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MANN VERSUS PUBLISHER DAGOBERT D. RUNES

0 THE AUTHORS LEAGUE OF AMERICA

'he econtract about the projeeted book on Rome
@ December, 1945, by my representative, Franz J. HORCH
(141 west 73rd St., New York) and Dasgobert D, RUNES represen=
ting the publishing house, PHILOSOPHICAL LIBRARY, I was abroad,
Itely, at the time.
During the following months, Mr. RUNES ana I exchanged
sevaral letters concerning the contents and charscter of the
pro jeeted book. I started working almost immedietely, in colle=
horetion with e Germen-born scholsr, DR. RUDOLFO 2CHOTT (Via
CIVININI 15, ROME, Italy), who is en expert in Roman history
end helped me in gathering wnusual material. Of course, I peld
¥r. SCHOTT out of my own pocket.
\bout that time, my former pnblisher, FRITZ LANDSHOFF of
L.B. FISCHER, New York, suggested to me in a letter that I write
a book on the Europeen postwar scene, offering me an edvance of
1000. I rejected that proposition, referrin in my answer ex=
pressly to the "Rome" book which involved sc much work thet 1
had no time left for other things.
In April end Mey, 1046, I traveled in Austrie, Germany, and

other comntries, but returned to Rome early in June, for the sols

nppose of sathering sdditionsl meterial for the book on Rome.

A11 mv Roman friends (ineluding members of the U.S. Embessy) as

wall ss the American correspondents with whon I wes in contect

while in Germeny, know, e#nd will be willing to confirm, thet I had

no other reason to return to Rome, st that point.




wen I left Itely for the U.S., on July 2, 1846, the outline

the book wes neerly completed. In fact, whet 1 took elong from Rome

to New York was more then just an outline; rather, it was e tentatly

o

but very detailed end slmost complete version of the "clty bl

(mostly written in Garman).

. Upon ny arrivel here, I went to see Mr. RUNES (18 July) --

n ot to sak him for money, as he ssserts in his letter of 7 Dec.;
but in order to tell him that I had =1l my meterlel prepared and

wes now ready to stert writing the book proper. He told me that I

should take my time, that there was no rush whatever, I sald that

I expeected, or hoped, to heve the manuseript completed by the end

of the yeer, end he assured me thet would be perfectly all right with
him. There wes no mentioning of the 1 August deadline. Norg did I
hear from Mr. RUNES during the summer months, which I spent with my
parents in Celifornie. (Mr. RUNES's statement, in his letter of
December 7, thet "1in August agein" I "mede some contact" with

him, "naturelly, to discuss the eternel subject, Money," is without

foundation.)

%, In September, I returned from California to New York, with
the opening parts of the "Rome" memuseript resdy. It wes only then
thet I remembered the second instalment of my advance which would have
been due on 1 June, according to my egreement with PHILOSOFHICAL
LIBRARY. But as Mr., RUNES had not urged me to deliver any copy, I
hed no resscn to b; more exscting es regards the overdue payment.
¥r. RUNES's view, as he explained it to Mr, HORCH -- namely, that he
n

wented to see "a substentisl part of the masnuscript,” before paying

the second instelment -- seemed fair epnongh to me (even thougzh our




e

eontrsct does not contaln any clause of thet kind).

4., The second and last time I called on MNr. RUNES wes on Novemb
©6. when I dropped by st his office and dellivered vhet, in my opinic
mey be called "a substantial part of the manuseript" -- 65 peges,
ont of an sprroximate toteal of 250 or 275. I told Mr. RUNES that the
completion of the book might take me = 1ittle longer then I hed anti=

eivated, but that I hoped to be read bv the end of February. Mr. RUNE!

repented whet he had told me before -- that he wes in no particular

rush to zet mv menuseript, The book, he explsined to me, was not sup=

posed to come out before fall, 1947, He showed me the 1list of the
PHILOSOPHICAL LIBRARY's projected spring publieations, which did not
ine lude my book on Rome; nor, for that metter, did I notice eny re=
feronce to the series of "ecity bilo raphies" to which, according to
Mr., RUNES's stetement, my book was meant to belonie.

gefore leaving Mr. RUNES's office, 1 seid thet I was now lookin
forwerd to receiving & check from him -- & remerk thet wes aclmowled;ed

rather cheerfully.

5. In the light of these facts, the letters Nr. RUNES wrote to me
undapr the dates of November 27, December 2, and December 7, are self-
ayplenntory, as ars my answers of Hovember 29 snd December 6.

As for Mr, RONES's letter of pecember 7. any comment seems super=
Flnous. Among the meny ebsurd and distateful things conteined in that
doeument there is ome, however, that deserves to be singled out. Kr.
RUNES's reference to "the boys we sent to Italy to fight Mussolini"
revresents a truly staggering pesk of impudence. For it so heppens thet

I was one of the men who saw action in the Kediterrenesn theater of

wer, while ¥r, RUNES was sitting in his New York office, Having been




¢en Ameriesn soldier for ebout three yeers, and heving served wit
Fif+h Armv in Itsly for asbout eighteen months, I do not went to be
, anv Mr, Runes what we GIs were like and what should be told, or

told, abount us,. I should 1like the AUTHORS LEAGUE to bring this detell

to ¥r. RUNES's attemntion.

CONCLUSION:

I meintein thet Mr, RUNES hes broken his contract with me by
refusing to pay the second { 500 instalment, although I delivered
", substantisl part of the mamseript.”

As 8 result of Mr. RUNES's breach of contract, I will not be

whieh 1 have be2en working for the
months, and for the seke of which 1 turned down proposil=
mede to me by other publishers, It wes on sceount of the "Rome"
book that I ehanged my travel! plans e&nd prolongued my stey 1in Europe,

which involved considersble expenses -- tTo say nothing of the sums

I spent on reseapeh work and to pey my Roman collaborator. Also,

I feel thet the sudden cencellstion of a literary project with which
my n:me was connected cannot but hurt my prestige.
it 4is therefore my intention to sue DAGOBERT D. RUNES

PHILOSOPHICAL LIBRARY for the smount of ¢ 10,000.

Decamber 11, 1946 KLAUS MANN
New Iork, }ITIY.
2 East 75th 5t.,

PS I. I am sble to prove, and willing to repeat under my cath, every
statement I mede in this Memorandum.

PS II. While just concluding the above text, 1 was gerved & Summons
from the City Court (PHILOSOPHICAL LIBRARY, Inc., Plaintiff, sgsninst
KLAUS MANN, Defendent)giving me notice that " judgment will be teken
arninet" me "for the sum of § 1,500.00." This claim is &1l the more
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