In your issus of august Y, page O, third column you
report on & ssnior thesis by “.R.Hamilton, 1n which,according
to your statement, the rather nutty proposal by s1r shah >
Sulaiman to explain gxa¥ImE®Rk gravitation 1s rsportsd to have 2
besn accepted by me. ‘'his 1s sufficlently remote Irom Uhe
aetual situation that one of your readers has suggssted
I enter suit tor libst. I am too busy xm at the moment. But
I might explain to you (and perhaps through you to lir.Hamilton)
that 1 called attention to A this particular attempt to blow. up
the rslativity theory as a light touch in an othsrwise rather
dreary after-dinner spsech at a sclsntlrlc gatnering here 1in
jambridge. It went over rather well, if 1 do say soj because,
1t is amazing that a Hindu judge in the court at Allahabad
should be so enterprising and so ambitious. Alas, some news
reporters were prssent, and from the nswspapasr accounts
Sclence gave further spread to my "endorsement”. The fallacles
1in Sulaiman's work were pretty obvious and one of my asslstants
promptly examined the details when they appsared a montih or
two laters- with the usual results. Mr.Hamilton went 1nto 1%
turther and did a good jab of criticism. I shall thereiore
probably leave him out of a damage sull.

Yery truly yours,
(Signed) HARLOW SHAPLTY.

P.S. within the past month I have recelve two more enthu-
siagtic and rinal proofs # that the ralativity thsory 1s
nonsenss-- one from a woman in leXas and the other Irom ahn
vinstitution" in Ohio. ‘hers essays come 1n at the rate ol

about three a year. Had s

"“Irue copy'
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