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Dear Sam,

There is @ bit of drek, bound in covers end suparficlelly with the
other sspects of & bo~k, published in Chicego by Charles Hallberg & Cn., 3433
Mercbendise Yert, thet I belleve libels me end 1 Lave no doubt hes tuat intent.
Is he just & nut of the extreme of the redical right (no ssne person would heave
put tais sickening puerility out) or hee he encugh substance to warrant suilt?

The "bo~k" 1s titled "Red Friday. It is by & Betiete Cubsn storekeevper,
improved from peddler, cslling bizmeelf doctor, lnersiibly & men who claims a
doctor of lews degree from Hevena University, one Carleos Bringuier. An essociste of
such pillars of the democtstic sooclety es the racist commercielizer of religion
end "Communism" =s Pilly Esrgis, 8nd of Genersl Welker, Bringuier is in his own
right » raciet, He 1s a2 sincere end dediceted frecist who so belleves the inssne
gtuff he uttere he 1s czlled "The Stupldity" ba/cven other snti-Cestro Cubans,

Aside from celling wme sn essortment of unplessunt things like Communist,
pro=Communist, Communist dupe, ete., while loudly jprocleiming tost o 1 Cokmunists
ere responeitls for the Kennedy sssagsinetion, this besterd nss a resl niece added
defametion, one tust through the efforts of enotber of his ilk, & Latin lawyer in
N.0., bos slresdy cost me s young fortune (for me), more then the §5,000 Dell held
beck from my roysltiea.

He filed ® series of spurious suits in N.0L, #ll thrown cut of eourt,
sgainst Dell, Ssge and me, never once slleging error, ell immune tc sult because it
is direct end securate quotation of the testimony, Among bis clsims 1s thet by
scrurately quoting bie own testimony, thst he was pert owner of his stors rether
than, se he swore, only the mensger, 4 hurt his business (£$50,000 worth). He never
served any of the defendents, the n\‘gﬁiea by meil being ruled illegel in Is. Nons of
the defendanta do business in La,He filed in the wrong court, The final business wae
8 cestigetion by the judge for ebuse of the judicisl process, ¥We alleowed him to
withdraw the last suit with pre judice mgzeinst hima;ifiézbiz this history he knew,
and his leswyer knew, smong .other taings, that the court had no juriadiction,
thnt naving elready bacn $wice ruled down tnere, fut he is a publicity-secker. Unce,
after all tods uiatory, in an efiort to get nimsell some publieity, ma took 8 xerox
of tae rough draft of the first complaint to the clerk of the court end at'empted to
file it as & new suit agninst us, The clerk recognlzed 1% snd refused %o accept it,

fmowing 1t uLad already been thrown out of eourt, Ze tien toolk it to tbe US Marshall,
paid the requisite fee, snd got him to serve it nn me in N.OL, telling the Mershall
thet" it wee an smended cokipleint. He elso told the ssme thing to the courts reporter
of tue N.0, papaer, He alss recognized it and ignored 1it,

He then filed 2 suit pgainst Cany-n, co=-publisher of OSWALD IN NE¥ ORLEANS.
Ceanyon 12 a amell ocutfit. When they got the estimete of §%,000 for just getting the
frivolity tosseid out of court, they decided, ultimstely, to ignore the suit, for it
had neitiner stsnding nor measning, filed in the wrong court, ete. end being unenforce-
able against them, tuey doing neo buainess in La, liis lawyer errenged for tuis tn come
before s crony judge, e politicel back. Cenyon psid no attention to it al sll. Now
through all of tols Bringuier wae cereful not to serve me, eilther by the invelid

meiling 61 papers or on the meny timee I wes in N.O.
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During tais time I weg in N.O. often end for as long as 15 deys st _
a time, As 1 say, he ned no difficulty finding me to serve utter meaninglefélkﬁ me,
#c he could bave served me legitimately. “e knew I wss there, obviously. I lgl
prominently these, on redio, TV, investigeting nesr him, often but a couple of
doors from his place of business, etc. He was careful not to serve me becsuse + suspect
he knew I wes enxiousnto get him in court wiere I was not complicated by relations
wita Dell and Sega. Dell hired the lawyer (I had no dough end csuldn't), with money
they owed me. I tried without success to get a lewyer to file sn action sgsinst him.
(Would I love to take a depositicn from that faselst, that snti-Semite!lnd, I might
add, pergurer before tue Werren Commission.)

The gross, deliberate and, 1 believe intendadly libelous representstion of
this in nis book (p.22) womits out this wey:
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"One of the most active critics of tbe Commission's fing; is en old men
named sarold Weisberg, suthor of three books in relstion to the sessseinetion. Hims
bonks are se full of inaccurecies tubt I dJdecvided to glve him %ths bpuortunity to
prove in toe “ocurt of Justice tha truti of wust he wiites. For several months he
evaded this confrontation erguing leck of Jurisdiction of the Loulsisne Courts. On
9/4/68 Judge David Gertler of the Civil District Court of the Parish of Orleans
rendered & judgement in the case of 'Dr, Cerlos Bringuier vs. The Canyon Books and
Books Distributiog Company (sic) et al' (Publishers of Velsberg's bonk OSWALD IN
NEW ORLEANS with e foreword by New COrlesns District Attormey Jemea (sic) Garrison)
ordering Cenyon Booke to psy me the sum of five thoussnd dollars with legsl interest
from the date of judicisl demand until peid snd sll coste of the court pricesdings”.

This 18 the court he knew had no jurisdiction, the municipsl court, thst
having slreedy been twice riled on, the second occasion ending with his own plea to
withdraw with prejudice egeinst himsslf.ind quite ithe oprosite of "for months he
evaded this confrontatioa™, for months I was in N.0, and le mede no effort, legel
or ~therwise, toc serve me or "confront™ me.

In my line, tuis entirely false and entirely msnufactured series of liesg,
known to Bringuier tc be lies, cen be gquite damsging. And by the Way, he cznnot even
torture the erguing of the succezsful legal point on lsck of jurisdiotion into having
any relstionship to me, for he waa quite careful to svold even the spurious meil
service in his second Dell suit, I was never served, was not a respondent, end during
that time =lsec 1 was comsplruously =nd to hie knowledge aveileble to mervice, in N.O,

Do 1 neve to tell yeu the kind of anivated etupidity is involved when the
lawyer lend his "doctor of lews" client) knoring}?ile e first suit in the wrong court,
hava this then ruled sa?! tueir csse unceremonicusly tossed out, rn’ ithey file the
same sult (werd for word, es I recell, complete wlth =11 the errcrs and typos feith-
fully reprodueced), in identieally the ssme court thet has no jurisdiction? And efter
this time getting clobbered for ebuse of the courts and withdrswing their own suit
with prejudice, they do the seme thing e third time, knowing they are before & pal
of the lewyer, knowing Canyon will ignore them, ani sra careful not to make me a
defendant?

This Latin would-be Hitler does anything for publicity. He filed e suit
sgainst & neighbor because that neighbor reaponded to o summons and testified before
the Warren Comniseion} Thet 1t, too, was immellstzly % ssed out of court wes unreported.
Thet it wes filed got publicity. 4nd 1Y cost the neighbor e stiff fee to get it also
turown out of court, And bis perjury, of which I have toe most thorough documentation,
was 2 key factor in the misdirection of the Varren investigation. What do you tidnk?

Hope I get to L"lli.caga agein socn. L 8till reesll thnt too-abundent, excellent
Itslien mesl, Best to you skl, Sincerely,



