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7/28/71

MM.
Your latter of the 25th came todsy.
You are as entitled to your vievs on the melonry and Alvares papor as I am to mine.
The govermmeat did put out govermmemt cash on Alvarez peper. I have the proofs.
I don't think I madd there is a direet comnection with the sult vs EiDi, I do say there
i5 2 rerarieble coincidence in time. And I do know that the timing was planned in advence.
You find as sn exseple of my unwarranted comcludsioms that he would msk me for a
fres copy. "Not st all peculdfiar” are the werds you psed.

My belief is that I would not be alone in uming other words.

You have so scholarly ghsstioms about his use as a source of someons else's verbal
representations of the work of still anokher? Haprily you practise a higher standard
with your ows acholarship,

I have mo trouble believing his fnterest came from studatte im 1966, I dom't believe
I sadd otherwise in the letter, You here refere $o & "general controveray." I recall
no other work contaiming that content of Whitewash available at that tize. So the students
got 4t from Whitewash. )

You are correct if you believe you could mot comvince me that it makes no difference
where a shot hit a melon. I do mot address this with a degree in physics. 1 have reccl-
lections emough of practicsl applications frem my beyheod. like with balls. Growa people,
1€ balls, Tennis balls, Baseballs.

I have mo interset im the melonry, Fou can be assured. I was asking for ne information
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oa it.

I am interested in the use mads,.

But as I recall this is not vhere I began. with the prepriety of Alvares
using federal maney alloc:ted for yesearch inte for sp obvious a political pure

pome, My questions lnmmin-.mtm.
1 alwo believe that on am article of this msture there is mo possible disclidmer
onoe the source of support is ststed. : : :

B:l.mrll:'.
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July 25, 1977

Dear Harold,

Thanks for taking the trouble to send me the copy of your letter to
ERDA. J

As you know, I don't share your opinions of either the melon experiment
or Alvarez' paper. I have seen xm no reason to even suspect that tkxm there
was any government support for any of this work before Alvarez started mm ,
preparing k= his paper, much less that there was any connection to your FOIA
efforts. h oy

There are many instances where your conclusions seemg to Em me to be
unwarranted. To take a minor example, kkimix it is not at all peculiar for
Alvarez to ask for your book, saying that he had not seen 1t, when it 1is one of
his references. I don't have a very clear recollection of this, but I think
I pointed out to him that you had referred to the mkxm streaks in the film,
and gave him either a page from your book or a quotation. I'm quite sure his
original interest, in this specifically or in the case in general, did not stem
from your book, but from conversations with various students which were prompted
by the general controversy.

You asked, £xam in your letter of 6/6, where in the melon the shots were
aimed. I don't know; I don't know whether they were aimed at any particular
point. - I don't recall whether I kapy kept any record of where on the melon
the shots hit. I'm sure I will never be able to convince you that, for the
purposes of the experiment we were doing, it doesn't make any difference.

I don't think I have any more information on this experiﬁent which will help you..

Sinc gly.
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