Mr. Jim McKinley 8/21/16
T509 B¥ Maple Lane
Kansas City. Mo. 64151

Dear Jim,

Your note of the 12th from Spain came today. Bawmeyouwyoummt\mdngthe
end of the month I'11 respond there, as best I can respond, But 4f my letter did not
Mmbefonmleﬁ.ymmwm&tohavemlmav tione I see you
say since early june, so obvigusly gouhwonotjread it and obvi d1dn"t vent to or
someone teld you you didn't want o,

What has ak happened to mk¥ youy since you started finking for helvy pelf? You kuow
the letter was sent oertiﬁadandmukm"hoyouvmtareplys‘un?z

Heamxﬁmmsmm“msmuvmommuthmsicdpm.Uhaquorkod
ontheuriec!mmorwithoutdummtmththmbmu. Rural in all semses,
Then there was a period of few discomforts and now, eoinciding with your writing of
Msmhﬂmymtmd.mwmtfmmmmmnumuaswm
that conbine %o interfers with work and conocentration,

Bothhambomtntemytoduhapmdmybytheml. I respond as best I can.
Getting into the lower file drawers is still end probably will always be a problem, go
1 am not consulting that June letter.

While I am neither fumobilised nor in other ways incapacitated by this condition,
theresnltaofwhtohmpmtundimdm-w%wwnmminglhaddmfted
montth,OOOwordaofmafﬁdnﬂtinnspmutombymmmeut-—itupotanﬁ.auy
fatal.sathefmtthingyouahommuthatlhmtahantheatcpuneeeaaaryfor
otmtourryitmindlupoct-.fmmtomlonhmam;otﬂnminmtyh
system archive to which there has been agreement to the pursudt of any litigation, This
w1l be stly by two stout hearts and fine people, Jim Lesar, who'you know, and
Howard ’ Oudowtm.mmummmmm.
.I'nnottryingtolnpupenymmndam.lwantyouto

do

Vﬁhthefirstbatohafoopylvumtitbeemappcmtth&tuthcrewaatobe
mmmmmmmammorpommmmnmumy.m
cﬂulymnymmntoobmmﬁngtohﬂmotlynmmmuthmumham
-without detalled factual knowledge and influenced by trash writings, it was better for

our conferences to be taped, At the outset I was also concerned about erdticiaing
thewriﬁ.ngozmthtrvxthouthhhaunckmwledpofwhnl‘m podnt out. 8o, on
By auggestion, Pmywummmmunmamtomxmnmmtu
the beginning, particularly with the more pleassnt and more genuinedy conscientious of

The series, as I & not have to tell you, is entirely unoriginal except for conjectures
congenial to officialdem and I assume, having no personel knowledge in accord with a
dootrine laid down by Playboy. There was overt Plagiarism, not just use of the work of
otherd. VithmthJHMfmammw to Post Mortem, which was printed
while I was hospdtalized, Itmmmhurttulbe&uuuamultotthethmmbomI
was not able to promote the book, the most costly one I've ever published. Some remodies
were promiseds The promises were not kept.l complained to Gonzales, whose first response

reached a specific agreement: there would bs no more uniuthorized use of any of my work,
thatif any more were deaired I would be asked and whers I felt it not adverge to my interests




1 would grant permisaion without cost. But I was specific that nome of the King work of
which I had had to inform you in confidence was to be used and I have Gongalsa' assuranoe
on tids.He wrote me that he and his found my offer of solution quite reascnable, entirely
acceptable and as I recall very fair-minded and fair to Playboy.

Thenhetriedtooxtendthuinmmctocommgmtothod-nurgoftb
copys 1 refilied imnediately denying this rights and forMdding the use. You are entitled
to know that there were special, added reasons for this® tI was engaged in ssversl nego-
tia ; tmtiauyvoryvduabhum.lmamlmspoeiﬁemmonMu

+ and not he alone, nmhﬁrtoamthaeonpletemlhpuofthoirintm
nal communication and not only with the mail receipts for which I have,

Then there was that weekend call from you. I did not tape that becauss there was no
need to for your information and I never expected the triek you were up to. You put all
the previous problems on Playboy and maid that before Monday you would mail me a xerox
of the King piece as it then stood so we could eliminate any such problems in edvance,
While I did not tape it, because she liked you as you may recall 1d1 was oo the extenaion,

You never did send me this or any other draft. Later I refeived it from Playboy and
unless they completely rewrote it in no tiue figt you had done precisely what you and
they both assured me you would not do.

That particular researcher was a partisan. Tom sald there was nothing he could Ao.

I could not get through to Ganzales - and I did try, repsatedly,

dven the negative pamonﬁty of the researcher on that ia;,ge and her preconceptions
I did what I then regarded as ninimuthm.lthmmtonletterromindingthm
ottheirncroemtnottodovh-tint‘actyouandthoyhnddmmdthatwiﬂmutuamm
they would remove all to which I object ed and they had agreed not to use I would go to
eourttmduﬁely.mnld;dnotmceivetheuus oes promptly I did consult counsel
experienced in publishing. e told me that while injuftions 1 such oages are aot . alwsyn
locked on with faver by the courts, in this case, with the records and evidenoce I had,
he felt the chances of success in obtaining an injunction were godd. Eae even made recom
mendations about jurisdiotion. I was prepared to do this when I heard from house counsel,
as I recall the name, “conard fkbin, Probably twice, both gertainly taped as I would have
in ny interest if I3a thought of that bu as in all cases where your interest was involved
I di4d tape, pursuant to agreement by Playboy. As I now recall that he assured me that
all references to my work that I had not published would be removed and all references
towpabuahodworkwoudbomtedton. 1 am sure I also wrike lotters in which I
stated that without assursaces on whioh I could depend I'd have no ohoice but %o file in
federal court for an injunction, that I didnAt want to sue Playboy for damages but
vanted oy work not useds My records will show for sure but I probably did agree to permit
the use of my pubMshed work if properly oroeditdd and Xxwmx the reader was told how to

Once 1 received these assurances - I did by taped phone and I thjnk in a letter - I
had no basis for going to court. I'd have been thrown out vith the production of evidenoce,
no matter how treacherous, that I had been assured.

Then the piece appaared with all assurances viclated. With childish efforts to
hideneasthesourooofwhntyoustolo.Thoeolmaumawomeot"msw‘
and attribution to "Ray’s lawyera" of whit you knew was not their wark but was mine,
conveped to you by me persemally and in confidence, with the specific understand/’fhat
you would make no use of any kind,

I have not disoussed this with any lawyer but I feel confident that Playboy added
fraudulent misrepresentations to the sarlicr xizsezr sina.

1 knov I was specific in informing them that I had 2 book largely drafted in which
that work was indiepensible and for this reafn in partioular I did not want 1% used, It
is true. The chapters are dated by corflaspondence on them,

Among the projects you (pl) have seriocusly impaired af not totally wreaked for me
is the end result of greatly more than 5,000 hours o work and probably closer to 10,000.
Trie also represents other and for me considerable ooats. Then there is the resultant :
harm to the work I was dedng and had well under way plus the other projects I'm not specifying,




In pAdition you and Playboy, by stealing and using this, heve made it svailable
to all that motley crew of soaMengers who are also nuts and incompetenta.

To we this rcpresants still an added damage,

You should recall that based on a prior expericnee with Playbay I would have nothing
to do with this until you assured me that those srrogant, self-important ones had been
weoded out and that now all was differant,.

If you do net recall that you described an entirely different series to me thaft
what you did write, I have correspondenve on that,.

Having bveen stuck for a gréeat amount of work when Playboy hed ssked services of
me in earlier years without your assurances and these specifics, some of which I recall
clearly encugh, there is no chance I'é have had any association with this wretched
thing you did for koney. I had come to trust and llke you, as ¥l did. I knev none of
the then current Playboy people. I knew enough about those who preceeded them to want
no further experiences with them,

In shorty witheut you none of thie would have happensd to me and what did happet
is excepticnally hurtfull*’mny vways I snticipate having no difficulty at all establishe
ing, should that need present itself,.

From Playboy's silence I expect the nsed hae already presented itself,

The thievery part is more disgusting and of more evidentiery importance not only
because of that of which you have personal knowledge with regard to Fost Nortem but
because of my earlier dealings with scme of the garlier people there.

Obviously with this medical condition I can t tell you what I will de. I can tell
you that I have the necessary ateps in the event~it should become impossible for me to
do 4t personally and I ocan tell you what my mkx plans are.

Jim is abroad. I have turned this over to him following the Rubdn deceptions and
no responses thereafter, When he retumms he has & extraordinarily heavy cousrt schedules,
¥e have axranged to get toXgether and dlaouss this as soon as h e gets out from under,
When thet will be I can't say but I'm confiident it will be well hefore the end of the
year, absent other court developments in the cases he is handling. He is going to seek
comssounsel experienceMin this aspect of the law where we will file and he has alveady
oonsulted experienced counsel where we will not file, Separately I did before turning
this over to him,

1 apare you lectures on ethics and morals and friendship,

¥hat there will be in the future will e Yo gwalt the future, What it csn or will
mean to you or Playboy to a large degree Play still ufluenoe.

T have s stiong dislike for golng to court. It is the last thing I ever want to do..
But once I do it - and I never begin withoutfa solid wasis in proofs - I do it with
vigore I've sued the federal govermment nine timesand won #mm nine times, with the one
initia) defeats® converting into the greatest vioctory. Jim and I have just turned the
federal appeals court arpund and won what even the Mix Rader reople describe as a "sweepe
ing"victory, an important precedent - agsinst the FBI. We've forced the early retirement .
of not fewer than four top agents, This is for openers,

You may teke it as boasting. I 4o not intend it that way. My purpose is to indicate
to you what you and Playboy can expsct of me i I face the need and what the recomd -
shows this has meant, Even vhen I was prg e, which I detest, I've won &ll cases, as I
recall six of them, against publishers, diastributors of my books and the feds. The bige
gest compromise out of court was for 2/3 of the claimed sum. In one case there was a
mignificant out-ofw-court scttlement after a lmwyer had¢ let the gtatute .of limitations
rune Jim has personal knowledge of this 1f you doubt me, Meoqactunry, as 1 know,
might invoke the odds I'm telling you the record.

This and its potential are that to which you return. You lnow my intentions, If
you have any reasoneble questions aslt thew. If 1 have time I'il take it. But no gamese
Por them I'l]l not take time,

Sincerely,
oc} Jim Lesar, Howerd Roffman




