




by Knopf to publishhis expurgatededition in paperback.NAL began
an advertisingcampaignthat claimedlegitimacyfor its edition through
its contractwith Pollingerand Knopf. They sold the expurgatededi,
tion on the coattailsof the Grove edition andcapturedsomepart of
the marketGrove had created.It was then that Knopf's senseof fair
play cameto the fore. He clarified the ambiguousclaims NAL was
making with a statementthat he had licensedonly the expurgated
edition and had no claim to the unexpurgatededition.84 Pollinger,
in the meantime,had madea separateagreementwith NAL for the
paperbackrights to the unexpurgatededition.85 When Bryan'sdeci,
sion clearedthe book, NAL hadan edition readyfor the market;but
Knopf was not a party to that negotiation.He withdrew his support
from PollingerandNAL.

The secondcompetitorwas PocketBooks, Inc. Rossethad begun
negotiationsfor reprint rights with representativesof Pocket Books
in May 1959, but the discussionhad lapseduntil July, when the tide
was running toward a favorable legal decision. Pocket Books again
openedthe questionof reprint rights and offered a contractthat ap'
pearedto be agreeableto both parties. The written contract, how,
ever, differed substantiallyfrom the oral agreement,with the result
that Rossetdid not sign. He terminatednegotiationswith Pocket
Books, Inc. and signedan agreementwith Dell Publishingfor a pa,
perbackreprint. PocketBooks, which had beendevelopingits own
edition, simply entered the paperbackmarket without a royalty
agreementwith Grove Press.86

Grove'sedition of Lady Chatterley'sLover broughtout both the worst
and the best in the publishing business.There were companieslike
Dell, RandomHouse,and Knopf, which respectedRosset'sefforts and
felt that Grove Presshadearnedthe rights to the book. Dell distrib,
uted the paperbackand RandomHousecontractedfor an edition in
the ModemLibrary series.Alfred Knopf, who hadoriginally opposed
the Grove Pressedition, claimedno right beyondthe expurgatededi,
tion that he had publishedin 1932.87 There were those, however,

84. "The RegrettablePlight of Lady Chatterley'sLover", Publishers'Weekly, 17 Au,
gust 1959, 28.
85. JohnCaldor, Ltd., Letter to BarneyRosset,9 September1959.
86. "Statementby Grove Press,Inc. on Lady Chatterley'sLover", 4-5.
87. SeeNote 84.
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who would not miss an opportunity. Publishers' Weekly (17 August
1959, p.28) lamented that "the public image of the whole book trade
has been cheapened by the 'Chatterley' sweepstakes". By 10 Septem,
ber 1959 Fred Jordan of Grove Press counted five paperback editions
in the market,88 while Grove had a royalty agreement with only one,
Dell. By the end of the year, there were 1,750,000 copies of the Grove
paperback in print and 161,000 copies of the hardcover. 89 To dispose
of the unsold hardcovers, Grove ran a Christmas special: one free
with ten. 90 Rosset had cleared the book with the censors, but he could
not contain the pirates any better than Lawrence had.

The Grove Press edition of Lady Chatterley's Lover is one of the
major publishing events of the century: it is as important to Law,
renee's canon and reputation as it is to the publishing industry and
society. In 1926, when Adele Seltzer, wife of the publisher, asked
Lawrence for a bestseller, he had winced at her unrealistic demand:
"Why does anybody look to me for a best seller? I'm not that sort of
bird." 91 Ironically, he was writing Lady Chatterley's Lover at the time.
The Grove Press edition fulfilled Lawrence's potential to be a popular
author, and it opened floodgates that put the book into the hands
"of the masses", an ambition Lawrence had confided to Rhys Davies
in 1929.92 Rosset, London, and Schorer were confident that the book
would sell. Pollinger was probably a difficult negotiator because he
felt that it was a very valuable property, although in the 1950s no
one suspected that Lady Chatterley's Lover would support the many
editions that appeared in the 1960s and after. 93 The scholarly aspect
of the Grove edition gave direction to students of Lawrence, who
have reassessed the value of the novel, studied the three versions,
and begun to study the corruptions in the text. Rosset's defense of
Lady Chatterley's Lover successfully concluded the battle with the

88. Fred Jordan, Letter to Ed Burnet Co., 10 September 1959.
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censors that Lawrence originally inspired-in a sense, the last major
work of his life. Judge Bryan's decision that the novel is not obscene
made a change in the way that society and the courts came to view
sexually explicit writing and sexual writing in general. It led to more
natural attitudes about matters which had previously inspired anxiety
in readers, authors, and publishers alike. Finally, the Grove Press
edition of Lady Chatterley's Lover had the important effect of forcing
the censors to honor the First Amendment, and thus, of clearing the
way for works like The Tropic of Cancer, which Rosset published next.

© 1985 Raymond T. Caffrey

79


