Er. Oscar Uysstal, President
Bamntam Books

666 Fifth Ave.,

New York, H.Y. 10019

Dear Mr, Dysttal.
Yesterday, when a reporter phoned

worked for a decade, he told me with pome
7 to print. He also identified the author.

on the JFE assassination you are go
He is a man who has uwritten u second
nor new now that the subject of poli
commarcially acceptable.

Thers are, in fact, very few poop
field, as contrasted with those who
have been even fewer.

once I publish something it thereby
othervise.

Right now one of your major

out my permission. It was his belief |

Itumplécstoduforo
they even present my lawsuits under

Rt. 12, Frederick, Hd. 21701
9/11/15

me for help in the field in which I have
enthusiasm of your enthusissm for a book

and article on materiel that is neither his
cal assassinations has suddenly become

e who have ever done any originsl work in this
o0 exploited the subject. In recent years there

y has developed. It is stealing and in various

hout means it was not possible for me to do

when criticized express the believe that

become public domaing I, of course, ave

mpetitors, through another publication it owns,

s Freedom of Information Act as their owm.
adé ago when it rejected my first book while

i convineing™ and with the hope that I "find

5 been drawn upon without permission being asked

or granted in the article by your muthor who im ancther capacity was to have come here

probable is one of the purposes of
without means I cannot say what I
that I simply cannot live the years

steeling the work that has been financis
mays me more, misusing it. I will have
and then simply stole them I have already taken

one who did not buy ancillary rights
the initial steps.

It seems to me that unless you,
domain you might want to ask yourse
ocontained in the work prosented to yo

puld care to buy some of my rights, He didn't.

nal knowledge. To inform you of what seems
is letter. Another is to let you know that while
41l do, I can indicate what is in my mind, It is
that rewain to me with everybody and his brother

y ruinous to me and what in some ways dis-
to see if remedy and relief are possible, With

oo, tske the position that all my work is public

how your author Cap have acquired the information

Simoeroly,

Harold Weisberg

hat 4f I filed a suit it would help sell that book.
5 40 make speeches and write articles in which
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it. 12, Frederick, kd. 21701
9/17/75

Dear Wslter ’

Because I bev: found it nscesssry to write your boss I believe I owe it o you
to let you know that there is no reference to you in my letter. 1 enclose a carbon
B0 you can see lor yourself.

What i say is considerably understated. This guy d.cean't even have time to
do origingl work. When he did try once, he told me about it in sdvance, 1 told him
he would find s dry well, and hs did.

You will notice that I made no meforence to your effort to interest your boss
in a different way. I remind you that when you told me of his genuine interest in |
Robert Kennedy and what kind of {iné man he is besides being a gifted businessman, 3
1 ssked you to offer him all the wights to all my work, published and unpublished- ;
to &ll my files - in return for nominal foundation or foundation-like support so
I might continue it. The rights to dll future work wss included. He refused. is
he h-d every right to do.

Hy reference to Bantam's rejections is not a referemnce to you, ecither. Aside
from you this hupponed. Without checking my files it is myv recollection that over ‘
the years this included all of what i have brought out except the second book and §
part of «hat I have not brought out |yet. Jaffe, personally, rejected that. ;

I do not have to read this work to know it is a pot-hoiler now that the }
subject is both safe and commercially-promising. '

These are conditions that meke gny yublisher coursgeous and willing.

When I hove nover met any of the top people st Bantam I have wondsred about the
HBantam attitude toward me. I can and souetimes do wonder about the subject itself
separately. I think it goes back to Epstein's book, which Bantam reprinted. In the
reprint some of wy work was used. I was then indignant, mostly because it was mis-
awsad. Actually, it wes destructive of the book if anyone had taken time to under—
stand the text and the appendix. ter I expressed my indignation to both Viikdng
and Bantam - 2nd without knowing this was coming or sewcing the book I had helped
Viking with it = I got no meaningful respobse. I then did my own checlding and found
that neither publisher knew the 4 azxecept for one Viking amplnfoe. vho lmes pert
of it only. 1 do not think he knew it was the taking of my worke. +t was not in the
Viking cdition. It wos in Bantex's, |ziven by Viking and I think for profit and a
larger first print.

The time hes come when I must make

an effort to stop this andless thievery

and its consequonces. Yhat I can do I do not lknow. But that I can try I do kmow.

I know how paranoid thie can sound, I've lived with it for years. But I know the
field and I have friends among the flew suthentic experts who alsc do. Identifying
my work will not be difficult se it has never beer in the meny plagiarisms. There
is this in the article, repeated in |z reprint of it, tooc. The FEI has even come %o
my help. In the current suit ageinst| it it has actually certified to a federal court
that K know more about the subject thsn enyone in the FBI, & So, if in litigstion the
quastiou of alleged parancia becomes a defense, I'm well prepered anc it will open
the door for much other evidence, from unpaid anthological uses contracted for te
copies ol reprinted editions never gocounted for. But 1'u rather it didn't came to
this, with Bantam or anyone else. I'd rather have the stealing stop.

leanwhile, I'm trying to bring s ber book out despite the distructions of which
you know. There is an interest in some rights. And we are both distressed over your
silence about Leda and those tapes. However, we hope you are all well. Sincerely,




Dear Jim, literary thefts s/17/75

Enclosed ars copies of letters to the president of Bantam and to Walter Glange.

The reporter is Bob Woodward. He| had lunched the day before with Dysstal. Bob's
purpose was not to tell me that Pantim might be stealing my stuff, of which he could
have had no kiowledge, but to ¢ that perhaps Bentam might now consider printing

ws offers through him,

Fiy references to Dantau's rejections is vhere there wes a formal submiseion. There
were others where they did not read the books. These included the second book znd the
written parts of Agent Uswald, which Welter lost for scversl years. he alsco had their
fiction editor read it. They were both enthusiastic. So, whatever else may be in-
volved and whatever its form may be,| what 1 am saying is ihat there seems toc be a
Bantam policy sbout me. If not the s

Yegterday I spoke to Art Kevin. I asked him if he lmows the owndership of
The National Tatler. He said Warner Communicationa does.

They are very rich. They are alsu, as I recall, the owners of Nixon's print
literary richts for sbout 42,000,000

1 don't know if this will make things more attractive for lawyers like
Kellogs or not but I do think it mesns that collection i3 not = problem, And I do

think that the present and rndicall-y chanzed commercisl situation does bear on the
value ol the stolen rights. As woll ps tha dsmage from it.

This whole thing is veginning to do what it never did before. I was awake with
this on my mind at 3 a.m. and had trouble going back to sleep.
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