
2599 LeConte Ave. 
Berkeley, CA 94709 
May 23, 1977 Dear Harold, 

I have just received your letter of 5/19. Since Alvarez is on vacation, I'll have to answer on the basis of my personal knowledge. I certainly don't recall telling you that "this adventure had nothing at all to do with Alvarez." We have never fully agxx agreed on xhavaiglitfi exactly what his work signifies; as his paper makes clear, his conclusions are his own; and I do not agree with all of them. The first time I saw or heard anyth!,g of alleged ERDA "support" for this work was in Alvarez' paper (both the preprint and final version). I know that I paid for a good chunk of the g film, processing,' etc. of out of my own pocket. Prior to publication, Alvarez' paper was distributed by the Lab as a preprint, 
as is 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). I would assume that hls personal secretary at the lab did 
the typing, and the figures wer,  Itidamma evidently prepared at the lab. I would be quite gag 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 down.) To repeat, I don't know of any other official "support" for any of Alvarez' work on the Zapruder film; I would be very surprised if ERDA gave him any money 
earmarked for this. 

The Lab's preprint version of Alvarez' paper bore a pxelaratim preprinted  statement on the cover that the work was sponsored by the U.S. B government; the 
cover said it was prepared for ERDA "under Contract W-7405-ENC-48." I'm pretty sure that this is a 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 Lab., University of California, Berkeley CA 94720. 

Again, I don't think your inference that ERDA has subsidized work in contradiction to yours is justified. When Alvarez' preprint was first available, I gave him a list of names and 
addresses of critics wax who I tang 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, 

PLR 



Dear Paul, 	 5/27/77 
"'hank for the pool ptneoe of your 5/23 resoonso to my 5/19 on elvorez. It io in today's 

mail and of this mail I addreaa it first. 
Porfection, inolulino of recollection, cei,etainly is not a human state. Less can I now 

pretend a nolid recollection of what you e .1.4 InInopozee to my question:. of the peet on 
this. 

aowover, it inters: Ito me euough to take do from work for which 1  do not have time in 
part because we are in court with ERDA a lying dofcndant. 

If I an not clear plea a ask me to explain. I'm not having a clear lay. I had to drive 
til to Washington, eotethine ::ever lo under other ciroumataucos than har need, awl while 
it was not as much too much a'n it has been it was a bit nuch.Dey before yesterday I felt 
badly enough to go to the doctor instead of court but Jim seems to have dons better without me. 

llowar.5 has eaue throe tt nary of ey filco of the oeziodo involved. ,o may recall what 
I may not. 

If there was no meanineul ERDA support for wtat Alvarez did why should he state he 
used any EMU support in this? 

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

1 can project your sugeestions that VIDA support wan little. 3st if I do I ouot ask 
even more ouestions about Alvarez in all of this une most of all in his roprozontion of 
any ERDA connection. 

Can you uneerstood my difficult with one of your parngrpahs that has two separate 
..311:!te: "I‘expect that it it quite mislaweing in this particular ease" is toe end. It 
begins "The lab's peeprint version of Alvarez' paper bore a areorlintel statonont on the 
cover that the work was sponsored by the U.S. government; the cover said it was Tropared 
for ERDA 'under Contract W-7405-ENG-48.' M'm pretty sure that this is a genet-al contract..." 

Sayiag it was prepared for ERDA is even stronger than saying it was prepared fax 
with ERDAis support and farthurs the question 1 have that you disagree with, oven if you 
put money out or your on pocket. 

Iota would ¢3 surprised if "IHDA gave his any mousy earmarked for this." Would you 
alio be aurprized if they authoried his use of °the.- nuosy for this? 

Would you also be surprised to know that there was a vicious campaign against Leaber-
sold once he eui5zested the use of NALL, and more over his emphasis? And that thereafter 
first he was frozen out entirely and beoond committed suicide? The reason given for not 
ooing what he urged is rtdiouloue, as Jim will confirm. 

by Alvarez file haws disappeared so I canft check it. I have a strong recollection that 
he is dictatorial and authoritarian and writing him led to only these kinds of displays, 
no real respoosee. I've been -lent copies of hie correspondence with others. 4e is the one 
and only oracle, straight ftoa 'lympua. 

I have forgotten the story of what he got interested oiler. This onrt may be in storage 
as my files have expanded. t goes back to 1966-7. As I recall it some of his seldonts 
got talking about this aftei. Whitewash appeared in California, circa 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 1 neither believe nor suggest you would not be truthful about this. What I do 
not recall is whether or not you were one of the earlie.- students and whether you told me 
who the others were or who did. If anyone did. "y recollection is not clear but I do know 
have some kind of file in stornge. If you can fill me in on thi it might have some 

value to Jim as the suit goes along. 



You are a physicist. Aeong physicists he ie something special. 	may also be is 
teens of your eelationr with him, if thy are all of the past. 

I look at these things in a different way. I do not doubt Eeraur voneraun's akill  
in rock-! 7. eut I also do not lout.  eig of te-: foco that this pe000nable oan ,dies 
thounanee of ennoceets in "'fit:alit -Ate a maoheeo desioeei for ass aznitizt civiliane 
polulations - and used that way. Need I tide off tho'e eminences of neeeroo who served the 
paranoid Stalin? Or toll you that the respected laughted of a peentievoua "Le. Anbezeador 
fucked every prominent oaei she could lure into a semblance of priv: cy? 

So in. Ey interest ohatherelveroz is an eminence of science or a delight to those who 
know him is irrelevant, as it may not be to eou. eoread weat you hnve wretten mo. 'Lou maRe 
excuses, weak excuses I think. 1 have no objection to that. But I do want to put c;$ such 
of this ae 1 can together for a numb r&of roesono, rex-dee; from his allagotloe of official 
support anu azter the tine of the official investigation to what to me is the abandonmont 
of science and the Aslibetatonoe--, of li2houesty in this piJeQ. 

kroject Jason of Code-Name Cason may be irrelevant. I'd like to know more about it 
and his role is it if you con tell no. : Lave a voro Iioitee ;i.0 no lonoer io oy 
I think  1  informod you when e first loomed. 

1 an a littlo put out about this bocause I an c:!rtain much earlier publication was 
intended and was put off when I asked tee publioation for the some apace and 
Alter Out no publication for all those years. I regret that knowing it wom coming, if 'sly 
from the preprint (of which leo much a ereciate a oopy, which can be sett to "in inetead 
if jou prefer), you aid not lat ao knot:. 

I would also like to consult yoo as a physicist. Taking an object like a oelon and 
firing at it with whatever ann:o of .50-0e caliber you used - remember this in in the sense 
of ,ilveresi  use, not your and elsen's shooting or writing - would you expect from knowledge 
of the laveof phymioc that yau woulo obtain tee same ruction raga/tile:se of where the 
bullet hit? As at the tip top of the melon, the very bottom, the point on which it rested 
or close to that, or the approximate middle? 

''oubt you expect the same ractions with .3nd without the substktution of so ethic for 
bone? 

I have no precept 	 of your earlier responses, but I am fairly confident 
I then had questions about there bodnr, bothing like a neck and opirel col uoa, oothino like 
marel and muscular reactions. I recall no adds:min? of these and vhiat I believe those 
pure in science might regard as scientific crmeiderations is the Jasoi/EFTA/Alrares 

I do assume that you do not subscribe to all he has written. I do not C.3,SUMO t-at you 
diseeeee with all. I do believe this adventure, the word you do not like, begins with the 
meloery and I do oot believe, ae I'm sure 	auid, that the e:loaf was auteontic or 
even eceoutific, ac o na who loses a ?ED can opine on whet is and is not science. 

Your letter does not address your relationehop or leek of it with ell of this. I have 
no interest in preening you on thin. I do not car:, really. ' meroly note that wheth'r or 
not you and he "fully agreed" is not whet I thine you should'be eddressino, thoudh if you 
do not merit to i will not ask you. 

I'm a little older than I was, a lot more tired than I was and a lot lose angry and 
diea000inted that when I first sew the first of this miohmooh of pecudosoionce. I did respond 
in haste and with mixed passion and died_ ointment. I recall no factual refutation of anything 
I dashed off, no need to apologize save perhas for roughness in expression. If there is any 
apolc.r owing I'd like to know the factual basis. But - have no interest in farther dis- 
pute and I expect no defense of what His 3minenee has done from you. My intereate as now 
rostricte. 1 to 'That I've said. 

Thanks for what you said about the Jordon show. It was not easy to hold back, less 
so after multitudinous double-crowias on visuals and other things, like takethe overt 
breach of confidence followine the broak for a commercial. 

I would like, for or to 'Jim, a copy of the preprint with all the official gobblede-gook visible. Thanks and best wishes, 



5/27/77 
BR, JL, 

herewith Hoch's response to what i wrote him about the Alvarez diainformation and 
my reeponse. The ].attar will probably be more than usually incompreh=eible beano= it 
is no* more than six hours since I returned from driving Lil to the dentist and for the 
grocery shogAng. Except for 15 minutes for s simple aupAr and thiP letter it has all been 
respoudin,..;  to phone calla. 

peel
recollEctions of cpceifica of the uelanry aro meetly general rather than 

ic. I an fairly oe:tain Loch then pretended no connection of any kind save that 
perhaps Alvarez had used his and Olama's obseavations. 

ghat is conepicuoun to as on this is a combination of thri new admisaiona of 
the opposite of total detachment and of an official conaection, whether or not entirely 
kosher, and moat startling to ma of all, of iioch's prepublication knowledge and silence. 

The poesible interpretations are many so make not of this last. I content myaelf 
with the observation that be said nothing, knowing. 

Aside from an official connection, whatever its extent and nature, the moot obvious 
and entire4.y unexplained is the anti—scientific nature of this project. 

I don t know that Koch will reopmal farther. 
I do Rnew that what is in his at' shed letter he says  for the first time. Of this 

I am certain. 
To try_to be more opocific, my pre ,.eat interest is not Paul or his role, whatever 

it may be. It is ilvares/ERDA/tax money that under any eircanataboes has to be after the 
end of the effioial investigation, no business of ERDA and then the years in which this 
drek reposed in files only to be draTged out when the subject heated up again. 

ERDA does this? 
Anyone, even a Aobel laureate, on the ERDA teat does this? 
And there are A4 questions? 
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