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JLsOne of lifton's ploys is to circumvent Frame-Up with the court records including the same
material, It Hépoans that the person he asied for them after reading the book did not have
them but wondered why you or I had not boen asked for copies. So, if you have not supplied
them, please allege you have no extra copiss and suggest that maybe I do. Also, pleass ask
but to refer inguities to you on the basis that you have kept the files, that they are not
in his offices. Ditto for Bobe This viay at least we willk have adequate records. 4t was
chieflyaboutmyﬁingmtha‘kmﬁneallod. but also about FFK, They are interested in
both as well as other things. It now is not possible to get permission from O because all
the rights have reverted %o me and I was foresighted enough to get it in writing from Dutton,
whose subsidiary successor O4L is. If any of you hear from Dave, pleass do two thingss do
NOT underestimate him and if he makes any real efforts, also tell him that the literary
rights are mine and %o get in touch with me. HW 1/25/74 i, v



'*1/25/74: BA Kabak, lawyer, told me last night there was go doubt Lifton was trying to steal
. some of my work through him, Because of their silence after the initial call and their then
apparent interest, the first report had troubled me so I phoned Barbara Elman, the one who
phoned me 12/19/T3, at Wakefield{Orloff,6528 Sunset Blvd., 213/461-3T71 a little after 11 a.m.
our time Wednesday. I was told she was out sick (although I had been told at her listed home

phone that she had gone to work, after I gave my name). I asked to speak fo Gary Horowitz,
whose ,name she had used. e was not in. I left a message for both, either to call back,
Elman s residense is listed on Gould, 650-8982. A man answered with what sounded like "Set—
tlemefit,® He spoke to another person each time the operator spoke to him and it is from this
other person that we got the W/0 name and address so we could get the phone, for I'd lost my
note of it when Elman gave it to me. She told me when she phoned that they were co-producers
of the movie Executive Action. HW £t g



1/25/74
Dear P aul ¥

Lifton is up to his old trick, those you first preferred to pretend he did not
practise then that they were inconsequential and not lacking in ethical or moral
deficienciess

I have had two dependable reports of this in the past month, one this week.

S0, I write to ask two things of yous one that you be alert to this and not &
in any way help him with his project, including even what is public, for the fact that
any of my work is public in any form does not diminish the rights I have to it finclude
ing court papers); and second, what Yyou have never dene and I believe should, inform me
of any atvenpts of any kind dealing with any materisle

His interest this time is commerical, depiste whatever you may think or what he
may saye I heard from his associates December 19. It was not until efter this that he
started what has comeback to me.

Those who were in direct touch with me were %o have been in touch again. Instead
Dave, who has been their associate, started up. IHore precisely, I did not hear of it
uatil after that call,

Wednesday I placed a pe sons- to-person call to two of the people whose names I
had been given, the onc who spoke to me and the superior of that person. I got no call
back then or yesterday. I'll wait until next week to writc them, to give them plenty
of chance to call me, then X'1l wrdite them. I do not presum: that p.iope in their busi-
ness hold tightly %o high principle but I will nake a recod, with every intention of
doing vhatever I can if some kind of thievery should result in sowe kind of use.

This is not much less unpleasant to think of than it is to loow what L have been
told or to realize that people who do hold some principle maintain a relationship with
Dave despite his endlessly repeated proofs of his own dishonesty. Tt is irvaterisl if
his emotional health is causative for the ends are the same. !

The comserical success of lixecutive Action seems to be the imvediate inspiretdon.

I have not seen the movie, I retused four invitations, two from those who were
distributing it. The bock was too much. ™y objections are limited to its pretenses,
not anything that anybody believed he should write. iHothing about the book or the movie
is at all honest. I find this unpleasant enough. 1 hap.en to feel that the end result
is not helpful to us. Whatever my opinion is worth to you, I %ell you that my mail has
been unusually heavy beginaing about October 1 and that almost 100/ of it is not attribut-
able to Executive dAction. Nobody referred to the book. Perhaps two referred to the movie,
in no case favorably and in all cases asking questions about it. So, I see no help in it
to what soue of us seek, any more than I do in the extensive atiention Garrison got. In-
evitably, as L hope by now you realize, all this kind of drek diminishes credibility
and reduces the prospects of rational and reasonable worke This kind of awful stuff lends
itself remarkably well to behind-the-scenes uses bg those who have the power, the capabil~
ity, the inspiration and motive.

Each of us has individusl beliefs and his own standards of ethies and morality. You
need not share my view that he who would teach the pope religion should himself go to
church. You may slso prefer to shun vhatever you might find unplessant. and it is inevi-
table that although you have not reported it to me, you have to know of these efforts by
Dave to steal, for you are almost alone in not having reported some to me, And your

education has been in an era in which recognized scholarship is gcnerslly bused on some
i kind of stealing of the work of ddhers. I have for years trusted you with work nobody else
has done and with the specific understanding that you wer: not to let anyone know about it.
You knew I had Dave in particular in kind. So, I put this to you on a simple basis of keeping
* this trust fﬁ 1jke & genuine friend, not an ostrich. If I donot expect you to report
A9 ;
/
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