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*. Jiay Felker
-#suaiate Zditor
erid Journal Tribune
Laf Barclay Street
New Yore, H,Y. 100158

¥ cloar ¥r. felier,

1 =as latrigued to lsarn from the artisle by Richapd Yarrem Lewis published
o the magnzine ssotion yesterday that ldward Joy Tpsteim om Ris first visit to

ay dome sslzed She sppoartunity surreptitiously to cheok the contemts of my book-
nass, I his "heart dropped” t it sust have lifted by the time he asked me,
Mring o subsequent visit, to the memuseript of m for aceurasy
crior to rublisation ef the bosk. Although a variety of sarvises to Epstein

ang his puilisher heve been followed on Epstein's part by public refersncss
“w e invariably denigrating in charscter, I still his book ss having
ualiue historical importance. IEven ks recamtation (heralded glsefully at
reguisr intervals by & spokesman for the Warren Repert), his eatry fute o
symblotic relationship «ith prastiticsers of "political truth,® and Mg
‘supicabls attacics on orities who have shown him meny kindnesses, do not
mullify the value of Iaguest aer can they rehabilitate the diseredited
rarren Repsrt.

S0 much for Sdward Jay Bpetein,

A3 for Richard Wsrren Lewis, the anclosed copy of oy lstter to him and his
Celiow-mireprsneur best rofutse his insisustions of avariece and publieity-
smeidng., I do mot regard aysalf as » hercine, sung or unsung, exsept insofar
we 1 succesded in meintainiag olvility teward Lewls and his cohort whem I
rosaived them in o home, despite an lLumediate sensation of comtamination
sitering in Welr wake--in an intrusics gained under the same falge
whioh gave these Lwo sharlatans aceess to the time, sourtesy, and hespitality
of ihe cthier eritics whem they have tried to defnme.

Lawls does not classify s “"pcavengers® those writers who deal with the
rsaszinstion but only those who question er °
surges them wdth a "rush for soney” knowing full well that the viatims of his
@lies, with perhaps a single sxoeption, are owt of pociet by consideradle sums
in pursuit of their ressarch on the case. Apparemtly kis perscmal ethice and
sxpErience aAre sosh that he sanmotl ovan conceive the possibility that others may
bs motivated by 2 disinterssted commitacnt to justics cr truth. lewis doss not
sentiom, such less dencunce, the profits sarmed by books which attampt to
iegitiniye the untemable Warren Report, rublished or %o be published by
cerald Ford, William Manchester, and Wealsy J. Liodelar, smomg sthers, May ome
assums from lewis's rigecusness, incidentally, that his article ia youwr
waraxine was unmpaid?
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‘ridently dafencs of the discreditsd Warren Neport is ome gualifisatiom for
Lesm.ay from defemation in the articls you published. Put it does not esszpe
weties thRat eritics of the Repori wheo enjoy friendship with an eminant sditor of

o caper, or wie fraternize with forser counsel for the “arren Cosmisaion, or
Jotl, heve byen spursd the ridiculs, smser, and malice to which lass-wall-connsctod
-ribies have oeen trsatad,

J turn pow o the insimustion that there 12 sossthing devious in the monitering
S oabllie broadeasts.  Mr. lcads MNigeris erver with respect to the Mauser was not
cdslsr but ane of wmeny Lravestigs of fact in his radlo statemsnt of September 30,
VAL, 1 sireulated an wnolysie of his wild lnscouracies mmong many of my eolleagmes
sed net mevely Lo thaes eritic singled out for mentionm in the article. That anmalysis
Lo ensiowsd fopr vour infovmaiicn, logather with a commwntary on equally inaccurate
oy lrpesonsibls proncuncesenty broadeast by Albard . Jomner, Jr., fermer senior
Lasel 3¢ the Warven Jommission, Mr, Lewis's attempt to dimaiss the Presidemt’s
Lalv-paseil en impaet of the fatal bullet by alleging the sccsleration of the ear
4, the sane moment betTuyy his kindrsd capacity for blatant alsrepresentation
af M“b].‘;m fﬂatv

1 sanmot olose without protestlng vshamemtly the false and maileious deseripticm
in the artiels of the lovable Terman shepherd dog with whem I bedame asquaintad
recmbtly. This noble animsl received me, and cthers who were strangars to bim,

Wb ctoost affeetion snd cowrtagy, That he displayed anisus toward Hr. Lswie
-+ his pompeniem is n tribute to the dog's fine sense of discrimimation betwesn
fa gubliuman and the husen belng.

Tonrs vary tmaly,

“ylvia Heagher
302 Vest 12 Strest
Yow York, N.Y. 10014
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sy of letber to Jochiiler and Lewia dated 12/4/66
Jaeaentary of remarks by ¥lser

sinlary on ramarks by Jenmer

oa: fdward Jay Zpatein, ete,



L Decenmber 1986

ur. Tasrepce Schillsr

Er. Rchard Warren lewle
Capitel Eecords

1290 Avemie of the Americas
New York., N.Y.

Geutlamen:

T have cousidered carefully the implications of siguing the Release
forms for participation in your documentary album on the assassination
asd the Warren Report and have reached a decision wot to be associasted
with your enterprise.

The primary reasons for my decisiou are (1) T do mot believe it
posail:la tc make a meaningful presentation of the critics’' case against
the Warren Report in the time available on one-half of one side of a
muv-,ua:,w record; and (2) I cannot agree to participate iu a production
io which T will hnve no outrol and wo veto rights over the use of my
recorded statements nor over ithe presenmtaticn of the critics! case as
a whole, io terms of its cohereuce, effectiveness, and objectivity.

Wrile those constdtiute my waiu reasons, there are some secondary
considerations witch have influenced my decision. In cur two telephons
couversations and subsequent four-hour interview at my apartment, there
has beey a progressive escalation of the cbligationms imposed upon me, and
as the detaile of the project became iucrsasiugly explicit, a progressive
dimi:ution in my hope thal this was a worth-while enterprise which justified
the expenditize of my time and which posed mo risk to my reputation. The
lnitlal proposal was that I should make myself available for two days to
have oy "brais picked.® On the assumption that you wanted advice and
informezion about the factual evidence, and without thought or discussion
of fee, T agrsed to assist you, in the same way that I have assisted others
who approached me to check marmuscripte for accuracy or to provide the
findings of my resesrch, or even to commission uwopaid articles and book
TevISwWE ..

Ou the second telephone couversation, I learned that there would be
a paymeut of 200 for my time. In your sibsequent letter of November 27,
1966, I learued that I had to sigu a letter of agreement to an "igterview
ant coopersticun.® During your persoual visit, I learned further that I
had tc sign a detarled legalistic "Release™ yielding varlous rights and
absclute rights—over photographs as well as my recorded veice—-to Capitol
Eecords and to an ucicown corgporation Alskog, Inc. Those rights include
"blurring. distortion, alteraticn, cor cptical illusion.” I canuwot assign
te anyowse the right to Tstort or alter my statements.

Haa I been adviged in the first jnstauce of these burgeouing conditiocns
and demands, I should have given you a uagative answer at once, thus obviating
the expenditure of four hours of your time aud my owi.
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Far two years the critics of the Warren Report met a stome wall of
ceainess and ladifference. New, suddenly, a great many commercial
branches of the public medis are maldng insistent demands for interviewa,
articles, lectures, aud tne like. I would like to thirk that this
s cdeqn sruptlon of laterest reflects a desire for justice aud a commitment
ts the truth; but it would be naive not to2 realize that in some instances,
il not most cases, the motivation has nothing o do with prineiple and
ererything te do with profit-—profit from a subject which is suddenly "hot.®

AL first blush, the commitmeut by Capitol Records to pay the royalties
to the lUenvedy Library suggests altrulsm and public service. But it appears
cu closer examination that 1% is the “ertists®—that is, those who agree to
the use of their voices aud photographs in the album—who will assume the
turdeén of this altrulsm and public service. I see no cammitment by Capitel
records tc abtjurs auy part of its normal profits oa production, disteibution,
and sals of this dise. “Fow charity supposedly begins at home; and I see no
reason Wiy I should give Capitol Records the rignt to decide that my rovalties
should go to & cause of their ~hoosiung, while the Corporation and presumably
the directors, editors, technicians, etc., pocket the usual salaries, fees,
and profita.

Should the album sell well or exfraordinarily well, the 5% pro rata
royalties may come to a substactial amount of mouey, perhaps to Thousands
of dollars, I om not iucliued to relinquish such a sum to the Kennedy Library,
tine mala sponsors of which have obstructed, denounced and disassociated
fremselves from the very eritics wio would be making this magnanimous
Uinancial contributicu te theélr csuse. I would prefer @0 see the money
g0 Zor & purpose which would advasce research by the critics, since I believe
flat the greatest tribube to the dead President would be to discover himms
and expese those who murdered him; and T do wot cousent o coatribute,
directly or iundirectly, %o merorials dear to the critics' adversaries.

ia the light of all of these considerations, I find myself unable to
agree Lo participation in your album and I hereby requast you not to make
auly commercial or other use of wy recorded voice or my photographs. I am
sending a copy of this letter to my attormey for the record.

Yours sincerely,

Sylvia Meagher
302 West 12 Street
New YTork, N.Y. 10014



