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Werch 4, 1986
Dear Sylvis,

The sequel to wnich L reforred has uathing io do, directly, with thex book
it fodlows, but [ believe it will help mske the entirs horrible thing more comprehen=
sible. Yernaps this mey sound epyptic, but i do not so intead it. “hen we meet I'1l
tell vou mbout it in detsil, “erhewms i1f T tell vou 1% i= rel-tel i~ gowe of the
thi,gs sat forth in "The Tolse Jsweld” you may get the idea. Tenteotively I call 1%
. Tiger To “ide”.

Boving hewsrd nothing from Hempsrts rmther surnrises me. - hove ther: we: nothing
in my letter that weve shem oifense, I hope I meiled & copy to you. * had forgotten
o, 2lthough it was in a2n envelomne, ths nizht 1 wrote it.

The materiel on Ruby is, of ecourse, woluminous. I decided sgainst thst early,
tresting it s you Kpow lasteed, I hsve read two booke on tne trial, one of which ia
exceilent. 1t ia the Ksplan and Woltz buug'ﬁaemi11nn 8. I heve the Belli bo-k, but I
have som meny doubts alout him thaet, not beiug # lswysr, 1 wonder sbout his bonike ¥ou
&re welcome tc borrow it if you'd like. If you 2o into the »lleged tri; %o the
Boegitel ( whickh I did not, otber then to resd Kentor's testimony ), snd you'd care
to conjecture, could you conceive of him throwing “evidence” into the car, which was,
from time to time, not carefully matched. U'I, i, believep hof 2 picture sbow nz this.
“y recolleetion may not be s sharn sy it should, but 1 bel ieve thet, desplte the
Zecret “ervice contrary testimony, tuere is ceedible testimony that, in Tact, the
front sest wes not under constsnt observetion. 1f course, the poszibilities with the
stre~thor and "found” hullet sre obviouss 1 hove thought ol this, heven't msde up
my mind, but would be willing tomeconsider it = nossibility that he wes 2% the hoapital
end did thingo he should not usve, e wes oble to 4o many other things hs should not
bave been n»ble to do., Eyewitnees testimony, eapeciazl'y in times of grest excitement,
is newer too dependasble, ane experienced newsmen are also hamsns and suseeptible to
emotlons, but Xesntor lmew Ruby from before. I find it difficult to belimve he could
have msde zad ipsisted upon such a mistake, zna I cuan conwelve of no rseson for him
to awear falsely, especislly when he knew he woul: no:i be belisved. I think thers
could be en ipterssting and ma ioporient bonk ca Huby, a8 you suzgests

“afortuns%ely, L do not often see .6 Times. The 4F moved a zu2ll story suzzesting
eriticiam in wlmoat the exact wordas 1 used, but alse asvinm= the critic screed with
vhe vow issim'es busic cenclusions, I, alier you get iy, this item in the procecdings
lo ks interesting, would you tell me how to get it, »lemse’ Thewe wma: ne ‘nflcstion
{n the story 1 saw,

I hove Leeu working sm ¢ fe« other approaches, 1 anything interdsting develops,
I'11 let vou kmow. I heve hesrd nothing since I lsst informed wou. I understond that
the initial pripting of more than 10,000 coples of "a Uother In History" sold out
immedistely., I read the msgaziue plece and found it ® piecn of intellectuscl depwavity,
& famele rroziitution o¢f the win< and senses far profit. The bocks is itds infletion,
with double~thick paper, wide mergina, heavy lesding, etc. That publisher first tecld
me I had something, %then that it was "important end historic", snd them that he would

iaitaad 1O ooyl o vidubiavend ayaist 16470 ons thnshissA 2940712 wogu tnepnitney 25 tTuames A 1A
seunesain? pralnedd it bne wealtibeed zmeel Disbaei2 ysviel of taeidu? e poe anied twentiW opnedl of rasjund 2or casibatneQ

'



angizuyixd munimiih £ et ”jv:j‘s.\_
ol ) S sl B G
68 N
2qi9
gniduT

|
7 q

1| &

AL

= I ‘I‘l

S
\

o

= oA L. AU \
D TR 2 ) T A R I
zrmdt print it becsuse I "argued*fi&hiofh”ﬁkm“ﬁh?blfﬂéﬂht‘he“ﬁﬁ&“bﬁhemrjiinﬁﬁs. that

<akdiirecuimed. 11 bhler shysd call oo dntelldetusdi vdirage to sasault 2 trouble snd bewlldered

© Aohedlp whi ' seleted spote ‘wedar) Bho- w89 v se- Heep ‘beyond har S&epth bBut whe'had more

“*iadurage’ @od desplte her raumbling wes closer $o right than her erities, He did not
proteSt, He sent ms s dust jacket but not s copy of the book, ~lthousgh some 30 years
ago 1 was his assistsnt when he was the sdministrative heed of = Censte investigetion.
As 8 much younger men he hed displayed 3 certzin {ntellectusl coursge, Bv the time I
new him the evidences were not obvious, Time has not rostored his you*h.

In youwrHO work vlesse %eep youveye opern for snything on noise, espscially
the effects on sny livin: things of 2ny kind, especislly ultrasonic, and the mony

diflerart nolses essocieted with aviation. ~his work icterrupted

atil]l another

beok in whleh I have not lost interest. I roughed s chapter out two months =gu. The
book is celled "No Teasce', the chupter "The llepry Egzs". It deals wilh ths clshonesty
of so-celled gcience by the zovernment, intended to "prove" thet hoises ere not

only not harmful, but in this case, actuslly beneficiell It is unbeliewzhle - the
“"study”, that is. My chopter has been reed by e recent hesd of the Toultry Science
igsocistion sho flati.ered np excessively. The ALlr Fores work enjoys none of the
sttributes of scientific inguiry. It is e minor version of what you kave Leen working
with. Teople do mnot stop to enagyze or eaven just to think anymore, 1t hes Een
without critieiem, which is surrrising becsuse it clearly stetes it Is incomplete, and
whet 1t lacks 1f the hdstopethelogicel exsminstlons, completed sbout & yesr sge snd
not, as of two wesks sgo, reperied! Of co urse, 1t also lacks eny relstionship with
resllity or fae%s I wrote Dr., Ovenn Forssmen snd ne referred me %o Michigen, =nd X
heve written them and thas far received nothlng axceot encoursgement. 1 have 3

great fntercst 1a sonic boom, which is officislly entirely misrepresented. The so=-
2=1led University of Chismego atudy 1s no study, wes not done by the Yniwersity of
ﬁhlcago, was neither sclentific nor fectusl nor in any way honest yet stil: ppoves
the on-osite nt what 1t concludes,. But, vou !mow how that ean be done =lsc.

analyeis, still in =0 unread rough, is st least three times the length of the revort.

Back to "Whitewssh', my Pirst end possibly my second veranese 8 roaches have
yis1ded nothinz, so I heve initloted 2 third. I hevo also left 2 copy with an
Lprlishman of high rep?ta who 18 a friend of a “ritish publisher, Col! {ar stil'! has
not epswered my lotter, and a friend hss interestad 2 book salesman -hose company

bkag wlreedy rejected mine who thinks bLs might do somethisg
hag = copy =2lsd. So,

“na beale to "No Feace”, 30 von mey v rheps understand moTe,

wes ruined by low-flying militzry helicopters eni sonic bocmh &
prefedent-making decislien and are sgein sging, this time sceross
snother precédent in ithe 2ffects ol these nolses suw

\Uiih i
1 %mep vlugring, and 1t 4ckes s lot of time.

% alsewm re, He now

ur poultry operation
and won a
the bosrd, sesking

their consequences upon us. They

are clear, but whether they are legslly scticnable I do not kunow. Ve are like Pavlov's

dogae L're had enough experiencs irn ecertaln s=unects Lo nsve el
anl lergar fermers, drus houses, ate., =nd heve addressed some of
veterinary medicine ntaf.s.

If you fhink I ecen in aay way help you wita Lhe nuby vard,

Sincsrely,

Zarold velslerg
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please let me moW.
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3/2/66

Dear Harold,

To answer your question, I am not on the UN secretariat as
such, but on the staff of the World Health Organization stationed
in the small office we maintain in the UN Headguarters building,

I am afraid that I would not be in a position to help you with UN
documentation.

I haven't heard anything from RAMPARTS either and am beginning
to wonder whether they intend to go through with the plan indicated
in their letter to me. It will be a dismal disappointment if they
change their minds for any reason.

You say you are working on a sequel--is it a sequel to your
book on the assassination? If so, what ground do you intend to
cover? I am now working on the Ruby part of the case, which I
had not touched on at all (except for the alleged visit to Parkland
Hospital) in my manuscript. The material is so massive that I am
beginning to think that the Ruby section will have to be 2 separate
book. i i

There was a brief item in the NY Times last Saturday indicating

that the Warren Report was criticized during the annual meeting of the
American Academy of Forensic Sciences; I have sent for the proceedings.

Best wishes,
Yours, sincerely,

Sy Meagher



