To Gery, Paul, Jim =nd fal from HW - 6/7/69
EPSTEIN 1IN MEVW ORLSANS - .

I neve slways felt Epstein's comprehension was low of hs was
guid:=d b y others. ou have probably heerd me refer to Liebeler as his
bbanfector and say Yend, indeed, write, in WW¥II) thet without Lisbeler
Epstein would have hed no book. Both are possible, if not protable, despite
his intelligence, for understending this subject requires more than intel-
ligence. ' ’

o “ednesiey I was eble to spend a8 few hourg at tue snnusl imerican
Booksellers' Associstion conventirn in ‘ashington £ orms1lly * em there every
dsy 81l day)., 1 wes given s bound set of proofs of "Gounte rplot", This vas

sn edition int-nded for rush purposes, it would seem, &8s tbough for getting
review copies in the hsnds of reviewers before peging. 1f the page nunters ¢
written in where they end are sccurate, then materisl was adied, for some

of tudpzges ere light, not enough type. 1 cite this a8 indication there was

a sudden rush on tie book, like to use sgd nst Garrison, for 1t wes undertaken
when there wes no sign of » trisl dste. ‘

I have had time only to glence at it. The "prologue" has 8 reel
catchy title, "Osweld in New Orleens". That is ell I've read so fer. However,
reading that, even with tue low opinicn of Epstein it cen accurstely be ssid
1 e njoy, thst shocked me. It has the grossest error in it end is clearly
designed to protect the government end the Commission and its figport and, :
neturelly end decently, I,iebeler. *his is true of what it asys es well &s what

it fails to sey.

The proglogue title is not the only unoriginel thing in the prologues
This "edition" is without the notes, so T do not know what he &ites. Hovever, 1%
is clear that single-citation footnotes will not cover the materisl used, therefore
I essume that he merely took from others whst he desired. The internal evidence
of uncrecited indebtedness to OSVALD I; INE; ORLEANS is sbundant. There was meterisl

in it thet is in no other sourcse, offieiel or otherwise, and Epstein uses it.

However, these sre not things 113 take your timezm or mine with. In the
prologue are things that are elther inventions, by Evstein cr others for him, or
he has had access to official informetion not in sny we have been able to sese or
get, and this ‘s the pumpose of my writing. After their bassle in Celif., I em
incline to believe Liebeler is not the source, as I em also inclined to telieve

Tieb-ler will persist in his silence, which I date to November 1987 emd whheh is
prior to this writing. Bearing on this sre sversl other thinge indicating en
Bpstein-government relationship, neither of which is sbesolutely certsin. Lerry
3chiller told me, in Bill 0'Conzell's presence in 12/66, thet & desl had teen
meie for Epstein to see the pictures and X-rays 8o he could report on *hem. If %his
was true, 1 was able %c end the rossibility es soon gs 1 returned bome. ind two
briggt Univ. Wise. students phoned me jaueaietely after they nad needled Zpstein
at an Yowa spesch to report they hsd fled two #Bl agents who seemed to bs with
Epstein snd who eccosted and queried them o8 soon as thney did the needling.

, when I cen I will finish this bock. 1f sny cof you hzve any thoughts
from having read it I'd welcome them. &nd, because 1 canrnot go out snd buy such
erap, while I want to have the finished edition, I'1l weit until 1t is remesindered,
If and when you see it on sole for » dollar, which might be now, 1'd appreciste.
your getting s copy for me. Leanwhile, I 11 be esnnotating this oen. Later I ecsn
compere them. In other ceses, this has been fruitful, : ‘



