Jonn Chnistian

iy advocacy has been two=fold out here. 'he flrst has been your works;

tine second has been couched in Garrisonts activities, which are, in effect
tie executlon of theory into action, your theories into his actlions. If
Garrison fails to bring back the bacon, I'm compromised. We all are.

I know you can't communicate ali you know about Garrison's case, Ilor
the most obvious of reasons. (HL, Eddy-babylll) I guess what I'm really
asking is that you teil tine 1ittle boy that crickets don't really grow
ten feet nigh and talil grass is not to be leared. O0K?

I've gone over your latest matesrial; comments: CBS did, unquestionably
misrepresent the originality of their parallel “discovery". wnetner or
not it is in violation of copyright laws would best be answered by the
kind ol Counsel I propose. I believe it 1is, s¢nce CBS, too, claims copy=-
right protection of the program material itself, The pertinent law reads
“date of registry®, and it doesn't dirferentiate between written and
broadacast materiali. Dont't Torget: A copyright is a copyrignt is a.......

CBS cannot say it did not refer to you in any case of referral for one
glaring reason: They used WHITEWASH in their Billboard opening, which
sccompanied the Lane, Epstein, etce. et al works. you siould have written
wem a nice thank you rnote lor that indiscretion., Better, wetll let our
Counsel ao 1t for you.

The Capitol rnecords bit is something else. I smell more fraudulent mis-
representation than anything else. Where DID those funds go, if the
Kennedy Library turned them down? ‘The flat 5% vis-a-vis the pro rata

fee bit is contrmibtory enough to chalilenge as to the amounus involved;

I question the meaning of Livingston's statement in his second paragraph,
"in an amount equal to the standard artists! royalty oi 5% computed in
Capitolts standard manner." The plural factor is interesting, since it
would seem to lump. all "artists™ in one bag.

More important in Livingstonts '"plea" to you is the fact that he ln;erred_
or even implied, by ommission, that a positive end was sought to

jour enus. would you nhave aliowed your name and/or voice or plcture to

be used if you knew it was against your own best interest? Hardly.......

I don't care what uhat bloodsucking bastard Schiiler said or did; we!'ll
cook his carcass with his own recipe. Remeuber, birds of a feather get
floggeu together. Or, Mr. Livingston, I exhume????

I aldn't get the gist of . Oswaldl's reference. Is there a photo of the
scene you described? wWhen was 1t taken, then? Do you have- a~copy/print?
Would like to see it,
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wiil await your sesponse to the Prospectus. Best co"Lil.
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