Dear Ed, 9/21/715

If Jim were not so busy I think he'd have been in touch with you. He is behind ;
schedule on the Bay appeal and then has one that may be precedent under the new
FOIA to prepare. Meanwhile we are being ripped off right and left.

The protections of the law sre alwsye available to those who have money. In
a way other than I've asked 1t before I ask again is there are any lawyers who
mexpertmpuhushms}.awvhowilltakeandbmdlepropeﬂythocasaofan
indigent who can't pay a fee in advance? On contingency?

Therp ape meny cases, which means a number off diffarent poténtial defendante,
-which means a number of different law firms on the other side. \ :

There are no indigent potential defendants, If there are the ;rfmes I think
there are and are joing %o be ~ and on some we've Jdiscussed Yim thinks the cases
are glear - I think the return can be good, T

There has been really dirty stuff, Nicks of various kind and in all cases, no

- exception, involving those to whom I've attempted to sell ancillary rights. My
work reproduced as the work of another word for word, the same excisions, the same
inclusions. Mt work pretended to be the original investigntion of snother and
used in tho form of an interview when there never was any interview,

While I can't and down claim ownership of & government documeni, there are other
considerations. Like others not knowing sbout it and me offering them normal come

merkisl errangements, thom not going for it and buying my books from me in some
cases and them using it as their work.

The National Tatler even otole our plctures off of the cover of Whitewash IV and
used them without so much as asking. Both are unique picturves I used on the book
and novehere slse, although others may have used the same trick. Tatler owned by
Warner Coumunications, - R

Among Rolling Stone's many offenses, whether or not against the law, is removing
credit to ny oopyrightted work wben it was included by the suthor and then pregenting
this as his/their work. and Kaiser both in one issue. In a later issus they
pretended to have interviéwed Lesar and ma, having interviewed meither. They guote
me from Frame-Up and they knew before publication that their author had mot intere
viewed me when they had a staffer phonc to check the quoute.

Pending is what seems likely to be an enormous CBS ripoff of my work, not for the
. firat time. I proposed their 1967 special. My proposal was rejected in writing by the
. man who did 1t in 1967. Kow they bave bought my books from me, X offered to sell them
all my rights, they have not even spoken to me on their JFX ppecisl, and they are
going around duplicating my work %o present it as theiy own., Heanwhile they have
bought exclusive rights to Zaprider and threaten o sue all who use any of it.

ﬁhutitbeusdmtohcanitbethat‘inanthnﬂmthatpractisepumm'ﬁng
law there im not cne willing to help a poor man who has worked all these years with
oo pay and is regularly robbed by the rich?

1 do not aseume that you have shown anyone anytiding you have gotten from me,but
ifymhavelukthatyounoﬁfythmdwrefumltoy.veanyawaya.ndletm .
Jmow who...There is more to the CBS thing but there is no time for it now. One includes a
frivolous sult in the Ray case. They lost. Thedr purpose again was to present my work
as their own and here it is clear. Yo nows need...There is aleo a potential fortune
for a good fimm willing to do good work for Ray on oivil suits. Best to both,



