Rt. 12, Frederick, H4, 21701
6/1/71

Kr. Robert V. Hoble, FOIA/PA Officer
EEDA
Wash., D.C. 20545

D“T Kr, lﬁm.

Thanka for your helpful letter of yesterday and the enclosures.l have read them,
where you have indicated I should.

¥While I de not know enough about how ERDA keeps records to dispute what you represent
in your third paragraph I do believe that my request of May 20 more than adequately meets
the requirements of § 709.6 "(4) must reasonably describe the records sought to permit
identification.”

“anetheless I want to do all I oan to make your search ind complisnce as easy for
you and as complets for mo as possible,

After writing you I mede inguiries. One result is that I have been told that the
pre-publicetion version of Dr, Alvares' miticle referred to his indebtedness to Contract
WeT405 = Eng. 48. As published the credit is to umspecified EEDA support.

If ERDA had dome this for the ¥Warren Commission while I would etill want the mcords
I would not have the objection I do not hide from you, of the expenditure of tax momey
in a partissn manner and in a politieal controversy. Particularly because Dr. Alvares
was on ooast=to-coast, prime-time TV with his partisanship in 1967. The Warren Report
became public September 27, 1964. .

0f course I am also seeking what records there may be that establish a basis for
ERDA's expenditure of public funds in this manner and at that time,

Your referral to your San francisco office is helpful and I do thank you for it.
‘As you can realize, if they make & local call they can obtain first~hand information
from the supported Berkeley Lab. ' :

Haridng the relevant sections of your enclosures alsois apppreciated. With regard
to 4 708.6, with the exception of my not specifying the records system, I believe ERDA
knows emough about me to mect these standards. I am suing you in C.4.75-226 in federal
distriet court in Washington. You may be interested in reading the sppesls court decision
under which 1t was remanded, No. 75-2021. Your law library certainly has it.

By yeading of what you refer me to tslls me that you ere reguired to infors me of
the nature of the information you can expect of me that * have not provided. With regard to
both this litigation snd the Alverez matter » believe + have given you all you nesd, I do
not want, of course, eny duplication of what ERDA has provided mader discovery in the
civil action or what it provided in the earlier stagem of this case. Perhaps compliance
with the Alvares request will be helpful here.

By lawyer is Nr. J.H.lesar of Washington. His phones are 484-6027 and 223-5587, I
will be seeing hiz next week. I will then give hin what lireceived from you today. If I
lack vnder:tending because I am not a lawyer please fell free to phone him or write him
at 1251 4 8t., SV, 20024 or 910 16 5t., EW, Suite 600, 20006,

¥hile I reserve the right to recover the charges and I do ask a walver of them, I also '

agrse %o pay them. If you would peefer to handle this through Fr, “esar please do 0. I do
have & Washington account on which he only draws checks for such purposes.

/%L-Ch'f‘ no personal involved or ble in these reguents. I am 64 years old,
MU fiad
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systen. Mr, Leper is one of the lawyers who is also trained as an historian who is one

of the exscutors of my estate. “y coincidence the Mistory professor who supervise: this
archive is en route here now and will be here tomorrow to plck np more of my racords.

If you require further sasursnces I eve you would prefer receiving them from a
lm»plnn.w,mltﬁr.‘ « Under these circumstances, and particulariy
because the apreals court decision to which I referred you says thet my gquest for records
relating to the JFK assassination serves the netion's interest, I beliewe you are suthorised
to waive all costs and that I meet the conditions for such a weiver.

If you do not agree I do essure you the costs, with the reservation of the right
to seck to recover them,

“Wnile 1 do not agree with your application of the cited regulations I do apsreciate
your effert to be helpful and 1 do thank you for this.

It peens probably that before you can respond we will have heard from your Sen
Francisco office. Fiis can be bemeficial to us both. I would thersfore like to make s
reciprocal gesture and relieve you of your time obligations under the Acts until we
have both heard frox San Francisco and have had time to digest whatever may be reported.

“ganwhile, 1f there is any spoocific !.ntomttoiymwoﬂ.dnknofmand because we
are not eeparsted by nuch distsnce, if you would prefer to phone plesse do so. I am in
suburben Frederick, 473-8486

$#dncerely,

Hprold Velsborg
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5/21/T1
HR, JL,

4grewith Hoch's response to what i wrote adm about the Alvarez disinformation and
my recponss. The latier will probably be more thes usually incomprebeusible becauss it
is no¥ more then six hours since I returned frou driving #il t$o the dentlst and for the
grocery shopiing. Except for 15 mlnutee for 2 giuple supper and this lstter it has 211 beem
responding to phone calls.

recollections of aspecifies of the melconry zre moutly genoral rather than
ies I am fairly ce: tein Loch ther protended no connection of any kind save that

perhaps Alvarez had used his and Olson's obeervaticns.

Knat is conspicuous te me cn this is a coshination of the new admissions of
the opposite of total detachment and of an official conusction, whether or not entirely
kosher, and most startling to me of all, of Hoch's prepublicstion knowledge and gilence,.

Tre posnibls interpretations are many oo I muke not of this lest. I content myssif
with the observation that he said nothing, knowing.

Agide from sn officisl conrnection, whatever its extent and nature, the most obvious
and entively unexplained is the anti-scientific nature of this project.

I don t kumow that yoch will responé further.

I do Rnow that what ig in his att.ched letter he says for the first tine, Of this
1 am cortain.

Ip try_to be more specific, my present interest is not Paul or his role, whatever
1t vay be. It 1s hlvarez/ERDA/tax money thet under any circumstahces has to be aftier the
end of the afficizl investigation, no business of ERDA and then the years in which this
drek reposed in files only to be drassed out whén the subject heated up again.

ERDA Goes this?

ényone, even a Sobel laureate,on the EEDA teat does this?

And there are no questions?

Hastily,




