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inowis .uaghaﬁ has clarified most of what youwr silence leofi wncertain. That was holpe
ful becamse L have sold on2 ons-tiae, n&wz&l& sive use and more are im nrospest.

Howe'ver, some did net imvolwe Ssrpor’s aaa while I eould take your silonce as mean—
ing the other things you umeniionsd sars off, 1I'¢ rather kuow, As I $01d you snd should have
shown, I'm old fashioned in some ways. 4 trust meople, as I trusted you ito preserve confi-
dence with what I thought couls help you on your booke. When I give my word, directly or
indivectly, I tzv to keop it. Whem vou spoke o me about Uavid Ybst I did nothing thers-
after about anything we disoussed thet you even sugoveted mlght interest him.

However, when you romgines silent, evem though 1 know this can mean that you are
out of town and/or gquite busy, with a direct movie approach on some of wy earlisr work
I 4id po% call you or Ubst. Someone else, no% an agsnt but with connections, is hapaling
that. 1 think there can bs g movie and that if it is bozun soon it can aposay st a very
topleal soment.

Whon you sugsested that Obet could be intercsted in my Watergate book, I told you
he might find a conflict in it. You tioought othervise because you said you would bring
us together after the Sunday or holiday you were o dine with hiw and his wife (wno is
the cousin of e friend of mine).

The more imsediate of the two things that prompt this 1etter if HacKensie's story
in today's Post, 426, “Sentences Divide Attorneys,* It desls with Yesn's sentence and his
lawyer's efforis to gut it reduced. Allsged mislesding of tho FBL seams to loom large
io thise In the Tirst veraion of ny Watergate book I nave & chapier alsost small book
iength that I think is relevend and couvld be useful %o Shaffer, Should it be, I think
ene of the rosulis, as it could influence what eould happen %o s book, is obvious. On
my own I may or may not do nomothing. Time will ccntrel. But if Obst 4s going to bave
any intorest I gught not do anythdng. Other such situstioms are not Luprobsble, Sp, I
would appreciats lnowing, eithoer way.

Degn's lawyer, by the way, is sol imperlenced in covering up. fa di4d & rether
mmmmmmmumcmmm i go iato 1% im part in my
second Eidbevagl book. It deali with a vital bit of the eerllest evidence.

Interest ia the owrrent book, dosplis no zoney for ads or prometions and no review
eopies, ramains jood. Witk meles from re€io broadcssts sll made from here end by phone,
in the firat two wacke thore wae enowgh nssh to ropay 20F of the losm to the benk, ¥With
what t#- ancillery use wili bring I"w gebting out 3 mails 7 have a msiling list of the
several thousand who hade writben ue. J&spii:e the thimnest of the shoestring I vemsin
hopeful thet we will at lesst pay the bank off, Vith luck, nore.

And wioS is wnique on this subject, 4 have not oven hyars of a siugle sulde
couneitte &wglaéwim m@isaﬂmlnmwp&q. If I didén ¢ bell yow, it wus oflen
soramento Bee hid more than 40 colusm Inches on the frend page
pma a jump. Badio mlls h&m !mln&eé the UBC net and individunl stations az far away
as Honoluiu, sguin Yor the first time. These corbiaeto $ell me that attitudes aud the
situation are changing. Aside from what this can mean to the cwrrent book, I think it
is & promsdsing forecast of the possibilities the other ene 1 discussed with you.

I dondt mind if everything 1s negetive. But I would sporceiste knouing ite

Harold Weisberg



