
Frio 

.Joachim Jones naU
TE.LETTat" Vol, II

, No. 4, January 1
, 1970 

READERS' FORUM 	. 

A Protest from 14ylv
ta Meagher 

Dear Mr. joesten, 

7.ou owe me an apol
ogy and a retraction for your .a

stonishing, unwarra
nted and 

misleading .statement in the Octo
ber 15th issue tha

t It is clear from
 her '• 

remarks... that Mrs. Meagher at the:time sh
e wrote her book w

as 'ready, for 

all her skepticism
, to acceptas'a'fa

ct that Os..wald had b
een arraigned on 

the Kennedy murder charge.' 

The entire point o
f the sub-chapter 	S

trange Arraignmen
ts is that did NO

T 

accept the account give
n in the Warren Re

psrty or the relev
ant contents of 

•the 26 volumes
 of the testimony 

and exhibits, of t
he so-called, arra

ignment. 

Even if you did. n
ot recognize the i

rony and sarcasm o
f the writing and 

chose 

• 

 

to take certain ex
cerpts literally, 

you could hardly h
ave misunderstood 

my 

• concluding 
remarks, .on page 

309, penultimate p
aragraph. 

Moreover, you surely could not misconstrue or find any ambigu
ity in my letter 

'to you•dated 18 F
ebruary 1969, from which •E quote: ' 

"...I do want to( 
thank you most war

mlY for your gener
ous compliments to

 

Accessories After 
the Fact and will.take this o

pportunity to ask 
you, 

as I.have often me
ant to do, what yo

u make of the sect
ion I called 

'A Strange Arraign
ment' (pages 305-3

0)). After studyin
g all the avai-

lable• evidence, I
 was certainly con

vinced that you we
re right in char-

. ching that OsWald
 had never been arr

aLgned at all for the murder"
 of 

t sent you th
e document I had o

btained.from the A
rchives as a court

esy, In 

• deferenc
e to the fact that

 you were the firs
t one:to dispute t

he so-called 

arraignment, and I am 
dismayed 'that you

r response was to 
misrepresent my po

-

sition despite the
 absolute clarity 

with which it was 
stated. This is 

a dis-

service and an injustice
 which I feel sure

 you will wish, in
 simple fair-

ness, to rectify i
n your next issue.

 

Yours since relg, 

- • Sylvia Meagher
 

'2(a.sherelnade. 
I'm afraic. I had

 forgotten Mrs. M
eagher;s 

above-q1716d-16ttellinich she 	indeed,
make her position on the 

issue absolutely c
lear, when I repro

duced the document
 she•had'obtained 

from 

the Archives and c
ommented on it. 

If I did not recti
fy my mistake p2om

ptly, the reason is that Mrs. 

Meagher's letter h
ad been sent to an

 old ctddress in Munich and 
then "returns 

to sender" due to 
a postal error. She the;: sent

 it to my New York 
address 

wherefrom it was fo
rwarded to Germany 

.arga:..n, all of w
hich took several w

eek 

Readers please not
e that my present ad

drens is; Joachim J
oestdn, 7890 Cute..

. 

burg fiber Waldshut
, Germany. 	. 
	

' 
	 •••••*••■••■•/■■•••■■f•■•■••••••*.•••••■

•••••• 

pigs-of-the-Month;  

uIf only the deed had been laerfomed 
 by patently demen

ted men!“ 

(Picture caption in Time of Dec. 5, 1969,.. in connection wi
th the My Lai 

massacre) 
• 

=es, isnit it a sh
ame they didn't ge

t some upatently d
emented menu 

like Oswald, Ray a
nd Sirhan together

 to d; their killi
ng for them, inste

ad 

of using clean all-American boys like Lt. Galley for
 an atrocity Mama 

didn 

like at all. 


