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. Please beadvised t it counsel
. her copyrighted work “Dorland kidney chain final recipient Work July 2, 2015” (hereinafter, the

. “Work”). Please direct any communications concerning this matter to this office.

. Wehave reviewed various communications between our client and members of your staff,
* Norah Piehl and Raquel Hitt, regarding the Boston Book Festival (“BBF”) decision to publish 2
- short story authored by Sonya Larson entitled “The Kindest” as part of the 10 annual festival, to
. befeatured in the festival’s One City One Story (*1C18") section. 'BBF has previously been placed
. onnotice by our client that this short story contains the Work in whole or in part. We are informed
it ; oted to amicably resolve this matter by

" requesting that BBF include an acknowledgment of the Work in the “The Kindest”, We understand

that her proposal was flatly, if not somewhat dismissively and rudely rejected without fully
. considering the rights of our client or the potential liability of BBF. By this letter we hope to

G . resolve this matter with you, but in the event that is not possible, you may rest assured that we will

i is s0 pamculariy egregious that it

. protect our client’s fights.

‘BBF has already admitted infringement of the Work by Ms. Larson and potentially either
or contributory infringement by BBF. We do not have the benefit of having reviewed any
purported revision to “The Kindest” to determine whether any infringement remains, however, the
i an striking similarity in others, between the Work and The Kindest,

ot s is our opinion that any decision to publish The Kindest would
_ necessarily infringe our client’s rights. As such, please accept this correspondence as a formal
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: "_ef our chent or fmhn'e_t.o caopﬁate wzth this office towards
i ﬁndmg an axmcab!e resoiunon will require further formal action to protect our client’s rights. We
' ' peful that BBF is more reasonable than its previous response to our client
i wouid makext seem Do not t&st mn‘resolvem this. tegapd, nor our willingness to reach an

o S kwvderto ﬁn:ther evalua&ethxsmatter wcask that youptov:de thxs office with an advance
ik wpy of the purportedly revised “mn—mﬁ'mgmg version of “The Kindest”. We are willing to
.. consider a stipulated gmmcave order or stipulation of non-disclosure in this regard if you believe

- that would be helpful, and we ask that you provide the advance copy within ten {10) days of the

date of thxs letter Furﬁxer w:e yill take yonr faﬂure to prow:de such a copy as an admission that no

5 ‘such, wc wcmld be left with no alternative but to
nded pubhcauon and otherwise protect our client’s rights. Be
5 ould no longer be for attribution, but will demand
ight ; &nttmder 17 U.S.C. § 504(c), which
i ‘under facts such as those presented herein
e ent?- and xﬂi’iﬂly jroceeds in complete and intentional

' dence is to confirm your admxssxon ofmfnngement
However, our purpose is also to genuinely provide BBF the
this’ ;, and this office remains ‘open to legitimate discussions in this
e regard Nothmg contamedhemm or not contained herein should be takcn asa waiver of any rights

- ofour chcnt, all of whxch are hﬂeby expressly rwerved i
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