uid, "seriocus legal problems”. in the marsin the lawyer or wheaver went
over 1t sfter the axciledly fsvorible editoric) recommecdstivi merked sucu thinzgs
88 "bod the Comnission s»id lees then it 344 sbout the Delles ooliee, evary nose in
the couniry would bewe wrinkled™; tnat .zrins ve-s & el confesdnd Liar Iwhich wes
immeciztely foliow d by the exact cuotaticn: thet Erenncn said he hazd lied iz Lhe
police lineup; they the Uowrission "misrep esensed” i cwn avidanca, snd thet it
"surpiessed scwe"; uoat there was but ¢ Tshemeful mwretense” Thrt Osmaldta rishits
wera lo-kel ufver bYafore the Com.i::fen (Lumedtately follomed by two examplss, tha
fadlure o crose exsmine an obvious perjurer, sccompanled by the axplanatiocn thet
peior to the testimony "swmld’s "lawyer' hud “inuiestss” the guestions he sunted
askeu, snd ile cwse of the lawyer saying %he record ought %o show, bafore the
fingerprint dissppoared, 459t 1% hud been icesdified oe Dgueld's). liow thin book
@ot sc editorial endorsement from the executive sditor three months 2g0. I hve been
waitlaog +11 %ais time o> t2is iy ling wnsver,

If ibis resehes youx béTore you s.ék to uolliar, ssic hin, iy e gives you his oy,
1f he8d 1ike me to send him ano*her. “nd I home vou cen convinca him that 1% will selll
belisve him, yet I hawe troudle buiievine this 1o his resl reason.

3

Thenks for your asall., Yeod luzk.

S4{necersly,

torined sud haaved nos'dabiovanld aysiel 18300 bas dtoabia A 298 iR soau Sangriiaa? Sis o% aragigs 1A

n
asovmteol ResbaudZ (M Bits LasitiBanl el prebouil yas™ of fosldil et uns asiloM Moddl spnend or oalau? sis eoslisfou
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Februery 9, 1968

Dear Yimss liesghar,

four surprising but welccme latter vomes et & time shen I cen cuswer unly in haste.
1 did not intesnd my letter to the lew Leader for publiecation, although have no
ohjection %o 1t. I encloszad & letler to Ssuvege, which ia s yet unenswered.

I am delighted % the chore youo .uderiooke I shonld il to get 2 cong of your
index when 1t comes oui, if it ie net costly, for I am now both oroks &nd in
debt., It ls fer this resson 1 am net phoning you.

¥ book hes ot heen published enywhere, sud the attitude of suropsen publi:hars
is s little less comprehensible them that of the Americuns, who cen &t least tell
themselves they might ®o% hurt. The same is trus of vgents. + hove more compii-
ment smong my 5C rejections thaet you would be willins to belleve possible.

if my expariénca meang =nythinz to you, unless you will lsbor for love, ge® an
enforceutle coatrzet fomayour bosk before you go further. 11 snd when I arrnge

for the publication of my book - when the ics is broken -~ the water may wsrm. Then

I cuon tell you gbich of thoso I deudt with migut, if my Judgemvni of their |
attitudes is correct,xmimst consider such a booke.

1 am interested in what you hsve done, ton, end hope we mey discusa these things
soon. “senwhile, do you 'wmow of vay oiler suek boixa tloeting arcundiy by this

~ mesn serious books, on the Comaission, not such pot-boilers ss ": Mether in
History" erd oshers 1llks 1Y, whic, uetburally, seem W £i02d o pready maraet, I
spoxe to Jauvage during the sumnar. e had an sxperience similar to mine 2t that
time, This fw“] Llay «n“a for a while in ooapetibtion at whet ks the reputation
of being & coaragaoua house. L1t rejected both, in my asse st 1naat over the
recom sadabion of the aditera and the executive editor, In early. “ecemipr 1
heerd he had s contract, but she Hew Leeder did not so indlaste. lMark lLane, if
my informstin is ool rect, brokxe his contract wwith Grove, which #ill now no¥
consider sny beok on the sucject, but did comtrec¢t for its publication in LEnglsnd,
with Boadley-Head a.d Tenguin (opeperbock reprint).

Some of my Iriands sre now fnvestigsting the pos.ibilivy of relsing funds for o
private printing. 1 see little choice, sad do not relish such a presentation. hat
yon resd in the Cauvsge articles is buit a Ifrsgmest of vhat I hove mined. I sm by
training 2nd experl-nece sn investigstor, writer snd snelyst. There is no doubt in
my mind thet I destroyed the entire Report end much, —=uch more.

it ‘here ie anything else you'd liks of _®, plesse phous, but i you db,muk~
person to person, for we shere the line with seven others 1n the country. his,
bave no doubt, is complicstling the cffalrs of the "Big Zrother” who has inently
revee lled hils interest in me. Good luch with your work,

Sincercly yours,



31 January 1966

Mr Harold Weisberg
¢/o "Dear Editorm
THE NEW LEADER

7 East 15 Street
New York N Y 10003

Dear Mr Weisberg,

We seem to be in close proximity not only on page 31 of
THE NEW LEADER but in degree of recoil from the Warren Report.
I am very much interested in the book you have written, which you
say is unpublished in the USA. Has your beok been published
abroad? If so, please furnish details.

I am publishing a subject index to the 26 volumes of
Hearings and Exhibits; it will come out early in March, I believe,
by Scarecrow Press Inc. of New York.

I have written——or, to be more precise, am writing--a book
on the Warren Report, in the form of a comparative study of the
numerous conflicts between the Report and the testimeny and/or
documents on which it pretends to be based. Although more than
300 pages are written, much more remains to be done--so numerous
the distortions, omissions, and plain falsehoods.

Gradually, this work has brought me into touch with more
and more people, in various parts of the country; almost invariably,
communication began with expressions of relief at a break in the
isolation and the discouragement of seeming to be out of step with
the rest of the world. Happily, there are quite a few heretics now,
but not enough.

I should like very much to hear from you about your work on
the case; please write, or telephone if you prefer, Code 212,

Chelsea 2-4293.
ZE

ia Meag

302 West 12 Street
New York NY 1001k
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SYLVIA MEAGHER
302 W 12TH ST

NEW YORK NY 10014

Mr Harold Weisberg
.—efo-*Bear Editort
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New York, N.¥ 1000

(please forward)
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