7/26/67
Dear Georgs,

f{our No. 3 newsletter, smiled only two days ago, ceme by eir., I'11
see if the converse is true. Let me know,.

It 1e 8 pood jobs For your infomation, not for publicetion, for
there are alresdy too meny splits, I will mele & few comments, However, there
is slso something you should do: I did not expect you'd use my plece so fest.
I'm sstisfied end not criticisl, HMK I wrote it for BOOKS, the monthly ard very
lively peper by Jerry Agel, 598 Madison Ave., He,like you, ic s friend, end I
did it free. I spoke to your ded, telligz him Jerry wes going to use the
documents and pictures I uspplied, He eske: thet I get & proof to him end seid
he's prepare it for you to use. I'm sorry 1t didn t work out thet wey beceuse
I think you's have found it more effective. Perhaps, 1f you ere still interested,
you cen let your fether know and he esn prerpere the documente, pletures, ete.,
for your uese. I wuld dike & credit to BOOKS, which hes been interested from

the very beginning end, es you may recell, printed the eonckusicns of WHITEWASH
verbatim,

1 think it unfeir, despite the on-snd-off friendship between Sylvis
Meagher and Epstein, to lump them together, There can be no comperison. Ep-
stein never has been & resl “"critic", He is the one “"scavenger" who pretends ®o
be & genuine eritic end ien't, I've had student tell me he is sccompenied by
federsl egents (I think at Iows) who immedistely get #nterested in those of the
sudience with eriticesl cuestion to Epst-in (these were student from Madison).
Regardless of what one thinks nf Epstein, end my opinion is thet he is a men
of boitomlase covardice and no intellectusl integrity, esnd regerdleses of how
much one deplores Sylvia's public comment on Garrison, she is, without any
doubt, more then just sn authentic critic of the Warren Report. She hes one
of the best, if not the very best, gresps of the published msterisl, She is
uncompromising end honest in her use of this material,

She is also the victim of & greet tragedy several ¢f us hsve
suffered. Her excellent book, which wes still excellent in its esrlier forme,
before she hed the benefit of the work of others, could not be published in
its time. Therefors, when it finally did come out, it was lergely loet end wss,
es were others, lergely redundsnt, She and it deserve end deserved much better.
Of the books covering the entire field of the Commission's published evidence,

I conslder hers one of the two best, Historicelly it may be judged the best.

I feel thet she hee, #s is understendable, been pertly embittered by this his-
tory. Further, beceuss of her employuwent, she is precluded from doing her owm
work in the Commission's suppressed files in the Archives snd her own field
investigations, These rob her of essentisl knowledge, prerequisite to the
eppreissl of Garrison she offers. She does not distinguish between bar personal
opinion ef him end the evidence he cen be expected to produce, or &t the very
lesst, vhet I know to be availsble to him for his use. In her passion, she hss
not restricted herself to the evidence or eany pretenss of the estimste of
evidence, Her etteck, which includes e8ll eritics not in sccord with her attacks,
is personel end hes no reletionship to the existence or non-existence of svidence.
It is elso importent tc urderstand that Gerrison has never made &ny public
reference to the evidence hs expacts to produce egeinst Shaw in court, I have
never 2=zked him whet he has and he has nover volunteered it to me. I em satis-
fied, entirely from my own work, thatbthere is s prima facie case that reguires

8 Judiciel determinatiin of faet, Such things as Sylvie and Epsteln do mske such
a determinaticn less likely and tend to corrupt the mids thet will judge 1t

in edvence., Perhaps inaccurately, it hss also been reported that she gave

Zerry Thornley §1D0.00 for his defense., I doubt if she has any knowledge of
Thornley or the truth or falseness of what he exd Lifton el lege or of his indict®




ment, I know of no other citties Wwho have done any work on Thronley, including
Lifton, who stilll must live with his gross deception of Garrison sbout
Thurnley end whkt emounts to his freming of John Rene Heindell, From my own

work, from the unessailable evidencae I have get hered, inclading his own writings,

only s smell vsrt of which I refer tc in s recent letter o "Open City", I

believe Sylvie will came to regret this impulsive ang ill-considered act, There

1s no doubt in my mid that this mueh money spent on documents in the Archiwes
would do more te help esteblish truth,

On Popkin, his reprasontation of Carrison's interest is consigtent
with his own writings btt not Garrison's beliefs, Popkin essumes Oswald in-
volved and others, aleo involved were "second” Oswalds, Rather, despite the
indictment, he considers these were what I called "False" Qawalds, end I hsve
Do resson to believe, es PopHn told you (egein, his title, the "second™
Oswald) that Garrison believes there wes but one. I have resson to believe
otherwise. Since I wrote WHIITEVASH, I hsve seen nothing to cause me to vhenge
the formulation on 138 of the originsl edition., save this: I am now satisfied
thet so far es the mssassination ie concerned, his imvolvement wag unwitting,
Need I remind you thst what Popkin sttributes to Garrison, like hies reference
to a 1961 Oswald, I published? There are other 1961 indicstions I have but
eould net publish,

His phursl comment, "unfortunately, the finencisl rewsrds involved
in being & critic heve led some people astrey” cannot be plural unless his
own rewsrd was sufficient or hs considers Epstein a serious, responsible
critie, for none of the others heve gotten any reward. In those few casas
where the crities got cash, 1t could not, wnceivesbly, be commensirate with k&
the time snd other costs to yielé sny meaningful return. He cen (and I think
properly) be referring to Lene elone, snd I sgree thet Merk im both unecru-
pulous snd unabeshedly dichonest. He steels wdthout epology, u=es evergame
else's work es his o', snd then goes around and privately defames them, There
are few with the knowledge to know how wretchedly dishonest his second book is.
“t 1s besed upon liee and thefts When it need not have been, such is his ego,
end he hes taken an essantiel part of the total picture and recorded it in 8.,
« Way that destroys any basis for trust in 1t. If you are interested, I will
discuss this with you in deteil when T em there,

I ddn't have this time, I'm edding to the ms. of COUP D'ETAT amd
went tofinish it as fawt ag I cen, I did want to tell you sbout RODRS and, if
you are interested, the eveilable documentation never bafore publiched, “est
to M&lvin&.

Sincerely,




