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Received by Br, Beard. 
personnel, and other., it was handcarried to Dr. Western and dtecurred 
on 11/14/58. 

Per above biocu~aa5era, l ~ ~ p b  mi prqamwl Stemtern  t o  puahara re aattirrrp up 
Bpceting, ew.3 Dr, AunaafflOQC'd. 

Meeting re % e a d t h  Hamwds in U r a a i u p  Midug''. 
interested ~ v i s i o a o  attended: 

After verbal dfscusoioas v f t h  ILaw Materialo 

El.pre+urtativee f r o m  
DBM, UR, SW, BH, and 0C;c. 

Braft  sf mmmr to Burney for Dr. BUPbllP'8 6Lg~Uture w i t h  coatcurrenee 
and view of interested Bivioione. 
12/10/58, prompting interim reply as below an that b t e . )  

(Conclrrtencr not received er of 

Draft B B B ~ ~ D  to (3M circulated for concurrence. Concurrence never received. 

to  Woe1 rmpmsting circul~tion of B t a f f  paper. 

Staff Paper AJ3C %4/2 dietrfbuted. 

Dr. Dunham rclunolrledged letter of Oetobar 27, 1958 w i t h  interim reply. 

Conments a8 requested were received by DBLBO from ZLaW Eht6mLalo 6 M R  
giving Div. recosmaiadations. Others not received. 

Heeting w i t h  representatives of 6- Pfvisions ae represented 11/20/58. 

Me- from L)unh,am to Olum pressfag for OCC decis ion a. reqwrtcd from OGC 
pointing out that it had bean generally agreed earlier that an OGC decision 
wu8 aeeeooury to the solution of the problem, 

Wolf, OGC, answered rmzm of 2/11 by a8king queationo. 

h r p o  I)uahrm to Wolf w i t h  answers to 2/13/59 m k m ~ .  

Mee Dunham to Ofson reiterating need for decision erpeclal ly  due to 
impending hearings bn addition to the need for respondfng to original 
letter . 
GVBaard ca l l ed  Mr. Oloon re lack of answer to two BD&PBOS f r o m  D r .  Dunham 
dated 2/11/59 and 2/26/59. 
that day and 'we would have - i n  our office morning of 3/'3/59. 

Be c a l l e d  back advising he would review 

Meeting of tepreeentatives from saare Divisionrs a8 of 11/20/58 called 
BO action could be tuken on d a c i s h t  (not received by p16~mo from OGC; 
however, Mr. Olson advised Mr. CBaraof f  of 'verbal decision and asked 
him to represent their office a t  the meeting. 



3/5/59 

3/11/59 

3/ 11/59 

3/ 11/59 
... 

There -e 
concerned. 

Draft letter GI4 prepared by DBM 6 circulate< A repr. for concurrence; 
&uno received 3/6 from Raw Materials. 
advised they were rewriting draft and this draft was received 3/9/59 
and in  turn given to Dr. Uestern 3/10/59 as Dr. Beard left for a. 
bLtm0 Dr. DuntLm to GM cxplainlng background of letter to Dr. Burnay. 

ULR called, INS responded. OCC 

Letter t o  Dr. Burney for GM's sigaature submitted, signed 6 sent. 

Memo Olson to Dunhpaa re our legal atand an matter. 
Division until 3/12/39) 

In addition n131~erous teleph- calls made by DBM to 

.' 

(lbt received is 
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