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'APICHEROW ’ UNITED STATES ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

PERSONNEL SECURITY BOARD

Y - A P —— " alla 7T —— W T — W
-
.
-

In the Matter of

J. ROBERT OPPENHEIMER

——-—_-——-'—ﬂ__--——ﬂ—--—--‘—-—-—-

Room 2022,

Atomic Energy Commission,
Building T3,

Washington, D. C.

Monday, April 26, 1954.

The above entitled matter came on.for hearing,
pursuant to recess, before the Board, at 9:30 a.m.
PERSONNEL SECURITY BQARD:
MR. GORDON GRAY, Chairman.
DR. WARD T. EVANS, Member.
MR. THOMAS A. MORGAN, Member.
PRESENT:

ROGER ROBB, and
C. A. ROLANDER, JR,, Counsel for the Board.

J. ROBERT OPPENHEIMER,

LLOYD K. GARRISON,

SAMUEL J. SI LVERMAN, and

ALLAN B, ECKER, Counsel for J. Robert Oppenheimer.
HERBERT S. MARKS, Co-Counsel for J. Robert Oppenheimer.
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1989
PROCEEDINGS
MR. GRAY: Before we start, Mr. Garrison, Dr. Evans
. has a statement he would like to make for the record. With
your consent, I should like this to appear in the record at
this point.
| DR, EVANS: Mr. Chairman, fof the record, I would like
tc state that I think Dr. Bush was in error when he stated that
the members of the Boafd made a mistake Qhen they agreed to
serve on this Board unless the letter from General Nichols was
rewritten. Personaliy I knew very littlg about this case when
I agreed to serve on it at considerablerincopvenlence to
myself, and I did so because I thought it was my duty to serve.

MR. GRAY: Mrs. Cppenheimer, do you wish to testify
under oath?

MRS. OPPENHEIMER: Yes.

Hﬁ. GRAY: Would you be good enough to stand and
raise your right hand. Your‘naﬁeJ;s'Katherine Oppenhéimer?

MRS. OPPENHEIMER: Yes.

MR. GRAY: Katherine Oppenheimer, do ycuswear that
the testimony you are to give the Board shall bhe the truth,
the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God?
. . | | MRS. OPPENHEIMER: I do. |

¥heraupon
KATHERINE OPPEN HEIMER

was called as a witness; and having been first duly sworn, was
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vxanined and testified as follows:

MR, GRAY: Will vou be seated, please.

Mrs. Oppenheimer, it is my duty to remin@ you of
the existence of the perjurf statutes. We will assume that
you are familiar with them. | |

I should also like to say to you what I hove said
to the other witnesses, and that is that we consider these
oroceedings a confidential ma tter between the Atomic Energy
Commission and its officlals on the one hand, anﬁ ﬁr. Oppenheimér
and his wtnesses and representatives on the othar. The Comwmission
will issue no public releases, and‘we exoress the hope thét
‘witnesses will take the same view.

. THE WITNESS: Right.
MR, GRAY: Hr. Garrison, will you proceed?
-DIRECT EXAMINATION.
BY MR. SILVERMAN:
Q Mrs; Oppenheimer, you are the wife of Dr. J. Robert
Oppenheimer? '
A I am, "
Q@  What were you doing in the autumn of 19337
A 1 was attending.the University of Wisconsin.
. ' ' Q You were attending the University of Wisconsin?
A That is right.

Q As an undergraduaté student?

A Yes.
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Q What did you do during the Christmas holidays of 19337

A 1 went to stay with friends of my parents in
. Pittsburgh.

Q Will you tell us the circumstances of your meeting
Joe Dallet?

A Yes. I have an old friend in Pittsburgh, a girl
called Selma Baker. I saw quite a bit of her at that time.
It was Selma who said she knew a Communist, and would we like
to meet him. Everybody agreed that would be interesting.
There was a New Year'é Party. Selma brought Joe Dallet.

Q Did you and he fall in love during that holiday
period?

A Ve did.

Q Did you decide you would be married?

>

We did.

Q Did you fix a date for that?

A Yes. I decided to go back and finish ny semester
at Wisconsin and then join Joe in Youngstown and get married
there.

& Is that what you did?

A Yes.

. 7 Q The semester ended at the end of January, I suppose,
of 1934, and you want to Youngstown?'

A Earlj February. .I don't know.

®  Joe Dallet was a member of the Communist Party?
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A BEe was.

C And you knew that he was?

A Yes.
. e During your life with him, did you join the Par ty?
A Yes, I did.

Q Will you tell us why you joined the Party?

A Joe very mﬁch wanted me to, and I didn't mind. I
don't know when I joined thg Party. 1 think it was in 1934,
but I am not sure when.

6 Did you do work for the Party?

A Yes.

o What kind of work?

. A I mimeographed leaflets and letters. I typed.
I did generally office work, mostly far the steel union
that was then in existence. |

Q What were most of yoor activities related to?

A Mostly to the union at first, and later anything
that came up,I was sort of general office boy.

Q Did you pay dues tc the Party?

A Yes.
Q How much were the dues?
. : A I believe mine were ten cents a wedk .

Q Would you describe the conditions under which yau -
lived with Joe Dallet as those of poverty?

A Yes.
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o How much rent did you pay?
A  Five dollars a mcnth.
. Q "As time wanf on, did you find that you hecame devoted
| to the Party or more devoted or less devoted or more attached

or less attﬁched?

A I don't think I could ever describe it as a devotion
or even attachment. What interest I had in it decreased.

Q Did Joe's interest decrease?

A No, not at all.

Q Wae that a cause of disagreement between Joe and
yourself?
A I am afraid so.

Q Did you and Joe ultimately Boparaéa?

A We did.

Q When was that?

A About June of 1936.

Q Would you say that your disagreement with Joé about
your lack of enthusiasm, shall we say, for the Party, had
something to do with the separation?

A _l think it was mostly bhe cause of the separation.
I felt I didn't want to attend Party meetings or do the kind
@ " of work that I was doing in the office. That made him
unhappy. ¥We agreed that we couldn't go on that way.

e Did you rema1n in love witﬁ hi@?

A Yes.
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Q Where did you go when yoﬁ separated?

A 1 joined my parents in England.
Q That was about June of 19367
. A I think it was June.
e« Did a time comé when you wrote Joe that you were

willing to rejoin him.
A Yes. I wrote him probably very early in 1937,
saying that I would like to rejoin him.
o Did be answer you?
A He ansvered saying that would be good, but he was on
his way to Spain to fight for the Republic cause, and
would I please instead meet him in Paris.
. Q Where did you meet him?
A I met him at Cherbourg aboard the OQueen Mary as it
docked.
Q That was in 19377
A Yes. I think it was March. I am not sure.
Q Did you go with him then to Paris?
A Ve took the'boat train and went to Paris.
Q How long did you stay in Paris with him,
A I would think about ten days. It could have been
. a week, it could have been two weeks, but roughly --
- @ Do I understand that he had a furlough or some tine
off or sométhing because of .the reunion?

A That is right.
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Q What did you do during that ten days or so in Paris?
A We walked around and looked at Paris, went to
' . restaurants, the sort of thing one does in Paris. We went

to the museums and picture galleries. We went to ope large

political meeting, a mass meeting, where they were advocating

arms for Spain.

Q

A

A

Q

Who was the speakex?
Thorez.

He was a Communist?
Yes.

Do you recall any other political activities if

that might be called one during that period or tat ten days

or so?

A

1 think one should describe as a political activity

that one place I saw where people who ware going to 8pain were

being checked in and told how to do it. I went there once.

(o)

» 0 »

2

o R

As a spectator?

I had nothing to da

Then Joe went ofr to Spain.

Yes .

During that period did you meet Steve Nelson?

Yes. I met him in Paris. I saw him several times.

I ¢hink Joe and I had meals with him occasionally.

-Q

A

Wit did you talk about with him?

I don’t know; all kinds of things. I think among
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other things the only thing that interests this Board is the
fact that we talked_of various ways of getting to Spain whih was

not easy.

Q Then Joe went to Spain at the end of that_ten days

or so?
A Yes.
Q What did you do?
A I went back to England.
Q Did you try to do anything about joining Joe?
A Yes, 1 wanted to very much.
Q What was your plan as to how you would join Joe?

A I was told that they would try to see if it were
. possible, and if it were, I would hear from someone in Paris
and then go to Paris, and be told how to get there.
Q Was there talk of your getting a job somewhere in
Spain?
A Yes.A I don't know what, though.
0 Were you ultimately told that it was possible?
A I got a letter from Joe saying that he found me a
job in Albacrete.
Q Did you then go to Paris?
o . A First I stayed in England and waited quite 2 while
until October. - '
Q ¥hat year was this?

A ' 1937. I then got a wire saying I should come fo

HW 32835 DocId:364792 Page 12



1997

Paris, and I went. Do you want me to go on?

Q What happened when you got to Paris?

. | A When 1 got to Paris, 1 was shown a telegram saying
that Joe had beenkilled in action. .

o ¥hat did you do then?

A I was also told that Steve Nelson was coming back
from Spain in a day or two, and I might want to wait an d see
what Steve had to sag He had a lot to tell m about joe.

&) Did Steve come? |

A Yes.

Q And mét you in Paris?

A Yes.

Q Did you talk with Steve?

A Yes, I spent at least a week there. I saw Bteve
most of the time.

Q What did you talk about with him.

A Joe, himself, myself.

Q Would you say that Steve was kind to you and sorf of
tooh esare of you during-this period?

A He certainly was, very.

Q Did you discuss with Steve what you would do now?

o A I did.
| -0 ¥ill you tell us what that discussion was?
A For a little while I had some notion of going on

to Spah anyway.
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Q Why?
A I was emotionally involved in the Spanish cause.
Q Did Joe's death have something to do with youf wanting
. -to go §n anyhow? |
A Yes, as well as_- if alive he would have.
Q Did you discuss tl;is with Steve?
A I did, but Steve discouraged me. He thought X
.would be out of place and in the wﬂy. I then decided that
probably I v;ould go back to the United States and resume my
university career.
Q 1s that what you did?
A Yes.
. Q After you returned to the United States, did you
continue to see any of the friends that you had with the
Comnmunists? |
A When I first got back I saw some friends of Jjoe's
in New York who wanted to know about him and to whom I wanted
to talk. I saw some other members of the Communist Party in
New York. I went to Florida with three girls. I know one was
a Communist. I think another one was, and the third one 1
don't remember. _
. : Q Did that relationship with Communist friends
cohtinue?
A No, it did not.

Q What happened?
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I visited a friend of mine in Philadelphia. I

had planned to go to the University of Chicago, and got back

. to the United States to go back to their second frimester.

I don't know whether they still have that system. I knew no

one there. I met a lot of people in Philadelphia, and they

sald,

"You know all of us, why don't you stay here?" I stayed

in Philadelphia and entered the University of Pennsylvania,

the spring semester of the year 1937-38.

Q What kind of work did youn do at the University?
A Chenistry,.math, biology.
Q Was biology your major?
. A It became my major interest.
Q Did you continue to do professional work as a
bioclogist?
A 1 did graduate ﬁork later-and some research.
Q Ultimately you hﬁd a reséarch fellowship or
assistantship?
A Both.
Q Where.
A University -of California.
Q Did you remarry?
. A Yes.

s

A

Would you give us the date of your remarriage and

the mzn whom you married?

I married Richard Stewart Harrison, dn English
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physician, in 1938, in December or November.
Q Was he a Communist?
A No.
. | . He was a practicing physician?
A He Ind been, I tink, in England. He bad to take
all ﬁis examinations in this country and do an internship and a
residency before he could practice here.
Q Did he go tc California?
A Yes.
Q Apd you went with him?
A No. He went to California much earlier than I to
take up this internship.
. Q‘ " Did you go out there to join him?
A Yes.
. Q After graduation m June of 1938 ? When did you
meet Dr. Oppeaheimer?
A Somewhere in 1939.
Q When were you divorced from Dr. Harrison?
A In the first of November 1940.
« You then married Dr. Oppenheimer?
A Yes. _ : .
. . Q Did there come a time after you married Dr.
Oppenheimer when you sgain saw Steven Nelson?
A Yes.

Q Will you tell us the circumstances of that?
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A 1-will as best I can remember. 1 remember being at

a party and meeting a girl called Merriman. I knew of her.
. Shé was in Albacreteg_, .. and ‘l;er husband also got killed in
action thera. Thireason I remmmbered her name is that I had
been asked to bring her somes sox when I came, When I met her
at this party, sk said did I know that Steve Nelson was
in that part of the country. ‘ I said no, and then expressed
some interest in his welfare. Sowme timo thereafter Steve
Nelson telephoned me, and I invited him and ﬁis wife and their
small child up to our house.

Q What did you talk about?

A We Il a picnic lunch. The nelsons were very
pleased that they finally had a child, because they tried fa
a long time to have ore without success. We talkel about the
old days, family matters.

Q Did you see him a.gaﬁ:?

A I think that they came out to our house two times,

Q Was it all just social?

A _ Yes.

MR. GRAY: What was the date of this period,.
approximaRliy? If you have said, I have forgotten.
o ’ THE WITNESS: I didn't say, Mr. Gray, because I am
a bit vague. -
BY MR. SILVERMAN:

Q Can you give it as closely as you can?

HNW 32835 Docld:364792 Page 17



2042
A Yes. 1 would guess it was Tate 1941 or perhaps in
1942. I don't know.

"Are you fairly clear it was not later than 19427

<

Fairly clear.

Q Have you séén Steve Nelson since 19427
A Since whenever it was?
Q Yes.
A No.
: You are no longer 2 member of the Communist Party?
A No.
Q When would you say that you ceased to be a mrember?
A When I left Youngstown in June 1936.
. Q Have you ever paid any dues to the Party smnce then?
A No.
Q Will you describe your views on Communisnm as pro,

antiy neutral?

A You mean now?
Q Now.
A Very strongly against.

Q And about how far back would you date that?
A Quite a long iime. I had nothing to dé wkh
. :  Communistm since 1936. I have seen some people, the ones that
I have already desctibed. |
MR, SILVERMAN: That is all.

MR, ROBB: No questions.
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MR. GRAY: Mrs. Oppenheimer, how did you leave the

Communist Party?

. _ THE WITNESS: By walking away.

MR. GRAY: Did you hive a card?

THE WITNESS: While I was in Youngstown, yes.

MR. GRAY: Did you turn this in or did you tear it up?

THE WITNESS: I have no idea.

MR. GRAY: And the act of joining was making some
sort of payment and receiving a card? |

THE WITNESS: I remember getting a card and signihg
my name. _

‘3

MR. GRAY: ~ - :‘éonera‘lly speaking, as one who knbws
somthing about Comuni#m'as it existed at that time in this
country and the workings of the Communist Party, and therefore
a probable understanding of this tling, what do you think is
the kind of thing that is an act of renunciation? Tha.t is
not a very good question. In your case you just ceased to
have any rela tionships with the Party?

THE WITNESS: I believe that is quite a usual way
of leaving the Party.

llm. GRAY: When you were in the Party in Youngstown,
. ‘ a when you were in the Party ait any time, did you have a Party

nanme?

THE WITNESS: No. I had my own name, Kitty Dallet.

MR. GRAY: ias that the usual thing for people to
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use their own pame?

THE WITNESS: I knew of no one with an assumed pawe,
1 believe that there must have b;m such people, but I knew

. of none.

MR. GRAY: I think the record shows that in some
cases there were people vi» had some other name.

THE WITNESS: I think there were people who lived
under an assumed name and had that name in the Partiy, but
then that was the only nawe I would have known.

MR. GRAY: When you saw Steve Nelson socially in
whatever year this was, 1940, '41 or '42, did you discuss the
00muni§t Party with him? Did he know that you were no

. longer a member of the Communist Party?

THE WITNESS: Yes, that was perfectly cleaf to him.

MR. GRAY: Did he chide you for this or in anry way
seek to reenlist your sympathy?

THE WITNESS: No.

MR. GRAY: He accepted the fact thatyou had rejected
Communism?

THE WITNESS: Yes. I would like to make it clear
that I s-;lways felt very friendly to S'teve ‘Nelson after.he

. . returned from Spain and spent a week with me in Paris. He
helped me a great deal and the much later meeting with him
vas something that was still gimply friendship and nothing else.

MR. GRAY: The people you dealt with inParis or
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that you saw there were members of the Communist Pariy. I'
have in mind any discussions you had about going to Spain, both
. before and after your husband's death?

THE WITNESS: I wouldn't know who was wr wasn't then,
Many people were going to Span who were not members of the
Communist Party. I think, however, that probably nost of the
people I saw were Communists.

MR. GRAY: But at that time you were not?

THE WITNESS: No.

MR, GRAY: .Th:l.s wes following your leaving the Party
in Youngstown?

THE WITNESS: That is right.

MR, GRAY:‘ Do you suppose they were avare of the
fact that you had left the Communist Party?

THE WITNESS: I am sure they were. I mean such as
knew me.

MR. GRAY:” This is a question not directly related
to your temtimony, but we have had & ¥itness before the Board
recently -- I might say I am édrry_i didn't ask him this
guestion -- a.nd this witness referred to Soviet Communism in
a general discussion here before the Board. In your mind as a
. ' former member of the Communist Party in this country, can a

distin'cti;oh be made between the Soviet Communism and Communism?
THE WITNESS: There are two answers to that as far

as I am concerned. In the days that I was a member of the
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Communist Party, I thought they were definitely two things.

The Soviet Union had its Communist Party and our country had
its Communist Party. I thought that the Communist Party of the
United States was concerned with problems 1nt9rna1. I now 1no
longer believe this. I believe the whole thing is linked
together and spread all over the world,

MR. GRAY: Would you think that any knowledgeable
person should also have that viw today?

THE WITNESS: About COmhunism today?

MR. GRAY: VYes.

THE WITNESS: Yes, I dé.

MR. GRAY: I was puzzled by this reference to Soviet
Communism in April 1954.‘ But in any event, you wculd not make
a diStinction. |

THE.WITNESS: Today, no, not for quite a while.

MR, GRAY: But in those days you in your own mind

" made the distinction?

THE WITNESS: Yes.

MR. GRAY: At that time the American Communist Party
was not known to you to be taking its instructions from
Russia?

THE WITNESS: No..

MR. GRAY: You tesutied that today you are opposed
to the Communist Party and what it standse for.

THE WITNESS: Yes.
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MR. GRAY: 1 am getting back now to whatever action

of renunciation is. Do you think these days that a person
. can make a satisfactory demonstration of renunciation simply
by saying that there has been renunciation?

THE WITNESS: I think that is too vague for me, Mr.
Gray.

MR. GRAY: Alllright. I amafraid it is a little
vague for me, too. I wm't pursue it.

Do you have any questions?

DR. EVANS:‘ Just one. Mrs. COppenheimer, I have heard
from people that there are two kinds of Communists, what we
call an intellectval Communist ard just a plain ordinary
Commie. 1Is there ach a distinction, do you know?

THE WITNESS: I couldn't answer that one.

DR. ﬁVANs: I couldn't either. Thank you. I have
no more guestions.

MR, GRAY: Thank you very much, Mrs. Oppenheimer.

(Witness excused.)
q MR. GARRISON: May we take a five minuterecess?

MR. GRAY: Yes.

(Brief recess.)
. | . MR. GRAY: Do you wish to testify under oath, Dr.
Lauritsen? |
DR. LAURITSEN: 1 would like 1::0.

MR. GRAY: Will you raise your right hand, please,
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sir. What is your full name?
DR; LAURITSEN: ' Charles Christian lauritsen.
MR. GRAY: Charles Christian Laurifsen, do you swear
® that the testimony you are to give the Board shall be the
truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the fruth, so help
you God? |
DR. LAURITSEN: I do.
Whereupon,
CHARLES CHRISTIAN LAURITSEN
vas called as a witmess, and having been first duly ﬁworn,
was examined and testified as follows:
MR. GRAY: Will vou be seated, please, sir.

. Dr. lLauritsen, it is my duty to remind you of the
existence of the so-called perjury statutes wkth respoct o
giving false informatiom, et éetera.' Is it necessary for me
to revieﬁ those provisions with you, or may we assuﬁe you arae
familiar with them? | | _

’ . THE WITNESS: I would be very glad: to Eeax.the
essentials.

MR. GRAY: The prrovisions of section 1621 éf Titlé
18 of the United States Code, kEnown as the perjury statute,

. o make it a crime punishable by a fine of up to $2,000 and/or
imprisonment of up to five years foxr any person to state ﬁnder
oath any material matter which he does not believe to be true.

It also is an offlense under section 1001 of Title 18
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of the United States code, punishable by a fine of nor more
than $10,000 or imprisonment for not more than five years, or
. both, for any person toc make any false, fictitious or
fraudulent statement or misrepresnetation in any manner within
the jurisdiction of any agency of the United States.
i1f, Dr. Lauritsen, in the course of your testimony
it should become necessary for you to refer to or disclose
restrided data, I would ask you to notify me in advance so
that we might take certain necessary and appropriate steps.
Finally, I shoul& say to you that we consider these
proceedings a confidential matter between the Atomic Energy
CoMmission_and its officizls on the one hand, and Dr.
Oppeﬂheimsr, his representatives and witnesses on the other.
The Commission will make no reiease about this proceeding ami this
testimony, andwe express the hope that witnesses will take the
same view.
Mr. Marks.
DIRECT EXAMINATION
BY MR. MARKS:
Q ‘Dr. Lauritsen, what is your present position, an&
where?
. | A I am ;rofessor of physics at the C_a.lifornia Institute
of Tbchnblozy.
Q How long have you held that ‘p;ost? '

A 1 believe as full professor since 1936. I hwe
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been at the Caiifornia Inétltute since 1926, first és'a
graduate student, later as assistant professor, and
subsequently associate professor, and full professor.

Q Are you an experimental or theoreticalxphysicist?

A Experimental. |

Q Dr. lauritsen, will you describe briefly the nature
of the more important war work that you did during World War II?
Let me suggest that you leave out the preliminaries and just
desériba as what vou reg;rd the most important.

A All right. Starting in July 1940, Icame to Washington
and jointed the National Research Defenéa Committee which had |
Just been formed in Junme. The organization consisted of four
. divisiong, and I was appointed by Dr. Bush as vice chairman

of Division A on armor and ordnance. More important things
that we worked on tn that division initially were proximity
fuses and rockets. o

Q Will you tell the Board about your wark on rockets
during the war?

A Yes, 1 will be glad to. In the early summer of 1940--
I am sorry, 1951 -- Dr. Hafstad and I were sent to England.

¢ Who is Dr. Hifstad? ' |

. ' A Dr. Hafstad at the present time is head of the

Reactor Division of the ARSC. Dr. E;rry Hafstad. FHe and I were
sent by the NBRC to England to discuss proximity fuses with

them, We brought over tha'rirst samples of the proximity fuses
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we made in this country.
MR, ROBB: I can't hear the wifness. Will you speak
. louder?

THE WITNESS: Shall I repeat? Dr. Hafstad and I
were sent by the National Defense Research Committee to
England on proximity fuses. I had also been interested in

" the development of rockets in this country and the program
was in.my opinion not very satisfactory at that time, although
1 was responsible for it. I knew nothing about the subject
at that time. So while we were in England in the early summer
of 1241, I obtained all the information that I could on rockets
in England and on the British rocket program. At the same
time I also obtained all the informtimI could abﬁut the
British atomic energy program.

When I ca.me' bad: 1 reported to Dr. Vannevar Bush on
these two .subjects. You wanted particularly to hear about

the rocket program?

BY MR. MARKS:
Q Yes.
A As a result of my report to Vannevar Bush, he asked

me to organize an expanded effort on producingof rockets for
o | the armed services. This I tried to d first here in the

east without very much success, and in the f§11 of 1941, I

went back-to Pasadena and started a prog;nm at the California

Institute <for the development of rockets.
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A number of my colleagues had been here in Washington
up to that time working on proximity fuses. They went back
to Pasadena with me and started this rocket program.
. The result of this was that ultimately we produced
" all the rockets that were used in World War II by the Navy
_and the Marines and the Air Force. -

Q Vhen you say "'we produced”, who do you mean by 'we"?

A I mean this rocket project at the California
Institute of Technology.

A Who was the head of that?

A 1 was the technical director of that program and
responsible for the technical program.

. -Q You mean you produced at the project in Pasadena?

A At the project we developed the first tym of rockets
that we thought vere necéssary and thatwe ¢ou1d get interost
in that the military thought they needed, particularly the Navy.
I worked personally very closely with the Buweau of Ordnance.
We then developed these and tested them, and when they were
‘aproved, we produced thenm unti; such time as large companies
could get into production. |

. A typical example was the five inch rocket, which
. . you read so much gbout that was used in Korea. This one ve
developed and we manufactured in Pasadepa something

considerably over 100,000, which were usqd in the European

theater, and later on in the Pacific war. /Ultimately fjii::)

N

\:v,ﬂm‘”’ i’
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were made by the millions. At the end of the war, the total

budget in the Navy for rockets was a million dollars a month, e

1 understand. T ,..,‘.,,,,?____W«‘“"’/

-
B

“Q ° 'Did 1 understand you to say, however, that your
project in Pasadena produced all the rockets that were used
in Vorld War I1.

A  All the rocket types, not the individual rockets that
were fired. V¥e produced them only until .iaz;ge coumpanies could
take over production, which was usually something like a year.
We made all the rockéts used in the African landings, in the
Sici.lian_landings.' and :I.nla number of the landings in 'tl;e |
Pacific, 1ike Iwo Jima, and many of the others. Altogether
geveral hundred thousand rockets. Our total project added
up to about $80- million spent at the project.

Q How many people did you have under you in that
production work?

A I am not quite certain, bbt I believe the number
was some thing like 3500 at the maximum. This, of oourse, did
not include contractors and subcontifactors. These were the
people employed by the California Institute for this purpose.

Can you tell what importance you attached to the
. rocket program and why?

A Personally I iike" to.th:lnk that the most important

thing was the landings in the Pacitié which u]_.t;imately hecame

a matter of walking ashore. There were very few casualties
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due to the heavy bombardment of the shore defenses just
- before landings were made. 4 number of landings were made
in the Pacific with almost no losses. Of course, the same
thing was true at Inchon. The coast line was —-
Q Inchon when?
A During the Korean war. The coast line was heavily
bombarded and there was no opposition when we landed. This
is of course not entifely due to rockets, but until they
started using the rockets in large numbers, the losses on
ianding operations were very heavy.
Q I don't quite understand whatpart the rockets played.
A The advantage of the rocket is that you can unload
. almost a whole ship's cargo of rockets in a very short time
and no shore installations can withstand such bombardnent.
Rockets can be fired in huge numbers at one tima.
Another apylication was the application of the five
inch rocket that I just mentioned to airplanes. This made a
very powerful weapon out of the carrier based airplanes as well
as the small support aircraft used by the Air Force for
supporting ground troops. They are f&f alllpractical purposes
equivalent to a five inch naval gun.
. Q Did the use o: rockets repfesent any chahge in the
nature of fire power?
A It is an pnornous‘lncrease-in fire power at the

moment you need it, in a very short time. You can fire
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thousands of them in one minute. It would not be possible
to provide enough guns to deliver that fire at one time in a
“' short period. |

Q Apart from the work that you did on development and
production of these new weapons, did you have anything to do
with the introduction of their use intc military operatibns?

A Yeos .

Q Would you describe tha t?

A Vhenever a weapon was accepted for service use, and
we produced the amﬁnition. we usually éent a man mlong with
the equipment to the various theaters to be sure that it
was received with some understanding and used in a reasonable
way and that the equipment was kept in operation, and thﬁt the
crews were trained. It was usually neéessnry to spend sore
time training crews. |

Es an example, I might mention that I was together
with one or two of my colleagues to Normandy in 1944 to
introduce these rovkets to the Air Force. Ve equipped some
squadrons and trained them in their spare time, usually at
night after they had been carrying out their daytime missions
and operations. THEey were enthusiastic enough about it to work
. ' on learning how to use them during the evenings. They would

go back from Nbrmndy. sometimes, over to England to practice
on a field that we had borrowed from the British. It was

necessary to stay with an operation like this long enough until
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the weapon was properly used.

(4] Eqw much experience have you had in this kind of
field work in the introduction of the use of new weavons that
you have bsen concerned with?

A Usuwally I did not personally go out with all the
equipment. 1 did personally goout with some of the first
submarine weapons that we developed, and I took part in many
of the training exercises on the shore bombardment rackets
and on the aircraft rocket I was frequently involved. But
often other members of our organization were the ones that went
out in the field to help with these things.

MR. GRAY: Do you mind if I interrupt for a minute,
"’ Mr. Marks?
MR. MARKS: Surely.
MR. GRAY: Are you going to relate this to the
' presant inquiry?
MR. MARKS: Yes.
THE WITNESS: 1 think X hav§ not said anything that
is classified. |
KMR. MARKS: If thé Chairman prefers, I would be glad
to get directly to the issue on the'present inquiry and then
. go back? |
| MR. GRAY: I don't want to restrict yog'at all, bhut
we are in a little different field than we have been discussing

in these hearings.
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MR, MARKS: I don't want the testiwmony to be

uqintelligible through any point of mine.
MR. GRAY: Let us proceed.
BY MR. MARKS!:
Q let us leave this subject and let me ask you
what later work did you do in World War II apart from the
rocket work?
| A During 1944 it became apparent to s that tho war
was coming to an end, and that there would probably‘ not be
time tb dream up any very important new rocket weapons that
bould be produced in quantity to have much effect on the war.
The Navy agreed with us. At that time they decided that they
. wanted to take over the operation of the facilities that had
been developed for our purpose, namely, the large té_ast
and deveIdplimenf--statiOn. at Inyokern, Califonmia. We Imd been
operating that station during the war. 1In 1944, the RNavy
decided that they would take that over gradually and also to
take over the future development of rocket weapons.
Q What did you do then?
A At the request of Dr. Bush and Dr. Oppenheimer and
General Groves, I went to Los Alamos to help with the final
. o - stages of the atomic bomb.
- Q What did you do 1n' that capacity?
A Most of what I did was talkiné, I am atra:i.d.. 1

attended numerocus neet:lﬁgs of the various divisioms when tihe‘,y
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had meetings trying to make decisions. 1 would usuvally attend
these meetings. I attended meetings of the various steering
committees and in general tried to assist Dr. Oppenheimer
. in any way that I could on making decisions, particularly on
hardware.

Q What dq you mean by hardwasre?

A Hardware is all the things that are required to
produce a weapon and all the components that are recessary for
the weapon itself. They may be electronic gadgets or castings
or machine parts or production tools. " We had a considerable
part of the respopnsibility for producing the explosive
componentk. that is, the conventiomal explosive components, and

. the various tools necessary and installations necessary for
producing these. |

Q Did you hame a title atlLos Alamos? Where did you work?

A I had no title I worked directly in Dr, Oppenheimer's
office. |

Q. How long was that?

A Just about one year. 11 agreed to stay one year, and
at the end of one year the war was over.

Q ‘When you say you worked in his office, you mean

. in the office which he occupied?
.A Yes.
Q You and he occupied an office ;ogether?

A That is right.
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Q How long had you known Dr. Oppenheimer before that?

A I bwe known Dr. Oppenheimer sihice he came back fronm
. Europe, from Goettingen, which I believe was in 1928 or 1929.
I s not certain about the date. 1In 1928 or 1929, when ke
cane to Pasadena.

Q In the yearis since that'iiate, how well have you
known him?

A I have known him as well as I have known any member
of our faculty.

Q Comencihg when?

A Very soon. In fact, I probably saw him the date
he arrived because it haprened accidentally that we had been
interested in the same problem, He in the theory of it, and
I in the experimental aspects of it. So he looked me up very
soon' after he came there, I believe.

Q What date was that approximately?

A Either in 1928 or 1929.. I could certainly get that
date, but I could not be vefy certain at the moment.

Q Did you become close friends?

A 1 would say so, yes.
Q  Has that friendship continued?
. A Yes, sir. |
Q Did youl observe Dr. Oppenhei.@r dufinz the Thirties

and ithe Forties, and can you say anything about his political

views and activities during that time?
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A I cannot say very much about it. Y knew very
11tt1§abnut it until, I think, about the time of the Spaﬁish
war. This was the first time that I knew that he had any

® political interest. Up to that time I have no recollection
that we ever discussed political questions of any interest or
seribus nature.

Q What impression did you come -tc; have of his -political

-

interests?

A It is a little difficult to say because I think
they danged & great deal with time. I.'ould say that at one
stage he was very deeply intqrested in the Spanish Loyalist
cause, and took the attitude that waw taken at that time

. by many liberals, the hope that they could do something about
it, and that they would like to help the Spanish Loyalist cause.
You spoke of his changing views. What do you mean
by that?

A I think itwas probably a gradual increase in
interest in social causes, a compassion for the underdog, if
yoﬁ like. The attitude that many liberals took nf that time.

Q Did you observe in him an identification with views
that were regarded as Communist views or with which the

. Communists were associated?

A I think at that time very few of us and perhaps

very few Americans had very;ittle idea'aboht wvhat Communism

was., I think most of us' that were concermg about political
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things and international things were considerably more
concerned about fascism at that time than we were about
. Communism. Fascism seemed the immediate threat, rather tha:_:
Communism. Also, I think perham my own views were colofed
by the fact that I was born and raised in Denmaﬂ;r wiere
Germnjr was the natural enemy, rather than Russia. I think
for that reason we did not pay as much attention to the ovils
of Communism as we ghould have done.
Q Were you mixed up in any Communistic activity?
A No. | ' |

MR. ROBB: g?. Chairman, I don't think the witness
guite answoroq the question Mr. Marks propounded to him. X
wonder if we might have it read back soc the witn2ss could have
it in mind.

(Question read by the reporter.)

THE WITNESS: I frankly did not know just what
characterized the Communis{ view at that time. When they
talked about improving the lot of the working people, I
believe Oppenheimer and probably many other people thought
this was a good beginning. But that this was not the whole
#tory of the Communist ideology I think was not realized by
. very m:ny people at that time. Does that angwer the question?

MR. RCBB: Yes.
THE WITNESS: It did not occur to me at that time or

at any other time that he was a Communist Party member. Ip
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fact, at the date we are talking about, naﬁely, the early part
of the Spanish-American war, I didn't know there was such a
thing as -~
BY MR. MARKS:
Early part of what war?
A The Spardsh War. Did I say Spanish American?
Q Here you in the Spanish American war?
A No. These are words that have just been associated
80 long. i was not aware that thﬁre was such a thing as a
secret membership of the Communist Party. I don't know if
other people were but I was not. _
¢ 1 asked you, T think at the time Mr. Robb reminded
. me that you had not answered an earlier question, whether you
were mixed up in Communist activities yourself.
A I was not.
Q ﬁks there a difference between yourself in that
respect and what you .observed of Oppenheimer at that tine?
| A I think I was more pessimistic about what liberals
- could accomplish, even if they were trying to accomplish go§d.
things. I was less optimistic sbout v_that-you could do about
these activities. Therefore, I took no part in them.
. Q As time went on , did you notice any change in Dr.
Oppenheimer's attitude about fhesé mattérs which you‘havé
indicated as being more 6pt1uist1c than yours?

A How far along are wenow? Are we still in the Thirties?
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Q Let us take the period, Dr. lLauritsen, from the‘late
Thirties to the early Forties.

. A In the late Thirties, the event thatI remember best,
the discussion that I remember best, is the discussion we had,
I believe it was on the day that Russia signed the agreement
with Germany. This was an event that shocked me very deeply
and we discussed it at considerable lengths.

Q When you say "we'", who do you mean?

A I was thinking about conversgtions Dr. Oppenheimer
and 1 had on that ddi. 1 believe, or at least very shortly
atter. I was very convinced that this was the beginning of =
war and during our conver#ation I am quite certain that Dr.
Oppeniemer agreed with this point of view, and wﬁs as
concerned about it as I was. |

Q Concerned in what way? |

A | Afraid thtt this would lead to wﬁr, realizing what a
bad situation, what a dangerous situation for the rest of the
world, this combination of Russia and Germay could be.

Q ﬁid anything else happen as time went on of that
nature? |

A This was 1933, was it not? Shortly after that the
. war started. The war was a reality. That is Germany went

into Poland.
Q What 11 anything d#i you ohserve about Dr. COppen-

heimer's attitude as these events of tho late Th:lrt:les and early
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Forties progressed?

A You mustrealize that our most intimate contacts at
this time during the late Fhirties were limited to the spring

.' . term, because Dr. Oppenheimer spent most of the year in‘

Berkeley, and only the spring term, part of May ad June, in
Pasadena. So there were considerable intervals when wo did
not spend a great deal of time together.

The next thing that I recall was in 1940, and it
was in the spring of 1940 that we at the California Institute
realized-that we would have to change'our way of life, and that
sooner or later we would have to get into war work. Az I have
already related’ in June 1940, NDRC, the National Research

. Council was organized and in July I joined. So there were
long periods after tha; ihen I did not get back to California
and when I did not see Dr. Oppenheimer.

Q Do you have anything to say -- if you don't, of
course just don't say it ~- about your observation of his
views during the period '40, f41, '42, '437

A I can only say that at that time in 1940-.41, I saw
Dr. Oppen;ainer,only rarely, probably only two or.three.times.
1 do remmber at one time -~ i think it was in 1941 -~ he did

. not tell me what he was working on, I did not tell him what X
was working on, but he did ask ﬁe it 1 ihought that there
would be an 6pportun1ty possibly lﬁter of hi§ contributing te

the work that we were working on. When I say "we", I'meant
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in 1941, Division A, Professor Tolman, who was a very good
friend of both of us, who wags the Chairman, and I was the
Vice Chairnman. Dr. Oppenheiper expressed the desire perhaps
to join us, because of our old associations. |
Q ' Could you date that time?
A I could not be sure but I think it was 1941.

Q Was it the early or latter part of 18417

) § It was almost certainly either during the spring term,

namely, June and July,.early summer, or else Christmas,

because those were the two times when we were most likely to be

in Pasadena at the same time. As I say, the rest of the year

he was as far as I know in Berkeley.

Q So that the next intimate, if you can call it that,
contact you had with Dr. Oppenheimer isvhen you came to Los
Alamos into his office?

A That is right.

-0 Did you observe anything about his political
‘attitude then?

A At that time politics didn't seem very important.
The job was to win the war.

¢  What did you do after the war? |

A After the war I went back to teach school at
California Institute of Techmnology.

Q And ﬁow long did you do that without extensive

outside interests?
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A This continued without too much interferencefrom
the outside until the start of the Korean war.

Q  What change occurred in your owh work after the
commencement of the Kar ean war?

A  Ac¢tually sme of these activities started before the
Korean war. I may have a littlé difficulty in getting the
actual date, but I will at least get the sequence.

The first so-callled study project that I was asked

to join was called the Ha.rtwell Project. /1t mas a contract

eig g e LT b el e -

o "between the Navy and the llassachusetts Institute of Technology

3 The purpose of 11: was to study possible improvements in
( submarine warfare -- tha.t is ' antiaubmrine wvarfare.

_.-—-f‘"f" ’

. _ 7 Atter this study, which was accordinfgvii:o tke Navy
péople that I know quite satisfactory and quite useful to
t_hem, theso studies became a habit.

Q Became a habit with whom?
A With the military, and a number of such studies
were originated by the military.
| Q Bow many did you engage in?
A Hartwell, as I say, was the first onme. The next
one was called Charles. This was also a Mawsachusetis

. Institute study. I bellieve it was in the summer of 1951, which
resulted in the setting up of the Lincoln lLaboratory, wh:fch
now is considered the most 1ﬁportant establishment in this

cauntry for the Air Force program in continental defense.
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?erhaps this was before. Itwas already in the summer of 1950

that we undertook at the California Institute of 'l‘ectmology

. a study thatwas cdlled the Vista study. (Tho purpose of that
was 156 see 1! mtho&shﬁnd tactics and weapons could be devised
that would ‘maka it possible to hold in Western Europe, rather
than to abandon 1f the Russians should decide to invade J
Western Europe. The assignment we had was ground and air /‘:’
combat. , - : L e
T Q From whom did you get that assignment?

A From all three services. It was originally suggested
in sowewhat modified form by the Air Force, but before we
undertook the program the Army and the Nﬁvy Joined, and it
was done jointly for all three services and undexr the
diection of the three services.

Q | What other conneetions have you had with military
work since 18507

A In fact, ever since the war 1 have spent a little
time in an advisory capacity at the Naval Ordnance Station
at Inyokern. In the beginning it was merely becauss of perscnal
and friendly relations with the technical director up there.
Frequently 1 visited at his request. Somewhere around 19549,

. he requested from the Chief of the Bureau of Ordnance an
advisory board which was set ub on a formal basis It was setting
up this thi_.ng for the sanme purpose, but on a formal bas:i.st

This board was organized, I believe in 1949. I was the first
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Chairman of that board. The board still meets about three

t:l._mos a year and I am a member of that Board, but no llénger

chairman. We reotate the chairmanship. | .

This was the'ohly direct connection I had wi th

military affairs, as I say, until 1950.

The next thing I was requested to d9 was to pgo to

Korea for the Secretary of Defense's office, the weapéns

System Evaluation Group. 1 went there in October and November

of 1950. The Korean war started, I believe, in June 1950.

Assuming this is correct, them it was in chober or November

of 1850. i

Q What else bhave ycu done along these lines?

. A I am still on two panels of the Scientific Advisory
Board of theAU. S. Air Force, one panel on explosives and
ordnance, the other panel on nuclear weapons. I ama member
of an advisory board to the Research and Development Command
of the Air Force in Baltimore. I am a member of a panel on
armapment. -

Q@  Since 1950, how mnuch of your tim'has‘ been devoted
to this work connected with m:ll:lfa.ry affairs?
A Including homework and travel, it is proh#bly about

® balf my time. S

Q  Since 19507
A Yes,-

Q In these connections, did you have anything to do
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with much ' top secret material?

A Yes.

. Q Do ya haveﬁwhat is called a ¢ clearance in 211 of
these matters? |

A Yes.

Q In this work commencing with the Korean way, what
associations have you had with Dr. Oppenheimer and to what
extent has his work and yours overlapped or coincided?

A I believe the first contact on these problens was in
connection with an 'ad hoc committee in the Research and
Davelopment Board. It was ap ad hoc committee of tho quttee

. on Atomic Energy in the Research and Development Board. We

hs_,d meetings around Christmastime or I guess January 1951 --
probably December 1951 and January 1952 -- the prupose of this was
to make recondai:ions to the Research and Development ‘Boz‘u'd

and the Military Liaison Committee on long range planning

and production of atomic weapons. I think this was the first
contact.

I vas, and as far as I know, still am, 2 coﬁsulta-nt
to this permanent committee of the Research and Development
Board.

Q What other connections did you have with Dr.
Oppenheimer in this work? By "this woi'k" I mean the general‘
activities of yourself in the military tield’ since the Korean

War .

N 32835 DPocld:364792 Page 45



2030
A I believe the next connection or perhaps this was even
ﬁeforé was on the Vista Project, where we asked Dr. Oppenheimer
to help us on a particular chapter on whichhe was better
'infqrmpd than most of the rest of us.
Q In con'mction with e work at MIT on coniinental
defense, did you have any association with Dr. Oppenbeimer?
A Yes. I donot recall whethsr Dr. Oppenheiwmer was
preseﬁt or took part in the first study, the one I referred
to as the Charles study, but after the Lincolnrlaboratory
got under way, there was a subsequent study - the following
summer at which Dr. Oppenhaoimer and I were bokh presont
.part of the time. The main purpose of this study was to see if
. the i.incoln Labora tory could somehow bor :I.mproved, vheiher
they were doing the right things, and whether we were
covering all the important aspects of continental defense.

Q In your observations, do you care to make any comment
about the nature of his contributions to these varilous
endeavors that you have described?

A . I think they were very important. It is always hard
in a large group liké that to know who contributes most. I‘E ._
is 2 joint e!fart;

. Q What was your own purpose in all of the military
work that you have been doing since Korea, speaking generally?

A My own purpose is fo contribute to avoidiﬁg a8 war

if we possibly can. To be somewvhat more spec:lﬁc, I think my

WY 32835 DoclId:364792 Page 46



2031

general thinking was very much influenced by the detailed
oy,

objectives of the Vista study,(;nnely, the objectives of

R A MAEAG St G PRI T I L s T

discouraging the Russians from trying to occupy Wesiern Europe,

and at least make sure that they cannot win Western Eubpppe
by military means _without serbus destruction.

& Without serious destructinn to whom?
h _ A To property and equipment. We believe that the

greatest danger would be if they could somehow accupy Western

Euwrope intact as it were.

RNl LT - ;'ﬂ"’

‘J

-
R e

e Q Again speaking generally, how did you give
expression to this purpose in the work you did and the

. policies you advocated?
A We did that by getting a great deal of help from the

military, especially from the people that had fought over there

o R AT e P, -__,',‘;'_l

in World War 11.’ o determine where we should try to hold a R

a4

line, to whst extent w2 could make preparations ahead of time

e

with such fhings as demolitions and land mines and weapons
; that were placed in positicn ahead of time and dispositions
of ground forces. In mrticular, since our problem was ground and
air combat'—;
| Q You are speaking of Vista. now?
. l- A Of Vista. Bow we could get more effective

cooperation, more effective assistance from the Alr Force,

so that the srmiss could hold, or at least 8o thst they would

\\Ngo-backwsrds as slowly as possible.

EE e s A .- i ————
. - e s NIVl e et .
e - ¢
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o What part did consideration of atomic weapons play

in this work?
. ‘ A We felt that if atomic weapons —-
" KR. "ROBB: _ Excuse me. The witness said "we. Could

be identify who hé 1s talking about for clarity?

THE WITNESS: 1 am talkinﬁ about the Visia project.

MR. ROBB: I mean the individuals,in the interest of
clarity. |

BY MR. MARKS:

Q Yould you try to do that?

A I will be very glad to try to do that. The way the
Vista project was operated was that a group of us would be
together usually for a couple of hours every morming, and
discuss what we were trying to do -- trying to formulate what
our understanding of the problem was. This group comsisted of
Dr. DuBridge, the Director of the project, Dr. Fowler, and
a numbher of the senior members of the Institute faculty, like
Dr. Bacher and myself, and also the heads of the various
subdivisions of the project. With us would usually be
visiting people or people that w8 could somehow persuade to
spend time with us. As an example, I might mention that Dr.

. Wedemyer spent severa) weeks with us, ad Gemsral Guesada spent
& good deal ;f time with us. Ve kept.notes during these-
discussions and tried to write uﬁ wvhat we thought was a sonsible

progran as a result of these discussions.
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Q What about Dr. Oppenheimer?
A I doubt if he was ever present ah any of the
daily strategy sessions. If he was, it was only one or two
. occasions.
Q What part did he play in the ultimate formulation of

the Vista report?

A He played an 1porta.nt pa.rt in expressing our ideas

e T = : &
on tthe specific sub:ject of how to use tactical atomxc weapons :

:l.n connection with supporting ground operations. This was
one particular chapter, -caned Chapter 5. On that chaptor he
was very helpful.

Q Who were the othars who worked on thatchapter?

. A Most of the preliminary planning and writing was
done -- the discussion was usually batween Dr. Bacher, Dr.
Chrisfie and myself, and I think most of the prqliminary
writing was done partly by Dr. E#cher and part b.y Dr. Christie.
| Q Did Dr. O penheimer help on that?

A Not in the preliminary stages, but; later on in
arranging the material and presenting it in the final form, he
helped. He made a very important contribution.

Q If you can put it briefly, what was the essential

. point of this Chapter 5 on atomic weapons that you have been
talking about? ‘

A the essential po:l.ni: was that we folt tlu[tt without

the use of atomic weapons to support ground operation, to
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destroy mass attacks like we have seen in World ¥War II so
often on the Russian front, and like we have seen in Korea.

. To‘ hold it was necessary to have atomic weapons that é.ould be
delivered on short notice, and with high accuracy in all
kindé of weather. We felt that with the growing stockpile, it
was wise and besides, that it was necessary in order to solve
our problem. But in any case, wa-felf thaf it was wise to;
use part of our stockpile or to divide part of the stockpile
so that itcould be used for this purpose if it was necessary.
We believe it was neceséary in order to resist aggression.

Qf Did this mean that you were opposing strategic air

use of atomic weapons?

A Not at all., It meant that we felt thati{the
/—’_L‘ TRl M TN S PRI i - S LF . -
" was rapidly getting sufficiently large 80 that;it would mot

be wise-fo dé&ofe all 'of'iﬁ-to..é§£%$¥§6 

stockpile

AR E Ty

pons. _ -
Q There has already been testimony-in these proceedings
about a trip to SHAPE which was made by yourself and a number
of others in conneciion with the Vista report in the latter
part of° 1951. Could you doscfibe'the ciréumstances of that
\trip,vwhy it was made and what you did?
A | This was at the time when the Vista report was
. nearing completion., It was in what we comnsidered very close
to its f;nal-fofm. Some of the people on the project,
especially Dr. DuBridge, felt that it would be very important

‘to discuss the proposals, especially the more radical
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proposals in tactical change in airport with the staff
of the Surpeme Headquarters. _ Some of the Secretaries, ¥ believe
@specially Secretary Lovett, thought this was dound beiore

. the report went in officially. “o the arrangements were made
and Dr. DuBridge, Dr. Oppenhieimer, and Dr. Whitman and T went
over to discuss the Vista repo;rt witk the planning stafi at
Slupreme Headquarters.

Q Why did you teke Dr. Oppenheimer along?

A Because we felt that people would be more likely
to believe what he said about what we could do aboﬁt atomic
weapons than what any of the rest of us said. Also, he
learﬁs very fast, and we thought we night learn somsthing

. while we were over there

0 Was there any difference between fouﬁr views and
his about the use of étomic weapons?

A Fot that I know of.

Q As a result of your visit to Supreme Headquarters
toward the end of 1951, didyou make any essential changes in
your report?

A There were no essential cha.pges. Thoere were changes
in wording, in expression, and the way the material was

. presented perhaps in some places but there was no charge in

B e -

. - o

e

the essential 1dea of using atomic weapons for supporting
%

L e e h—..'."‘_"'--—-....\.- owTTTTA

/,_,_,. ground tooops and makipg :i.t possible to hold as far forward

as possible. R
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Q When you speak of using atomic weapons in support
of ground troops, are you speaking simply of e different kind
. of use of atomic weapons, or are you sm aking ¢% dif:ferent
kinds of atomic weapons than those which would be used
in strategic?
A They wouldin general be quite different
Q "Had they been developed?
A Thep had not been developed and tactim for delivering
them had not been developed at that time.
Q What were you advocating then?
A We were advocating the develobment and use of
weapons that would be suitable for precise dclivery at close

. o

range fom our troops and in all kinds of weather./ This
T P AT R SR e e b e, R AL . a __'
/ 1nc1uded specifjcally developments of wcapons and tzetir s kY

f that could be employed at very low altitudes. Up until that

+

time it wasnot possible to deliver a weapon at low altitude

f because you would blow yourself vp if you tried to do go. So one
offi the essentinl requirements was to get a weapon that you

could eeliver at low altitude in bad weather with hi gh'

- e T Y 2w

T e e e

accuracy. We felt that by 1ncreasing the acnu?acy you could

IR

economize on material. You see if accuracy is poor, ycu must
! . a very
‘ have/large explosive to destroy & target. If the accaracy is
high you can get along with a much smller weapon.
Q I think there has been a suggestion in these

proceedings that in the course of going through various .
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drafting stages, the Vista report changed substantially fron
time to time in respect of Chapter 5. Would you comment on
that?

. A I hope it improved due to discuszions wita very
many people., The purpose was still the same. Theve »as nothing
changed that made it less useful for our purpose. Tiere was
no singificart change in the methods proposed, as far as I know.
I can say I was still happy with the fina) versicmof the repoert.
I think it would accomplish our purpose. -

Q How about soee of the intervening drafts?
A Tkere were a nunber of those. There were nqt nearly
as many as . there would have been if I had been writiag it.

. Most people reed more than one draft. As a result of
discussions some wording was changed, or perhaps 302 emphasis
was changed, but the general purpose and important id2as in
that chapter were not changed as far as I know.

Q Just so that we can be ¢lear, Dy, laaritsen, will
you say agaln what that essential purpose wzs?
A That essential purpose was to try to develop

weapons -- in particular in Chapter 5, of a1omic weapons -

SN T

g Srlen Tl L

for supporting ground operations. For making it possible to

S LA RPN P

o, = el DR

. - ;/ operate an army in Western Europe and to resist aggresssioa in

Western Euorcpe. One plan in this was to develop weapons

specifically for destroying the Russian Air Force on the ground.

thhh?he second was to destroy mass attacks which as we have

e

T e e [ FESUTT e ey r— e e e —TE T —
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learned by sad experience we have no way of resisting. If we

could force tese concentrations and then strike them with

appropriate atomic weaﬁons, we Dbelieved a breakthxrough would

el tn

be very difficult. In fact, it might not be attempted.

AT LA ds ""_“h,—" T AT RTINS L T TR

AECL it e vl Ehtaciats Ly muiE L~ - VIS SRR

Q " in any of these drafts did the essential attitude
that you have described with rempect to strate»gic use of
étomic weapons as contrasted with the new tactiical use:s change?

A I think not. Certainly not to the extent that this

was lost sight of because this i3 what made the Vista
!

proposals as a2 whole possible.

Q When you speak of this, I am not sur2 I kXaow what

. you mean . : ' \m\\q\
‘ .. A T mean the tactica.l use;; the attack on Russia --

P e e

L Hla e N

L by tactical use, I mean primarily hitting enemy concenirations

in your immediate front, mass concentrations._ e ._‘__,,.J.m.w,.e—/'“

-.,....-,

T ety B M 2 o AT R X s bt e oI e T

4] Did you at all times think that was consistent with

the maintenance of z strong strategic air force?

A Yes. I think this is even more true now dince our

Y e

I PR R S R Lk TLNT L —*-" S T i L e e YT e L T
{r stockpile has iucreased enormouslzj/ But even at that <ime }

o

.- B R R ] S e S A e v e

think it was sound to start on this development.

Q Again by this development, yau mean tactical use.
. A Weapons that could be delivered with high ae¢c uracy
in any kind of weather(g'om any a.lt:ltude including vezy low)
o & o T e e e T TR

A Will you turn your mind fiow, Dr. lauritsen, %o the
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studies that you referred to having to do with continental
defense at HIT. What was the relation in your mind beiween
the efforts that were being made in those studies, wvhat was

. the relaticn in your mind between those studies and ihose
efforts and the policies that you advocated wifh respect to
tactical and strategic use of atomic weapons or any kind of
weapons?

A I am not sure I undersiand your quesztion. I am not
sure there is any relation except as far as our overall
military effort is concerned. May I say why I was interested
in Lircoln? [Is that what you are trying to gat at?

Q That is correct.

. ' A We knew by that time, by the time of the firet study

on Lincoln, namely, the Charles study, that the Russiars had

or Very soon wou. Ldl have a very considerable capability cf

& e = Lk A S 72

@Aﬁdm; Rk oo S i o, Bram il B S e T T ST e \

str1king us iwith the same kind c¢f weapons tha.t we were plann:lng/

R s~

\'to use 1n our sz"rategic attack on Russj.a.J We Xnew i.hey had an

e L -

Air Force that was capa.ble o.f conung over here and delivering
those weapons. Ve felt it was important first of all to

get as early warning as we could of a possible attack, Second,
that it was important to be able to shoot down as many of

. these bombers before they reached our strategic air fields

e
e =L T

T T T AL T -l

and our princ.lpa] cities. | This was the purpoze of the Charl_e:i/

/‘r ’ oo TEme e e ] o e et VTR i

E study.' ;

MR. RCEB: Could we have a date on this, lir. Marks,
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approximately? -

THE WITNESS: The Charles study? I can certainly

It was the first \\

It was either 1950 or 1951.

SUEAT T . ~AALH I PR g e it \
.\

There had been previous study by a

T, =t

. | find that.

study on air defense.
panel of the scientific advisory board in the Air Force, and

stations in this country. This was going am at the tine of

the Charles study was started. The Charles study concluded

there was a project going on improving some of the radar | i
but utterly inadequate }

} that this was a very sound effort,

because they are already here when these radar stations

4 : :
!
) They were primarily for the purpose of

pick them up.
f organizing our interceptors. We felt that the warning should p

_ : be pushed out as far as possible in order to make bhetter use F
i
1

of our interceptors and to concentrate them where the attack

was going to come, and also in order to make possible some

T T——

sort of civilian defense, which is hopeless without sone

[

So our purpose was to get at least an hour or two

i warning.

_ warning while under the 0ld system you had no warning.

\{--i_‘-__»J. T L . e _,_..,..f..--_—-“""—
BY MR. MARKS: T T
Dr. Lauritsen, lot me see if I can get at the

question that I put to you rather badly a moment ago. Do you
. believe that we meed a strong strategic air?
A I do.

Q yai believe that we need strong developnents and

strong capabilities in respect of tactical use of atomic
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weapons?

A I do.

Q Do you believe that we need a strong continental
defense?

A Yes.

Q Tﬁking into account what you know of the relation
between scientific development and military affals, and
tﬁking into account what you know of our capabilities and
potential, do you regard these three views that youhava
expressed as consistent or inconsistent?

A I think they are consistent.

Q To what extent can you say of your own knowledge '
that the views you have just described are similar to or diff-
erent from the views that you know Dr. Oppenheimer to hold?

A I believe he agrees with me. He has worked hard on
all of these three things. 1 think his purpose has been the
same as mine. He may have‘;ometimes thought o: it differently
in different details. The aims have been the same, I anm
conviqced, and we have agreed in general.

Q Dr. Lauritsen, what opinion do you bave about
Dr. Oppenheimer's loyalty and character? By loyalty I mean
loyalty to the United States.

A I have never had any reason to doubt it.

o Do you think you could be mistaken about this?

A I suppose one can always be mistaken; but I have
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less doubt than any other case I know of .

Q Leas doubt tﬁan in any other case?

. ' A Th;n in any other person that I khow as well.

Q Do you know.iﬁany neople better?

A Not many. I suppose I know my own son better,
but I don't trust him any more.

G To what extent would you trust Dr. Oppenheimer's
discretion in the hand11n§ of classified information,
restricted data?

A You are referring now to recent years ?hen he under-
stood these problems, I hope. In that case I think I would

._ trust his didcretion complately. 1 tiink in the early Thirties
| very few of us knew anything about discretion and were not
very conscious of security. Whether he had been indiscredét
at thattime, I don't know. It is possible. It is possible 1
have been indiscreet. But I am sure after he understood what
security meant, and what was involved, that he has heen
as diséreet as he knew how.

Q What do you mean by as discreet as he knew how?

A As discreet as it is possible to be and try to
get sonme wﬁrk done.

- Q ' Do you have any idea about whether your views aﬁout

the needs for and the possibilities of being discreet are any
different than his? |

4 I think they ai'e no different now, certainly.
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Q@  Let us take the period commencing in 1944, when
you went to los Alamos. Is that the span of years you are
talking about?
A During that period this would apply. At that
time he knew tha importance of.the information we had.
MR. MARKS: That is all, Mr. Robb.
MR. GRAY: ‘I think it would be well to Wreak for a
few minutes at this point.
(Brief recess.)
MR, GRAY: Nr. Robb, will you proceed.
CROSS EXAMINATION
BY MR. ROBB:
o Doctor, do 1 understand that you have known Dr,
Oppenheimer both professionally and socially?
A That is correct.
Q Have you visited him from time to time at his ranch
in New Mexico?
A I have visited him I think twice.
Q When was that, sir.?
A . About the middle Thirties -'35 or '36, I believe.
£ Do you also know Dr. Oppénheimer's brother Frank?
A I do.
Q When did you meet him, sir?
A I believe I met him for the first time at the raach

in 1935 or 1936. I may have s9oen hinr once before, bhut I am
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am not quite sur.

Q

2 L > » O »

 © P » >

year at a
‘Mexico.

Q

Was he on the faculty at CAl Tech?

He was a graduate student.

Under you?

Yes.

Did you get ‘to know him pretty well, too?

I got to kno; him quite well in the.laboratory.

And you saw him on the ranch, also, I take it?

Yes.

Did you kndw him at Los Alamos?

Yes, I did.

Have you seen him since then very frequently?

Not frequently. I lave seen him. Most recerdiy last

meeting of the Physical Society in Albuguerque, New

Up until the end of if, did you have any reason to

believe that Frank was a Communist or had been a Communist?

A

No, I had no reason to belijeve that until he made

that statement himself.

Q
A

Q
A

Q

What would you say about Frank's loyalty?
I have no reason to doubt his loyalty.
And his character?

His character is véry éood.

You would make about the same answer about him that

you do about Dr. Oppenheimerx?
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A Yes, I would think so. His judgment was perhaps
not as good as Dr. Opﬁenhoimer's.

Q Yes, si:.. I notice that you made some little
distiﬁction between Dr. Oppenheimer's present appreciation
of security and his app?eciation in the past of security.

A I think that applies to all‘of us.

Q Yes, sir. You suggested that there might have heen
some‘cha.nga in Dr. Oppenheimer's attitude n those mtiers,

A On how important you think it is, how seriously.you
take it.

Q Would you care to tell us, Doctor, when you think
that ﬁhanga took place? |
. A I think we all learned about it during the war.

Q You think Dr. Oppenheimer learned about it during
that ﬁeriod?

A That would be my jpdgment. I think this was irue
of most of us that had had little to do with military things
until that time. |

¢ I see. Did you know kany of Dr. Oppenheimer's
friends?

A I knew of his friends in Pasadena and sme of his

. friends in Berkeley'.
That is up until the war years, is that right?

A That is right.

r Did you know a man named Frank K. Malina at Pasadena?
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A Yas, ; did.

Q Who was he, Doctor?

. _ A He was first, 1 believe, a graduate student and
later a research fellow in the seronautics department on &
special project that had to do with rocket developments.

Q | Was he working uader you?

A No, he was not. When I first went to Pasadenz I
knew of his work. I did not know of him personally. I hoped
to get him to undertake ths rocket work at Pasadena. However,

. we did not agree on wvhat should be doqe, so0 I dropped the
subject and went to Pasadena myself to do the work. We had no

. connection with their development, which incidentally resulted
in the so-called assisted takeoff system which is not a wedpon
fur a method for getting alircraft with overload or from
too short strips.

Q What they called JATO?

A That is right.

¢ Bid you suspect at any time that Frank Malina had
any Communist connections?

A I had no way of knowing. 1 did not know him
personally.

Q You did not suspect that?

A I had no way of knowing. I did not know him
soclally. I never have associated with him. I have only

talked with him a few times when I tried to get him interested
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Q At leﬁs:you knew him well enough to suggest that he
come help you on the project?

A  That is right, I knew of his work.

Q Did you spspect that he h#d any Communist connections?

A | I had no idea, no.

Q Did you know a man at Pasadena named Martin
Summerfield?

A I had a student at one time in a class, not in
my laboratory, by that namQ. I beliave he later worked at the
Jet propulsion laboratory but X have had no connection with
.him since he was a student.
. | (&) That jet propulsion laboratory was a part of Cal

Tech? ‘

A It is a contract with the Army Brdnance Corps that
is administerad by Cal Tech, but it has no other connection
with Cal Tech. It has the same relation as Loe Alamos has
with the University of California.

Q You never had any suspicion, of course, tiat Martin
Summerfield had any Communist connections?

A I had no way of kanowing.

Did you know Dr. Thomas Addis at Berkeley?

[t

No.

Did you know a David Adelson at Berkeley?

» O

No.

F¥ 32835 Docld:364792 Page 63



Barnett?

» O » O » O

Q

2048

Did you kncw a couple named Henry Barnett and Shirviey

At Los Alamos?

Yos.

Yes.

wWho were they?

He was a doctor, I believe.
¥ho was she?

I think she was a3 secretary.
To whom?

To Dr. Opﬁenheimer, I believe, or assistant secretary.

Did you ever have any reason to suspect that they had

any Communist connections?

A

Q

> 8 > O

o

-]

> Y ]

No.

Did you ev;r suspect that?

No. I would have no way o knowing.

Did you know a man named David Bohm at Berkeley?
No, sir.

Did you ever meet a woman named Louise Bransten?
Not that I know of.

Did you ever know a man called Haakon Chevalier?
No, sir.

You never met him?

No, sir.

Did you know a man named Robert Raymond Davis at Los
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Alamos?

A I can't recall. I can't be sure. Davis -- the
name sounds fam:ll:lar, ¥Was he a physicst at Los Alanos?

. Q I believe so. In all events, you didu't know him
well if you knew him. |

A 1 certainly did not knpw him well. I have no
recollection of knowing him.

) Did you ever kncwa man up at San Francisco namred
Isaac Folkoff?

A No, =i,

Q Did you know a man at Berkeley named Max Friedman?

A No, sir.

. 3 Did you know David and Francis Hawkins at Los Alamocs?

A I knew David Hawkinse, not Erancid Hawkins.

5] th was David Hawkinq? .

A David Hawkins was, 1 guess you would call him a
historian. When I knew hiQ he was wr:l;;in;; the history of the
project. |

¥ Did you know him before he began to write the history
of the project, Doctor?

A ‘I knew him probably from the time I joined Los Alamos,

. that is, from Septeuer i944.
Q You didn’'t join until September 19447
A  That is right.

Q Do you recall what Hawkins was doing then?
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A No, I don't. 1 think he was already then thinking
. about this history, but I am not-quite sure what he was doing.
. Q Did you ever suspet.:t 'that he ever had any Communist
connections?
A No, sir, I did not know him personally.
° Did you know a man at Berkeley named Alexander. 5. Keaun?
A No, sir.

Q Did you krow a man at San Francisco named Rudy

A Ho, sir.

¢ Did you know a man at San Francisco naméd Lloyd
Lehmann?

A Ny sir. If any of these people are physicists
it is quite possible I have met them at one time or another,
but I have no recollection of knowing them. |

Q When I say San Francisco, I mean the area cf San
Francigco to include Berkeley.

A Yes.

Q Did you know a man named Glovanni Rossi Lomanitz
up there?

A - No, sir.
. Q Did you know a man in San Francisco named Kennoth May?
A No, sir. -

Q Did you know a man named Philip Morrison at Los

Alamos?
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A Yes.

o Who was he?

A He was a theoretical physicst.

. Q Did you come in contact with him frequenily?

A -I saw him quite frequentiy. in fact, 1 krnew him
before I went to Los Alamos. He was a studant q:t‘ Dr. Oppen-
heimer who occasionally while he was a graduate student came
during the spring term to Pasadena with Professor.ﬂppenheimer.

Q Did you ever sw pect he had any Communist connections?

A No, sir.

Did you know a man at Los Alamos named Eldred KNelson?

A I knew Nelson, but I do not recall him at Los Alamos.

. : I recall him the year after. He was in Pasadena the year --
in late 1945 emxl 1946.

Q Did you know anything about his background and
associations?

A Not any.

0 Did you know & man at Los Alamos named Bernard Peters,
and his wife, Hannah Peters?

A Is ﬁe the phy&icist who later waé at Rochester?

Q Yes, sir. ..

. A 1 did not know him at Rochester, but I met him since
the war. I mean I diin't krnow him at Los Alames,

Q Did you know him at Berkeley?

A No, sir.
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Q Have you ever suspected that he has ever iad any
Conmunist connactions?
. | A I heard that after ‘the war .

Q After the war?

o

Yes; 1 did not know him before.

Q How did vou happen to hear that?

A The way I heard about it was that two years age the
Physical Society had a meeting in Mexico City, and I was
president ~- no, I was elected -—- I was vice president of
the Physical Soc:ietf. Dr Rabi was the president of the
Physical Boclety. He was at that time in Italy at a UNESCO
meeting, so I was réquested to represent the Physicel Society
in Mexice @€ity., There was afd invited paper on the progran
to be 'given by a physicist who hed worked with Peters. I was
Joint work that \éas to be presented. This invited speaker
died in the meantime arwas killed in an accident, I believe,
apnd some o: Peters' collieagues requested that the Physical
Society should appoint him the invied speaker to give this
paper. They referred to me as the highewt official in the
country at the time.

Q The senior officer present.

. A That is right. However, 1 referred it back to the

Secretary of the Society, who habituzlly bandlad all of those
things. So I avoided the decision. But this was the frst

time as far as I remember thatl had met Dr. Peters.

32835 Docld:364792 Page 68



2052
Q How did the Communist business come into 1¢?
A It cams in because smmeone told me to be careful about
this, because he might not be abla to get permission to go
. into Mexico. So that is the reason I did not want o invite
him..
o Did he appear?
A He did, but he appeared without off:icial invitation
from the Society.
That was two years ago?
A I think s0, two or three.
Q Did you ever know 2 man up in the San Francisco areo,
named Paul Pinsky? ,
"' _ A No, sir.
Q Did you ever hear of him?
A I think I have heard the name, butit doesn't s an
anything to me, and I certainly do not know him personally.
9] Did you ever know a man in the Sgn Francisco aresa

named William Sthneiderman?

A No, six.
Q Did you ever hear of him?
A I have heard the name.
. Q It doesn't mean anything to you?
A No, sir.
Q | Did you know R&berf and Charlotte Serber at lLos
Ahmos?
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A Yes, sir.
. Do you know anything zbout their political bhaclkground?
. A No. There agaln I hat known them long before the war,
~ Dr. Serber was again one of the students that care down during
the spring term with Dr., Oppenheimer. Sc I got to know them
long'bef;re the war, and saw quite 2 bit of them at Los Alamos.
Q Did you ever suspecf that hrs. Serbeyr had any
Communist connections?
A‘ No, I did not suspect that she had Cormuniszt
connections, 1 would say that I thought she was again what I
would call an optimistic liberal.
. Q That is as far as your suspicion, if you can call it
such,AWent?
A That is right.
Q Did you ever krow a man named Joseph Weinkerg?
A In Pasadena or in Berkeley?
Q In Berkeley or Pazddena.
A No. I know only of what I read in the papers. BHe
is Scientist.x. is that not correct? I do not know him. As
far as I know, X have never met him.
Q You den't know anything about him?
'.' A No.
Q Do you know anything about the organizations to which
Dr. Oppenkeimer may have belonged in the late Thirties and

early Forties?
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A No, I dc not. I assum you do not refer io the
Physical Society or the National Acadenmy?
Q No, sir. I mean the other organizations.
° -
Q Docter, you said that Dr. Oppenheimer played zn
important part in expressing the ideas of your group in Chapiler
5 of the Vista report. ; Would you tell us just what that part
was that Dr. Oppenheimer piayed?
A I think you know that Dr. Oppenheiper is i very
articulate | i
Q Yes, sir.
A He 1s _ very good at expressing ideas clearly and
. understandably ..
| Q Yes.
A This is primafily what I had reference to.
Q Xou m2an he drafted that part of the repoxt?
A There were several drafts before he came out the
first time, ad then there were many discussions afierwards.
The wording %as modified more of less continuously until
the final version was accepted.
G Dr, Oppenheimer's part was in prepariang that finzl
. draft? |
A The final draft and poszibly some intermediate drafts

where the wording was somewhat different, perhaps the emphasis

somewhat different, but as far as I know, the main theme was
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Q Was that final draft presented at a neeting out in

. Pasadena?
A Yes. 1In fact, even earlier drafts wer'e nrescnted

to the whole group tbaf was working in the field.
Q There certainly came a2 time when the Iinished
product was ﬁresented to the meeting. is that righi?
A That is right.
Q Do you recall whe it was whe presented ii, Doctox?
A 1 believelDr. DuBridge presented it.
Q Referring to that draft as it was prepared by Dr.
. ~ DuBridge, do you remembor if thet said aythipg aleit thermo-
nuclear weapons?

f They may have been mentioned, but they were not part
of our proposal for close support, for army support.

Q Would you explain that a bit to me, Doctor? Vhy
weren't they?

A In the first place, a2t that time the Feasibility of
hydrogen wepons had not yet been established, and we did not
feel that this could be part of cur proposal. Dovelopment work
was still going on and the investigation € the technical ‘
feasibility of a hydrogen bomb was still going on.

© This was in May 19527?

A No, this was in November 1950, I helieve, vas if nRot?

Q We were both wrong. It was November 1851.
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A November 1951, that is ceorreci. That is tiie time
that we discussed the version thst we took to Rurope with us.

That was November 1i8, 1951, I‘believe.

. / ‘-"""‘"""‘*
T Jhesiat .
J

e T BT e e :?--f».x,.-z-'.'-~.,;;‘ .,

Q When was the feasibility of hydrogen weapons

established?

A I have no knowledge that it has baen established yvetl.

L L

Q You mean you sti11 don't know that they will work?

ke L

A I do not kro, mo. I know abkout subs@quemt

developments on ceriain thermonuclear devices.

ST S Y

. R LE T

Q Wasn't there a test of a hjdrogen weapon? Haven't
there been tests of hydrogen weapons?
A I think that is questionable, but perh&ps not

a good subject for discussion here.

MR. GRAY: You mean from the point of view of securifty?

THE WITNESS: That is right.

W

ME. GRAY: Do you want to pursue this?

s T T P e e AT

4 MR. R(BB: Perhaps I might finish up otbher mriters i
k‘ PAXSE, oo T o
\\%“”J/fffd BY MR, ROBS: . T
Q | Doctor, do you romember in the spring of 1952.
specifieally in May, vhen there was discussion about so--called
. Ivy Shot?
A I remember the Ivy Shot, yes.

Q The Ivy Shot was suppesed to be a test of some

thermonuclear davice,

HY¥ 32833 DoclId:364792 Page 73



O]
e
o
(v}

A That is right.
Q Did you take any position on whether or not that
. should be postponaed or cancelled?

A I thought it was an important time to see if some
agreenent could be reached for avoiding futuxre tests, or if
there was some way of reaching agreements on econtroi of
weapons of that sharacter. I thought a study should he made,
and consideration shcoculd be Ziven to_ﬁh@ possidility of making
use of this important event to accomplish this purpose.

o Was it your position that the Ivy test --

MR. MARKS: IMr. Robb, what was the date of the Ivy

. test?
MR. ROBR: It was in the fall of 1952, wasa't it,
Doctor?
THE WITNESS: That is my belief and recoilection.;
MR, R@IBB: We are talking now about the svrinx of
1952,

BY MR. RCBB: o
Q Was it your position in the spring of 1952 that the
lvy test should not take place?
A It was my position that séme effort should be devoted
. - that summer to studying the question of whethexr wa could take
advantage of this possibility of trying to reach sowz sort of

agreement on the limitation of the use of thermonuclear weapore.

o Agreenment with whom?
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A With the Russiaus.
Did you oprose the Ivy test in the absence of suvch
an effort to make an agreement? .
A I did not oppose it 1u any official capaclity. I

thought it was very unfortunate.

Q Vere you opposed to the development of the so-called
H bomb?
A Yex=.

Q Had you finished?
A I have finjished. I think I have said 21l I can say

unléss we go into claésiﬁed ma terial.

Q Were you opposed to the develocpment of the H bomb
. as of the spring of 19527

A You refer to a hyiﬁrog@n mk, is that correct?

Q Yes, sir.

A I thought it would be wvery unforturzte to devote

an effort to that that would be so large that it would
interfere with the weapons that we have discusmsed earlier,
namely, the weapons that the Vista study indicatod were nceded
for ground support and for resisting sggression in Wes tern
Europe. |

‘ . Q Docter, ¥ don't want to be unfair with you, but am
I to conclude from your answer that you were cpposed to the
development-of the H bomb? o

A I was not opposed to 2 study of the technical
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feasibility of an H bomb. That was the question that wawm
being considered at that time, I believe.

. Q In May 1952?

A - I think so. 1 believe this was the President's
directive, that a study of the technical feasibiliiy should ke
made. This I was in favor of.

Q Doctor,when was the President'sdirective?

A I beliave there were‘two directives, one on tfie 30th
of January, and the second, an official newspaper anncuncement,
on the 3lst of January, 1950.

C That was two years before May 1932,

A That is right.

MR. RCBE: 1 think that is all I care to ask, M.

Chairman.
MR. GRAY: Dr. Lauritsen, do you feel as of today
a member of the Communist Party, that is, a man whe is currently
a member of the Communist Party, is adtomﬁtically 2 security
- risk?
| THE WITNEES: I think so.
MR. GRAY: ¥ou don't have any qgestion in your mind
about that, do you? |
. THE WITNESS: No, nof if I can beliesve what I hve
heen told about the Coﬁnnuni_si: Paty, and I do believe it.

MR, GRAY: 1In tesﬁfying Vearl_ier, I .mink vou said

you considered Dr. Frank Oppenheimer loyal in every respect,
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and with no reservations about his character or trustworthiness?
THE WITNESS: That is right.
MR, GRAY: Are you aware that Dr. Frank Oppenheimer
. has stated at an earlier period in his life ke was a wember
of the Communist Party?

THE WITNESS: Yes, asir,l am aware of that now.

[F:]

MR. _GRAY: - But still you say you have no reservation
about his loyalty or character?
THE WITNESS: No, I have not.
MR. GRAY: Vould you explain te the Boa.r'd why you
conclude that you would trust him with any secfet, which I
believe is the effect or import of what you say, today,
. although you believe that a member of the Comnunist Party is
automatically & secwwrity risk? Would you explain that?
THE WITNESS: I believe he has resigned irom the
Communist Party, and ke is no lenger under the &.iscipline of
the Communist Party. I believe he was cleared for work on
war projects during the war and including nucleax weapons work.
MR. GRAY: This was not after it was known he was a
smber of the Communist Party?
THE WEITNESS: This I have no way of knowing. 1 do
. not know what turned up in his investigation.
] MR. GRAY: Would you'feel that if it hnd been Xnown
at the time that he was a mémber of the Commurnist Party le

should have been cleared for war work?
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THE WEITNESS: If he had not résigned previously, 1

would certainly not récommend his clearance. If he had

. resigned previously because he no longer wanted to ke a member
of the Communist Party because he had found out that the
Communist Party was not what it appeared to bé, then I would
still be incliped to say that he would be relible.

MR. GRAY: Today on classified projects for which
you have some responsibility, including a security responsibility,
if a man comes to the project seeking employment, who is known
to you to have been a forme: member of the Communist Farty,
wnu;d yax employ him simply on his statement thﬂt'he no longer

. was a member of the Comnunixzt Party?

THE WITNESE: No, not without appropriate c¢learance
through official channels.

MR, GRAY: What rould your recommendstion be?

THE WITNESS: I he had resigned from the Communist
Party when he found out vhat the purpose of the Communist
Party really was, and hal been a member only as long as be
had been under.misconceytions about these thiﬁgs, then I would
not hold that against him,.

MR. GRAY: You would accept as evidence qf that his
own statement? |

THE WITNESS: Not necessarily. I think some people
you can tmust, zad pthers you can't trust. I think it depends

on what other activities he has been involved in and what he
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has been doing. In Frank's case, 1 tﬁink he demonstrated that
he wanted to work for this country. Other people perhaps
have not demonstrated that. I thinkthere isa great deal of

. differencelbetween being a C_ommunisi: in 1936 and ba:ing a

Communist in 195@. I don't think very many of us lmew, ) |
certainly did not know what the Communist Party was up t.o and
how it operated.

- p.?z,._sm_r: . let we ask thig quer tion: Would it be

a rather accurate summary of at least parts of your testiﬁsony
to say that you never really understood very much about the
Communist Party or its workings?

THE WITNESS: Tﬁat I did not?
(] MR. GRAY: That is right.
THE WITNESS: At that time.
MR. GRAY: Because each of these people tha;t Mr,

Robb asked you abou.t, who I think were later identified as
baving been in the Party or close to it, you testified that
this was somthing you had no knowledge or‘-suspic:lon about.

TRE WITNESS: That is right.
MR. GRAY: Have you ever known anybody that you
thought was a Communist?
. THE WITNESS: Not personally, no.
MR, GRAY: So membership in the Comnunist Party is
something you redly have notr concernaed yourself with in any way?
THE WITNESS: That is right.

MR. GRAY: Did you know Hr. Fuchs?
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THE WITNESS: I knew him at Los Alamos.

HR. GRAY: You didn't suspect he was z Communist?
. : THE WITNESS: No. I did not know him well., Hy
contactswith him were limited to our ha&ing lunch together in
the same dining room occasionally. Apart from that, I &id not
know him.

MR. GRAY: But you had no more suspicion of him
than you did of the others whose names have been mentioned here?

THE WITNESS: No.

MR, GRAY: If asked at the time would you have said
that he was loyal to the war effort?

THE WITNESS: I would not have‘sa:ld it. 1 did not

. know him well enough tohave an opinion. I had nothing to &
with his work.

MR. GRAY: If he worked very hapl at Los Alawmos and
contributed effectively, that is in a sense 2z demonstration
of his loyalty? |

THE WITNESS: I would say 1t would te ome in his
favor, but perhaps not conclusive.

MR, GRAY: In the light of developing facts.

THE WITNESS: That is right. I could not have testi-

. fied against him if I bhad been zasked to beczuse I did not
have the information.

MR. GRAY: You ﬁould not consider yourself an expert

on Comunisﬁ in any sense of the word?
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THE WITNESS: No.
MR. GRAY: Have you any questions, Dr. Evans?
DR, EVANS:. Yes. boctor, you said you were horn and
® raised in Denmark.
THE WITNESS: Thatlis1correct.
DR. EVANS: Would you tell. us just vhere you were
educated?
THE VITNESS: X studied in a technical school called
Odense. I graduated from there in 1211. Then I sivdiad at
the Royal Acagemy of Arts in Copenbagen subsequently.
DR. EVANS: !éu got a degree from there?
THE WITNESS: I got & degree from this technical
. _ school, what probably here would be called stiructurzl
engineering. 1 think that would be the nearesf apprcach to it.
I was at that time plarcning to be an architect.
DR, EVANS: Yu are not a Communist?
THE WITNESS: I am not a Communist, no.
DR. EVANS: Have you ever been what is called a
fellow traveler?
THE WITNESS: No, sir.
DR, EVANS: BEave you beclonged to any of these
. | subversive orgadizations that appear on the Attorney General's
list?
THE w:mssé_ No, Ssn-.

DR. EVANS: Doctor, do you believe that a men can
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be perfectly loyal to his country and still be a security risk?
THE WITRESS: I suppose éo, ves.
. DR. EVANS: You have falth in Dr. C@penheimer's
discretion, you say? |
THE WITNESS: 1 do.
DR. EVANS: Have you ever been apprcached for
security information?
THE WITNESS: Yes.
DR. EVANS: Hen have approached you?
THE WITNESS: FBI, yes.
MR. GRAY: 1 want to make sure the witness understands
this question.
DR, EVANS: I don't mean fhe FBI.
‘THE WITNESS: I am sorry.
DR, EVANS: I mean sonmebody that might be a Soviet
agent.
THE WITNESS: No.
DR, EVANS: You have naver heen approached?
THE WITNESS: ©Not to my knowledge, ro.
DR. EVANS: You are not always able, Doctor, to
tell these Communists when you nset them, are you?
. | THE WITNESS: That is right.
DR. EVANS: It aparently is not easy to recognize them.
THE WITNESS: That is right.

DR. EVANS: It is particularly apparent for a
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professar not to know whether people are Communists, is that

true?
THE WITKESS: I think it is true of anybedy. I don't
. think professors. are any better arany worse than any other
people.

DR. EVANS: I don't know, Doctor, since I have been on
this Board. That is all. )
MR. GRAY: Mr. Marks.
REDIRECT EXAMINATION
BY MR. MARKS:V
Q Pr. Lauritsen. looking back over the span of the
last 25 years, do you know Robert Oppenheimer or Frank Oppen-
. | lErer bettor?
A Robert much better.
¢ Would you explain thax?
A We Md more prof essional things in common znd were
if not of the same age, at least more nearly the same age.
It was only reasonable both beirg members of the faculty that
I should know him better. Also, I have known him a longer time

and a greater fraction of the time.

Q You said you don't consider yours_elﬂ an expert on
. Communism.
‘A  Wo, I don't,
Q Do yar consider yourself an expert on Dr. Oppenheimer's
trustworthiness? |
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A No, 1 don't know whatan expert on that is, or how
you get to be expert on that. I only know what my owa feelings
. "and belief are, a,m_i it 1s very deep.

Q The;'e was & long list of names read to you. Some of
then yoﬁ said you didn't know. .

A Ag far as I Kknow, as far as I remember .

Q Some of them you described, such acquainmnce 28 you
had with them. Are there any pecple on that list that wes
read to you by Mr. Robb with respect to whom your kunowledge was
as great as that of Dr. Oppenheimer?

A No, I think not.

Q Considéring the-fact, Dr. ifauritsen, that you
extensively engaged. in military work of a top seeret nature,
would you; consider it a departure from discretion if you were

to vigit with Dr. Morrison today?

A No.

Q ¥Would .you consider it a departure from dizcretion
if you visited with the Serbers? .

A No.

Q Would you visit with the;n?
A I would like to very nuch.
. Q Would you say the same of Dr. Morr:lson?-
A I know him very :i.i_ttle. I know the Serbers fairly
well. I bhave no knowledge that they are Comnunists.

MR. GRAY: I don't know whether you had oompleted
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your questiohing.
MR. MARKS: I think =o.
RECRGSS EXAKINATION
"' ' ' BY MR. RCEB:

Q How about Peters? Would you visit him?

A ) ¢ §on't know him personnlly, but I fo2l that it would
be very wrong for the Physical Society to throw him out of the
igééiety. It is not a political society. |

Q No, but from what you have heard abows Peirrs, would

you feel that you were bheing discreet to associnte with him?

A_ I reaily don't knav emough abont him to be sure
‘about that.
: . o o ! Q You coiuldn't be sure el ther way?
' A I don't have ex ough information.
. One question that I overlooked, Nr. Chgirman. Do

you recall, Doctor, anything in the Vista Report, either in
the draftras 1£ vas fead in final form at Pasadena or laﬁer;
about an announcem@nt by the United States that no strategic
o~ atomic attack would be made agalnst Russia unlesis such an
aftack were first started by Russia, either against the Zone
 of lhferior or against our European Allies, or somethipg of

o ) B fﬁé&f sort?

-

J TP VT Y o, A -ur i e

A I do not remember the exact wording, but, I kaoow
"that my feeling was that the important thing was to strike

. ..immbdiately against their tactical airfields and the immediate

-~ . . e

. e . .o PR o mrae ¢ pm e ez - -
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military targets that could aitack our field forces. This

had to be done within a matter of hours after hostilities,

. while the loung range strategic operations could at hest be

days, and that the immediacy of the attack was not nearly as/

important as in the case of the ground forces. Y
B e T AP Sy W gy vi-wo S L R
Was “there anything about any announcement to that

.

G

effect being made by t”ae United States? Was there any

recommendation?
A Was a recommendation in the Vista Report?
¢ I am ask:l.ng-:-rou to search your recollecticon for i%.

A I-think it :I.s possible that we pointed out fhat we
felt that the tactical support should be available if such a
statement was made, that we would not use the strategic
capability excapt in retaliation.

Q Was that your view?

A Yes.

Q ¥Was it Dr. Copenheimer’s?

A I believe =o.

Q Did your views and Dr. Oppenheimér's pretty gewsally
coincide during this periocd?

A I think so.

. Q Was that true in May of 1952, also?

& In May of 19527

Q@ . When you were talking abmt the Ivy test.

A

I thihk s0, yes.
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Q Did you discuss that with him?
A Yes.
MR, RGBB: 1 think that is all.

. MR. GRAY: I have just one other quesiion, Dr.
Lauritsen. Would it be fair far me to assume thei your view
with respect to 2 Communist, formexr Communist, and @0 forth,
is that you really prefer act ¢o have to make these
deterninations, and you would rely on the security people
for it?

THE WITNESS: Yes.
MR, GRAY: 1In fairmess, isn't that your sitatement,
that you would just prefer not whave to go into it?

. THE WITNESS: That is right.

MR. GRAY: I don't want to put my statement in your
month.

THE WITNESS: No, I agree this is the point of wview.
We ha_va'machinery for handling these cases, and X think it
would be quite wrong for me to make t‘hua decisions.

REDIRECT EXAMINATION
BY MR. MARKS:
Q Dr. Lauritsen, accepting the view that you hzve just

. described, that we have machinery fcr deciding the kind of

issues that the Chairman has mentioned about the Communists,
I would like to have 7Jou disti-nguish batween the operation

of that machipery in the large, the operation of that machinery
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in general, and the opinion that you hold with respect to Br.
Oppenhéimer, and I would like to ask you whether jyou have
. any besitation in making the Judgmgnt or this matter with
respect to Dr. Oppenheimer -~ personal judgment -- that is, a
personal judgment with respect to hislcharacter, loyoley,
discretion.

A Would you say what the question is?

e My question is, bearing in mind your view that it
is appropriate for the machinery of government o determine
questions of who is aﬁd who is not a Communist, who is and who
is not a secuwrity risk, I would like now to ask you whether in
view of that cpinion you have any hesitatioﬁ in exprassing
what your own convictions are about Dr. Cppenheimer?

A I thiank I have already done so, I take it we are
in the middle of the operation of this machinevy, and. I bave
made statements thatl would have no hesitation to- recommend
complete clearance.

Q I was not asking you that.

A I thought that is what you asked.

Q I think you answered the question.

| MR. GRAY: I think his carlier testimony pretty

. adequately answered that. I don't want to keep himn from
saying it again, but I thimnk it is perfectly clear.
MR. MARKS: Neo, I just wanted to be sure that thexre

was a distinction. Juwt one more question.
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BY MR, MARKS:
¢ The testimony that has already been given by others
here suggests to me that it is nof 1map§ropr1ate for me to
ask the question that I am about to ask. If, however, the
answer to it in any way inveoives classified information, you

will have to say so. it SN

IR SE-
o el
P T =
TG by o Db e i

W s TR S LM

S

The question is: Is there any difference ir your

thinking between what 1s described as an H bort and what is

described as thermonuclear weapons and devices?

A -—I think it is clear from the way I answered these

questions that there is, but the explanation of it, I think,

is classified with 2 very high degree of classification. It

involves technical details that could only be considered of a

Lo

high degrae of classification._‘_. e e o Ce s
o = it

Q Let me ask another question that I think will not 1

involve or that may not involve any classified information:

Is it fair to conclude from what you have just sszid

that you might have held one kind of a view with respect to

3

_

g

thermonucliear devicez and thermonuclear weapons and a quite

different view with respect to a hydrogan bomh?

-
e r—

" A May I state it a littd differestly? It is a little
hard to answer directly.

Q Answer it as bhest you can, if you can without
goetting into classified material.

A The bast I can say is that from what I know about
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the discussions tht have appesred in the nemspapers, the
discussion has beem on the hasis of whether you are for or
against a érash progzam on hydrogen bombs. This exp:assiﬁn
. was not used as far as I know in any directive by 'i:&e
Presidenf. The President's directive dild not meniion crash
program. It did not mention hydrogen hemb, I beligve it

mentioned the order of investigation of the technical feasibiliiy
ot . . ‘W'*M..;,_ﬁ._‘

".5-2\..‘;.‘!'-__4__.'
of thermonuclear weapons, JTh:i.s, I think, is very differeunt “\
P N T NSRS R S )
from 2 crash program on a aydrogen komb. Such a erash
program I believe would interfere seriously with oither things

that we needed very badly i¥ we were to carry cut the mission

tkat was assigned to Vista. If cur total effort in this field
went into 2 crash program on hydrogen bombs, starting in 1930,
I believe it would seriously interfere with things that we

needed urggnt}y._v T —n;ﬁwuﬁawt
T Doeas thai answer_the question? X wzs neveﬁ opposed
to carrying oot what I understoocd to be the President's
directive but it has been discussed in very different ferms.‘
it sesems to me.
MR, MARKS: ¥ think that is all.
MR, ROBB: That is all. ‘
. MR, GRAY: Thank you very mucli, Dr. Lauritisen.
THE WITNESS: Tharnk you.

{(Witness excused.)
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MR. GRAY: VWho is youf pext witness?
MR. GARRISON: 1 told lMr. Buckley that I arranged
. for him to testify at 2 o'clock.
'ﬁR. GRAY: Do you have anybody hére now?
. GARRISON: Wo have Dr. Zacharias here.

. GRAY: Is he likely to be a long witusss?

MR

MR

MR. riAnxs; 1 hope not.
MR. GRAY: Could we get started with Dr. Zachayrias?
MR. GARRISON: The problem you will recall aboui My,
Buckliey --

MR, GRAY: Yes, I would say in this case because
of Mr, Bucklsy’s Qealth and circumstances of his beimg here,
if we don't finish vith Dr. Zacharias, we will interrupt his
testimony. But I wonld like to get ahead with 1t if we can
unless you objecf'to that.

MR, ROBB: No, indaeed.

MR. GRAY: Dr. Zucharias, do you wish to testify
under oath? You are not réaquired to de so. Ebwever, I think
I should‘point out to ycu that every witness who has appeared
to this point has chosen to do =c.

| DR.ZACHARIAS: Yes, I do.
. MR. GRAY: Would you be good enough to stand and
raise your right hand. What is your full name?

DR. ZACHARIAS: Jerrold R. Zacharias.

MR. GRAY: Jerrold R. Zacharias, do you sweaxr that
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the testimony you are to give zthe Board shall be vhz fruth,
the whole truthk, and nothing but the truth, so help yw Ged?

DR, ZACHARIAS: I do.

. Whereupon,
JERROLD R. ZACHARIAS
wag called as 2 witness, and having bean first duly swora,
was examined and testified aé follows:

MR. GRAY: Will ycu be seated, please, sir?

It is my duty tc remind you of the existerw of
the perjury statutes, and the fact that there are ponalties
with respect to viclation ¢f those statutes. Do I need to
;eview those witﬁ you, Doctaor?

o THE WITNESS: Neo, st.

MR, GRAY: I should like to request that if En the
course of your tesiimony it bhecomes necessary for you fo
refer to or disclese resiricted data, you notify me in advapce
so that we may take certain appropriate steps in the interest
of security.

Finally, I should say to you, as I say on bchalf of
the Board to ail witnesse;, that we uonsider this proceeding
a confidential matter betiween the Atonmic Energy Coumnission

. and its ofﬁicials on the one hand, and Dr. Oppenheiner, his
roprezentatives and witnesses oa the other. The'Commissihn is
making no releases with respect to these proceedings, and we

express the hope that the witnesses will take the same view.
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MR. MARKS: May we pause just a minute. I am not

sure you expressed the hope to Dr. Lauritsen.
. MR. GRAY: ’Ees, I did.

MR. MARKS: I am quite sure he understands that.

MR. GRAY: No, I ar not sure that I did.

MR, MARKS: 1 think he understands in any case bat
i Just wanted io be sure. |

MR. GRAY: Will vou proceed.

DIRECT EXANINATION

BY MR, MARKS:

Q What is youﬁ preseunt positioa?

A 1 am professcr of physics at the lassachusetis
Institute of Technology, and director of the laboratory of
nuclear science thefe,

Q fihat connections hzve you had with nilitary work
commencing with Worldé War II. GStak this very briefly, if you
will.

A I worked during World War II primarily in de
radiation laboratory at MIT For a short pericd during that
time at the Bell Telephone Radar laboratory at Whipyany, New
Jersey. I spent aboui four months at the end of the war, Just

. overlapping VJ§ day, at Los Alamos. Then I spert a fair amcuat
of time on 2 number of siudy projects for the military and
for things associated with thé mildtary.

Q Wint are those projects?
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A The first one was a2 study of nuclear powersd flight
sponscred by the Atumic Energy Commission, a projeci hoaded by
Walter Whitman, and known as Project Lexington. I {hink it
. was probably the first of the things that we call summer

studies.

The second one wiLs Project Hlartwell wich I dxrectcd

Nz 4 e o
a study of overseas transpory, specificaily mrectct‘ *cward the /

L, e

antisubmarine problem. e
\ . : : : :
o Then Project Charles, which wes a study a¢ HiIT, headed

'
1

by F w. Loomi's. I was the asmociate di.rector of thaa.i .;tuuy

PR - Dt ealabre i Vi AT Y  nia NPT L 222 [FEEIP - PO .
e a —_— e

.

That was a study on gir deflense, a.,lthough/gemraﬂ m.udy ol %

the air defense, specifically for force of time had o think

. \ mostly about defense of continental Nox'th Anwrica . -
| o Then out of that si.s::c.f; i-here grew a }abz;famry at
MIT called the Lincolr Laboraf u‘:ory,ﬁj-; lare’é ‘;i:x—:ﬁ:ften;:%k
K)/I;;;;t;y“i;-Li::;c:;)-]—.—nm{rﬂ;s;:-é.c.ﬁus—.et ts. ‘ It is in Lincoln,
\ el

Lexington and Bedford, Hassachusetts. ) e
| ‘I ;as for Ia. tiﬁna éééo&iﬁfé -;iﬂrector of the ldncoln
Laboratory in its first pear or =g0.
Q When was that?
A That lahroratorjr started in about June, July or so
. of 1951. I wzs involved fcr a short time -~ net very long --
in Pro:ject Vista, which I an surc has entered intc these |
discussions before. Then as a member of Project Lincoln, X

was in charge of a study onr defensec of the North American
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continent, a project thiat had mno name. We were trying not %o
let it be a project, but it got to be known as the summer sﬁudy
. of Project Lincoln. Taat was in the summer of 1953. I zhink
| that is about it.

8 In conneciioa with this last project that vou have
descyribed, did you personally make szny special comtrrijuticn
to it that you can describe without getting in to dassified
material?

A T wag director of the project, and therefore inveolved
in alost ail phases of it. I think without getting into
rather involvod tecandiceal disaﬁssion which might turn out to

. . be clazsified, that s, 2 frank discussion of which might
go off into classified chanrels, I think 1t would b2 best
not to be ;00 speecific about personal contributilons,

I would be glad tc 1f necossary.

4] How long have you nown I, Cppenheiner?

A As I remember 1t, I mzt him when he was a student
abroad. It was in the summer of 19326 or 1925, It was the
summer of 1326 at 2 mecting iz the University of leyden in
Holland, and talked to hin o bit.

o L Q Yhat B your sssociation with him since ihat tiuwe?

up until my working at Loz Alamos., However, I did meet bim

Since that time I would may it has been very scaniy

again in 1940 -- the summer ©f 1240 -- Norman Ramsey and I

met him at Seattle, and together we drove south to San
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Francisco and Dr. Oppenheimer joined us.

Q Putting to one side such casual associations, what is
the period during which you have had close associations with

"’ him?

A The close association, I would say, substantially
started at Los Alamos in July of 1845.

Q Since that time have you had frequent occasion to
work with him?

A Yos, and mostiy on things that involve the military.
To some extent on g'epera.l policies, regerding the support o
science.

Q Regarding the support of science where?

. A Support of sciente in this country generally, t us
call it financial support of science and the trends that jwysics
takes.

Q Just to be sure I understand you, you ars speaking
now, I faka it, about two different aspécts of your postwar
assoclation with Dr. Oppenheimer?

A Yes.

Q One is military.

A One is you might'say military in matters of natiomal

. policy and that sort of thing, and the other has to do with.
support of -- let us be specific -~ of nuclear physics. It
being fairly oxpens;ve, tharé has been a fair amount of

discussion about how much an expensive thing can be properly
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supported,and the directions on which it owght to go. On
those subjects we have had considerable discussion.
. Q Did you have much contact with Dr. Oppenhchiexr
in connection with Vista?
A Not really. I saw him there. I was at that project
only about two or three weeks. Be was tkere at the time
that we were working on substantially different things, and
although I saw him there, I wasn't very close to the particular
thing he was working on.
Q How about Project Lincoln?
A On Project Lincoln, I think the most important thing
to mention would be the study during the summer of 1i932.
Could I go into a little detail on that?
Q Yes, bearing in mind the Chairman's eaution about
classified information.
A I ;hink e story of that summer study is
probably worth putting into the record, and I will try to &
it as quickly as 1 can, beéause it has peen to' a certain

e = T N F iy, ~e e S-S S

extent a moderidtely controversial thing.!Continental has been ‘\

T I WA e
{ to a certain extent controversial Present national policy \

“ax

on continental defense is especially gratifying to those of

us who did work on that study because naticml policy has turned
enough in the direction of making continentai defense so that 1

,  think it is an important thing to get on the table.

.
\ M e T

- Q Let me 1nterrupt you thore torask you if you cap say,

i
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was there any policy with respect to continental defense before
the summer study of which you are speaking?
A Surely; The Air Force had then and has considerable
. interest in continental defense, and was going along certain
technical lines, and with the buildup of a certain amount of
counter force for the protection of the continent. In fact,
the  Lincoln Laboratory itself, which was by then a year and a
half to two years old, is a laboratory that is under contract
t§ the Air Force. It is a joint Army, Navy, Air Force
laboratory, but the Air Force holds the contract and is the major
contributor.
Q I interrupted you when you were about to tell the
. story of wh&t happened as a result of the summer study.
A The lincoln laboratory set up to work on technoligical
and technical aspects of continental defense. In fact, air
defense of any sort, Just prior to the summer of 1952, Dr.

Lauritsen and I had a long discussion about the trend in

continental defense. whether the huildup was great enough

1t

'whother the United Statas was 1ndeed capable of making a
/  defemse. The question was whether we were capable of making

a defense that was worth the effort, worth the making and

warth the cost in dollars and men,
Dr Lauritsqn and I decided that 1t might be a very
good thing if we looked into these technical, military,

and economic questions again during that summer. We decided
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that we should talk this over with certain others whom we know
very well. First of all, Dr. Hill, who was then the director
. and is now the director of Lincoln laboratory. We decided
we would talk it over with Dr. Oppenheimer and Dr. Rabi.
Q Why did you talk to Dr. Oppenheimer?
A In my experience it is always profitable to talk to
Dr. Oppenheimer, Hi=z head is so clear on gestions of this
sort that when you flounder for months to try to formulate
your ideas, you get to him and he can listen and heip stafe
clearly what you and he and others have decided is the germ
of what you are thinking. fhis is true in all of my
contacts with Dr. Oppenheimer on this kind of questibn“'

We decided, then, that it would be a good idea to
start such a study, that Dr. Oppenheimer, Dr. Rabi, and Dr.
Lauritsen agree to work oan this study in part. The reason is
that it is very difficult to recruit men of stature, men of
ability into any kind of study. They are doing what they
think is adequate and they have some sense of urgency but
they also have the feeling, why don't we let somebody else do
the work.

Dr. Hill, who is the director of the Lincoln

._ Lab, and I felt that if Dr. Oppenheimer, Dr. Rabiand Dr.
Lauritsen agreed to work on this 1h part, that it would be
easier for us to recruit a number of very brilliant people and

some of the more experienced people to do the job. Indeed,
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that turned out to be true. Fo that directly witbin the
Lincoln Laboratory and sponsored by the Air Fdrce, as I say,
we set up a study.

We came out with three raeomndatn;ns, one of vhich
I would like to say something about, and the other two I will
Jjust mention and not go into more deeply because of security

/ classification.

& - . PER R TR SE RN I o s - - N
a /.._..--'—“—“"H- i |
: ; On the first, which was clearest in our minds, \

\

and which has been enough in the newspapers so that I can say

T
it, we formulated the technical side oq.' a2 warning system against
aircraft that might be launched from Russia toward the United

States. Ve formulated the technical details and laid plans

AT i e W i e

. for a warning system that would be substantially across the
. top of the world from Hawail around through ths north, back
down across to England, and a.nothgr part dowm to the Azores.
There were mny'people in all branches of the military
and civilian life who felt that this was an impractical thing

to do, that mich a warning system would be too expensive,

TR e TE L BT 2 elan o T e T

too monotonous; it would take too many people aml too many

dollars. It is my feeling that the major role of science

T

in technology is to cut the dollars an d men out of the
. . military projects. We cut this by devising new methods which

have indeed over the past year and a half been proven

B i e

EEER

technically. We have devised new me thods whereby it is econom-

ically sound and quite feasible to have such an early warning /)

\\
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system. We formulated tentative plans for carrying the air b

battle out beyond the continental confines of the United

States. We formulated plans to i{ry to carry any possible air bat- E

tle out away from the cities. _ }
' 14
Q You mean to keep it from getting to the cities? F

i
[

A To keep it from getting to the cities, but also ®

keep the battle from going over cities. Air Defense Command

i
f

is in the United States. We felt that it was very important

T e A r v e L

to learn how to fight an air battle out away from the country

I e A T EITRIE T L L

in order to pull its sting, In order to reduce it, and

possibly fo turn it back altogether.

e

The last part of that study was devoted to possible

intercontinental ballistic missiles, and on these last two

things, the remote air battle and missiles, I would like to
discuss these things only under military secrecy. The
atomic energy secracy I think would not be importantly
S qinvoivodq-tlthough to a certain extent there, too. o
Q Let us not go into those matters, Dr Zacharias.
You spoke of resistance to these ideas in some quarters in

the military and civilian circles. Has this resistance |
persisted? |

A I am not sure that I said there was resistance.

However, 1 am sure in the newspapers it is clear that

continental defense is a subject that has a lot of emotion
" in it.

TR o el LIS

L P

Let me say in direct answer to your question that the
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national policy apropos of continental defense is guite in ﬁ
keeping with the recommendations that were made by that study../

Before the study. they were noiﬂ I don't want to bring |

Ler W ey o ¥

1n the oonfusion of post hoe ergo propter hoc, but it is
true just before the time of the study and before the
discussions that followed it, there was not a strong policy,
and there now is a strong policy.

In other words, I don't want the summer to be
credited with change of national policy no matter what I
happen to think when I am by myself.

Q bid you concelve the recommendations of_this summer
study that you have referred to as being inconsistent or to
be in conflict with any national policy with respect to what
is described as strategic air policy.

A The only conflict is of a funny sort. lLet me
begin it this way. Cettainlymrt of any defensive svstem in
this country is what we call our offensive plan. One doesn't
think of protecting the continent by conventional defensive
means. That is, destruction of enemy bases just as important
and every bit as important as local defense. It was the feeling
of a number of us who worked on this aimmer study that the
amount of money and the amount of effort that the government
would have to put into overall defense was larger or is
larger than was being put in then. Many people interpreted

our strdng recommendations for'defonso‘as an unfortunate
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method of cutting into appropriations for Strategic Air
Command. This was not the case in ocur recommendations and we

. believed then and I still be?.:leve that the money is going to
have to come from other sources, and not from cuts from the
military except in the matter of pruning qertain military
things that are not terribly fruitful.

Objections to try to build up continental defense
from the point of view of people who are trying to build up
offensive power alone, simply that if you work with a limited
nupber of dollars and a limited amount of effort, nalurally if
you build one thing up, you would have to build the other
down, VWhereas, I am firmly of tke opinioﬁ that we are going to
build the whole thing up, and our economy will have to stam
it, and I am assured that it wili. Does that answer your
question. |

Q You mean that you h;d both strategic ailr and also
continenta; defense?
A Yes, sir, and other nilitary'things, too, as events
of the present show, |
Q In this work that you have been describing, --
'MR. GRAY: Are you still on the continental defense,
. or are you about to leave?

MR, MARKS: I was about to get to a final couple of

rquestions.

MR. GRAY: Please proceed if you are that close to
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finishing. Ny question was related to whether we should stop
now for lunch.

MR, MARKS: 1 think I could finish in just a few
. : minutes.

MR, GRAYE Let us gd ahead.

BY HB. MARKS:

Q The work which you described in which Dr. Oppenheimer
ﬁarticipated on continental defense and other military and
scientific affairs, who did you conceive to be the enemy that
we needed to be worried about?

A There is no question in anybody's mind, and there
was no question 1n.the mind of mmyone who participaied or was

. k closely assoclated with any of these discussions, Soviet Union,
and the word "enemy",or "Russia" and the word "enemy" are
sort of interchanged freely. It.is that deeply imbedded in
everybody's thinking, including that of Dr, Oppcnheimer;

Q What was your general purpose in devoting yourself
to this work? |

A That is a simple question. This is the only country
we have, and these are tough times, and we want to help it.

Q As a result of your association with Dr. Oppenheimer

. have you formed an opin:l.on or conviction as to h:lé character
and his loyalty to the United States?

A I am completely Qonvinced of his loyalty to the

United States. Can I add a l1little way of saying it?
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g When you are gathered i-.n a group of mern who are
discussing the details on how to combat the nussians, how to
. '- contain the Russians, how to keep them from overrunning the
" rest of the world, and so on, the lqyaltiqs come out very,
very clearly. Theré Just is not any question in my mind that
Dr. Oppenheimer's loyalty is for this country and in no way
or shape by anything other than hostility toward the USSR.
Q What abéut his character?
A His character? Ethical, moral is first rate.
Q Do you havé any views as to his capacity to exer-
cise discretion in dealing with classified and restricted
. data and military secrets?

A In my opinion,‘ he is always discreet and careful
and has regarded the handling of secret documents and secret
ideas and so on with discretion and understanding. You might
think it is not the easiest thing in the world to carry around

- a head full of secrets and 'go‘abouj: in public, too, and talk .
about burning questions of the day. It is difficult. I be-
lieve that Dr. Oppenheimei has showed in every instance to
my knowledge that he can do this kind of thing.

) MR. MARKS: fThat is all.
MR. ROBB: I can finish in two minutes, I think.
MR. GRAY: 1If we can, let us go shead. |
CROSS EXAMINATION |

BY MR. ROBB:
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Q Doctor, are you in the group that is called ZORC?

A | Yes, except let me say that this name was never
heard of by the members of that group, by any one of those
four until it appeared in the national magazine. |

Q I vas going to ask you if you could tell us what
you know about the origin of that nomenclature.

A I have no knowledge of the origin of that nomen-
clature. 1 do knoﬁ one friend of mine went around to a
meeting of the Physical Society and hunted for people who
had heard of it. Found ome and I would rather not mention
the name because it has nothing to do with this thing. He
may have heard it or it mhy have been the invention of the
. man who wrote the article.

Q I think for our purpose, the name is not popular.
Vas thgro a group consisting of yoursélf, Dr. Oppenheimer,
Dr. Rabi and Dr. Lauritsen? |

A No, no more than there would be a group of any four
people who raspect each other despite the fact that they hold
slightly different ways o!rlooking at things -- a community
‘of interests and a slight disparity of approach. These four
people, I think, are very different. _

. Q Werg you four people the nucleus of that LINCOLN

summer study?

A No, sir. The four were not. I would say the nu-

cleus, as 1 tried to clarify before, were Dr, Hill and myself.
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That is, the Director of the Lincoln laboratory. The first

discussions were with Dr. Lauritsen. Dr. Oppenheimer and Dr.
. Rabi agreed that it would be a good thing to go .ahead with it

and they were willing to lend their prestige to help pull in

some people into it, but thig is far from being the nucleus

of the thing.

Q That is yhat I am trying to find out bhecause it h#s

been rather fuzzylin my mind. Were you four heople ~— Dr.

Oppenheimer, Dr. Lauritsen, Dr. Rabi, and you -- pecuiiarly

active in that summér study? Were you the leaders of it?

A iet me say this, I ran it. I was the director

. of it. So, I was in it. There are no two ways about that.
Dr. Rabi, Dr. Oppenheimer and Dr. Lauritsen spent a small
fraction of their time. However, let me say this. ¥e had
for the first week of that study a briefing for four days,
as I remember it, that was packed with as much meat aa yoﬁ
can get into any four days of technical briefing. I wanted a
summary of that technical briefing, and there were about 65
.Pbople there, all very fully informed, and the only man I could
turn to to give a summary, who could pull the thing together,
was Dr. Oppenheimer. He did a masterful job. It was per-
fectly clear to everybody in that group how Oppenheimer felt
about all.of the 1ssues,'so that if you gquestioned any one
of those you could find a statement of what he believed.

Q. Was there any discussion, Dr. Zacharias, about the
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comparative morality of a so-called fortress concépt, on the
one hand, and a2 strategic air force to wage aggressive war on
the other? |

. A Not in that summer study. I am afraid that wars
are evil. I do not think there is anyone in the room who
would take exception to that. It is not a very meaningful
statement. But the question'of morality, one way or the
other, you do not have time for when you are trying to think
how you fight.

Q Was there any conclusion reached as to the relative
importance of a strategic air force on the one hand and an
impregnable air defense on the other hand and, if so, what

1" was 1t?

A 1 know of no one who really knows the inside of

1Y

the military who believes that it is possible to have either
an impregnable and all overwhelming and completely decisive
strategic air command, and I know of no one in the know who
thinks you can have a completely impregnable defense. What
the country needs 1s a little of both and one has to supple-
ment the 6ther. That was clearly stated in the conclusion of
this report.
. MR. ROBB: That 1s all I care to ask.

MR, GRAY: I have a couﬁle of queationa. I am going
to reverse my procedure and call on Dr. Evans.

DR. EVANS: 1 have no questions.
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MR. MORGAN: I have no questions.
MR, GRAY: Dr. Zacharias, have your own associations
. been in question? Have you, for example, been identified with‘
any 'groups which the Attorney General has listed in these
various publications?

THE WITNESS: No, sir. Llet me make one statement
about this, which I have written on all security questionnaires
so you will know.

In the late thirties, sometime, there grew wp
somathing called the Mrican League Against War and Facism.

I may have been a member. I would now, thinking back on it,
believe tha;-l should have been. It is an organization

which became communist-dominated. What I have had to say in
any security questionnaire is this: that if their rolls say

I was, I was. If their rolls say I wasn't, I wagsn't. It was
not something that I had much time for or much traffic with.
This is the only thing of any sort remotely associated with
this kind of thing. MNind you, it was not a communist-dominated
‘organization when I was looking into it and thinking that it
might be a good thing to back.

‘MR, GRAY: I think that is a very fair statement.

. May I just ask this one further question. At one
time, did ycu begin to be conscious that gssociat:l.on with the
Communist Party bad elements of danger? -'Is' that a clear ques-

tion?
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THE WITNESS: Yes, but like the question that is
not completely clear, th§ answer will take # couple of minutes.
Yes or no will not quite do.
. MR, GRAY: I undgrgtand.
THE WITNESS: I went to college in New York, at

Columbia, having.come from the South. I learned about that,
that there was sﬁéh a thing as Communism, as a college student
naturally. I lived in New York as a graduate student at
Columbia and as a member of the teaching staff of one of the
municipal colleges, Hunter College. There was Commuhist_argu-
ment all around. I could never really understand any of the
Communist arguments and always fought bitterly, intellectually
. with 211 of the people who tried to hand out the Communist

line, so0 I would say that at no time since even my first dis-

covery of Communism did I ever think there was anything very

gsensible about it.

1 remember even what I thought as a freshman in
college. At no time did I ever think thsfe was anything
sensible about it, so there was never any sﬁdden becoming
aware. However, the build-up of the Communist talk was some-
thing that a number of us in New York would always fight off

. and I can remember some bitter battles with the pinks o‘f the
1930's.
MR. GRAY! As of the time the fighting started in

Europe, would it have been clear to you that Communism might
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have involved some security problems? I am not sure that is
a ;air gquestion. What I am tryipg to get at is whether you
. as a scientist were conscious at all of Communism either in
relationshipé or its threats or dangers, or whether it was
something that really did not cross your path at all.

' THE WITNESS: I do not think one could have claimed
that he was awake and live in New York City in the thirties
and not know that there was Communism. 1 think a lot of people
did not regard it as the threat that it turned oﬁt to be.
Russia was small, it was experimental, it was backward, and
80 on. I do not think any people who were backing it‘then
knew that it would capture half of the g'lo.be by 1954. Does
that answer your question?

MR. GRAY: Yes. I think perhaps I wiil put one
other to you.

Is there any question in your mind that'employing a
Communist today on matters involving spcurity would be a2 mis-
take, one who is now a member of the Communist Party?

THE WITNESS: Let me get this straight.

MR. GRAY: Let me put the question this way: " In your
mind, would Party membership be an automatic bar to a man who

. was being considered for work of a classified nature?
THE WITNESS: Certainly.
MR. GRAY: Vould this h#ve been true in your mind.

in the war years of ¥World War II?
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THE WITNESS: A then member of the Communist Party,
I would have thought the same, because I had such 2 low opin-
ion of their attitudes. In the case of some whom you might
call American Communists, there was a fanaticism that left
little‘doubt about whether you would want to have them on a
secret project. There are many who saw the light and when
they did — the Russo-German Pact certainly cut a lot of those—-
and the less fanatical ones were probably hireable.
MR. GRAY: It follows, I suppose, from what you
have already said that youfeel that today a man who might have
been a member of the Communist Party can be in 1854 a perfectly
safe person security-wise. That is possible?
® ' THE WITNESS: VYes, I think so. 1 think also that
in giving a security clearance one should look at the depth
of his involvement and what sort of involvement there was.
MR. GRAY: Dr. Evans.
DR. EVANS: There weré quite a number of Communists
around Hunter College at that time.
| THE WITNESS: I do not know how maﬁy. I knew tgat
Bella Dodd, who was the head of the Teachers Union there was
likely‘to be a Communist. Remember, it is hard to know who
. is a Communist if you are not in it, but I was never surprised
when Bella Dodd confessed that she was a Communist.
DR. EVANS: You can meet a lot of people and talk to

them and know them in a certain way and not know they are
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communists.
THE WITNESS: It depends on how you define it. Some

. péople want to be very specific and try to say a dues-paying
member. You might'ﬁot know whether & man was a due-paying
member unless you happened to have some mpch;nism for knowing
it. A man is not likely to show you a red car and say, "Look,
1 am 2 member of the Communist Party.” But you can certainly
tell the flavor of a man's opiﬁions by what he says., There
are many people'that I would call Russo-phylié American
Communists -- lovers of Russia. You could tell this by talk-
ing to them, I am sure.

DR. EVANS: You have never been approached by a&yone
trying to get élassified information from you, have you?

THE WITNESS: No, sir.

DR, EVANS: I have no further questions.

REDIRECT EXAMINATION
BY MR, MARKS:
Q Just three questions.

Dr. Zacharias, in response to a question of the
Chairman, a3 to whether you would consider someone who once
had been a communist or perhaps he said close to communists,
but who no longer was, considering his present hirability for
secret work, you said you would have to take account of the
extent of his involvement in the c&mmunist movement. Would

you also take into account his record since then?
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A Certainly. Whenever you sign a petition saying,
"I give thia man clearance to work on such-and-such secret
project,” this is a positive statement, and I think should be
. : packed up with good, full knowledge and appreciation, pro and
con.
Q In response to a question by Mr. Robb about conti-
nental defeﬁsa and strategic offengive, I think you said that
‘what you were advocating and what your group in the summer
study was advocating was a little of both.
A  Maybe I should have said a lot of both.
Q Just one other  question. Do you have any connection
with the Science Advisory Committee of the Otf;ce of Defense
o Nobilization? |
A Yes, sir. 1 am either a consultant or a member,
depending on whether the names have been changed in the last
month or two. There are s0 many people who are members of
the Science Advisory Committee and so many people called con-
sultants and it was decided two switch the titles of the
groups. |
Q Do you atfend those meetings regularly?
A Yes, sir. | |
. Q Could you make any comment on the value of Dr. Op-
penheil;ler's contribui::lons in that organization.
A There are very few people who h#ve Dr. Oppenheimer’'s

ability to synthesize the additions of others along with the
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ideas of himself. He has that wonderful ability. Neetings
that have gone on without Dr. Oppenheimer, in my opinion,
have suffered somewhat troh this lack. Mind you, thore are
pecple on that Coomittee who have a real gift for summary,
but they are not the equal of Robert Oppenheimer, In particu-
lir, DuBridge and Killian, two college presidents. ilaybe
that is part of the equipment of a collége president, but
neither one of them will focus the ideas quite as well as
Robert Oppenheimer. |

DR. EVANS: I did not get what you said about the
equipment of college presidents.

THE WITNESS: The abilify to bring 1deas_into a
clear focus. I am afraid it sounded --

DR, EVANS: You say that is the abllity or is not

the ability?

THE WITNESS: It is the ability.

DR, GRAY: He said it may be.

MR. MARKS: That is all.

MR. ROBB: I have nothing further.

MR. GRAY: Thank you very much, Dr. Zacharias.
(Witness excused.)

MR, GRAY: VWe will recess until 2:15 p.m.

(Tharéupon, at 1;10 P.-R., a recess was taken to

reconvene at 2:15 p.m., this day.)
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AFTERNOON SESSION 2.p.m.

MR. GRAY: Mr. Buckley, do you care to testify
ﬁnder oath? You are not required to do so.
| MR, BUCKIEY: I am gquite willing to do so.

MR. GRAY: All the earlier witnesses have done so,
If you do wish to, would you raise your right hand and stand
please? May I have your full name?

MR, BUCKLEY: Olliver E, Buckley. 'If you wish the
middle nagme, it is Ell#worth -~ Ol1iver Zilgworth Buckley.

MR, GRAY: Ollivei Ellsworth Buckley, do you swear
that the Festinony you are to give the Board shall be the
truth, tﬂe whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help
you God?

MR, BUCKLEY: I do.

MR. GRAY: Will you be seated, plo#ée, sir.

I am required to remind you of the Qgistence of ths
so-called peijury statutes., iMay I assume you are familiar
with those? Iam prepared to review with yoﬁ the penalties
for falsification or fabrication under oath?

MR. BUCKLEY: I realize they are severe. I could
not state them. | _

MR. GRAY: I think that is adequate.

MR, BUCKLEY : I should like t; ask, sir, if the
course of your testimoney should indicate to $ou that is

necessary to advert to or disclose restricted data you let
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2 me kuow in advance a0 that we may take certain necessary and
appropriate steps. |
Finally I shquld say to yon what I have been saying
on behalf? of the Board to each of the witnegses, and that
is, that we consider these proceedings a confidential mater
between the Atomic Enemgy Commission and its officials on
one hand aﬁd Dr. Oppeneheimx, his representatives and wit-
nesses on the other, and that the Commission is makinpg on
releases with respect to these préceedinga and we exbresé
the hopa thht the witnaesses w;ll fake the samc‘view of the
situation. | |
'WOuld'you proceed, Mr, Garﬁigon.
. Whereupon,
OLLIVER E. BUCKLEY
was called as a witness, apd having been duly sworn, was
examined and testified as follows:
DIRECT EXAMINATION
'BY MR. GARRISON: |
Q Mr. Buckley, would you state your present posiiioﬂ?
A I am retired, I was formerly chairman of the
Board of Bell Telephone Laboratories,
. (Mr, Morgan left the hearing room.)
A Before that, I was President of Bell Telephone
Laboratories -- President for a period of ten years zand
Chzirman for.a par‘.iod of one., I am still = member of the

Board of Directors of Bell Telephone La boratories.
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3 Q Your training has been that of what?

A | I hold a doctor'as degree in Physics, and after
. obtaining that at Cornell University, went to the Bell
System ~- really with the Westerm Electric Company Engineer-
ing Department which latexr was marged into Bell Telephone
Laboratories —- and spent my whole professional carcer in
that organization in one way or anmother, exept for a period
of one year ip the signal corps in the first world war.

Q During the Second World War, did you hold a
defense pos;tion?

A I was a member of the Guided Missile Section or
Division -- I forget just how they labeled it -- of the
National Defense Research Committee and Chairman of the
particular ol that that had to do with applications of
television to guided missiles. I was also for a time a

| member of the Communications Division of NDRC.
(i, Morgan re-entered the hearing room.)
BY MR. GARRISON :

Q Then after yoﬁr service in World War Two, would
you state the governmenial committees on which you served
in connection with our defense work?

. A There was another committee -- an ad hoc committee --
that I served on for a short time during the war that perhaps

deserves meéntion. 'That was the National Academy of Sciance

. Review Committee on Atomic Energy, which was, I think, for
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4 a short period in 1941. After the war, I served on the
Industrial Advisory Committee of the Atonic Epergy Commission
~from October, 1947 to Auwgust 2, 1948, when I was appointed
. to the General Advisory Committee and dropped off the Indus-
trial Advisory Committee.

Q Ard you served on the Gemeral Advisory Committee

for six yeaf?
A It will be s8ix years the first of August. I am
pearing the end of my statutory term.
In April of 1951 I was appointed Chairman of the
Scisnce Advisory Committee of the Office of Defense iMobiliza-

tion, which office I held .until May 15, 1952, when I .

. resigned because of illness, though remained at the request
of the President in my positionas a member of that committee.
I am still a member of that committee,
Q When did you first meet Dr. Oppenheimer, in what
_ year and what connection?
A I am not certain. I recall Dr. Oppenheimer as a
youﬁger man in presenting paperé to the American Physical
Society which I attended. The first definite memory I have
of meeting hinm was while I was on the Inﬂhstrial Advisory
o Committee of the Atomic Evergy Commission.
Q In 1947? |
A That would be 1947, when the GAC. met with the

Industrial Advisory Committee on one occasion.
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5 Q Were you closely associated with him -- I know
you were on the GAC == in the work of the Science Advisory
® Committee of the Office of Defense Mobilization?

A I was, quite, because I sought his advice at the
time I was congsidering acceptance of that appointment; The
Committee, as it was originally proposed by some pecple
working in the Government, was not one I thought I could
accapt, but with some modificdtions I came to the conclu-
sion thdf I ought to accept it if it could be cut.to £it my
ideas a bit better. I comsulted Dr. Oppenheimer in this
copnection and he was very helpful in working out some of
my problems in this connection,

Q  You remember, of course, the October 1942 meeting
of the General Advisory Committee that had to do with the
B-Bomb program.

A I have refreshed my memory on that occasion by
looking up soﬁe notes in the AEC and rscall some things about
it,.

Q Did you Jjoin in the so-called majority report at
the October meeting?

_' A I did.
® " Q  Did you later at the pext meeting in December or
before then submit and additional statement of your own?
A Ygs. That was thﬁ neeting early in December --

December 3. I wrote up a separate attachment that did not.
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8 | in my opinion reverse the position I had taken, but elaborated
on 1t:f;on ny point of view. There was no attempt in
that sfatement to express the views of other members of the
comeittee, but rather my own interpretation of what the
comuittee statment signified.
Q Would you care to summarize as briefly as you can
for the Board what your position in the matter was?
A I shall have to refer to my notes to do that. I
haven't § transcript of that thing.
MR, ROBEB: Excuss me, Doctor, is that your leiter
of December 3, 19497
THE WITNESS : That is right.
' . MR. ROBB: Would you like tc see that?
lTﬂE WITNESS: I have seen it. I saw it the other
day over at the AEC. I don't know whether there is anytﬁing
in there that is regarded as classified material at the
presant time.
M. ROLANDER:; I will have to cg;nsult the classifi-
cation officer. 7
MR. GARRISON: I didn't intend to ask s, Buckley
to go into much detail bﬁt just state the essence of his
() position w;tnéut reading from the text.
I, ROBB: He could certainly have it before him
if he wishes to have it while he iz testifying. ‘It is

marked Top Scecret.
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THE WITNESS : This is the difficulty with its
label. I felt at liberty to make a'fev cryptic notes zbout
it. |

¥R, ROBB: Yes, indeed.

MR, GARR!SON; Do you wish to have the text before
you?

THE WITRESS: No, I don't have to have the text
before me,

MR, GARRISON: I didn't ask for anything very
elaborate.

THEE WITNESS: Is there a security officer present?

MR. ROLANDER: I am the security of!icer.. I have
asked for the Classification Officer. But I think if you
talk in general terms you won't have any difficulty here.

THE WITNESS : Wili you check me if I do go bgypnd

bounds?

MR, ROLA#}EB. I will try to be of servicé.
THE wrrﬁﬁss: 1 see no danger in discussing it, but
I don't wish to violate any security reglation.
MR. GARRISON: Perhaps while we are wlifing-for
hig I could ask you one or two preliminary questions.
BY MR. GARRISON:.
Q How did you come to write a statement of your own?
A As I recall it -- my memory is not entirely clear

on this point -- I thought that our statewment of October had
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8 been misinterpreted and I thought that wh#t I meant at any
rate in signing the statemapt needed more explanation than
th& mere statement itself gave.

. Shall I proceed.

MR, ROLANDER : The Classification man is hers now,
Dr. Buckley, so if you.would like tc proceed you can check
with him any question that might arise,.

THE WITHNESS: Tﬁia memorandum was based on {he
question of an immediate all out effort on what was called
the Super, which was a hypothetical kind of a weapon at that

‘ time, a8 I recall. I was at the time still opposed, as_I

had been something = month earlier to a Crésh Program to

. produce something that ws didn't understand and theconsequences
of which we did not understand. I based my opinion on certain
assumptions which I enumerated: (1) our ignorace of how to
build the Super or whether it could in fact be built at all;
(2) the great cost in money which it represented and the
divorsion of effort from the A-Bomb program which it must
mean; (3) the small, if any, addition to military effective-
ness is I thon viewed thishypothetical weapon; (4)if we
can do it, the Russians can also do it, but théy capnot do

. i1t so quickly.

1 assumed those things were so. I noted that
others might not agree with those assumptions. It was the

way it looked to me. I ‘endeavored to appraise what I would

HW# 32833 DocId:364792 Page 123



2108
9 call the good versus the harm of this development. It was,
1 thought, 2 possible retaliatory weapon, one of doubtful
. value. It represented the diversion of effort from the
area of practical nmilitary weapons to the end only of exten-
sive genecide and ruthless destrubtion. It might have an
adverse effect on the accelération of Russian development.
It might lead to a false sense 61 security-and it represented
some loss of moral and p@iitical value in limiting defcnse
activity to instruments of military effectiveness. Those,
as I recall, wiék ths-aid of my notes, were queqtions in ny
mind based onlfha assunptions which I had made.

Weighing the pros and cons as best I could, I
favored very careful systems analysis of the Super program,
apnd an active program of research -~ doing everything that
we could see needed to be done to establish whether this
thing could be done and how -; so that we could know what
we were making policy about. This was opme of the things
that troubled me: That we were advising on policy about
a thing that we didn't understand and see our way through
on. »Iﬁthought‘that weought to see our way throﬁgh and not
be hystarical about an all out development and production of

. | a wéapon of which we koew so little and without compromisingo
our position and restricting production to weapons of pre-
dominantly military value. My'notes are not too clear on

this point, I am rather cryptic and I would refer you to
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10 the document itself,
| I favored strongly building a large stock of
A-Bombs at the same time that we pursued this Super idea
further in the laboratory and by test shots of various sorts
that would lay a scund engineering foundation for doing the
Jjob.

That is what I scratched in an obscure way out of
my notes and the document may not be eptirely coﬁsis%ent
with those words, but the general idea that I had was that
I thought we ought to proceed with reﬁéarch and'development
parts of these things rather than an ail out production
immediately of something we didn't understnad either physi-

. cally or with regard to its probably consequences.
BY MR, GARRISON:

Q After Pregident Truman directed in January, 1950,
that work in connetion -- I am not trying to state axectly
what his directive was, but I think you knowvhat I mean --
that work on the thermo-nuclear wepon should move forward
actively, what would you say a; to the cooperation or lack

~of cooperation of the members of the GAC, particularly
Dr. Oppenheimer, with the mational policy? ;
() - A I think all members of the GAC accepted the Presi-
dent'’s d@aisiona- a definite determination of policy to
which we were bound and a;l ot us,Aniong with Dr. Opﬁanheimer,

conducted ourse;yes accordingly from thence on, There was o
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11 argunent about it. That was the policy. However, we did
persist in our opinion that the A-Bomb stockpile should be
. enlarged and that development should proceedin that field
as well, which I think was consistent with the President's
order,

Q Do you feel that your associations with Dr. Oppen-
heimer in th@ years that you served with him on GAC and your
service with him on the Science Advisory Committee were
sufficiently close to enable you to form a judgment as to
his character and loyalty to the United States?

A The question never arose in my mind as to whether
he was loyal to the United States. I believed and believe
that he was and is loyal to the United States. I just don't
recall any event that even raised that issue in my mind.

Q Would you have any comment as to the quality of
his sérvice in those years to the country?

A This is in the post-war years you are speaking of?

Q Yes.

A I think it was extraordinary service to the country.
The job of heing‘chii?@an of the GAC is a very heavy and
time cégsuming job. Hs was our ubamipous chairman during
. the period that my service overlapped his and'-he was so out~

standingly good in that position that if you give value to

the services of the GAC you must also give great value to

the service of its chairman who was an excellent chairman.
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12 Qe Whgt would you say as to his discretion or lack of
discretion, particularly with reference to his knowledge of
classified material of a very secret character?
. A I assumed and believed him to be discreat with
reference to such material.

Q You read the Comniéaion's letter of December 23,
1953, to Dr., Oppenheimer which initiated these proceediﬁgs.

A I read it in the newspaper,

Q Do you have the same confidence in him today that
yonlhad when you served with him in thé past-war years?

A | Yes,

MR. GARRISON: I think that is all, Mr. Chairman.
® MR. GRAY: ltr. Robb.
| : CROSS EXAMINATION
. BY M. BOBB:

Q Dbctor, are you a nuclear physicist?

A I am not, sir,

Q So in respect of the question of the feasibility
of a Super bomb, I suppose you had to rely on the opinions
of others, didn't you?

A That is right.

. _ _ Q Whose opinion did you rely on, Doctor?
| A I gav; great weight to Dr. Oppenheimer's opirion.
I supsequently to the letter‘bf which I just spoke visited

Los Alamos and heard a discussion of it by Dr. Teller and got
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13 a briefing on it, you might say. I could not analyze that

or criticize it as a physicist, of course.
Let me say that so far as I could understand it,
it was consistent with the opinion that I had formed after
hearing from Dr. Oppenheimer and others, that it was one of
these ?hing- that had a speculative chance. It was a hypo-
thetical kind of thing end pot the kind of a thing that was
developed later. |
Q Doctor, you snid that yoﬁ felt that your subscrip-~-
tion to the majority report of the GAC of the October, 1949 |
meeting had been misinterpreted, I believe you said.
A I think that is stated in the document that I
., wrote and, I think, wisunderstood.
Q Would you explain that to us a little bit, Doctor?
A Yes. As I look back on it, that statemcnt doesn't
~ fully reflect our diﬁcussion at that meeting because I
believe that it was the gene;al opinion that research in
the direction of thermonuclear weapons should be heavily
pushed. I can't prove that but I think that was the posiﬁion.
I believe that I thought it was the poéition-at the time i

wrote this memorandum. But further than that, I can't recall.

. That was pot brought outinm the October statement, you see,
Q I gae,
A As a mattér of fact, there was work going on already

and work planned ahead at the time of this thing being set up.
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14 | It was down the thermonuclear alley. Tha question at issue
was a crash program to bulld a hypothetical Super, as I
recall it. iy memory may not be accurate but that is the
best I can recall.

I think that memorandum which I endeavored to su
up is consistent with that point of view because in the meﬁo-
randum I did not take e;ception to the prior statemnnt.f I
was io my mind elaborating on it. I did not attempt, as 1
said, to reflect the opinion of all the others, But I
believe on that p;int it was‘coﬁéistent with the position
that the GAC took at that time and had taken previously.

Q Doctor; do you recall in your later memorandum
. making some reference to a public conmitment not to develop
the the:monuclear weapon?
MR. GARRISON: VWould you make that a little more
cle?r?
THE WITNESS: I don't recall offhand.
BY MR, ROBB:
Q Let me show it to you.
A That is a statement, I think, of my opinion at
that time,
. Q Having looked at this do you now remember that you
did make some reference as to whether there should or should
not be a public commitment n;t do develoﬁ the weapon?

MR. GARRISON: Could vou read the sentence?
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15 ‘ ' MR, ROBB: May I read this, Mr, Classification

Officer?
. MR. MARSHALL: May I sece it, please?
l'm‘. ROBB: Yes (handing).
BY MR. ROBB:

Q I wvant you to explain this and what caused to put
thatin. The two sentences I have in nind are these: "What~-
ever course of action is adopted in the development of Super
bombs I do not wish at this time to recommend for or against
a public commitment not to deyelqp the weapon, por have I
apny specific récommendation as to declamsification. Some
public‘announcénsnt of policy may be necessary or desirzble
but I do.not feel able to advise wisely.”

Would you mind explainipng what you had in nind?

A It seams to me it hardly needs explaining. I
think that 1s a clear statement,

Q I just wondered if therehad been some discussion
in the GAC as to whether there should be a public commitment
or mot.’

A I don't recall any. There may have been, but I
don't recall it.

o .

tion?

Had there been eny discussion as to declassifica-

A I don't recall that there was any at:all.

MR. ROEB: That is all I care to ask, Mr, Chairman.
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15 . MR, GRAY: Mr, Buckley, you have made a distinction,
I think, in your testimony between resenrch and development
or partial development on the one hand, and an all-out pro-
duction effort on the other. This is a distinction I believe
you made and I believe you have stated'that you were cpposed
to whai'has been called the crash or all-out effort cn the
Super., At least this was your position and was the majority
position of the GAC in theOctober, 1949 meeting.

| I think you also testified that you felt, howaver,
that we should have an active program of research., I believe
those wereyour words.
Did you later feel that the interpretation of the

. written report of ‘the chober, 1949 meeting lead people to

believe thatyou had been opposed as a committee to active
research? Is that one of the reasdns you felt that you
wanted to make a clarifying statement later?

THE WITNESS: I now believe, or, as I recali,
that was my position on the thing. I wasn't aware that there
was any great difference in the committee on this thing. 1
wanted to state it more explicitly. Perhaps in that commit-
tee 1 had been rather often making the point that we ought

. to do what I called systems analysis to see as far as we

could whg#aﬁwe are going befpre we embark on a heavy devalop-
mont program.i
MR, GRAY: I am a layman. Would systems development
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17 be the same thing asacitive research?
THE WITNESS: No. Systems development would be
. a papér study, gener_ally speaking -- those supported by
experiments -—- to determine systomatically ends and poésibla
means of achieving those ends in the naturé of a technical
survey and enlarging the technical ground§ for planning a
programn with these ends in view.

I thought we ought to see our way through just as
far as we could and build up as good a technical background
for a program as wa.ﬁossible could andthat this would be
the economical and speedy way to do the job, whatever job
appeared to be good to do.

MR, GRAY: Would you forgive me just a mouent
whilell glance at your letter,

| Your feeling is that your participation as a member
of thatIOctober meeting ¢did not in any way commit you against
the development of this weapon althbugh you dié oppose all
out production?

THE WITRESS: You could say an all-q#t development
and production program. I thought that a more-careful study
of the problem based on further experimenting than had been
. done and based on our military objectives might lead to some

mejor modification of the program, but if was not to my mind

a2 datermination sdvice on . our part not to pursue the study

of thermonmuclear weapons. Is that clear?
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18 Mt, GRAY: Yes, I think you havé answered ths
question.
THE WITNESS: That is thq way I now recall my posi-
. tion which X think is fairly set forth in that letter which
1 wrote. |
MR. GRAY: ir, Garrison, 40 you have any further
questions? ' |
MR. GARRISON: No.
MR, ROBB: I have no further questions, ir., Chair-~
man.
MR, GRAY: Thank you very much, Doctor§ we appre-
clate y_pu.i'being here.
. ) (Witness excused)
MR. GRAY: 'Who is the next witness, Mr. Garrison?
MR, GARRISON: Dr. Bacher, Mr, Chairman.
MR. GRAY: .D:r. Bacher, do you wish to testify under
oath? ‘
 DR. BACHER : I. would be very glad to, 1f you so
wish.
MR. GRAY: You are not required to, But all other
witnesses have done so.
. DR, BACHER: T should be glad to do so.
MR, MY: Would you stand and raise yoi:r righf :
hand, please, and also give -né your full name.

DR, BACHER: Robert Pox Bacher.
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18 MR, GRAY: Robext Fox Bacher, do you swear that
the testimony you are to give the Board shall be the truth,
. the whole truth and nothing but the truth, so hqlp vou Gogd?

DR. BACHER: I do. '

MR, GRAY: Would you be seated, please, sir,

I gam required to call your attention to the exis~-
tencae of the so-called perjury statutes. Uay I assume you
are familiar with them and their penalties and it is unncces-
sary to review them?

DR. BACHER: I think I am,

MR. GRAY: I should like to ask, Dr, Bacher, if
in the course ofyour testiﬁny you £ind it necessary to refer
to or disclose restricted data that you notify me in advance
so that we might 'take certain appropriate and necessary steps.

I should also make the sams observation to you that
I have tried to remember to make to all the witnesses, that
we consider these proceedings a confidential matter between
the Atomic Energy Commission and its officials oo the one .
hand and Dr. Oppenheimar and his representatives and witnesses
on the other. The Commisasion is making no releases to the

- press and on behalf of the Board I express the hope that the
.. : witnesses will take the same course of action.
Mr, Garrison, w:l.ll_ you proceed.

MR, GARRISON: Yes, Mr. Chairman,
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‘20 , DIRECT EXAMINATION
BY MR. GARRISON:
Q Dr. Bacher, would you state ydur present pogition?
. ' A I am Chaifpan of the Division of Physics, lathema-
tics and Aatronpuw'and Professor of Physics at Cal Tech.

Q Where did you receive your academic traininé?

A I went as an undergraduate to the University of
Michigan, took a bachelor’'s degree, and later a doctor’'s
degree in physics in 1930. ' |

Q How }ong have you known Dr., Oppenheimer, approxi-
mately? |

A Approximately since 1922 or 1930 when he vis;ted

. the University of Michigan during the summer to give some
lectures there in the summper symposium in theoretical
physics.

Q When did ybu firgt get to know h;ﬁ very well?

A That was somewhat later., I knew him through the
thirtiea, If I recall correctly, he lectured in Amn Arbﬁr
once 6r twice more ;n the early thirties and I think I was
present at that time, Duxring the fall of 1930 I was National
Research Fellow at the California Institute of Technology

. and he was lecturing there duﬁing the fall term. I saw him
| guite frequently dur;ng that period. Later than that I
saw bhim only occasionaly at meetings or at other times. I

remember at ope time seeing him in the winter of 1934 in

WY 32835 Docld:364792 PFPage 135



2i20
21 New York when I was an instructor at Columbia and he was

visiting his father there. Betweean then and the war period
I think X saw him only occasionally at scientific meetings.
My close association with him began just prior to the estab-
lishment of the Los Alamos Laboratory.

Q Suppose you Just state what your government service
has been beginning witﬁ your work at Los Alamos.

A I came to Los Alamos from the Radiation Lahoratory
at M.1.T. where I had been for two years and a half and on
the occasion of the starting of the laboratory at Los Alamos.
There was a conference when that laboratory was started. I
attended the conference, It was decided during the conference
that I would join fhe laboratory and I did, in charge of.the
Divigion of Experimental Physics.

In the summer of 1944 the laboratory was re-organized
and X became the head of .the Bomb Physics Division, which
was a position I held until the end of the war. This involwd
in both capacities very close contact with Dr, Oppenheimer
and this contact was, I would say, daily ﬁnd very close.

Q What was your next govermment service?

A My next government service, If I recall correctly,
. was on a committee having to do with declassification which

was set up by the Manhattan District at the end of the war.

I thinﬁ I gserved on one other committee for the Manhattan

District and I don't recall exactly what the title of that
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22 committes was. Then during the summer of 1946 I served as
a sclontific advisor to the United States Delegation to the
United Nations Atomic Energy Commission.
Q In that connection you had an opportunity to see
Dr. Oppenheimer some more? |
A fes.
Q What next after that?
A After that in Oétober of that year, or 1t-was
the first 6f November I became a member of the Atomic Enexrgy
Commigsion and was a membor of the Atomic Energy Coqmission
until I left in‘ mid-May, 1949. |
'Q Have you had governhant service since then?
® A Since then I have been an advisor to the Atomic
Energy Commission and still and advisor to the Atomic Energy
Commission. |
I have been first a member of a panel on long range
objectives, I think it was called -- this may not be quite
the right title for it =~ of the Committee on Atomic Energy
of the Research and Development Board from spring, 1951 until
its dissolution in 1953, I was chairman of the Commitee on
Atomic Emergy of the Research and Development Board.
.. Q Was Dr. Oppanhqimer a member of that committea?
A Dr. Oppenheimer was a member of that committes. I
am presently a member of the technical panel on atomic epergy

of the Office of Assistant Secretary of Defenie for Research
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and Development., There may be some others which I have
forgotten for the moment,

Q Going back to the Los Alamos period, how much d;d
you se¢e of Dr, Oppenheimar 1n-thosa yeais from April 1943
to the close?

A A very great deal. Iuch of the work for which I
wag responsible was vegy close to the heart of our problen
of making an atomic weapon. The demand was for much infor-
mation from other pirts of .the 1aborafory and in particular
needed a great deal of guidance from the theoreticsl people.

As a consequence of this, in particulaf; I saw a
great deal of Dr, Oppenheimer. It would be hard for me to
estimate how much I saw hip but it seems to me looking back
on it that there was scarcely a day going past that I did not
spend an hour or more with him.

Q When he went away did you from time to time act
as Acting Director of the Project?

A I think not in any official capacity, but I believe

sometinmes when he left the laboratory he did leave me in

charge,
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owflsp Q Did you yourself go on any official missions with
him?

. A On a number of occasions 1 went on officirl missions
with Dr. Oppenheimer, trips to theeazst and in some cases to
the west coast, where we nceded to get information for the |
project.

Q Do you have any recollection of his political views
in those years as he may have expressed them to yéu in talks
that you may have had?

A Wo were prétty busy trying to make an atomic bomb
&nd we didn't talk about many other things. I was aware of
the fact that Dr. (ppﬁnheimer seemed to be a Democrat and vievs
that one would associate with his being a Democrat. 1 was an
upstate New York Rep-ublican, and wo used to joke about this
from time to time. But we didn't haie much political discussion.

Q Coming to the period of your service on the Atomic
Fnergy Commission, I would like to ask you to recall what
you can of the actions that were taken_ with respect to Dr.

Oppenheiwer's clearance in 1947,

A I might say in this respect that I did refresh my
memory on this point by consulting some of the minutes of the
. Commission, because when I started to think about it, I found
I didn’'t have all qf it so clear in my mind.
The consideration og the appointment of the General

Advisory Committee to the Commission was taken up at one of
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the early meetings of the Commission. In fact, if my memory
serves me now on this rqfruhing of this moi'ning, it was at
the second meeting at whih this was discussed.
. This had to do with who were to be the members of tl
General Adviso:.;y Cm:lttee. .
Q This is about what time?
This was about the 20th of November, I think.
Of what year?
Of 1946. Then a little later -~

Before the appointment of tﬁe GAC?

> O = OH b

Yes. Then a little later there was some discussion
of the question of making sowe announcement about this, of the
. appointments which had then been made by the President. I
have forgotten éxactly when that was, but I presume in the
interim period recommendations had been made to the
President, and he had approved these and actually appéinted
the members of the CMittee.
Q Let me ' just male sure I understand. The Atomic
Eﬁergy Commission recommended some names to the President for
appointment to the GAC? |
A 'fhat is right. Xt was a presidential appointment.
. ' Q Were the people appo:lntgd by the President the same
as those who had been recommended?
A If I remsuber correétly, .tln.t is so.

Q In any event was Dr. Oppenheimer among those
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recommended?
A 1t was, yes.
. @ This was a recommeadation of thg Commission as a
whole?
A This was a recommendation of the Commission as a
whble;

Q jow, coming to the clearance and the actions that
had to do with his clearance, would you say what you can
remember of that?

A If£ I recall correctly, clearance at the start of
the Commission activities was for the most part just carrying
over clearance that had been given under the Manhattan
District. Also, if 1 recall correctly, all members of the
General Advisory Committee had during the war some access to
activities in the Mahhattan District, and some of them had
been employees for an extensive period and eontinued to hold
Manhattan District clearance up to that time. If I remember
carrecfly, this clearance was then just continued, bhecause it
too k some time to get clearance procedures, and so on, under
the Atomic Energy Act into full operation. So this was the
first basis of clearance. For new employees, there had to

. _ be from the time the Atomic Energy Commission took over
investigation under the Aﬁt.

O What do you next remember about Dr. Oppenheimer's

clearance?
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A I recall that during the spring of 1947 this
question was discussed. 1 am not precisely sure in response
to what, but I think in response to a query to the Commission.

. I i-enemher that we looked at various times through that period,
first a summery of information from the FBI, and later a
ﬁuito voluminous file. Exactly whoﬁ that is done, I am afraid
I don't remember.

Q Do you have n recollection of having examined then
both the summary and gome kind of a file?

A Yes.

Q Do you have any recollection at all as to the
approximate dimensions of these documents?

. A I am afraid I don't, except that the file, I remember,
was a fairly thick document. I don't know, something like
this (indicating).

~ MR. GARRISON: Mr. Chairman, in connection with the
éxamination of Mr. Lilianthalk there was put into the recofd-
at page 1409 of the transcript a memorandum from Mr, Jonés.
the security officer, to ir. Bellesly, which contained a
referenc§ ofwwhich"lr?duidFjust read one sentence. This is a
not§ by Mr. Volpe in longhand on the.tile, and it says --

® this is dated July 18 -~ "My impression is that the Commission
saw 70 need for formal action following the meeting they had

with Mr. Hoover, referred to in Lilienthal's letter of April 3,

to the FBI Director.”
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Ve asked for the documentis pertalning to this matter

when we ﬁere in the course of examining kr. Lilienthal.
"' MR. ROBB: What was that?

MR, GARRISON: Tbis is a letter of ¥r, Lilienthal

of April 3 to Mr.bnoover; referred to in Mr. Volpe's loﬁghand
- note on the Jones memorandum tc Bellesly of July 18.

MR, ROBB: I am sorry. I fell off on tha first
turn of that, Ir. Garrisocn. Vhat was the questi on?

MR. GARRISON: What I was going to ask the Chairman
was to have the letter of April 3 in the record so that we
might see what it was that Mr. Lilienthal wrote to lMxr. Hoover
because I think it might help to clarify the matter under'
discussion, _ _

MR, ROBB: I have it before me. Shall I read it?
This is 2 copy. I assume it is the one of April 3, 1947:
*POJ/D", In the upper right hand corner.

"Honorable J. Edgar Hoover,

"Federal Bureau of Investigation

"U. S. Department of Justice,

"Washington, D. C.

"Dear Mr. Hoover:

. ~ "Ag agreed at our recent meeting I am fowwarding

for your information copies of letters in the possession of

the Atomic Energy Comnmission concefninz Dr. J. Robert

Oppenheiner, as well as papers relating to the award of the
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Medal of Merit to Dr. Oppenheimer.
"Sincerely yours, David E. Lilienthal, Chairman."
"Enclosures: cc¢ Mr. Lilienthal
o "File 2."

Then some longhand notes: '"Enclosures, papers on
Medal of Merit, letter from Conant, Patterson, Groves, Bush.”
That is in longhand.

'fD:lst:ibut:lon: 1 and 2, to Mr. Hoover. 3 and 4 to
Mr. Lilienthal. 35 reading file. 6 records section file."”
MR, GRAY: That is the longhand note?

MR. ROBB: The one Mr. Garrison read, "My impression

is that the (:oﬁmiasion saw no need for formal action following
. the meeting they had with Mr. Hoover, referred to in Lilienthal's
letter of April 3, to the FBI Director.”

Mt apparently was sending the Medal of HMerit a.ward
we had here, and the letters from Patterson, Groves, Conant
and the others.

MR, GARRISON: This seems to refer to a meeting
with ¥r. Hoover. | '

MR. ROBB: That was a meeting on which there was a
memorandur written by Mr. Jones,which was read into evidence,

. on March 27, "1047. 'i'hat is in the record some place.

MR . GARRISON: Mr, Chai.:_lrlﬁl.-n, I have some more

requests for information that 1 i:hink the Commission can give

us about the history of these events that I would like to
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submit to the Board, but I don't want to tal®e the time now
while Dr. Bacher is on the-stand. 1 thought possibly the
. particular letter might throw a little more light.
| MR. ROBB: Maybe I can throw some light on it, if I
might. |
. MR. GRAY: If you are going to pursue questioning
of D}. Bacher about those events, or if you are, Mr. Robb,
Y think it might be helpful to Dr Bacher to have his recollec-
tion refreshed because people seem not to remember this period
very clearly.

THE WITNESS: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

MR, GARRI§0N= What is there, lMr. Robb?

MR. RCBB: I don't know whether I am at liberty
under the rules to tell you, but apparently a number of
people were interviewed concerning Dr. Oppenheiner, I think
Dr. Bacher was interviewed. I think that material was in the
file before the Board.

MR, GRAY: One thing it seems to me that lir. Garrison
is perhaps groping for is the posdibility that there may have
been a meeting of the full Commission with Mr. Hoover. MNr,
Lilienthal testifjed, did he not, about a conversation?

@ MR, ROBB: That is right.
MR, GRAY: That is, with Mr. Hoover at a time when
‘ he was accompanied by the Deputy Counsel of the Commission.

It would be my guess on the basis of anything I have heard,
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Mr. Garrison, that thore was not a full meeting of the
Commission with Mr. Hoover, but this f am not sure about.

NR. ROBB: If there was, I find no reflection of it
in this file.

MR, RQLANUER: The only record in the file of such
& meeting was the one discussed and introduced in the record
when Mr. Lilienthal testified. | |

MR. GRAY: And this involved a visit to Mr. Hoover's
office of Mr. lLilienthal and Mr.Volpe.

MR. ROLANDER: That is right. _

MR. GRAY: I would guess the Commissioners would
remenmber if they went in a body to Er. Hoover.

MR. ROLANDER: The memorandum in discussing the
meeting, it refers to meeting betweenrrepresentatives of the
Atomic Energy Commission and the Federal Bureau of Investigation.
Whether that includes all members of the Commission, I just
don't kRnow,

MR. GARRISON: Could we have read into the record
the portion of the minutes of August 6, 1947, relating to thg'
matter of Dr. Oppenlieimer's clearance?

MR. ROBB: 11 thought this thing that had M. Volpe's
nrote on it was all there was on it.

MR. GARRISON: Mr. Volpé's note'wasrbegore that.

MR. ROBB: Here is a paper here, August 11, 1947,

from T. O. Jones to William Uanna, "Suﬁhect: J. Robert
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Oppenheimer."
MR, GARRISON: This refers to the meeting anmi I think
. that was read into the rqcord.
MR. ROBB: "Authorization for granting final § type
clearance, August 6."
MR, GARRISON: What I would like to have is the
actual August 6th meeting.
MR, RCLANDER: 1 think we had in the record a
-tibulation as to what the minutes reflected. Isn't that
satisfactory?
MR, GARRISQN: It did not seem to me to be a
= quotation from tho minutes, but rather a stipulation by the
Commission that clearance be recorded, or somathins of that
matter. At least it did not on its face appearto be a quotation
from the minutes. |
MR. ROBB: I don't know. Frankly I did not concern
myself with it in view of the stipulation. I have never
looked at the minutes. | |
' MR. ROLANDER: 1 don't think we can state the acfual
Conmissién minutes. The Commission minutes as such,l don't
believe it proper for us to quote them. Therefore, at that
. time the -Commission did, early in the proceedings, agree to
a stipulation as to what took place. That is what we had
hoped to make a part of thig-rqcord,and hph already been made

a part of the record.
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MR. GARRISON: Mr. Chairman, 1 am not asking for any
portion of the Minutes whichmight have to do with
extraneous mattels, but only that portion ﬁhich relates to

. Dr. Oppenheimer's clearance, and it seems to me that is a
piece of information very relevant to this procecding, and
certainly can evolve.no metter of improper 1nforpation to be
read into a record like this.

MR. GRAY: I am not indbrmed about the minutes or
about the procedures of the Commission ﬁot making its minutes
available. I think in this éaso I will have to rely onmn
the representative of the Commission, Ir. Rolander, who says
that you do not think the -pertinent portions of the minutes can

. be read into the record? |

MR. ROLANDER: That is my understanding, yes.

MR. ROBB: I might say, Mr. Chairman, that I don't
think either I or Mr. ‘Rolander would have authority in the

| light of what - I take it to be policy to make any commitment.
I thik it probably should be submitted to the Comwmission for
i1ts ruling.
| MR, GRAY: If you wish, Mr. Garrison, now to make a
request of that sort, 1 cartaihly will transmit it. I don't
. think anybody here has authority to grant it.
| MR. GARRISON: I would liko to make a formal request
of that sdrt, Mr. Chairman. As I read the rules of these

proceedings, I must say I see nothing in them that would stand
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in the way of that. On the contrary, it seems to me that
the emphasis on obtaining all relevant information whih is
. set forth explicitly in the rules should make this information
available both to the Board and to us.
MR, RBB: 1 am not debating that with Mr. Garrison,
Mr. Chairman. Ve would be happy to transm;t the request to
the Commission, but I don't think I hme the opportunity to
say whether or not they will do it.
MR. GARRISON: Then Te have made the request, Mr.
Chairmn. | |
| MR. GRAY: Yes.
MR. GARRISON: I would like to proceed with Dr. Bacher
on this matter, and ask him t6 remember.
BY MR. GARRISON:
Q You told us now you have the recollection of having
gone over a summary. Do yairecollect anywﬁare near at all
how many pages that may have been?
A No; 12 1 had to make an estimate I would guess
around 30 or 40 pages or something of that sort.
Q In addition to that, a thicker file?
A At a later date, if my memory serves me correctly,
. I believe we went over a very much thicker file, and I believe
it was reviewed by the other 00nnisﬁiomers, too.
Q Do you remember disgussing-this with other Conmissioners

A Yes.
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Q What do you remember?
A I don't remember very much about the discussion with
the other cm:sioms, except fhat 1 remember either before
. or during the Commission meeting referring to various parts
of it which seemed to be relevant to happenings in the past
that we thought we ought to know aﬁm . 1 can’'t renomber very
| much at the moment just what was said about that. Butwe did
review thaet and discuss it in the Commission meeting.
Q Do you i-ecollect any decision on the matter or any
conclusion?
A My memory is that when a query was addressed to the
Comnission, it seemed appropru'te to us to consult with some
' . of the people with whom Dr. Oppenheimer had worked during the
war other than ourselves. 1 can't rcmember exactlyvwho mas
consulted, but I am relatively sure that Dr. Bush and Dr.
Conant were consulted. I don't remember who else was consulted.
After consultation with these people and a review of the file,
the question was dicussed by the Commission and I think the
. conclusion was arrived at that the Commission saw no reason
in view of the information which had been Irought up to take
any diﬂerent action on the clearance of Dr. Oppenheimer than
' that which had already been taken.
Do you know Mr. Serber?

A I do.
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~ MR, ROBB: Did you say Mr. or Nrs.?
MR. GARRISON: I will ask about both.
. | BY MR. GARRISON:

¢ Do you know Mr. and Mrs. Serber?

A Yes.

¢ Where did you first know themw?

A I can't remember when I first met them. I presume
that I knew them before the war, but if so, only very slightly.
The first I knew them really at all well was at Los Alamos.

Dr. Serber wasva member of that laboatory and was there
when I arrived. |

| Q Did you know anything o their political imckground.
at the time?

A I would say no.

(o] Did the question of Dr. Serber's clearance come up
when you were a member of the Atomic Energy Commission?

A It did.

Q What was don8 about it?

A | If I recall corrictly, r. Serber's clearance came
up as part of the re-investigation of all coatractors’ employees.
There was a certain amount of derogatory information in the

. file that appeared. I have forgotten exactly what happened
in the local office out there, but it was concluded that there
ought to be a hnartng board set up on this.

Q ' The local office where?
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A The local office on the Pacific Coast. A hearing
board was set up on the Pacific cbast, I believe out of the San
!‘ranc:l.soq office, and 'I can't remember fi» mnbex?s of i:hat
. hoaring board, but if I remember correctly, Admiral Nimitz
was the Chairman of it. The hearing board mde a report
which 1 believe was transmitted to the Commission, and the
Commission acted favorably on clearance after the hearing.
Q Did the Panel recommend clearance?
A If my memory serves me correctly, they did.

MR. GARRISON: . Chairman, our information is, I
feel quite certain, that the Atomic Energy Commission records
willbear this out. I would simply like to sta for the

| . record subject to verification, which I am sure can be made
by  Mr., Mitchell or lir. Rolander, that the panel in addition
to Admiral Nimitz as Chairman, consisted of Mr. John Francis
Neyland, regent of the University of California, and 2 la.wyer,_
well known. I think he was counsel to the Hearst :i.ntei-ests
in San Francisco. And Major General Joyce, of the larines.
I£ I could just state that in the record and ask if that could
be ehecked. |
| MR. ROBB: I believe that is correct, Mr. Garrison.
¢ BY MR. GARRISON: |
Q What was the date of that?
MR. ROBB: I don't have it.

BY MR. GARRISON:
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Q Do you recall about when this was after the start
of the Commission? Would you date it from there?

A I would think this was 1947 or perhaps the beginning
of 1948. I am not clear on the date. |

Q Do you have occasion to see Dr. Serber now from time
to time?

A Yes., He i professor of physics at Columbia
University, and I see him from time to time when I go to New
York.

Q Do you see Mrs. Serber from time to time?

A Occasjionmally.

Q When you say when you go to New York, in connection
with what would this normally be?

A In cénnection with Physical Society meetings or other
scienkific meetings in New York. Professor Serber is now
spending, I believe, one day a week out at Brookhaven
Laboratory, in particular in the interpretafion of somd of the
work they are doing with their high energy accelerator out
there, their‘coamotron. Thisg is related to work that I am
closely interested in, so I sée him from time to time because
Le has the most interesting information on what is going on
there.

Q Do you know whether a Q clearance is called for by
that sort of work?

A I don't know. I presume he must have some sort of
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clearance to be o regulwr consultant to the Brockkave::
Laberatory, but what sort of clearance he has, I don't know.
. I nevor have &py questions concerned with classiﬂed
information tc discuss with hinm.
Q What was the charzcter of the cléaranoe whick the
AEC gramted in 1947 or 1948, whenever it was?

A I believethis was a Q clesrancs that he was granted

at that time.
Q Have you ever heard of any action changing that?
A No.
MR, ROBB: T7This is Dr. Serber, and not Mrs. Serber.
. #t.. GARRISON: Yes. I don't believe she is a
physicist or works on government projects.
MR. RGBB: No.
BY MR. GARRISON:

Q Isn't that carrect?

A No, she is not a physicist.

Q As 2 member of the Atomic Energy Commissl on, did
you have occasion to observe closely the wark of the GAC?

A Yes, I think that during the period I was in
Washington I probably followed the work of the General Advisory
comilttee more élocel.y than any other member of the Commission.
This was natural because I was the only one with a éciéntitic
and technical hackgi-ound, and the work of -the General Advisory

COmmj.ttee was mostly scientific and technical. I frequently
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at'tend attended much of their meeting and read their reports
very carefully. They were very valuable to us in getting the
. atomic energy enterprise back on its feet and getting
’ some of the work established that we thought waght to get
established. |
Q  Would ym make a comment on Hr. Opp§nheimer's work
as chairman of that committee?
A It was outstaxiing. Be was appointed a memﬁer ot
the General Advisory Committee. The members of the General
Advisory Committee themselves elected him chairman of thit
committee. Until he left,the committee, 1 believe, he
continued to be chairm Fe had had the closest génnec-tion
with the weapone development worli of any of _ the members of the
General Advisory c@ittee.
In that period in early 1947 when the General Advisory
Committee was set up, our greatest problem was to try to get
the Los Alamos Laﬁboratory in the development of weapons into
a sound shape. The Beneral Advisorﬁ Committese, I might add,
was vigorous on this poirt, and very helpful in getting the
hborﬁtory into shape both by reason d the recommendations
-which they made, and also the direct help that they gave us in
.. connection with personnel for the laboratory. |
Q@  What about Dr. Oppenheimer's individual contribution
in this effort? |

A I would say in s effort Dr. Opp'enheiur's
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individual contribution was the greatest of any membor of

the General Advisory Committee. He took his work on the

General Advisory Committee very seriously. He usually came to
. wa.shingi_:on ﬁotore the meetings to get material ready for the

agenda and usually stayed afterwad to write a report of the

meeting.

During .the cowr se of the meeting prolonging discussion
at great length so everybody would express his views, neverthe-
less aftexr the views h.§ been expressed, he had a very great
clarity 1n'focu,819g these views of what would be a report of
the committee.

Q | What was your normal routine when the General
. Advisory Committee Committee would meet in Washington?
¥hen I say your routine, I mean the routine of the Atomic
Energy Commission. Did you meef with the GAC or how did thet
work?
A _1f I recall correctly, usually the members of the
Commigsion came in at the start after the meeting at least
for a little wiile and then usually before the end of a
meeting there was a seséion of the General Advisory Committee
with the Commission. Sometimes this might occur on a Sunday
. afternoon, but usua;ly there was a session at the endd
';'_' the General Advisory Committee so that there could be
discussion of what appeared to be their recommendatioms. At

such time it was usual that Dr. Oppenbeimer would give a
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verbal summary in the presence of all the memﬁers cf the
General Advisory Committee, and of the Commissionof their
. findings, and then these would be discussed. |

Q  What was the character of the initial meeting between
the members of the Atomic Energy Comhintion and the GAC? At
the start of the meeting, in other words?

A I think this initial meeting was apt to be somewhat
less regular, -Usually most of the members of the Commission
went down; if I remember correctly,the Chairman, Me. Lilienfhal,
would generally convey to the Committee questions which had
édno up either within the Commission or from members of the
staff to be poposed to the committee. |

There was verbal discussion?

There was verbal discussion.

You left the Atomic Energy Commission in lay of 19497
Mid-May 1949. -

So you wﬁre not present at the October meeoting.

> O » 0O > B0

No.

Q  Did you remain as a consultant after you left the

Commission? - .
A Yes. I have been an advisor to the Commission since
. I left in 1949 and still am.

Q At the time of fhe Russian explosiaj did you ave
to do with assessing the information about that?

A Yes.
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o Who else had to do with that?
A If I recall correctly, Dr. Bush was chairman of a
group called together in mid-September 1949 to assess the
. _ ' information wl;ich was relevant to the determination of
| whethet the Russians exploded an atomic bowb. The other
members of the group, if I recall correctly, wére Admiral
‘Parsons, Dr. Oppenheimer and myself, and I believe Dr. Arthur
Compton was supposed to be there, as a member of the group,
but could not come. If I recall correctly there wore just
four members of tﬁe Panel that were set up b assess this
information. |
I can't give you the exact date on this, but it
. 'mst have been about the 15th of Septeﬁbor.
| Q After President Truman's declration in Jamary 1950
about the thermonuclear program, did you make a speech on
the subject of the mrogram?
A I made a speech called, 'The Hydrogen Bomb'", in
the end of March 1850. This is open and available for the record
and I am sure that looking this over will be much better than
any memory 1 have of what is in that speech.
Q I just want to ask you.two gemmral questions about it.
® Were you in that spech critical of President'Truman's
declaration? |
A No.

Q What was the primipal point you made in that speech?

NW 32835 Docld:364792 Page 138



21
2113
A 1 would say there were two points, but here I would
like any remarks that I make to be subject 4o referral to the
. 7 speech itself for anyone to judge what the speech says. 1
would say there were two principal points. One, I had mig-
givings about over-reliance in a weapon which seemed to me.
to not add much beyond large fission weapons to our national
arsenal, and second, I was very much concerned that there
was not more infarmation avﬁilahle to the publie e which sensible
opintns'coqld be formed.
o Q  You said, I think, that you served on the Committee
on Atomic Energy of the Reseach and Development Board?
| A Yes. | |
Q  And that you became Chairman of it and served as
Chairman from 1951 to 1953?
'A Yes. |
QA Did thatcommittee convene a panel in late 1950 or
early 1951 to cansider our weapons program?
lA If I recall fhat is abhout the timo‘that a panel was
convened for that purpose. |
-Q ~ And you were a member of it?
A I was a member of a panel that was convened about
. : that time for studying our weapons proﬁra.m.
Q And Dr. Oppenheimer was a mewber of :l.t?-
A Yes. |

Q And members of the military?
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A Yes,
Q Yes. If I recall correcfly, lxr. Oppenheimer was
chairman of that panel and other members were General Nichols
.  and Admiral Parsons, and I think General w11|ion from the Air
Force, Dr. Alvarez, Dr. lauritsen and myself. Some of these
may not be correct, but I think they are.
Q Do you have any particularcommitment on Dr.
Oppenheimer's service on both bhe committee and on the panel.
A If I recall correctly, the' panel met for two or
three days to discuss what might be the u;porta.nt areags for
progress. We then divided up the various areas t study
somewhat further to find out-a bit more about it and came
.‘ back at a2 subsequent day to write a report, and ipnorporate
the views tof the various days' smaller groups at that time.
With his unusually great clarity Dr. Oppenheimer succeeded
in turning out a report that stated very sccurately what
the panel thought in draft form., This was then discussed
essentially word by word by the panel, and a roﬁort finally
appeared which presumably is available somevhere.
Q From yow vantage point, if I =ay call it that, of
the Chairman of the Committee on Atomic Energy in the years
. 1951 to 1953, hl.ve. ’you any judgment which you could express
to the Board regarding any allegdd or péssible delays in the
production of thermonuclear weapéns. :

A I am. My impression is that this went ahead protty
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tast. At least as far as the research and development work
went, alldof the effort tmt could be put on this was put it.
. After a job is= done, i t is always easier to look back and
say if we had not done this, we would have saved some time.
I believe that almost everything that was done eifer in
fission weapons or in thermonuclear weapons was very rcelovant
to the job of making a thermonuclear vieapon.
Q You are still a comsultant té the Departinment of
Defense?
A Yes. ‘
Q You had todo with the Vista program?
.\ A Yas.
- Were you Chairman of tha Vista Project?
No. Dr. DuBridge was Chairmen of the Vista Project.

What was your share of it?

> O P 0

I mas responsible for one section of the project
which had to do with atomic weapons.

Q You were in charge of that section?

A Yes.

r There has been a good deal of tést:lmony about this
project and I don't want to du§11cate the record about Dr.
. Oppenheimer's partictpition in it, and soO :rorth. I would just
like to ask one or two questions aboutit. Was there a question
of allocations as between the Strategic Air Command and Tactical

Alr Group with resmet to the materials that woul go into
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tactical weapons?
A Yes, but I believe it wouldtake a little further
discussion to make clear just what was meant by that I am not
. exaétly sure o this point whether one does not get into
clasgsified information. I think it could be answered without
getting into classif:l._d information but if there is sameone
ha:e vhom I could consult on that point --
@ 1 am not going to agk you any.qusstions of that
character. I wouldlike to kave your judgment as fairly as
you can express it without going into classified materials as
to whether the recoqmondations of this chapter on atomic energy
would have affected the hydrogen bomb program then under way,
. whatever its nature may have been. |
A I know of no way in which it would have affected that.
Q Was there any purpose to affect that program in any
way?
A i am not even sure I undersand the guestion.

_ 6 I am not sure X do either. What I am trying to bring
out is was this question of allocatimrelated top any way to the
thermonuclear work thatwas going forward?

A Not that I know of.
. Q It was a gestion of the alloc#tion of then existing
fission materials?
A Could I say a word? about what the purpose of this

section of the report was, because otherwise I think it is not
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even clear what you would like me to answer.
r I don't want you to answer anything eicept what you

1

The purpose of the Vista Project was to }

investigate methods of tactical warfare, particularly as ihig/fj !

/'wo felt that one of

[P P

pertained to the problem of Western Europe.

- .
,7 the important ways in whih our strength in Western Europe
| could be bolstered at that time, and in fact one of the

things that could really .be brought to bear on the problem of

; keeping t® Russians out of Western Europe was the tactical j
t employment of atomic weapons. We felt af that time that we f
bad a sufficient stockpile of atomic weapons that

utilization in this field was both possible and appropriate

PP PO L J. S

and that it would be a great advantage to our military strength

[

to do this. So recommendations were mde in this direction,

that the tactical use of atomic weapons be developed and

increased,and that a potential in this direction be built up.
On the question of allocation of weapons to tactical

use, I think that this is apt to be somewhat misleading because

there existed, or was about to exiat -- I am not quite sure

the bomb could be mmde available for one type or another

P *&A,N_LLS;.-‘i‘“.

Juite Fendily: T don' t ‘beliove that is chesified. B

ER., ROLAKDER: I think that is all right.
BY MR. GARRISON:
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¢ Would you say & word about Dr. Cppenheimer's
contribution %o the results of this report?
. A The Vista Project was started in April 1951, if
I recall correctly. Is that correeci?
Q I think that is right.
A Iz that a correct date?
MR, RGB! I think so;
THE WITNES3: I believe it is correct. It continued
through the sumnmer.
¥MR. ROBB: That is right.
THE WITNESS: It was started in April 1 1 It
continued tnrough the summer' ndlav;r;;;ﬁ;é whiuh I was ;E;%\}

Chairman. or at least I wvas responsible for the g“ﬂup, was

P

[ Sl PRI &

i_!ormed for the employment of atomic waapons’ngis cthar people

7 b R o Lh e

who worked with this groun wote r. Lauritsen and Dr. Chrigtie.

Dr. Thorndyke from the Brookbaven Laborabry wxs thore during
most months of tho sumrer. Dr. Mayworth from the 3rookhavaon
lLaboratory was thore for a period of a week or z0, aund

a few other people helped us from time to time during that
period. Duwring tpe summer we got a good many of our ideas
in line and during the fall atarted to formulate these so that

we could write a report.
I think that by f£all much of the backgoound informa-
tion was beginning to be clear, and many of our ideas were

beginnng to be a little clearer. 1t was very difficult teo
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formulate these ideas because all of the points we wished to
reconmend were interrelated and we foundourselves in difficulty.

I think it was about this time, I don't-ren@mber the
. date, October or November, that we were fortuna®e to get Dr.
Qppenh?innr to come and spend a week or ten days with ua., He
was very helpful to us in formulating these ideas. I think
that we had a firgt draft of the report actually written
down at that time, but it was not in very good form. After
two more days of discussion with him, he had some ideas Qf
how these things could be better formulated, and helped very
much 15 hringiné them to a focus.
Subsequently this draft then went through several
.' revisions. I don't even temember how many. It was finally
revised in late december of that year and the final report,
I think, apﬁ ared or was proposed shortly ater Christmas.

Q Dr. Bacher, you are familiar withthe Commission's
letter of December 23, 1853, to Dr. Oppenheimer initiating
these proceedings?

A I have read it.

Q Apart from the allegation or the repoxrts nbout the
H bomb, did the rest of it come to you as a surprise?

. To put it another way, how much, if any, of the
matters in this letter apart from the H bomb would you say
you had been over previcusly at the time of the 1947 clearamnce?

A It is, of course, hard to give a categorical answer
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to a question like that, but I didn't find any parts of it
that seemed surprising to me: in view of the things I had read
"' before.
Q How well do you feel that you know Dr. Oppenheimer?
A I feel I know him very wuli. I have worked very
closely with him duing the war, have seen him frequently since
the war, and feel I know him really very well. I justdon't
think it would be possible to work with & man as closoly as I
worked with Dr. Oppenheimer during the war without knowing him
very well;
| Q What is your opinion as to his loyalty to the United
. States?

A I lave no question at all of his loyalty.

Q On what do you bhase that? Is that purely a suhjgctive
Judgmant?

A I think opinions of that sort are always subjective
Jjudgments., 1In this case I put great credence in ny own
Judgment, natuilly, because I know him very well. But this
is essentially an assessment on my part based on knowiﬁg him
for a great many years. I mve the greatest confidence in his
loyalty.

What wbuld you say as to his sense of discretion in
the use that he wouid make of the knowledge that has come go
him and will_?ontinugto come to hin assuming that he continues

in government work?
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A 1 found Dr. Oppenheimer to be very #iscreet. 1 can
remexber during.th. war once wvhen we had to go out on a trip
together and it was essential that he cﬁr:y a memorandum,

. that even in note form was classified, and he was so careful
and he pinned it in his hip pocket. 1 tponcht here is a man
who really is very careful about these things. But to say
more generally as to his discr@tion, I bave always found Dr.
Oppenheimer to be very discreet in his handling of classified
information.

Q Is there anything else you care torsay to‘this
Board about his character as a man and as a citizen?
A I have the highest confidence in Dr. Oppenheimer.

‘f. I consid er him to be a person of high character. I conéider
him to be a man of discretion, a good security risk and a
person ofrrfull loyalty to the country. |

MR. GARRISON:  That is all, Mr. Chairman:
CROSS EXAMINATION'
BY MR, R(BB:

- Q Dr. Bacher, you were asked by Mr. Garrison what you
knew about Dr. Oppenheimer's political views at the time you
were in Los Alamos, and you amwered, I believe,that you knei

. him to be a Democrat. |

Did you know anything alout his interest inother
political philosophies? |

A As 1 think I answered Mr. Garrison, too, we didn't
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have very much time to discuss politics at Los Alamos.
Q Whether you discussed it or not, did you know?
. A Not much. I had been aware of the fact that he BEad
‘ leftish sympathies before the war, but I didn't really know
very much about it, and I didn't discuss it with him.

Q Did you ever state to anyone that you knew that

" batween 1934 and 1942 , Dr. Oppenheimer became interested in
variows political philosophies and was interested as many
others were at the time in the experiment being conducted
by the Sovie t Government in Russia? |

A I don't know, butit sounds as if I might have.

Q Did you know that?

A That is a difficult question to answer, because I
amnot exactly sure what it would take to know that. I was aware
that this was commonly discussed.

MR. ROBB: Mr. Chairman, there is in the file before
the Board a memorandum to the files, dated March 14, 1947,
the subject is stated to be  'a study of a report on J.
Rohert Oppenheimer, or an aha.lysis of a report on J. Robert
Oppenbeimer. Much of this analysis has to do with FBI reports
which I am not allowed to discuss or disclose here.

. MR. GARRISON: This is an analysis by whom?

MR. ROBB: It is not signed, Mr. Go;rrison, stragely
enough. But it is in the AEC files under that date.

MR, GARRISON: Is that a document used in connection
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with the clearance discussions?

MR. ROBB: I assume it w'a.s. I don't know. It is
March 14, 1947.

. MR, GARRISON: An unsigned document?

MR. ROBB: That is cor;ect_.

MR, GRAY: It is on AEC stationery?

MR. GARRISON: Are you going to read portions
of that to Dr. Bacher? |

MR, ROBB: Yes, sir. Mr. Chairman, as I say, I am
not permitted to read those portions which reflect FBIl reports.
I would like, however, to read a certain portion which does
not necessarily involve such reports, and wherein some minor

. . instances there are some references --

MR. GARRISON: I am sorry. I did not hear that.

MR. ROBB: I would like to read certain portions
which do not involve reference to FBI reports. In some
instances where there is reference to FBI reports, I would
like to delete or pa.raphfa.se. so'u not to get into FBI reports.
I wish the Board would follow me so I am not distortirg.

MR. GARRISON: Mr. Chairman, is there anything to
show that this may not be simply a kind of memorandum

. - exchanged between security officers?

MR. ROBB: I dodt know what it is. It is a memorandum

to file.

MR. GRAY: There is not anything to show the authorship
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of this report.
‘MR, GARRISON: I am a little troubled about reading
. into the redord matter from a document whose purpose, - nature
origin, anthenticity, we lave no knowledge at all).

MR. ROBB: Could yéu want the Board to consider it
_without your hearing 1it?

MR, GARRISON: I would like to hear everything that
the Board considers. I know that to be beyond the possibilities,
greatly as I regret it. ’

. MR. ROBB: May 1 proceed, Mr. Chairman. Iam reading
from page 4 of this meinnrandum, starting at the bott'om ——
. "It is known" --

MR, GARRISON: IMr. Chairman, could we have this
read first off the record to see what we can make of it, and
then see if it belongs in amrt of the record 1&lvrl't:i.'ch
conceivably one day may become public? I am not saying that
there is any plan to make it public, but this is a record
of some historic character, and I think --
| UR., GRAY: I would like to ask Mr. Robb whether this
is going to be the basis of a question to Dr. Bachexr?

MR. RGBB: I think it relates to Dr. Bacher's
testimony, and I want to put some questions to him about this.

MR. GARRISON: Does it relate to him personally?

MR. ROBB: Not at all.-

MR. GARRISON: Why can't you put yeur question without
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.rea.ding it from an uﬁknown document?
MR. ROBB: Because I am conducting this questioning
and I would like to do it in my own way.
. MR. GARRISON: I am conducting my question to the
Chair.
MR, RCEB: You asked me and I answered it.
MR, GRAY: Where is that?
MR. ROBB: Starting at page 4 of the report, at the
bottom of the page, the next to the last paragraph.
MR. GRAY: And how much? |
MR. ROBB: Reading from tﬁere through the first full
paragraph on page 6.
. ' MR. GRAY: I am going to allow counsel tomad these
portions he has indicated.

Vam. ROBB: Mr., Chaismn, may I suggest that thére are
certain m:l.:_:or references nin here to FBI re.ports which we are
not pernitted tc disclose which is why I was going to undertake
to read it to give counsel the benefit of it with those
references deleted.

This Board, as I understand it, is to base its
decision in this matter upon the whole file before it. 1f
. counsel does not want to hear this, and wants the Bc;a.rd to go
ahead and consider it without him learing it, that is all right
with me.

MR, GARRISON: Mr. Chairman, what I object to is
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reading into the record what I take tole allegations about
Dr. Oppenheimer's past which'aro unsupported by anything
. approaching a signature, without any knowledge of the use
to which this was put, or the source of it, without any possible
nogns of our knowing what it is going to say. It seems to .
me to read an anonymous allegation of that kind about Dr.
Oppenheimer into the record --
MR. GRAY: I QOn't believe that the portion that
Mir. Robb proposes to read makes allegations 6ith respect to
Dr. Oppenheimer. Am i corract?
MR. ROBB: It concerns certain individuals employed
. on the project. I apprehend that this report was before Dr.
Bacher at one time or another. .
MR. GRAY: This report clearly came out of tle
Atomic Energy Commission files. As Mr, Robb aaid, I think 11-.'
is safe asnumé that even though Dr. Bacher may not remember
seeing this particular document, that at one time he certainly
bad seen it in connection with the clearance procedures involved.
UR. GARRISON: Mr. Chairman, if this was a part of
the material which Dr. Bacher went over, why can't it be shown
to him now, and then questions put th him about individuals,
ra.ther than reading this into the record. There certainly
<an be no objection to a former member of the Commission
reading somthing from the Commission's files, as I understand

it, particularly if he has already read them in the past.
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MR. ROBB: I certainly would not expect Dr. Bacher
to remember this offhand. .

MR. GARRISON: Why can't you show it? Mr. Chairman,

. - wouldn't that be the approprhte procedure to let Dr. Bad ex
look at this, and then if counsel wants to ask him ques tions
about particular individuals, he can.

MR. ROBB: Mr. Chairman, I want to ask Dr. Bacher
quest ions about this memorandum, X think t}ae record ought to
reflect what it is before I start to ask him gquestions about it.

MR. GRAY: I think I shall have to talk with my
colleagues on the Board. I understamd you are objecting to
the reading. | |

' ' MR. GARRISON: Yes, sir. I don't object if it is
shown to Dr. Bacher so he may read it, and then questions put
to him about particular individuals, whatever questions that
counsel wants to ask. I just have this feeling that to
read into the record these anonymous passages about particular
people is not sound procedure.

MR. ROBB: Of course, Mr. Chairman, I cart qu"ite
follow my friend because this report 1s before the Board in
its entirety. I can't see why putting a portion in the

. :;ecord seens to be such a horrible step to take. The only
thing that will happen if I read this is that counsel will
get to hear‘ it. |

MR. GARRISON: It also will become a part of the
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trangcript, which may become a permanent record.

MR, ROBB: ] assume these files are a public record.

HR. GARRISON: It may become public.

MR. R: It won't become public through us.

MR. GRAY: 1I think it is not unreasonable to
assume that some tiﬁe this transcript may becoms a public
record. I would hope not, but I think we can make no guarantees
I would 1:I.ke. to have a consultation vwith my colleagues on the
Board. I think we will just move into the other room briefly
80 we won't have to send all of you out of the room.

(The Board withdrew.)

(The Board re-entered the room.)

. MR. GRAY: Aiter conferring with my cou;agues on
. the Board, I am going to suggest that Mr. Robb show this
document to Dr. B'acher,, and if he wishes to point out
particularly the paragraphs which he is now concerned with
and then to ask him to question Dr. Bacher on the basis of
these paragraphs without reading them into the record.
MR. ROBB: Mr. Rolander, is it all right far Dr.
Bacher to make references to FB1?
MR, ROLANDER: Yes, but Dr. Bachér should not refer
. _ to references in discussion.
MR, ROBB: BMay we take time out wile he reads it?
MR. GRAY: Yes.

MR, ROBB: May we proceed?
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BY MR. ROBB:
Q Dr. Bacher, you have read the paragraphs in that
. _ analysis to which I referred you?
A Yes.

Q Doctor, if the statements made in this analysis
about Charlotte Serber are fact, would you haw had her on
the prgect at Los Alamos?

A ‘Cc-'uld I see this thing again to refer to?

Q Yes, sir. (Handing).

MR. GARRISON: Mr. Chairman, I would like to note

for the record that Dr. Bacher's answer to that question,

. whether he answers yes or no, scarcely seems to me to be
relevant to the abject of this inquiry for it has absolutely
no boar:l.-ng on the question of ﬁhsther Dr. Oppenheimer knew
those facts to be true or not, whatever these facts may be.
This is a question in the cark about the witness' opinionsbhout
something not in the record about some member of the project.
I fear that the inference whih the question may wish to have
drawn is that if the witness'answers the question in the
‘negative somehow that will be taken as directed to Dr.

| . Oppenhe:imr. It just seems not to belong in the recard, but
I don't want to seem to be argumentative about this, bdbut I
do put it to the LChaj.rm?a.n very seriously.

MR, GRAY: Your observation about it is in the
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record, and I am certain the Board will take into uccouni;

21l of the circumstances, including the nature of the
memorandumn updor discussion, and the related matters yﬁu
pointed out about it.

THE WITNESS:: ¥ould you repeat the question?

(Question read by the reporter.)

THE WITNESS: In order to answer that question, Mr.
Robb, I think it is necessary to go back and make 2 bit of a
statement about what the basis for security clearance was at
Los Alamos.

We as technical people at Los Alamos did not put
ourselves in the position in any case of making a judgment as
. to whether scientific people sl_muld or should not be a member «

the project. 'rhls was a question wvhich was left up to the
security officers. For eianple, to take the case of Philip
Morrison -~ I happen to remsmber this, and it is rofoi-rod to
in the same document which you have just asked me to look at -
in his case he was a member of the metallurgical laboratory
at the University of Chicago. Some tim in the summer d 1944
I was on a recruiting trip for the Los Alamos laboratory.
We were desperately trying to get people from other sections
. of the project to help us -:I.n the work_ but there. 1 'Snt to
the metallurgical laboratory, 1 went to the SAM laboratories
in New York, a.ndl iz I :r‘ecall correctly, I went _also to OCak

Ridge. At each of these places I talked to people and
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approached fhon with reference to coming to Los Alamos. Finall
after finding that some of the ﬁo@ple vhom I had initially
approached were unavailable for security reasoﬁs at Los
Alamos, I.took the precaution of not talking to people until
I cleared it with the security of ficer. Ibn other words, &%
was clear from this that the responsibility for as fo who
‘caml to Los Alamos was held with the security office and not
with the scientific director or any member of the scientific
staff.

In the case of Philip Morrison I interviewed him
in Chicago. Subsequently, if I recall correctly, a question
was raised as to whether it was advisable for him to come to
. Los Alamos. 'ﬁe pointed out that he was a very able man, would

help us more in our work out there than most of the other
peopie that we might get, and after wveview somewhere, it was
decided that he would come +0 Los Alamos and he did, and made
a number of valuable contrilxtions to the project.

I think this is only to indicate that judgment as
to what had to be tasken for fact in these matters and the
decision as.to what ought to be done on that was something
which was in the hands of the security officer at Los Alamos.

Q | | | BY MR. ROBB:
| Q May 1 interpose, since we digressed a little bit,
you have here, have‘ybu not, given a judgment on Dr. Opppn-

heimer as a security matter?
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A I have given my personal opinion.

Q Yes, sir. Would you give that same personal opinion
in rospect.ot Charlotte Serber, assuming that the statements
you have read about her in this mmgndun_a.re true?

A I will say this. I don't think Dr. Oppenheimer would
not have had her at Los Alamos if he did not think she was
reliable.

Q Would you please answer the question? I am asking
for your opinion. |

A I believe I would have relied vn the security officer
to mke a d;cision on this.

Q Suppose the security officer told yau the facts
set out in this nemorandun,‘and asked you for your opinion
as to whether she should be there or whether she shou1¢ not,
what would you have done?

A In any security case, there are lots qf acts and
these may only be a part of the facts. A security judgment,
as I understand it, is as a matter of balancing one thing
against another. |

r In other wards; you don't think you are qualified
to give an opinion?

A I do think I am qualified to give an opinion.

A Would you give one on Charlotte Serber?

A In answer to fhat question, I think you need all

the facts and not just what you have given me.
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Q Ashuningr;fhat these facts were given to you, do you
think that taking those facts as data fhat she had any
business on that project? |

_. A It seems to me that these are not necessarily facts.

They are stated in the form of it as an opinion.

Q I am asking you to assume that they are facts.

A Could I read them again, please?

Q Yeos.

MR, GRAY: 1} mid say that the witness does not
have to assume they are facts, but for the purpose of a ques-
tion only you may, This is not to get you on record.

MR. ROBB: No, I am not asking you to say they are

. facts. I am mendy trying to explore the witness' criteria
of secu:ity standards.

THE WITNESS: Mr. Chairman, as you can see from my
Answers, I‘ ama little reluctant ‘to answer hypothetical
quesi:!.om.

MR. GARRISON: I think, Mr. Chairman, that when
counsel put the question to Dr. Bacher, I thought he was making
a comparison or parallel between that question to Dr. Bacher
about Mrs. Serber, and the question I put to Dr. Bacher about

._ his opinion of Dr. Oppenheimer. Quite clearly his opinion
about Dr. Oppenheimer .1- based on many long years of intimmte
association in government work, and I think to analogize

that to an opinion about Mrs. Serber based ana hypothetical
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set of facts is quite nmisleading.
MR. ROBB: I don't think the Doctor is misled. Have
. you now read that again, Doctoxr?
‘THE WITNESS: I have now read it again.
1 think, Mr. Robb, that there is a great ditforenc§
between assuming that is a fact, and poceeding on the basis.
I think the real question comes up as to whether that is a
fact or not.
BY MR, ROBB: |
Q Assuneg tht you knew that these statements were the
“truth about Mrs. Serber, would you then be of the opinion that
she should be cleared for service on a secret war project such
as Los Alamos?
A In the case that all those facts are correct
as atated, and werecurrent’:t the time, I would say no.
Q Yes, sir, ihnt was Mxrs. Serber's job down there?
MR. GARRISON: Mr. Chairman, please believe me, I
am not trying to delay or obstruct. I think ahce we now have
had put to the witness questions about these facté, those
ficps now ought to go in the record. I hoped when counsel
.had shown this document to Mr. Bacher that the course of
. questioning would have followed a different line. But the
record as it now reads is absolutely blind and incapable of
evalution by ug., While I had hoped to avoid this kind of

reading of this raw undigested anonymocus material into the

. 1
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record I now see no recourse but to have it dong, because
otherwise the transcript is left in a meaningless state of
affairse. I think it better go in. I am sorry it has taken

. | this turn. But I didn't suppose that the questions would bring
about that result.

MR. ROBB: I anm perfectly satisfied with the recerd
as 1 t stands, Nr. Chairman. IMr. Garrison didn't want it read.
I wanted to read it. I foresaw ezactly‘what would happen.

Now he wants it read.

MR, @®ARRISON: Mr. Chairman, I really think it
should go in. I have thought from the argument that the
qmt:lbn of counsel would put would be of an entirely different

. category than to say assuming thess facts to be true, wht
would your opinion h;ve been. 1 think we now ouwht'to have
the facts in the record. I would like to have them read
into the record so we know what we are talking about.

ﬁR. GRAY: The Chair proposes to suggest that these
paragraphs be read into the record, but first I wbuld like
to know whether either of my colleagues fgel that is not a
proper procedure. |

DR. EVANS: 1It is all right. If Mr. Garrison wishes

. _ to have it read, it is all right with me.

| MR, GARRISON: I do think the end result is an
objectionable one, but it is less objectionable now to have

it in than to jeave it blank.
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MR. ROBB: MNr. Chairman, I am a little bit confused.

An I to read just the section dealing with the Serbers, or
all the paragraphs I have in mind?

HR. GARRISON: I would just do the Serbher one.

MR. ROBB: All right 1 will have » leave out
certain portions.

MR. GARRISON: Wwould you indicate where the portions
.are left out?

- MR, ROBB: "It is known" -- I am leaving out
something -- "that sbject m responsible for the employment
on the project at Los Alamos of a number of persons" -- I left
out a word -- "known to be either Communists or active

| ® Communist sympathizers” —- omissions ‘- “Robert and Charlotte
Serber. With rupgét to the porsom mentioned above, it is
known the Charlotte Serber's tuil.l‘j is promimnt in Communist
Party ranks in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania; that she herself
was probably a Party member and possibly a member of the
Comintern, and that --he has always been active in radical
activities and front organizations wherever she has lived,
Her busband, Robert Serber, perhaps under her influence, has
been active in the same circles since he married her, although

: . there is no conclusj.ve evideze that he is a Party member.
Robert Serber”" -- blank, blank -~ "were mdﬁlte students of
the University of California under lﬁbjcct.'; —— bhﬁk,

omissions, "It is known that all of them" -- reﬁlming'to
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certain other persons and the Serbers -- “perhaps influenced
by subject were extremely active in Communist activities on the
campus at Berkeley during this time. After finishing their

. studies all" -- blank -~ "of the men went to the University
of Illinois where ity are also known to have associated
with known Communists, and to have taken part in Communist
activities. When the Manhattan Project came into heing, the
Serbers were employed at Los Alamos by subject"” -- omiqsions -
“2ll of thﬁse people were very close personally to subject
‘and there is little room\to doubt that he was aware of their
sympathies and activities. In evaluating this information, it
mist be kept in mind that both"-- blank -- ' and Serber were

technically very well qualified for the work for which subject

@

wanted them, despite their youth.™
"I think that is all on Serber,
MR. GRAY: Just one other place. After a bhnk,
"Serber, too, is highly regarded."
MR. ROBB: Yes. "Serber, too, is highly regarded."
MR. GRAY: I think the record should show that this
without omissions that are important to this discussion
represents excerpts from a memorandum in the Atomic Energy
. Commission files on Atomic Energy Commission stationery,
| entitled, "Memorandum toc files. Subject: Analysis of
Report on J. Robert Oppenheimer.” Unsigned, and da;ed Macch 14

1947, and with no identification as to its author.
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MR. GARRISON: Mr. Chairman, may I now point out what
seons to be the vice in this matter of using as a hypothetical
. , case to Dr. Bacher -- I have no objoption to putting
hypothetical cases to him to see how his mind works on these
things -- but here are some people called Serber. All we
know on the record is that Dr. Serber was cleared by a
distinguished panel of which Adniral Nimitz was Chairman, and
'cleared by the Atomic Energy Commission itself for top secret
Q clearance. Presumably this material was taken into account.
It is certa.:lnlj clear from the Comission's criteria
that in evaluating Professor Serber's qualifications, his
wiZe's background must also have been tﬁen into account. Bere
. now are two people that I don't know from Adam, but it seems
to me most unfair to use them as a framework for a hypothetical
question. A document of this kind, anonymous and full of
blanks, in the case of people who lave been clesared by Admiral
Nimitz and Mr. Neyland and General Jﬁyco, and by the
Comission itself. To me it serves no purpose in proceeding and
is most unfair to all concerned. It leaves the inference in
the record that in spite of the subsequent clearance of the
Serbers that --
. : MR. ROBB: Of -tho who?
MR. GARRISON: If Dr. .Oppenhoi.mm' ever sees them at all
it & something very wrong. This is & ba.ckhn.ndod accusation
against the Serbers in this record ~- I sanotdefending them
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at all -- but 1 anm questioning the validityof this procedure.
I would specifically request the chairman that hypothetical
cases tt-:\i‘)r. Bacher be put in the form of X or what have you,
. and not names of people to be used for material of this
chu-actor.l |
MR, RCBB: Mr, Chairman, Mr. Garrison keeps arguing
about the clearance of the Serbers. So far as I know, Mrs.
Serber has never bheen cleared by the‘ﬁtomic Epergy Commission
but she was employed at Los Alamos as a librarian. She had
access to all the classified information that was there. Ny
questions to Dr. Bacher were directed at his opinion of Mrs.
Serber. 11 read the matter about Mr. Serber just !_nca.use I felt
. sure if I didn't read it all, Mr. Garrison would say I should
have read it all. I have not asked him anything about Mr,
Serber yvet. May 1 proceed, Mr., Chairman.
MR, GRAY: 1 think the witness has already answered
the question.
| MR. RCBB: Yes.
BY MR. ROBB:
i Q Doctor, do you knowwhat evidence might have been
presented to the Board which cleared Dr. Serber?
. A No, I was not present.
~  May I ask you, Doctor, do you recall lﬂxethgr of anot
in 1947 the Commission had its smuiw officer prepare some
analysis of the FBI reports in the file for you?

] MR, GARRISON: Which file is this, Dr. Oppenheimer's
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file?

MR. ROBB: Yes.

THE WITNESS: Mr. Robb, I remember reading a summary
but I don't believe 1 Vromnbor anything that would ailov me
to answer your question either in the affirmmtive or negative.

BY MR, ROBB:

1% I notice here in Mr, Jones' memorandum to the file
which refers to entries which is March 10, 1947, the last
page of that contains this notation, 'The results of the
discussion with Mr. Clifford were reported to the Commission
at a meeting at 5 p.m. this afternoon.” That would be March 11
) MR. GARRISON: Is this the document read into the

. : record before?
MR. ROBB: Yes, sir. "At that meeting the General
Manager reported that a detalled analysis of the FEI summary
was in process of proparatio:i by the Commission's Qécurity
staff, as an aid to evaluation.”
BY MR. ROBB: |
[ Assuling such supmary wasmade, no doubt you had it
before you?r
A It sounds so, but I don't remember it, Mr. Robb.
. Q I wvas not there, but my thought is that probably
ghis paper that I showed you which purports fo be an analysis
of the report on;Dr. Oppenheimer was the analysis referred to

in that note of March 1l1.
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A I am afraid I can’'t help you on that.
Mr. Chairman, could I make an observation on this
last discussion?
o ' MR. GRAY: You certainly may.

e THE WITNESS: In view of the fact now that this
has been read into the record, I tried in my answer to you
about Mrs. Serber on the hypothetical question to make it
clear that if that information was (a) fact, and (b) current,
that the answer I gave then applied. I think the questiomm
that I had in my mind, and the reason I found it so difficult
to ansver the hypothetical questiorn which you posed was that
. I would usiunl that the Board and also the Commission in

. reviewing a case did not believe that was either (a) fact,
or (b) current., I think these are the pertinent questions in
making a decision. ’ .
BY MR. ROBB:
Q Are you talking about the Commission or the Board
considering Dr. Cppenhomf's cage?
A No, I am ta.ll_:ing about the Serber cas'o, which is
the question you asked me about.
Q Of course, Mr. Serber's case was distinct from
. . that of Mrs. Serber. Ny mestion related to Mrs. SQribor, and
perpa.ps to make it perfectly clear vhcthor I am fotting at
:I.f., I will ask you this: _;! you had that data before you in

1942 and 193, and had to meke a decision as to whether Mrs.
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Serber would coms to Los Alamos, would you have decided that

she IMM com of that she should not come?

A Onco aga:l.n- my answer to you would be that I would
leave that to a full investigation by security officers under
those circumstances, because this does not constitufo a full
record. | | _

Q But assume that the investigation disclosed that
those statements were true, and you then had to make the
decision, what would it have been?

A I said :tt::-'_ they were true facts and were current,
that is, applied as of that day, which is not clear, I might

add, from the record you have read, then'Il would say no.

@

MR, ROBB: I think that answers my question. Thank
you. That is all I have to ask.

MR. GRAY: Dr. Evans.

HR. EVANS: Dr. Bacher, did you have a graduate studex
at your school !:y the name of Sheehan in the last two years?

THE WITRESS: It could be, but I don't recall him

in physics.

"DR. EVANS: Fe was a éhomistry student, but he took
e a iot 6! physics. He was one of my students, and I just |
| . wonddred if you knew him. “
THE w:rmssQ I did not know him",
DR. EVANS: Dr. Bacher, you have never been a

Communist?
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THE WITNESS: No.
DR. EVANS: Never been a fellow traveler?
THE WITNESS: No.
. DR. EVANS: Have you beléngod to any of those
subversive organizations that the Attorney General lis ted?
THE WITNESE: As far as I know I have never belonged
ito any orga.ﬁization that is on the Attorney General's list.
Dlt. EVANS: Do you think that a man can be completely
loyal to his omuntry and still be a security risk? -
THE WITNESS: Yes. If e is a drunkard, he might bQ
a security risk and be c.onpletely loyal.
Dﬁ. EVANS: Just suppose because of his associates.
. : THE WITNESS: It seems to me that on this question
of association that is a different question. If you have
full confidence in a man's character and his integrity and
his discretion, I don't believe that one can rule him out am a
security risk on the basis of his knowing pooplq ﬁho have in
the past had connection with the CooministParty, mostly
because I don't believe therw would be many people left in
the United States that would satisty that criterion.
. DR. EVANS: Then you are answering the question this -
. way. You think a man can be completely loyal, and if he is
copipletely loyal, he is not a security risk? Is that what you
are saying?

THE WITNESS: I believe I specified a little more

W 32835 DocId:364792 Page 189



2175
than that, Dr. Evans. I said, if I recall correctly,
that 1if he is a person of high character, a peraon of integrity.
and a pérson who 1; discreet, and is at the sanme tine a person
who is clearly loyal, then he is not a security risk,
assuning of course that other criteria such as he is not a
drunk or things of that sort are included.

BR. EVANS: You think Dr. Oppenheimer is always
discreet?

THE *ITNESS: I do.

DR. EVANS: Do you think he was discreet when he
refused to give the name of somebody that talked to him? Do
you remember that Chevalier incident?

. THE WITNESS: 1 don't rmmember the point you refer
to, I am afraid.

DR. EVANS: Someone approached Dr. Oppenheimer
about getting security :lhfurm.tion_, and Dr. Oppenheimer
refused to give the name of the man that approached him.

THE WITNESS: 1 thought he did give the name, Dr,
Evans,

DR. EVANS: He fefused twice I think, and for guite
a long time he didn't give it. Am I right on that?

. MR. ROBB: I believe that :l.s correct.

MR, GARRISON: That is right.

DR. EVANS: ias that discreet?

THE WITNESS: Could you ask the question again, Dr.
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Evans.
- DR, EVANS: Yes. If ym were on a project, and you
had access tp a lot of secret information, and I came to you
@ " and told you that there was somsbody that knew that I could
give information to if you would give it to me, would you
have gone and told somebody that I had approached you?
THE WITNESS: I think that should have been reported.
MR, GARRISON: Mr. Chairman.
DR. EVANS: #Maybe I put the question very badly.
MR. GARRISON: All right. I accept it as a
hypothetical question.
DR. EVANS: You hass never been approached by people?
| . THE WITNESS: No, never.

DR. EVANS: Do yﬁu believe a man should place
loyalty to his country before loyalty to a friend?

THE WITNESS: Yes.

DR, EVANS: That is all I want to ask.

MR.‘GRAY: Dr. Bacher, did you know -; I am not
sure whether this was covered in earlier testimony -- David
Hawkins?

THE WITNESS: Yes.

MR. GRAY: Did you know him well?

THBE WITHESS: I met him first at Los Alamos, Mr.
Chairman, when he was 4 mexber of that hbmtwy. I cannot

remenber exactly when he came to Los Alamos. I would guess
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some time in the last part of 1943 or early 1944, I met
him there, knew him fairly well at Los Alamos, and.have known
. him a bit sincé the war., HNe lived in Washington for a time
| and did some work, I think, at the and of the war in finishing
up a history that he had beop preparing of the Los Alamos
Project. I knew him a bit while he was here in Washington.
I have not seen him now for son§ time. I believe he is in
Colorado. |
MR. GRAY: At the time you knew him at Los Alamos
or later, did you have any information about his what I believe
are sometinmes referred to as political affiliations? Did you
know anything about his connections?
. THE WITNESS: I did not discuss politics with him.
I believe I read soze testimony since that he has had and I
must saj I wag very surprised at what came out in that
testimony, because I‘helieved Hawkins and believe him today
to be a person of character, and I don't believe one who
could today subject himself to the rigid control that would
be required if he were to have the #ffiliations of which X
believe he was t-fitied since then.
MR, GRAY: I don't believe he has testified to any
. current affiliation.
THE WITRESS: ‘No, I meant in the past.
MR, GRAY: You testified that yoﬁ interviewed Philip

Morrison.
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THE WITNESS: Yes.
MR, GRAY: With respect to his employment..
TEE WITﬁEssz Yes, that is right.
¢ MR. GRAY: Did you know anything about his political
affiliations?
TBE WITHESS: I didn’'t at that time, no.
MR, GRAY: VWould it surprise you if he had had
Sommunist associations or connections as a personal matter?
THE WITNESS: Today?
¥R. GRAY: Perhaps I am not making my question clear.
fy question is whether it would surprise you today to know
that he then at the time you interviewed him had political
. connections which you would feel would not make him a good
security risk toddyf
THE WITNESS: After all, lr. Chairman, 1; the mean-
time 1 have-read some of these things so I could not easily be
surprised by it.
: MR, GRAY: Vere you surprised when yau read them?
THE WITNESS: 1 was surprised when I found out in
that particular case,.
| MR. GRAY: When you interviewed people far the
. . laboratory this kind of question was not asked?
THE WITNESS: No, I had no relation to that. Any
interview by a acientitic person was concerned entirely

with the question of whether that man would be an appropriate
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addition to the laboratory on scientific and technical
grqund. The question of whether he came to the laboratory
or not was left to the socurity o!!icer. to pass on.

MR. GRAY: That was the systom. you used; that
probably is not the system today, is it? Everybody concerned
with the project is explcted to take some interest in security?

THE WITNESS: Yes, I would say also at the time 1
interviewed Morrison, I didn't know anything at a.il about his .
background.

MR, GRAY: On the question of identification of
‘people and with no conclusions to be drawn from the question,

_ did you know Fuchs well?
. i THE WITNESS: I kpnev him reasonably well at Los
Alamos, because he was a member of the Thooroi:ical Divisio n
and did a certain amount of work for the Division for which 1
was responsible there. I didn't l_mow him well outs:i.de work,
but within the laboratory there I saw him fairly frequently.
I probably knew eight or ten members of the Theoretical
Division better than I knew Fuchs, and my knowledge of him was
eptirely through the work of the project. -
MR. GRAY: He was cons_idered torbe a_do:i.ng a good job?
P THE WITNESS: BHe did a good job, I believe.
DR. EVANS: You were ;ver_y surprised when that came out
THE WITNESS: ‘I was certainly surprised.

DR, EVANS: You might have lost a little faith in
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your own judgment of people?

THE WITNESS: I didn't know him very well personally,
that is, I didn't spend many hours with him. 1 saw him mostly

o in a scientific and technical capacity. So I didn't have
an opportunity td form a personal jédgment of Fuchs very much.
He was a very qﬁi_ef, very retiring p‘rson.

MR. GRAY: VWould you say, Dr. Bacher, that aside
from the security aspect,you were responsible for the
employmnﬁt of Philip Morrison as 2 member of the project?

I asked that badly. You have already testified.thntfou didn't
concern yourself with the security angle.

THE WITNESS: VYes.

_ . '~ MR. GRAY: Did Dr. Oppenheimer suggest Morrison
as a prospect?

THE WITNESS: I don't recall that he did. I think
as a matter of fact that I interviewed him at the metallurgical
laboratory and how I got the list of people that I interviewed
at the metallurgical laboratory, I just don't remember. I
think it was presented by the metallurgical laboratory of
people on the project whom they thought woﬁld be helpful in
the work at Los Alamos, and who in the emergency they could
manage to get along without or were willing to get along
without.

MR. GRAY: 1In any event, you were exeréisinc yéur

own best judgment in interviewing Morrison for possible

NY¥ 32835 DocId:364792 Page 195



2181
employment?

Tﬂﬁ wITNESS: Yes, I think a question was raised
zbout Morrison. If‘l recall correctly, we from Los Alamos
said he was one of the people that would bg most useful to us
| from the scientific and technical snd. The question was
revieweﬁ, I don’t knowwhether by local security people or
whether in Washington, and Horrison then came to Los Alamos.
think this was along about in the early fall of 1944.

MR, GRAY: Do you have any more questions?

MR. GARRISON: . ¥ay 1 ask one more question about
orrison?

REDIRECT EXAMINATION

BY MR. GARRISON:

Q Did ymu interview a group of young men at the
. metallurgical laboratory?
A Yes,
Q And he was one of a group?

A Yes.

Q@  And in interviewing them what did you seek to find ov

A 1 sought mostto find out what their work had been
at the metallurgical lab, and whether they would fit into the
wo&k that we had to & at lLos Alamos dnd in part to find
out whether they would be willing to pick up their belongings
and their tamilies and move out to New Mexico to undertake

work on that project.
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Bost of the people wanted to know quite a little bit
about what the circumstances were, because they didn't have ver:
good 1ntorm§tian on this point, and'thay wore unwilling to
make a decision in he natfer until they learned a little
more about the physical surroundings, and so on.

Q And had all of these yonnk men been cleared for work
on the metallurgical project? |

A Yes.

Q Have you ever been fooled in your judgment of the
loyalty of anybody whom you have known as long and as intimately
as Dr. Oppenheimer? '

A No.

Q Do you thlﬁk you could be?

A I doubt it, to

um; GRAY: Do you'have any more questions?
MR. GARRISON: Since Dr. Evans put a hypothetical
question about the Chevalier case, I think I would like to

read from the Commission's letter and put a question myself.
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BY MR. GARRISON:

Q I am reading, Dr.‘Bacher, from the Commission's
letter of December 23, 18954, on page =ix which vou testified
you had read, but I want to refresh yéur memory of 1it,

"It was reported that prior to March 1, 1943, possi-
bly three months prior, Peter Ivanov, Secretary at -the Soviet |
Consulate, San Franciseco, approached George Charles Eltenton
for the purpose ofdbtaining information regarding work being
done at the Radiation Laboratory for the use of Soviet scientists
thpt George Charles Eltenton subsequently réquested Haaskon
Chevalier to approach you concerning this matter; that Haakon
Chevalier thereupon approached you, either directly or through

your bdrother, Frank Friedman Oppenheimer, in connection with

this matter; and that Haakon Chevalier finally advised George

Charles Eltenton that there was no chance whatsocever of cobtain-
ing the information, It was further reported that you did not
report this episode to the appropriate authorities until several
mdnths after it occﬁrrence; that when you initially discussed
this matter with the appropriate authorities on Augus=t 26, 1943,
you did not identify yourself as the perron who had been ap-
proached, and you refured to identify Haakon Chevaliler as the
individual who had made the approach on behalf of George

Charler Eltenton; and that it was‘not until several months later,

when vou were ordered by a ruperior to do so, that you fo
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- g2-1 identified Haakon Chevalier. It was further reported that
upon your return to Berkeley following your geparation from
the Los Alamos Project, you were visited by the Chevaliers on

saveral occarions;: and that your wife war in contact with

®

ﬁaakouland Barbara Chevalier in 1946 and 1947."
In Dr. Oppenheimer's answer at page 22, he said as
followe: |
"I knew of no attempt to obtain secret information
at Los Alamo=z, Prior to my going there my frind Haakon
Chevalier with his wife virited us on Esgle Hill, probably
in early 1947, During the vieit, he cawe into the kitchen
and told.me that George Eltenton had spoken to him of the
‘ . poesibility of tranemitting technical information to Soviet
scientists. 1 made some strong remark to the effect that this
gounded terrihbly wrong to me. The discussion ended there.
Nothing in our long-etsnding freidnship would have led me to
believe that Chevalier was actually seeking information;
and 1 wee certain that he had no idea of the work on which I
was engaged, -
| "It has long been clesr to me that I should have
reported the incideut at once. The events that led me to repori
. it -~ which I doubt ever would have become kpown without my
report -- were unconnected with it. During the summer of 1943,
Colonel l.anrdale, the I_telligence Officer of the Maphattan

Dietrict, came to Los Alamor and told me that he was worried
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ﬁbout the recurity situation in Berkelay because of the
activities of the Federation of Arcﬁitects, Engineers,
Chemiste and Techniéiana, Thia recalled to my mind that
Eltenton wae 2 member and probably & promoter of the FAECT,
Shortly‘therearter, I wﬁs in Berkeley and I told the security
officer that Eltenton would bear watching, VWhen asked why,
1 saié'that Eltenton had attempted, ihrough intermediaries, to
approach people on the project, though I mentioned neither
myself nor Chevalier. Later, when General Groves urged me
to give the &etails, I told him of my conversation with
Chevalier. 1 ftill think of Chevalier as a friend.

‘ Supposing that the evidence here showed that
Dr. Oppénheimer's statement about the approach by'Chevalier
included a rtatement by him to the security officers to whom
ﬁe initiated the mention of the name of Eltenton the fact
that Chevalier, whom he did not name, had approached three
people; that actually Chevalier, according to Dr. Oppen-
heimer'’'s testimoney, approached him oniy; that he invented
the fact that there were three peopls and nmot one; that in
hir discuseionr with the security officers he said that
Eltegton had a contact with the Russian Consulate and that
there was sowmebody that had microfilm or some other method
of getting secret information to Russia and that tho=e de;

tails were also inventions.

Taking all that now into account, and taking further
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22"4- ' into account the fact that‘General Groves pressed Dr. Oppen-
heimer for the name of the intermediary, namely, Chevalier,
‘that Dr. Oppenheimer said he would tell him if ordered and
. ‘ General Groves said that he did not want to order him and
arked him to think it over and that later General Groves
said he must have the name and that if it were not told to
him he would have to order it, that Dr; Oppenheimer revealed
the name of hir friemd Chevalier to General Groves. Taking
all of that into account and aseuming for the purpose of
this question that this is the record before you, would your
previour an=wer about yvour confidence in Dr, Oppenheimer's
loyalty be altered in any way in your mind?
. MR, ROBB: MNay I just enter my ususl caveat to
the record as to the accuracies of the hypothesis, Mr.
Chairman.
¥R, GARRiSON: Cuite right.
MR. GRAY: That means, Dr. Bacher, that Mr. Robb
does not neces.arily accept ---
THE wITNESS: I fully understand that.
MR. GRAY: It puzzled Dr. Bacher.
THE WITNESS: Thank you,
. | : MR, GRAY: This is Mr, Robb's statement for the
record and now you can proceed with the anawef.
BY MR. GARRISON:

Q ‘I say that i umy version of the hypothesis,
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A Would you reﬁtate the guestion, not the whole
hjpothesis.
| Q Having all of this‘bqfofe jou now, you previously
testified that on the basis of your experiences with Dr, Oppen-
heimer, you were confident of his loyalty to the United States
and also that you'éqnsidered him to be a good security risk.

I ask you now, accepting what I told you to be the
care for the purpose of the discussion, would-your conviction
about the matters that you expressed about his loyalty and
his security be the same,.

A ¥o. I think he made a mistake ip not roéorting it
immediately, but thie does not change my judgement of Dr,
. Oppenheimer. |
Q When you 2ay no, you mean by that---
HR., ROBB: I think he meant yes if there is any
question,
THE WITNESS: The question was did it change m}
opinion?
MR, GARRISON: That is correct.
THE ¥WITNESS: The answer is no, I believ? Dr, Op;
penheimer made a mistake in not reporting that incident immed-
. iately, but what vou have told me and read into the record
does not change my judgewment given previousiy. |

BY MR, GARRISON:

Q Do you think that Dr. Oppenheimer would today do
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what he did in 1942 in this incident 1if tho facts I have told
you are the case? |
A I do not. 1 think he realizes he made a2 mistake
on that by your smtatement there.
Q I do not want you to accept my stat;nent.
A By the statement in the record and I bslieve the
eame thing of my Qvn knowledge.
| DR, EVANS: That ir, he was not particularly discreet
at that time.
THE WITNESS: I think this ir more.a question of
judgement rather than discretionm. |
DR. FVANS: He did not have good judgement at that
time. How is that?
THE WITNESS: It seems to me this is more a question
of judgement than discrotion. |
DR, EVANS: 1 do not kmow the difference,
BY MR. GARRISON: ‘
Q éaa there involved in this case, Dr, Bacher, as I
put 1t-fb‘yoﬁ any leakage of informstionm by Dr, Oppenheimer?
A No, not that I know of. The word discretion is
usually-qsed in security matters with reference to someone
raving something that might conceivably be classified where
someone can here it who is not authorized to receive the in-

formation. That is why I made that difference.

Q Would vou say it was the fact here that quite contrary
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to the leaking of information, Dr. Oppenheimer declined to
have anything'to do with even a notion of leaking information
- and after much delay reéealed finally the pames of the people
above?
A | He seems to have reported the incident fully,
'judging from what you read me., The only question seems to be
one of time.
MR, GARRISON: That ir all.
MR, ROBB: That is all. 1 have no further questions,
ﬁR, GRAY: I have one question and this wen't take
lovg.
N Theré are those in the scientific community today,
. Dr. facher, who think that the fact of this proceeding is
an outrage, There are some, I say, would feel that way. You
have heard that view expressed?
THE WITNESS: I have heard that it has been expressed.

MR, GRAY: I do not say that is a universally held

view but there are those who hold it,

As a former member of the Commission, 1 would like
to ask you whether you feel that this ﬁatter is of such
serious comsequences that this kind of heﬁring is a good thing.

. I am not talking about the publicity angles and the rest of it,
I mean in the interest of the government and of the individual

himrelf,
I will put it this way: If such a hearing had been
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g22-8 had in 1947, it would not have been an outrage, would it?

TEE WITRESS: I find it very difficult to answer

that question, My. Chairman., In the first place, it is hard
. ) to know what one meansg by an outi'age.

MR, GRAY: That is my characterization and I agree
that it is bad to have it in the record. 1 should not per-
haps express it tﬁis way, but to say that there are those in
the scientific community who see absolutely no justification
for this hearing, is that an exaggeration of a point of view
which existe?

THE WITNESS: It may exist, I have tried rather
hard not to talk to too many people before featifying here

. and I do not have a good view of what people think, so I
cannot answer your question really very well on that.

With respect to the procedures that AEC has for
handling security caser, these, of course, were worked up
rather carefully by tye Commissionrover a long period of time. .
.Our General Counsel pointed out to us that the essence of
a proper system for handling security casés was the procedure
and, therefore, the Commission in setting up the present pro-
cedure tried hard to follow as nearlﬁ as possible those pro-

. cedures which over the years have come to be recognized in
courts of law. This can't be followed fully where questions
touching on classified information and involving classified

information muset appear. This poses very grave difficulties.
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g2-9 I can think of no way, for example, in which hear-
ings of the present sort could be held in public as some
people have roquested, I just do not know how a thing like
. that could be done. I am not sure that I get the flavor of
your question. |
MR. GRAY: That wns;'t directly responsive, but
do you feel that having established the procedures, I suppose
wﬁile you were a member of the Commission--
THE WITNFESS: Yes,
MR, GRAY: The Commission having established them .
and 1 aspume vour having felt at the time that they were fair,
d§ you as a former Commissioner and as a scientist ané as a
. former associate and a friend of Dr. Oppenheimer feel thgt
the Commission should not have instituted this ﬁroceeding?
THE WITﬁESS: That, Mr. Chairman, would depend on
mny assessment of whether f:here has been substantial new
derogatory information brought to bear about Dr. Oppenheimer,
I have no seean any such in reading the set of charges that have
been brought up and listed by the General Manager that were
nbt know hefore; There may be information which i do not
have. But on the list of charges that were there, I did not
. ree apny substantial amount of new derogatory information.
MR. GRAY: w1fhout in any way endorsing or rejecting
the information about the Hydrogen Bomb, that certainly is

new =ince 1947, 1 am speaking now of the material in the
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General Manager's letter.

THE WITNESS: Yes.

MR, GRAY: Also, 1 think that it is true that there
are files which are in existence which were not available
to the Commission in 1947,

THE WITNESS: You see, 1 am not aware of that,

Mr. Chairman,

Mﬁ. GRAY: Again, I am not suggesting that there is
anything that should or should not be concluded from those
filer, but that is the fact.

Finally, I suppose the question of formal action
of clearance of hr, Oppenheimér in 1947 remaing to bs a matter

. surrounded by some mystery. Would counsel accept that in view
of the fact that the reference to this action which apparently
finally was writtenm down in August referred to action which
took place in Fébruary, although in fact any clearance which
may have heon passed upon by the Commission must have been
done by it in March and there is some confusion. I do not
cite this as having a bearing on the ultimate question of
Dr. Oppenheimer's clearance aF much as having 2 bearing on
the propriety of these proceedings.

. : If I seem to be making an argument, it is not my
intention, but I was interested aqtually in having your view
becausre, in a sensﬁ, you have been on both sides of this kind

of thing.
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g2-11 TﬁE WITNEES: Let we see if I can zanswer your
question this way: If what I read in the papers has been
correct and moet of my information on this does come from
. reading newrpapere, there seeme to be two possible ways in
which the case could be handled. Either the Commission
could have, oﬁ the occasion of the case being raised, again
recommended to the P?eéident that there be an admipistrative
clearance, either by the Commission or directly by the Presi-
dent, or as the second alternative a hearing could be set up,.
I presume from what I have read in the papers that
the President m#de the decision that there should be a hear-
ing. These, I tﬁiﬁk, are the only two alternatives as far as
. I know that exisf; There may be others with which I am not
familiar, With that decision, I think a hearing is bhelng
held under all of the regulations that have been set up and
the procedurers of the AFC,

I find it very difficult to answer hypothetical
questions without all of the information that went into this
decision,

MR, GRAY: I think I should, as Chairman, make
an observation for the reeord, that an assumption about the
participation of the President of the United States in this
matter i=s the assumption of the witness.

THE WITNESS: 1t wae only what I read in the paper,

Mr. Chairman,
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MR. GRAY: We will allow the witness certainly to
report anything of his recollection of what he has read in
the press, but I do not want to involve the President of the
- .United States in this proceeding, because I have no informa-
| tion in that regard myself. |
MR. GARRISON: Mr, Chairman, I ihink a little ﬁhile
back you put a question to counsel on this side which re-
mained unanswered, when you said wouldn't counsel agree that
there was confusion as to whether Dr., Oppenheimer had been
cleared--
MR, GRAY: V¥hether it was formal action.
MR, GARRISON: If I might be permitted to respond--
. MR, GRAY: You certainly may,

MR, GARRISéN: I would say at this point we simply
do not know., I do not know precisely what the course of action
wag that war taken., I made a request a little earlier today
for a copy of the minutes of the August meoting relating to it
which has been taken under advisement. I have some other |
questions having to do with the record which I would like to
put to the Board in the morning. I do mot want to take your
time this afternoon.

. MR. ROBB: Mr. Chairman, as I advised the Chairman,
I have to'ieave. I would like to leave ax soon as I may,
Does Mr, Garrison have ﬁnymore questions?

MR. GARRISON: No, sir,

| W@ 32835 DocId:364792 Page 209



g2-13

EXD AJG

2195

(At this point, Mr. Robb departed from the hearing.)

DR, EVANS: 1If you had been a free agent and not
connected with these projects, just an ordinary of the country,
and you had been asked to serve on this panel as we have been,
would you have thought it your duty to do so?

THE WITNESS: Yes,

MR, GRAY: Thank you very much, Dr, Bachnf. Wb_
appreciate vour coming herg.

We are recessed now until 9:30 in the morning.

(Thereupon, the hearing was recessed at 5:30 p.m,,

to reconvene at 9:30 a.m., Tuesday, April 27, 1954.)
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