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Mr. Steve Jaffe

10853 Weyburn

Westwood, Calif or

Westwood Village, Los Angeles, Ca.

Deay Steve,

The last time I was in L.A. was the last time we spoke, then by phone. On that
trip I left on election day 1968, for Newf Brleans and quite a n experience, oven for
New// Orleens. There is not much probability of my being there asoon, not only because
I can't afford unnecesa,ry travel but because it is not as easy for me as it was, I had
a hwavy phlebitis last year. Before I was hospitalized in October the dumage was
extonmive and permanent.

. i'Yo adapted fairly well. I -still work a long day, trevel when I must and
function with some effeciency and success. It hasn't improved my typing. I have to
keep my legs horizantasl when I type but I'r pretty flexible for 65,

Had a big success in court yesterday when we turned the appeals eourt around
on the first case under the amended FOIA Act, the first pf the four based on which
Congress emended the law. In these various recent eetions I've forced the early
retirements of the key FBI agents so the government could claim they are not employees
and can't respond under my discovery efforta. Well, this court that had initially ruled
agalnst me clearly indicated it is going to require these former agents, those who do
bave® firsteperson imowledge, to give testimony,

- Paralleling this on the district court level last week a federal Jjudge hald
that the CI4 also had to respond under discovery or he'd fill his witness room with
them and have them teatify in publig.

This is not only to indicate that despite the phlebitis I can and dof function.
I've heard that you have become successful in public relations and assume that you have
your old interests and with the accunmulation of more years and experience have alme
matured, From this you may have learmed more about the cheap shots that always lead
to more messes. When it became apperent to me that this would be the result I had %o
shift my approach. I've sued the government ntne timeg,lost once and 1t turneds out
to be my biggest success because of its influence on the Congress in amending the law.

It may yet turmn out that despite the enoxmous odds I will do 4n coprt what the
publicity hounds and self-promoters made impossible. To a very large degree this is due
to 8 great young lawysr who cut his oye teeth oress examining Percy Foreman. Together
we have turned much around.

Une ampeot of all this messing arcund is the reason I write. I've heard you
have become friends with Bugh Hefner. From my recent as well as my 19668 experiencea
with his people on Playboy I can understand why it is in trouble as perhaps he can't.
I'11 tell you the story sc you can, if you see fit, tell him. If you want more call me
and by all means tape it for him if you'd like. He is going to know it all in the end
anyway because the way it now is I'1l be suing them anyway,

I have been James Earl Ray's unpaid investigator. It is my investigation and
abalyses and this young lawyer's legal work that did all that has been done on this case.
You may not be familiar with it but we've even established new prinoiples of law. We finally
got an evidentiary hearing, in October 1974. At it a Playboy writer approached me for
help on an impossibility. I suggested a reformulation that for no senaible reason Bud
Fensterwald blooked and another that this writer, Jim MoKinley, told me Playboy would not
&0 for. In the course of this it was necessary for ‘me to deal with him on e baais of
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confidence. The most obvious of the several reasons is my relationship with Ray and

the fact that in it I was under what is called a "protective order” of the court. He
agreod to thig confidentiaglity and I told him what he had to lmow to 4o what he had

to ¢o with and for Playboy, with the clear understanding thst nonme of it was for any
use in any way.

When Playboy did not go for the substitute proposal I made he then offered the
enciliaxy rights to what is now my most recent book, Post Mortem. He came here with
the then articles editor, Geoffrey Norman. On the way they stopped off and checked me
out with Woodward and Bernstein, both of whom know me. They left with a xerox edition
of the copyrighted work. ‘onths passed, Finally McKinley told me that Norman had gone
for it, the others at Playbey had, that it hed been approved through all the bureau=
cracy, ihcluding the Bunny Ciubas, but thet Yefner, personslly, had nixxed it.

So, I was $old, the editorielw uerncy had kicked the thing arcund and had

. come up with $ts own substitute for there had been approval all the way: a
defintive study on violence in America. It had also been decided to ask me to be their
consultant. It happens that my sarliest investigating, for the Senste, made me an
authentic expert on that subject.i hed two later interests, one for Playboy, on which
they behaved badly but I performed well. I obitsined for them all the secret inside
stuff of the Minutemen., I had s network director as a source., They never used it and
never paid me for the work. Not even my expenses. When they ocsre up with thia new

jdea I arranged for the lawyer who had nceded it to get it into the hands of a friend
in Chicago wherv it could be available to Playboy for this serfies.l hsd also resezrched
two different books on the subject.

feanwhile, they 4id not return Post Mortem. I needad it. Eventuslly they paid
~me the coat of the xeroxing but they never returned the works Instead thay stole what
they wented, Literally. If you remember the way I keep wecords youtll believe I have
the records. ;t is all in correspondence.

And instesd of Violencs in America they had this disgusting crap, this defamation
of Hefner, this kissing of the asses of all his officinl enemios presented as Playboy's
own origianl work in that so~called assasssination series. Even when they called on me
to be their consultant they never told me the nature of this rotien business on which
they had st:srted. That it was entirely misreprecented is immaterisl but it is factual.

I don't sue the magagine but they did, beginning with the firvat JFK piece, send
me the copy for me to go over for them. They also borrowed materials they 4id not retumn.
I have recently billed them for it, only after failure to got it also dack after many
requests. The copy on all pieces was terrible in every way, from content to style. 1t
was lowegrade high-school jouwrnalism. It was also seriously and dangerously faulied in
whays that could have cost Playboy hesvily. These ranged from wholesale larceny to the
needleas picking of a fight with Marcello et al. When I saw what it was I suggestod that
we both tape all our many long phons conferences, me to backstop them because their
women reseavchers did not know how o use tape recorders, they so those sbove the
researchers and lo™nley both would knew precisely what their consultant seid about
techuical and detuiled matters. These tapes are also explicit on the ways in which I
tried to keep Flayboy and Refner oubt of the putentislly serious and costly trouble. It
is not a question of doctrine. That is an editorial matier. My only questions about
that had to do with what they were doing to Hefner's reputation with this kind of rot.

When 1 saw the second JFK piece I was shock. They had, liderally, stolen what
they wanted out of Post iortem after rejecténg a normal use of the ancillery rights,

the work thoy had claimed to have lost. I had finally been able to print the book and
wes trying to sell thesec rights. That is normal, necassary to & book.




I asked then to xwmwm remove my work. They cleimed it was too late, that they
were already past dealine, They did promise to credit the book in a box. it never hap~
pened. By this time they had almo bought the printed version from me and stole what it
had addeduto the xerox elition. :

I nover could get through to anyone in authority until after the issue went to
press. They 1 had a conversation with Larry Gongales. I was to,d he is articles editor. e
He actuslly told me that according to their lawyers there is no such thing as plaglarism, R
that onoe snything is published it becomes public domaine Tiis may be Playboy's way, as
from this series I can believe, but it is legal Barhage.

Because T don't want to go to court iff can avoid it I said I'd forget 1t for
$2,000 apd the understanding that they would not again use any of my work. Gonzales
agreed, later wrote me a letter describing Playboy's plessure at what he said they
all found to be very reasonable.

He also mwkm wrote me an effort to extend this into a licensge to steal all my
work on the King assassination. I replied immediately and to the contrary by certified
mail. I specifically forbad any use of any of my King work.

Then I get the King piece and the thievery iz again oxtensive and this time
even mors hurtful to me, Here I do not give you details only beceuse if you are
aotive as I've heard it might give you a conflict of interest and lead to problems we
ought both want to avoids I tell you I have a project well advanced in which I have
invested an enormous amount of time and effort. It has this much promises I refused
to sell any of the rights until that work was completed,

This time I also raised hell. Finally I heard from one “eonard Rubin, who said
he is Playboy's house counsel. “e agreed that my work would be eliminated. I asked
for proofs to protect them and me and these were refused on the allegation that it
is never done. When I have the original copy? I'm their consultarit? I was suapiolous
80 I asked mesniggful assurances, saying that without them I'd go to court and seek an
injunctione I had begun the initial steps when I was given wh,t was represented as
these assurances. One I received them 1 could not seek an injunctiaon,

. Then the issue appeared, loaded with overt theft. There were a few changes. o
¥nildish efforts to ask the source, like "some dey" or "agcording to Ray's lawyers,” =
things like that. Even stealing from what is uniquely in l'rame»l)p and came from no
other gourcs. + have both the original copy and the printed magazine. I've not made a
word-for-word comparison but for all practical purposes there were no changes except,
perhaps, for this kind of juvenile offeort to hide and deceive.

Remember, I have virtaully all of this on tape. Whers I do not, es for one
example a deliberately deceptive call from McKinley the Saturday night prior to the
mailing of the copy to me, I have a wiinesa,my wife. She also like HcKinley when he was
here and.was on the phone because she ansvered it and just continued in the conversae
tion, He bad~mouthed everyone at Flayboy, said they insisted on the miserable stories
over his objzotions, amsured me this King piece would be different and promised to mail
me a xerox of the draft when he mgiled 1% to Playboy if not sooner. He never asent me
anything. These tapes alone show that Playboy edmitted stealing my work and agreed to
remove it. The magazine proves they did not after admitting it. And there is a check
with correspondence on the ex poste facto payment for the earlier thoft.

What will make this and more for which there ie no present need to take time
much more powerful in court is that prior to this theft from me I pinpointed really
extengive stealing from others as part of my responsibility to protect Flayboy.

I have written Playboy since the issue appeared. I've had no answer, 1 don‘t
know what Hefner kmows. I kmow little sbout him except that he has the right enenfes
and seems to be a man of decent oconcern. les, he also seems to have more than a fair
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share of dumdums working for him %o wreck what he built and get him into unneceasary
trouble. They are also people who have no oapacity for learning., I'll tell You a little
story of the past ontx this.

They had an interview with Mark after Rush %o Judgement appeared. They had lots
of trouble with the interview, with him or both. They solicited me to clobber him, I
declined. But es a vesult of thet thein Lanaging editor was to have some to visit me
and go over the new uork of which he then knew. Remember, 1 dig Lour books by the time
Sylvia's and Tink's sppeared. So then they get into the Carrison interview, with so
many of their people knowing me. They do no checking and what Novel cost them I can
only immeo

The people with whom I've dealt are the idnd who guarantee trouble, They are
also needlessly extravagant. Haybe with siin they know their business, That is a busie
ness I know nothing about. But with serious non~fiction they =re dopes and foolse and
what wasters of money!

1 feel 1 owe Hafner some inkling of what lies ahead on this. I don't know if
he knows or if he cures. I'd prefer to believe that he does care about gommon decenoy
and about tha hoaesty of his people or their lack of it and what cen happen as a
rezulte Something is guing to happen. I can't aocept this. “t hus been enormously
bhurtful to me. Unlike the past I now have an extramely able young lawyer to whom
to turn, 4s of now Playboy has left me no real choice.

There is no point in tryinguto inform Hafner through his Chicago buresucraay.
Those dolts have oven protended to nave received letters late when I have the receipis
of oertified madl showing when they received them. They have everf intsrest, I believe,
in his not knowing., However he reacts, I do think he ahould know. ‘his s why I write
you, to get the information to him and to enable him to learn vwhatever else he nay
want to lmow,

There is something else I think he should know, In order to protect Playboy
I came as close to the sige of my responsibilities to “ay as I darved. I'1) take time
for only cne aspoct. Iwmdmmthenagannemlpoasibﬂiﬁ.esofamtby
Rayel warned them when I resd the Gadpys There wes no literary need for this., There
is, of course, the phoney machismo thing, the permeating falme Pretensen, They compound
Flayboy's problems if Rey sues. IamnotgoingtomuragahimtobutwhatamI to do,
a8 1 told Playboy on reading the ©opy, if he turns to me for help? I told Playboy he

¥hy should Playboy risf the cost of & suit without some good reason? If they win
can you imagine the amount of money it can cost them? Suppose they icas?

. ¥bis is all gbaolutely insane. There was no need for any of 1t, It has to be
adnoull, -

Sincerely,

Harold Weisberg
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