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Route 8, Frederick, Hd. 21701
i 3/6/73

¥r, Lestor M. Levin

f\% Levin, Hreis, Ruskin & Gyory
P 55 M St

i New York, N.Y. 10005

M Dear Mr. Levin,

Allan Rosenberg has pent me a ocopy of your 2/26/73 letter to him, captioned
Nedgborz v, A & A Diatributépe. Ing, in response to your reading of & copy of my
letter to Allan. lour letter, which I take %o be a negativs, also tells me that you
have more knowledge of publishing than most lawyers. Decauss of this you Jumped to
mnnlual.onaﬁmtmthincmmmtvandormtmtmnin&mﬂw!mpethatm
i learning the facts you nay find you cin be hslpful or might refor me to snother lawyer
i in that position, I write further.

Iwh,mmummmmnﬁmrmmmu
able fo prepare them by nowe :

&rmﬂmmmwtw“mmntﬁom.lmﬂmduuthw.
Just last week the couwrt of appeals for the Bistxict of Columbia remanded one to the
federal distriet court and specified that I be permitied to addreas the nature of the
FEI's allegations in the court below, It is no poasible to inquive into tho political
assasainations without investigating the FBI, ° I have done, & have thousands of
pages of FBI roports and have reprinted quito a few in facsizdle, (I huve comuitted
no impropricties.) When I wes having troublec getting my firat book published & member
of the Senate Judiciary Comdtiee, who tried %o halp me aftor reading the manuseript
but found himeelf unable to, t0ld mo that each time I left a piblisher's oilice &
federal agent entored. I did not beolieve this then or for yearc bui more recent evenio
suggest his seemingly paranoid opinion is not much exaggerated. I now do have garbons
of federal surveillance on mes There is overt criminality in some casess I can &
explain this away as normal commercial dishonosty. Two different posital inspectors
have told me there are maii-fraud cases. They accepted one of their chosing anc then
fall silent, I have correspondence on all of this. But I an not implying and I do not
believe thet federal "protoction” is involved in all cases.

nmwmeIuﬂcﬁtyMMomwhmu“,mmﬁ.m.
They do not respond to letters. I have written both recently. I spoke to one in Junes
They bought books and did not pay for thems They returned some that were damuped and
failed to mnke claims for them although I notified in writing. Under Maryland law I can't
sue for the damaged shipments. By coinmcidence, the local lawyer I consulted just returnmed
his files on this to ne. Tho books wore the property of the wiklepalers, not mine,

leredith contrected with me, through "Jay Daldd", who is really the anthologist
Bill Adler, to usze certain spefified passages of two of my books in an anthologye
They in fact plagiarized and entire chapter, used it to defome me, cad to date I have
: not recelved gny payment. My last letter went unanswered. They had promised to pay and
W to do somothing about the unauthoriped use. They also published another book which uses
i my copyrightcd material, including errure This error wac exclusively nine, arg aware
+ of this, professed the intention of doing sometling to make 1t good, and haven t, his is
i all covernd in specific, extensive correspondence. In the second instence, there was no
contract. “y permission was neither sought nor offered.

Probably the largest suns are involved with Dell. Dell and a subsidiary rejected
my firat book three tires and then came to me for it after I made a besteseller of it in
the underground forrat., We had two contracts, one for them to buy, without retwrn provision
but gt a special, low price, 8,000 copies of the underground book to use in promoting
their "apr!.nt. the second for the reprint. They have peaid for about 500 copies of the
original book only. Their accounting for the reprint is fraudulent and probmbly fravdulent
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Fot from personsl kmowledge but froz what I was told by & former executive enploywe
their computers are fed by more than one set of tapos. They cen gep from their computers
whatever figuves they pay desire, thet their books will show I don t lmow, as you realize,
without exmmining theme Dell also owms its own printing plant, so fts records can be
more coapatible with intended use or risuse, However, therv are irrefutable proofs in

posnession, One is copies of an entire edition for widch they have not eccounted and

which they have never made reforencc. another proof is an affidavit filed by Dell in
lovdsiana in response to a spurious sult filed there by a rucist, revanchist Cuban. At
iscue in the affidavit was palas. The affidavit accounts for fadco the sales for whieh
I was paid. The original con‘ract was for an initial printing of a quarter of a million
comes. In the first month there wore two reprints. Uell alleges each was for 50,000
copies only, which hardly nakes sensme. [t also claims to have sold 2 total of only about
170,000 of the admitted 350,000 copies printed. However, the unaccounted fourth ppinting
of which I have copies was about five months lator. It does not pocm reasonable that
with more than hulf of the print on hand thero would be a tolally unnecessary ppintings
Why print one more vopy when they cluin $o have had more fhan 100,000 copies o hand?
It is only by en accident in the shipping department that = know of the fourth printing.
They were sent to me as frecbees, Dell has ulso' sold the book in territories not covered
in the convract.

In the cooses of the lawsuit by the Cuben, I wes led to believe, despite the contract-
unl provision holding me to account for alleged libel, whother or not real, tiat because
thore uas no libel and becamuse the suit could be used to promote the book, Dell would
asouro the dofense. Sggn reprinted & chaptere The initial suit was ageinst Sggg and me.
The fuit was ancnded by this fascist to include Dell. Later, without consuliing me, Doll
agreed in a letter to counsel for Spsm that it would pay legal costs and arrange for local
counsel and divide the costs equally between the three of ns. Howewir, it took the total
costs, about §5,000, fron oy royelties. Lator, when I complained and complained, it
defmd&lbo*.hﬁpﬁ;ndmelgr@tﬂn;mtowhﬁﬁmmtammthut
half only to me. Dell avidded peying any of the costs it lLad agreed to share,
and sliomply tock fromsz me half of its thind shares

Through & mutual friend I did arrenge for “ew York counsel in the Dell and Heredith
casen, He has copies of all this evidence and said it was an opern—and-shut cases
also said es you tell Allan, that with proof a setilencnt is often posaible. However,
he has not done anytidng, I don't know why and when I asked I got no answer. By mell,

The Dell case ia reelly more grevous, but I doubt the fil]l extent of the orookedness
ean be eatablishod bucause the agent who was then representing me would not do any more
business with Dell if he testified, as he promised to. The reprint contract gave Dell first
turndom on my second book, They did turn it down and I published it nyself. Vhen the
reprint of the first went arazy they came to me for the second. For six months Dell ade
vertiscd the first as 1to only best-salling vork of non-fictions I have the adse The men
whe roprecented me with the first book went abroad for a year ond arranged for another
to reproscut ne. Tlds second man was preasurod and pressured by Dell for the reprint
rights to the second book, I held back because Dell hed not promoted the first book and
becauns I wented o better advasnce then they offered. To get me to agres, Dell told this
agent, not tuo menths after appearance of the firet bock, that they had already sold
435,000 copies and ginply had to have the second booke. Thoy did give me an advence of
$15,000 on the pecond book and when thoy did, I signed. This agent told me that a Dell
vice president had told hinm the initial, early sale was of 435,000 copdes with the llow
York lawyer listening in on an extension phonee,With any reprinting aftor an initisl
print of 250,000 copdes, the 435,000 figure may well bo accurete, whether or not the
proof can be found in their books, cooked or honest.



