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cear Sylvie,

This past Yednesdey I was given s set of proofs of "Counterplot™.
I nadn't bought the ook Secouse I folt I couldn't efford tc ecnd 1 red had
no revelaticn of its contents from anyone. Yesterday evening, with s few
free moments, L tegan to glance at it. I was fascineted, so beicre retiring snd
this torning 1 ux finished ‘snd anmnctstsd) it.

Epstein is a genuinely corrupt man. His dishonesty 1s 8= sincere
as only honesty csn %@ in dscent people. I em satisfied that he intended %o
exploit you and your good name, that his intentlon wss antirely different
than yours in resdiang the book. He cemnot possibly have besn concernsd with
securacy, in drewing upon your sc-inclusive knowledge of the fect, His intent
was me®ely to b able to Prade upon his neme, to make it meem ss thoug:h you
vouched for the accurscey of what he wrote. This, obviously, you di4 not and could
not do, He is a =2limy one.

Unfortunately, you ar the only one of Gerrison's originel eritics
vhose motives are bayond guastion. You will find, I zm cartein, ss 1 long ago 414,
that the others sll had specisl interests or engles snd were less then honest
or even correct (when there need have been na error).

sy purpose in writing is to assure you that es it rel-tes to me I am
without bitterness for I do not and csunot believe you were or would be part
of sn intent Lo defame or libel me.

I have written Aaron Asher end enclose e copy of that latter.

I others do not understand or believe,myou do know that thosge of
us who reslly seek the truth look st ell sides snd try to. The incldent of
the anrnley pictures =2nd the Newcomb remo Wwss not in ony sense derigred to
freme *hornley and 1%t certeinly had the opposite result. It wes an effort
%o learn vhether it was possible for xhorflay to have psesed as Oswsld. And
it was accompanied by an effort to slert "hornley to the position he was in,
poasibly incocently, end ean uninhibited offer to help him.

Rdiference to the Thornley-fifton affidavit may not be clear to you.
I do not know —hat that sick msn Liftdn has told you, But he got Thornley to
execute sn sffidavit that smounts to the framing of Heindell thst he and
Epsteln chorge Gerrisoan with and e sent thet effidavit to Gorrison. If my
recollection 1= not flawed, he wrote the affidavit. If it is no credit to
Garrison that he considered scting on this affidevit (the argument cen te mads,
but be didn't), it is less credit to Lifton for being part of this end cen
Eps#ain's handling of it be condemned enough? :

Unforturstely, you had little or nc way of knowing how vermeasting
the liew Orlesns error is in "Counterplot”. In the finest and ususlly unnecessary
‘for his purposes) detaill, Epstein prefers to be wrong on fact. 4% is =0
fhorough, 1 cannot believe it is accidenisl. More, beceuse of the nature of
soms of 1% and because of the numerous instsances of what seem %o be casss of
his teing carefully fed, I think this book in itself reises questions atout who
he 1s, for whom or with whmehelp and in whose interest he speaks. A rather large
smount of this srror cennot originate with him, But he is so lazy!l Pe mustdreally
detest work. Jo much waz sc unnecessary!l Meke nc mistake atout it, however, he
{s se without conscience that he is an unusually competent propsgandi§t. if, as
I suspect, he slso finds it orofitable, there iz no nead to assume this 1= the

snd of thet carecer. idurriedly,



