23 January 1967

Mr, Clay Pelker
Asaceiate Sditor
Yorld Journal Tribune
125 Barclay 3treet
New Yoﬁ<, .Y, 10015

Hy dear ¥r, ¥ 1ker, 7 ' . : o

I was 1ntr*qued to learn from the article by Richard wnrren Lewis publishcd
in the magazine saction yesterday that tdward Jay fpstein on his first visit to
my home seized the cpportunity surreptiticusly to check the contents of my booke.
cese, If his '"heart dropped" then, it must have lifted by the time he asked me,
during a subsequent visit, to review the mmmuscript of Inguest for aecuracy
prior to publication of the book, Although a variety of services to Epstein
and his publisher have been followed on Epstein's part by publie references
to me invarisbly denigrating in charscter, I still regard his book as having
unique historical importance., Zven his recantation {heralded zleefully at
regular intervals by a spokesman for the Warren Report), his entry into a
symblotie relationship with practitioners of “politlical truth," and his
despicable attacks on critice who have shown him wmany kindnasaos, do not
mllify the value of Inggest nor can they rehabilitate the dlacredited
Warren Report,

So much for idward Jay £pstelin,

As for Rlchard “erren Lewis, tLhe enclosed souy of my letter tc him and his
follow-entrenreneur best refutes his insinustions of avarice and publicity-
seeking, 1 do not rapsrd myself a2s s heroine, sunz or unsung, except insofar
25 § succeeded in maintaining e¢ivility toward lLewlis and his cchort when I
recaived them in @y home, despite an limmediate sensation of eontamination
gntering in their wake-—in sn intrusion zained under the same fulse pretenses
which gave thessz two charlatans access to the time, courtesy, and hospitality
of the other critics whom they have tried tec dsfame,

Lewis does not classify as "scavenwers” &ll those writers who dsal with the
assassination but only theose wic mestion or challenge the sarren Heport, He
charges them with 2 "rush for money' knowing full well that the victims of his
mzlice, with perlwps a single exception, are oul of pocket by considerable sums
in pursuit of thelir research on the case. Apparently his personal ethicse and
experience are such that he cannol sven ccnceive the possibility that others may
be molivated by & disinlerssted commitment te justice or truth, Lewls deoes not
mention, zuch less Zenaunce, the profits sarned by vocks which attempt to
legitimize the untenable Jarren Rerort, published or to bLe published by
Cerald Ford, iiliam Vanchester, and <esley J, Liebeler, among others, Hay one
assume frow Lewis's risHzcusness, incidentslly, that hiz article in your
magarine wus unxpaid?




2e

wvidently defence of the discredited Larren fepert is one qualification for
tmmunity from defamation in the article you published. But it does not escape
netice that critles of the Heport who snjoy friendship with an eminent aditor of
your paper, or who fraternize with former counsel for the “arren Commission, or
both, have been spared the ridicule, smear, und malice to which less-well-connectsd
critics have been treated,

I turn now to the insinuation that there is something devious in the monitoring
of :aublic breadeasts, Mr. louls Nirer's error with respect to the Mauser was not
singular but one of many travesties of fact in his radio statement of September 30,
1966. 1 circulated an enelysis of his wild inaccuracies among many of my colleasues
and not merely to the critic singled out for mention in the article, That analyals
is enclosed for your informstion, together with & commentary on equally lpaccurate
anc irresponsible proncuncements broadcast by Albert s, danner, Jr., former senior
counsel to the Warrven Commission, Kr., lowis's attempt to dismiss the fresident's
Sody-reccil on lmpoct of the fetal bullet by alleging the acceleraticn of the car
al the saws moment betrays his kindred eapacity for blatant misremresentation
of sstabllished fuct,

i cannot close without protesting venemently the felse and melicious description
in the article of the lovablas Sermsan shepherd dog with whom I became acquainted
recantly. This noble snimal received me, and others who ware strangers tc hinm,

#ith utwost affection and courtesy, That he displayed animus toward M¥r., lewis
or his companion is # tribute to the dog's fine sense of discrimination between
the subbuman anxd the human being.

Yours vary truly,

Gylvia Hesgher
302 Jest 12 street
Hew York, ".Y. 10014

.nelosures

sopy of letter Lo Lehiller and Lewls dated 12/4/56
3 mtary on remarks by ¥igzar

somentery on remarks by Jenner

ac¢: Jdward Jay “pstein, ete,




