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Although the Series is a work of fiction, its writers strive for accuracy when referring to 

people or events from the real world. When it comes to Professor Dershowitz getting a 
massage at Epstein’s house, the writers were spot-on. In a televised interview broadcast on 
WPLG-TV in Miami on April 17, 2019, Professor Dershowitz admitted on camera that he got 
a massage from a woman at an Epstein mansion. In fairness, Professor Dershowitz claimed 
that he “kept [his] underwear on during the massage.” A more benign mental image than 
what the mind might otherwise conjure, so at least there’s that. 

 
With the Professor’s massage at Epstein’s place now beyond dispute, we’re left with 

one word you don’t like – “shyster,” spoken by a fictional character and expressly phrased 
as opinion. As your own case authority holds, the law does not impose liability for 
expressions of opinion, in contrast to verifiably true or false statements of fact. Immuno AG 
v. Moor Jankowski, 77 NY2d 253, 254 (1991). For this reason, the court in Immuno AG 
affirmed summary judgment for the defendant, finding that the context of a letter to the 
editor in a trade journal contained protected opinion. Id. 

 

The same is true in the context of a comment on a fictional show. De Havilland v. FX 
Networks, LLC, 21 Cal. App 4th 845 (2018) (dismissing Olivia De Havilland’s false light claim, 
because “[v]iewers are generally familiar with dramatized [shows] in which scenes, 
conversations, and even characters are fictionalized and imagined.”) We’re confident that 
no viewer would conclude that Professor Dershowitz is a shyster based on one line of 
opinion from a fictional character on the Series, as opposed to the real-life, factual 
publications that have called him exactly that. See, e.g.., “From Scholar to Shyster, Alan 
Dershowitz Does Revisionist Law, Disowns His ‘1998 Off-the-Cuff Interview’” (PolitiZoom, 
January 21, 2020).1 

 
We appreciate your bringing Professor Dershowitz’s concerns to our attention, and we 

hope our explanation puts those concerns to rest. Of course, this is not intended as a full 
statement of our position or as a waiver of any rights, remedies or defenses, all which we 
respectfully reserve. 

 
Very truly yours, 

 

 
 
 
 
 

1 Although nobody takes “shyster” as a compliment, we cannot agree with your assertion that the word is anti- 
Semitic. The same allegation has been debunked elsewhere, including in the New York Law Journal’s review of the 
history of the term, which concluded that “shysters come in different religions.” (“Is ‘Shyster’ Anti-Semitic,” New 
York Law Journal, May 21, 2003). 
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