2599 LeConte Ave.
Berkeley, CA 94709

May 23, 1977
Dear Harold,

I have just received your letter of 5/19. Since Alvarez ig on vacation,

I certainly don't recall telling you that "thisg adventure had nothing at
all to do with Alvarez." We have never Fully agxx agreed on khevsigmfx exactly
what his work signifies; as his Paper makes clear, hig conclusions are his own;
and I do not agree with all of them.

The first time I saw or heard anytht.g of alleged ERDA "support" for this
work was in Alvarez' pPaper (both the breprint and final version). I know that
I paid for a good chunk of the g film, Processing,” ete. mf out of my own pocket.

Prior to publication, Alvarez' Paper was distributed by the Lab as a preprint,
as 1s usually done with technical papers {and, in the case of someone as high-ranking
as Alvarez, with somewhat 'personal' material, such as his Nobel Prize acceptance
remarks, I suppose). T would assume that his Personal secretary at the lab did
the typing, and the figures wer widensm evidently prepared ar the lab. I
would be quite wwp surprised if the ERDA "support" went beyond that. (Since most
of us were on flexible schedules, it might be argued that we spent lab time on
this project, but that would be impossible to pin dewn.)

To repeat, T don't know of any other official "support" for any of Alvarez'
work on the Zapruder film; T would be very surprised if ERDA gave him any money
earmarked for thisg,

The Lab's preprint version «f Alvares' Paper bore a pxeprming preprinted
statement on the cover that the work was Sponsored by the U.S, B government; the
cover sald it was prepared for ERDA "under Contruct W=7405-ENC-48." 1I'nm pretty
sure that this is g general contract: that statement appears on each Lab report.
I expect that it is quite misleading in this particular case.

If you want further clarification, you can write Alvarez directly at
Group A Physics, Lawrence Berkeley Lah., University of California, Berkeley
CA  94720.

Again, I don't think your inference that ERDA hag subsidized work in
contradiction to yours ig justified.

When Alvarez' Preprint was first available, I gave him a list of names and
addresses of critics wam who T ghmg thought would be interested; if your name was
not on that list, the omission was inadvertent.

By the way, I saw you on the Lou Gordon show a while back, and I thought
you did an excellent job.
Sincerely,
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Dear Paul, 5/21/T1

Fhanks for the vromptmess of your 5/2'5 response to my 5/19 on Alvarez. It i 4n today's
mail and of this mail I address it first.

Parfoction, including of recollsctlon, esrtainly is not a human stats. Less can I now
protend a solid recollection of what vou seid inmoponse to my questions of the past on
this.

However, it interests me emough to take tdn from work for which I do not heve tice in
part bocause we are in court with ERDA a lylng defeondant.

If I am not clear plea:.s ask me to explain. I'm not having a clear day. I had to grive
L3l to Washington, something * never do under other circumstances than her need, mnd wiile
1t was not es much t0o much a's it has boen it was a bit much.Day before yesternday I felt
badly encugh to Zo to th: docter instead of court but Yim secms to have done better without me.

Howard haa gone through many of ny files of the perlods involved. :a: may recell what
I ney not.

If there was no meaningful ERDA support for wiat Alvares did why should he state he
used any ERDA support in this?

With or without his Nobel, would you dispute that stating the work was done with LRDA
support tends to give it a more important tone, a suggestion of official recognition?

I can project your sugeestions that FRDA support was little, But 4f I do I rust ask
even more questions about Alvarez in all of this and meat of all in bis ropresention of
any ERDA cannection.

Can you wlerstand my difficult with ome of your paragrpeahs that has two separate
parts: "Ifexpect that it is quite mlsleading in this particular case” 1s tie end, it
begins "The lab's preprint version of “lvarez' paper bors = preurinted statement on the
cover that the work was sponsored by the U.S. government; the cover aaid it was rropared
for ERDA 'under Contract W-T405-ENG-48.' I'm pretty sure that this is a general contract...”

Saying it was prepared for ERDA is even stronger than saying it was prepared fmx
with ERDA's support and farthurs the question I have that you disagree with, even if you
put money oul of your own pockst.

Tou would be surprised if "ERDA gzave him any money earmarked for this." Would you
akdo be surprised if they authoried hia use of other woney for this?

Would you also be surprised to know that there was a vicious campalgn against Aeber-
s0ld once he suggested the use of NAls and more over his emphasis? And that thereafter
firat he was frozen out entirely and second committed suicide? The reason given for not
doding what he urged is rédiculcus, as Jim will confirm,

By Alvarez file has disappeared so I can®t check it. I have 2 strong recollection that
he ip diotatorial and authoritarian aud writing him led to only these kinds of displays,
no real responses. I've been aent copies of his correspondence with others. ¢ is the one
and only oracle, straight from “lympus.

IMaforgottenthasﬁa:yofwhathegotintemMohr.mpurtmbeinntorase
as my files have expanded. t goes back to 1966—7. As I recall it some of his s:udents
got talicing about this after Whitewash appeared in Californis, cirea 7/4/66 except in some
cases earlier by mail. I recall clearly that later you said he had nothing to do with your
thesis and I neither believe nor suggest you would not be truthful about this. What I do
mtncnnbvhetherornotyoummafthgurnarnmdmtaanduimt}mryoutddm
who the others were or who did. If anyone did. Yy recollection is not clear but I do lmow
* have some kind of file in storage. If you can 411 me in on this it right have some
v'alunto"inutheuﬂtmnlong.
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Iou are a physicist. imong physicists he ie something special. 3 may slso be ia
terms of your relations with kim, if thuyy are all of %he past.

I lock at these things in a diffevent way. I do not doubt Eerner venBraun's skill
in rocketzy. Jut I also do not lose eight of the fact that this personable man lciiled
thousande of imnccsnts in “ritain with a machine designed for use agninst eivilians
polidations — and used that way. Need I tick off those aminenses of scicnce who sorved the
parancid Stalin? Or tell you that the respeated daughted of a preastifgecus U.3. Aobaassdor
fucked every prominent iaszi she could lure into a semblance of sriv. cy?

o in my interest vhether slverez 13 un eminsnce of sclence or a delight to those who
lmow him is irrelevant, as it may not ba to you. Heresd what you hnave written me. “ou malke
excuses, weak excuses I think, . have no objection to that. But I do want to pu* a3 much
of this as 1 can together for a numb r.of reasorns, remysing from his allzgation of ofificial
support and arter the time of the official investigation to what to me is the abandonment
of acience und the deliberuiunoss of dishonesty in this pisce,

Froject Jason of Code-Name “asm may be irrelevant, I'd like to know more avout it
and his role in it if you can tell ne. I bhave & very limited {i.e no longer in uy ofiice,
I thnk * inforead you when 3 first loarnad,

1 an a 1i%ile put out about this becsuse I en cortain much earlier publicetion was
intended and waa put off when I asked the publicetion for the sume spece and fzoilitics,
After thut ne publication for all ihose years. I regrot that knowing it was coming, if only
from the preprint (of which I'a much aprecists a copy, vhich can be sent to Yim instead
if you prefer), you did not lat me know.

I would also like to consult vou as e physicist., Taking an object %= a melon and
firing at it with whatever amme of ,%0-06 caliber you used - remember this in in the eonse
of slvarez' use, not your and Ulsen's shooting or writing - would you expect from knowledge
of the lawsof physice that ysu woulc obtain the sams resction regardiess of where the
bullet hit? As at the tip top of the uelon, the very botiom, the point on which it rested
or close to that, or the aprroximate middie?

Would you expect the same r-actions with znd without the substhtution of something for
bons?

I navs no present recolicetion of your earlier vesponses, but I am fairly confident
I then had questione sbout there being bothing 1o a neclk and apinal column, nothing like
nearsl and muscular reactions. I recall no sddroasing of these and whlist £ helleve those
pure in sclence might regard as sclentific conniderations ia tho Jason/ERDA/Alvares pioce.

I do assume that you do not subseribe to all he has written. I do not assume tuat you
dissgree with all. I do believe tbis adventure, the word you do oot like, begins with the
melonry end I do not beliuve, as I'm sure I've suid, that tae uelonry was authonide or
even scientific, ac one who lacks a PED can opine on what is and is not science.

Tour lotter does not adiress your relationshop or lask of 1t with all of this, I bave
no interest in presuing you on this. I do not care, really. * mercly note that whether or
not you and he "fully agreed" is not what I think you should be addverging, though if vou
do not cent to 1 will not ask you,

I'm a little older then I wes, a lot more tirod than I was and a lot less angry and
disappointed that when I first sew the first of this mishmash of peevdoscionce, I did respond
in haste and with mized passion and disa; odintment. I recall no factmal refutation of anything
1 dashed off, no need to apologize save perhara for rougimess i exprossion, If thore is any

apology owing I'd like to know the factual basis. But + have no interest in further dis-
pute and I expect no defenss of what His Exdnense has done froz you. Ky interssta as now
restricted to what I've aaid.

Thanks for what you said about the GCordon show. It was not easy to hold back, less
so after multitudinous double-crosaings on visuals and other things, like ixkothe overt
breach of confidemce foll the bruak for a commercial.

I would like, for or to ¥im, a copy of the preprint with all the offieial gobblede-
gook visible. Thanks and best wishes,
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5/27/T1
HR, JL,
Bepewith Hoeh's reaponse to what i wrote him sbout the Alvares disinformation snd
my responsc. The laltor will probebly be more then usually incomprshongitle bscausc it
is now more than six hours since I retuwrmed from driving 441 %5 the deatist and for the

grocery shopzing. Except for 15 minutes for a simple supper and thiz letter it has all been

respousing to phone calls,

Uy recollections of specifics of the uslunry are mostly gencral rather than
apeci'lgic. I am fairly ce. 4ain toch then pretended no comnection of any kind save that
perhaps Alvarez had used nis and Ulson's observations. |

Hhat is corspicuous to me on this 1s a combination of ths new admissions of
tiio opposite of totel detachment and of an oflfiecial coniiection, whether or noi eatircly
kosher, and most startling to me of all, of Hoch's prepublication kmowledge and silencc.

The pessible intorpretations are many so 1 mmke not of this last, I content myself
with the observation that he said nothing, kmowing.

Aplde from an official connection, vwhatever its extont and neturs, the most obvious
ond entirely unsxplained is the anti--scientifie nature of this project.

I don + know that ,och will respond further.

I do Pnow that what ia in his ati:ched letitor he says for the first time. Of this
I am cartain.

To try_to be more cpecific, my present interest is not Paul or his role, whatever
it may be. It is Alvares/ERDA/tax money that under any circumstahess has %o ba after the
end of the official investigation, no business of ERDA and then the years in which this
drek revosed in files only to be dragzed out when the subject heated up again.

ERDA dees this?

snyone, aven a obal laureate,on the ERDA teat does this?

And there are no guestiona?

Pl
‘Euatily,



