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Fabrusry 21, 1966

Jear lir. Maagher,

Tt hos been afne 39ys sjnce I 7rod= Donep Caler « 1ome letter, zoing
inte meny things, I presume he d1dn + mention 1t to yor becsuse vou mde ne referrnce
2 any af 1ts contants, s reiscd +¥e ceme questlens w44k nme shout six months B0
when We firat dlscussed the bonk,

T do not reslly think he hsa amy doubta sbout the sale, not do I think
suy of tha srhers she zsva thisg ~a his reason 1id, In his cass, I do beliove I may
heve mede s mistake in being honest with him ang telline him whet other publishers
geide I wes cwere at the tims af the possibility he ( =nd thae others I told) weuld
wonder rhether there might be some truth to 1%, end this cuestion, adied %o the
certainty »f gona prebBlese, mnde th nrasnect 0o discouraging,

many *naakz farxveur effort, It mey have done soma geod, Yor he must have
thouszht about what you said after you left.

Poseibly one of the problems is the type of zoveroment we live unier and
the things w2 gre tausnt. This 13 5 A4P7icult thin: to bslieve: ¥-t% I camnot believe
my book didn't perseude him, ¥ost of the sditors, including soue wor.d-famous COrres=
pondents have cow rnted on ita persnesivensas . Collisr'a resl reason + TFyhaver Know,
unless et some time he choses to revesl it., Meanwhile, + heve @c chacica but to 5 88Ume
he mesns whos he =zald »n¢, whan 1 esn, 1 wn dpouiring into tha poseibility of setting
for him -ome kin4 of a guarsntee. At thet voint. I will know more.

However, 1 do not sgree with you shet anyome woula wrint this book with
ne fMaenaisl rialr invelvwved, thet 1t Qoesn ' + tuzks mueh courssge to decide ar w sure
thing. #xactly this decision hss been made by people who thought they were uveing offer-
ed nt lesst s hast ssllar: and quitd 8 faw of the aditors sald, some in writingz, that
it was precisely s lack of courage thet reeulted in no contrset ofifer.

be was both nice and cbrdiel with me, but on the cecssion of our iniere
view I dstdetad neithar indeaczisevensss or lack ofxcomviction. as on #gent, balore
he went to Fleet, he had represented both Mark Lane sad sarguerite Usweld ( naither
assoeintlion beins af the Wind t» sncoursze further connestions ‘ith the subiect )
and asamad Baite williaz to believe what =a know to he the truth,

Homnwhile, I am exnloring other possibpilitiss, with nothing now
Juatifyiay =ny optimfam, { H1 ¥ran you mosted. Ane sgain, thunks, !

~incerely,

5
,‘ . Harold “eisberg
03 el 184G baoyal o wdabinvany teslald 10840 bas atnobiush 2547118 asau tnspaitnod uqs 2tasrior. . 11,

wooaminiol SEbrat? TOW bes saakcina™  smal byosasd2 YovisM ol tasldind c1a ban eajiel MW sonadl o jraldid cv cneiirboy

| v !



17 February 1966

Dear Mr Weisberg,

Just a postscript to-my long letter of the 15th...After
mailing it, I returned the ms personally to QOscar Collier
and told him at some length my views on the desirability of
publishing your book. I've never been able to "sell"
on my own behalf and T guess I don't do much better for third
parties, because T don't think I succeeded in changing his
views very much. Actually, Collier seems rather an
indecisive person, without strong convietions about the
assassination in the first place. He disappointed me by
raising the usual irrevlevant questions——why would Warren,
why would Robert Kennedy, etc. I have the impression that
he would go ahead with the book if there was no financial
risk--but who wouldn!'t? It doesn't take much courage to
decide on a sure thing.

I hope T prove to be wrong, but I thought I should give
you my impression after talking to Collier (he's very nice
personally, and was very cordial).

Iet me hear from you.
Hastily,

Sy la—ilaagher
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