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PAPICHBOW UNITED STATES ATQMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

FERSONNEL SECURITY BOARD

In the Matter of :

J. ROBERT OPPENHEIMER

o — i Ay ke S e o D s Y e s e W . A ekl s AT . i il

' Room 2022,
Atomic Energy Commission,
Building T-3,
Washington, D. C.
Friday, April 23", 1954.

The above entitled matter came on for hearing,
pursuant to recess, before the Board, at 9:30 a.m.
PERSONNEL SECURITY BOARD:
MR. GORDCN 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. SILVERMAN,and

ALLAN B. ECKER, Counsel for J. Robert Oppenheimer,
HERBERT S. MARKS, Co-Counsel for J. Robert Oppenheimer.
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MR. GRAY: The proceeding will begin.
. ' ' I suggest we open the proceedings with your request |
or statement, Mr. Garrison.

MR. GARRISON: Mr. Chairman, I was informed by you
yesterday afternoon that some witnesses.would be called this
coming week by the Board. I had assumed from prior discussions
that we would be informed of the namas of these witnesseé,
but.whether or not that assumption was corréct, I asked yéu
at the close of the séssion yesterday for the names of the
respective witnesses 1nlorder that we migﬁt have time to
prepare for cross examination, if cross examination scemed to
be indicated with respect to one or more of thém. _

I would like to state very briefly the reasons why
it seemed to me this requést:is a proper one to make on
behalf of Dr. Opbenhaimar.

The purpose of this 1nqu1ryrﬁh1ch is not a trial
15 to arrive at the truth as nearly as truth can be arrived at.
I don't think it takeé any argument torpoint out that cross
examination is 'oné' of tﬁe ways of bringing out tﬁe truth,

I appreciate fully that there is no queétion here of denying

. the right of cross emi'nétion, but there is, as I:am_ sure
the Board kndws, oftentimes a need of preparat;on.in cases
where there may be an element of surprise in the calling of

a witness, cr in cases where a witness who one might perhaps
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think it possible the Board might call we would know in advance
would require a great deal of preparation, and in the press

of other work, we would not want to undertaké that uselessly.
if the person were not to be cglled. But in the mean it is to
have an opportmnity to conside; who is going to be called and
to inform ourselves as to what we need to do.

With respect to our own witnesses, we have I think
from the very first day, and from time to time gliadly supplied
the Board witha list of people whom we expected to call, 7
There have been changes in the schedule. Some inevitable

. additions and.some who could not make it because of conflict
of thingse and so forth, but in general I have tried to keep
. ' the Board as accurately informed as 1 could.

It is quite clear that in the case of at least some
of these witnesses substantial preparation for cross
examination was made ahead of time and in the case of several
others opportunity was had for the representatives of the
Board to discuss matters with these witnesses themselves, a
process to which we had not the slightest objection at all.

Now, it seems to me that the same kind of notice and
the same opportunity for preparation both in fairness to Dr.

. Oppenheimmr and in the interest of developing the true state
of affairs be accorded to Dr.‘cppenheimer. | |

Thereforé, on his behalf I request that we be

informed of the witnesses whom the Board proposes to call.
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MR. RGBB: Mr. Chairman, unless ordered)to do éo by
the Baard; wa shall not disclose to Mr. Garrisgn in ‘advance
. the names of the witnesses we contemplate calling.

-1 should liko briefly to state the reasons which
compel me to this conclusion in the very best of spirit, and
I am sure H¥. Ggrrison will take it that way.

in tixe first place, I might say, Mr. Chairman, that
'ffompthe very inception of éhis proceeding, 1 think Dr.
Oppenheimer has had every possible consideratioa. Going.back
to December, subsequent to the receipt by him of the létter
from General Nichols, the time for his answer to be seht in
was extended several times at his request, and without ahy
objection whatever, because it was thought that was a reasonable
request.

At the proceedings before this Board, I am sure the
record will show that the Board has extended every courtesy
and consideration to Dr. Oppenheimer and his witnesses. The
Board has permitted the testimony of several witnesses to be
interrupted in order that others might be called to suit
thair conveniénce. The Board has sat long hours for that
purpbse; ‘Ohe evening, as I recall, we sat until 7:45,. and
. I créss examined the witness for the last two hours of

that session. On one pecasion we'adjourned early so that Nr.
Garrison might confer with his client with a view to putting

him or for redirect examinatjion.
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Counsel has made no objection to any questbns,
although I say frankly that some questions might have been
objectionable, but witnesses have been permitted to argie from
the witness stand without objection, and tell the Board in
rather forceful terms wbout what the Board oyht to do about
the problem, without objection.

Mr. Rolander has worked late at night and on
Saturday and Sunday in order to get the record in éhape so
that it might be taken by Mr. Garrison and his associates.

I mention all these things, Mr. Chairman, only b
illustrate what I. think the reccl"d abundantly shows, which
is every effort has been made to malke this a full and a fair
. hearing, and to accord Dr. Oppenheimer every right, and I am

sure that has been done.

Mr. Chalrﬁan, the public has an interest in this
proceeding also, and of cowse the publ;c has rights which
must bb looked out for. In my opinion, and it is a very
firm opinion, the public interest requires that these
witnesses bhe not identified in advance. I will say frankly
that I apprehend, and I think reasonably apprehend, thatshould
that be done, the names of these witnesses would leak, and

. the result then would be the embarrassment and the pressure
of publicity.

I think furthermore, and I will be frank about it,

that in the event that any witnesses frqﬁ the scientific

BW 32835 DocId:3564791 Page 7



i&86
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world should be called, they would be subje ct té pressure.
They would be told within 24 hours by some friends'or cgileagues
o what they should or should not say. I say specifically and
emphatically I am not suggesting that would be done by Dr.
Oppenheimer, his ccunsel or anybody representing him, But ) 4
think the record abundantly shows hkere the intense feeling
which this matter bas generated in the scientific world. I
think it perfectly reasonable to believe that should |
there appear hare today-that'Sqientist Y was to testify,
inside of 24 hoﬁrs that man would be subject to all sorts of
bressure. -
. | | Now, ir. Garrison has said there would be no léak.
Perhéps so, Mf. Chairman, but the New York Times of the
day after this hearing began, and the column which appeared
in the Washington Post éhis.morning do not lead me to rely
with any éreat assurance upon any such statements. 1I think it
wouid be a serious danger that the orderly presentation of
testimony, the truthful presentation of testimony would ba
1mpeded were these witnesses to be identified.

Mr., Garrison speaks of the preparation for cross
examination. In‘'the first place, I didn't ask Mir. Garrison
for the names of his witnesses in advarce. It was entirelﬁ
immaterial to mb whethexr he gave them to me or'not.' We telked,
of cowse, to General Groves, Mr. Lansdale -- I think that

is all of the witnesses -- because both of them wanted to look
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at the files to refresh their recollection. MNost of the
witnesses who were called here I never saw before in my life.

I will let Mr. Garrison in on a little trade secret..

. In the case of almost all of the witnesses, my__pg_‘lwy_*_at_ivance
preparation for cross examination was a thorough-k;n;l:edge
o this case. 1 amsure that Mr. Garrison has an equally
thorough knowledge of the caée. He has been working om it, 1
am sure, as long as I have. He has the assistance of Dr.
Oppeﬁheimer. Dr. Oppenheimer is the one man in the world who
knows the lpést about Dr. Oppenheimer, his life and his worké.
He also knows as much, 1 i:hink, as anybody else aboutthe
subject of nuclear physics, whibhh has been under discussion.

. Mr. Garrison also has the assistance of three able
counsel in this room, and I believe one other lawyer who is
reading the transcript and making a digest of it for .hi'm.

As for surprise, I am sure any witness who testifies
here within the scope of the issues of this case will not be
onfamiliar to Mr. Garrison, nor will the subject matter of
his testimony be unfamiliar to llr Garrison.

I am sure Mr. Garrison can do just as well as I did,
however well that may have been. Maybe he wants to do better,

. 7 If he éa.n, fine.
| Mr. Chairman, to sum up, my position is simpiy
dictated by the public :lntefest which I think would not be

served by a disclosure in advance of the names of these
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witnesses for the reasons I have stated. I think that
fairness to Dr. Oppenheimer does not require such a disclosure.

. : MR. GRAY: Do you care to respond to 'any of that?

MR. GARRISON: Mr. Chairman, I don't want tolmake
an argument. I just want to make ong or two observations.

First, with regard to the procedure of the Board,
the only thing that I have objected to that I still regard
with all.due' respect as not in keeping with the spirit of the
regulations is the questioning of witnesses, particularly
Dr Oppenheimer, as to their recollection of things past when
the government had in its possession papers, some 'of then
taken in Dr. Oppéhxheimr's case from his own file as
classified, and then declassified and read to him after the
questions had been put in a way that could be calculzed té
make the wit‘ness appear in as pocr a light as possible. Thae
sort of thing I can make no objection to on orthodox legal
rules of trial behavior in a court room, but which seem io me
nbt appropmiate here. I simply have to say that lest by

stlepce I seem to acquiesce'.

I also might say that in a court room that state of
affairs can scarcely arise because of the matwe of the
. documents and the source from which they came in this case.
So it i= perhaps an altogether novel sitmtio:; and a1l ther
more I think not in keeping in the spirit of inquiry as

distinct from a trial.
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Now, with respect to leaks, I think 211 of us have
dore what we can to prevent them. I know we have. I have not
seen the columr in the Washington Post this morning. I have not
read it. ¥ have heard of it. I understand it is something
to do with General Osborne's test imony and stated in cuite an
erroneous fashion, in a wey that certainly could not have been
put out by a2nybody conneeted with Dr. Oppenheimer in any way.

It was aleo stated in that column that Dr. Oppen-
heimer's representatives are not available to the press,
whick i= certainly the cese as far ar giving ount of information
iz concerned. I think the only actual leak that is difficult
to explain abocut these proceedings since we began was Jerry
. ‘Green's cclumn about the Condcon letters ptblished actwally

the night bhefore they were produced in evidencehere, a
sta tement abont which on information vhich only could come
from somevhere within the government.
£ it be the conclusion of the Chair that in the light
of thir discussion the names of witnesses should still be
withheld, I would then -~ perhaps I should ask the Chair to
£first rule on that, and then make anuiher request if I need to.
MR, ROBR: I have nothing more to say, Mr, Chairman.
. MR, GRAY: T can respond on behalf of the Board,
becanse we have had some discussion of it this morning. I am
going to advert to several tﬁings that counsel sald here,

0 ny statement mey he in the nature of random observations
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in part. |
I think that since the column in the Wﬁshington Post
. it has becom a matter of this record in fairness to tke

chief counsel for Dr. Oppenheimer, it should be said that he

has béen hard to get hold of, specifically by name, and I am

sure that is correct. B

With respect to a reference to the Condon letters,

i1t was my recollection that we had a Condon letter in this

récord. I didn't know there was more than one 1ette§ that

‘appéared in this record. 1 suppose, however, that is not too

material because I am quite convinced in my mind-that nobody
. conhécted with this proceeding released those communications to
anyﬁo&y.

I might say the reason 1 am cbnfident is that if for
example the counsel farlthe gdvernment and the Board‘we?e
interested in feleasing information to the press wﬁich would
be detrimental to Dr. Oppenhkeimer, I would not guess that the
-COndﬁn letters referred to would be perhaps the moét
significant material for that purpose.

Now, it is true, Mr. Garrison, that you have at all
times attempted to keep the Board and Mr. Robb informed as to
your general course of action with respect to witnesses.

It is a courtesy which has been appreciated. It was not
something that was required by the Board,

_ I would like to say a little bit about this matter
NW 32835 DocId:364791 Page 12
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of calling witnesses. In our earlier discussion, I think I
have loosely used the phrase witnesses to be called by the
Board. Actually 1 don't think at this moment that the Board

. intends to call any witnesses. I do not cénsidqr-‘-thgg_ we have
called those who have testified to this point, and the witnesses
whom Mr. Robb will examine in direct examination will be called
by him. For that purpose, this Board considers you the
attorney for Dr. Cppenheimer, Mr. Robb the attorney for the
Atomic_Engfgy Commission. He was appointed by the Atomic
Energy Commission, as I understand it.

The Board would bhe very much concerned if Er. Oppen-

heimer's interests were in any way adversely affected by anything

. in the nature of surprise. I would guess from what Mr. Robd
has told me that there probably will not be an element of
surprise in the sense that we have in mind in this discussion.
If, however, there is, the Board will wish to be informed by
counsel for Dr., Oppenheimer, and can giya you assurance on
behalf of the Board that we will so conduct the proceeding
that any disadvantage to Dr. Oppenheimer by reason of surprise
as_may be related to cross examiﬁation may not continue.

The Board is interested in developing the facts,

. ~ and if you are unable under the circumstances to perform your

functions-- very important functions -~ as counsei for Dr.

" Oppenheimer, we want to hear about it, and take the necessary

sieps.
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The proceedirgs under which we operate, which are
-familiar to you, I know, require that the Board coanduct the
. proceedings in a way which will protect the interests of the
individual and of the government. The representative oif the
government in this case feels with some conviction that the
interests of the government could possibly be prejudiced by
furnishing a list of witnesses at this time.

My ruling after consult#tion with the Board is that
¥r. Robb will not be ordered by the Board to furnish these
names. I couple to that ruling, however, a repeated assurance
that we wish to hear you at any time that you think you are at
a disadvantage by not having had the names of the witnesses.

I would make one further cbservation, and that is
in preparatioh for any cross examination, no attorney --
or it is a very rare thing if an attorney knows what the
testimony on direct examination is going to be. I suspect we
have had so much of a record in this case that there is hardly
anything that might be in apy way related to it that has not

" been in some way discussed in this hearing.

I have one other observation. You have expregsed
unhappinass with the cross examination of Yitnesses,
particularly of Dr. Cppenheimer. I hope that it will.ba
unnecessary to say to you, Mr. Garrison, that the meﬁbers of this
Board, with the exception of a fery brief pe;iod one afiernoon

when Mr. Morgan was unavoidably absent, have heard all of the
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testimony, the circumstances under which it has been given,
the Board will have available to it therefore not only the
transcript, but a very vivid recollection of the circumstances
under ﬁh:lch the testimony was given., Wihout in any" way making
any observation about the merits of this suggestion you have
made about the manner of examination, certalnly the Board
will consider what has been adduced h-ere, and not be
particularly impressed, for example, with the fact that a
witness failed to recollect a meeting or writing a letter or
something of that sort. I think we will try to consider
these .things in balance and perspective.
MR. ROBB: Mr. Chairman, may I say one further thing?
. | MR. GRAY: Yes, sir.
¥MR. ROBB: last my silance be misinterpreted, 1
wish to say that nobody connectedlwith the Commission, as far
88 I know, had the slightest thing to do with the release of
the so-called Condon letter. I think it is quite apparent
on the face of the news story that it came from some other
department of tﬁe government.
MR. GRAY: Or perhapssome other branch.
MR. ROBB: Some other branch of the government is
. \ what I meant, yes, sir.
MR. GA#RISON: I think on that counsel on that
occasion referred to Mr. Green as perhabs c_lairvoyant.

¥r., Clirman, may I make 8 final observation?
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MR, GRAY: Yes, you may.

MR, GARRISON: I want to thank you for the courtesy
. with which this proceeding has been uniformly condu:i ted . 1
know the gpirit of fairness which animates the members of ihe
Board. What you have said about considering any requesf we
might make for time to prepare for.qyoss examiration 1f we
were disadvantaged by the calling of some particular witness
meets what I was going to say after the Chairman had made his
ruling.

I Jﬁst feel I muét make one comment, not in criticism
of the Board, but with respect to the procedure. The notion
that counsel for the Commission is to call h:l.g own witnesses
in a proceeding which therefore takes on the appearance of an

" adversary proceeding with the Board éitting as judges; and
counsel for the governmenf on the one hand, and counsel for
the empldyee on the other, is not quite a true picture of the
actual shape of affeirs. Unlike in an ordinary adversary
procééding before a judge in a courtpoom, counsel here is
possessed of documents taken from-nr. Oppenheimer's files
in some cases which we have no opportunity to see in advance
of their reading, and all the st of which we have no opportunity

[ _ ' ever to see.

- It differs further in that the Board itself is in
possession of all these documants'ihich it has bad a week's

opportunity to examine before the hearing began. This, then,

NW 32835 Docld:364791 Page 16



1895 .
is not like an ordinmary adversary proceeding. This.is what
we have to bear,_Mr. Chairman, 1 am sure the Board is aware
of the problem that this presentse to a person whose whole
career and in a way his whble 1i7e is at stake.
I think I have no more to say.
MR. GEAY: Let me male one further comment.
I am sure all members of the Board are aware of the
difficulties involved for Dr. Oppenheimer. The Board is
certainly aware of the agonized charactér of these prabeedings.
as far as Dr. Oppenbeimer is concerned. This is not for any
of us involved a pleasant kind of task. We are sympathetic
to the difficulties. Some of these are inherent difficulties.
. I am sure we would all agree as to that.
I should explain further the view, so far as I know -
now, that witnesses will be called by counsel. First of all,
Ithink it would be nnreasohable to suppose thatyou would call
witnesses for Dr. Oppenheimer whb would do other than support
his position and him as an individual. There obviously is
division of opi.nion withrespect to this matter or it would not
be before us. Certainly the Board must hear from people who
may be in disagreement, perhaps, or who can shed further light
. beyond that thrown on the matter by representatives of Dr.
Oppenheimer.

I am very anxious that it not appear that this Board

has called any witness as a Board witness who had come here
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in a sense on behalf of prosecution. This is why I sn making
this distinction.
. I think I should further say that if you read the
regulatiohs, the Board does have power to call witnesses.
Ve interpret that this way. It is conceivable that a witness
who might normally be expected to testify for Dr. Oppenheimer
would not be called by you. I am sure this is not the situation
but my illustration could well belurs. Oppenheimer. I iake
it under these proceedings the Board would hav§ the power to
call Mrs. Oppenheimer.
| On the other hand, it is conceivable that tkere might
be someone identified with the Atomic Emergy Commission in an
official capacity who would not be called by Mr. Robb, or whom
the Atomic Energy Commission might not wish to be called. In
that event, I take it that this Board has the power to say
we must hear from that witness. |
I know of no such éituation and that is why I have
sald at this ppint that fhe Board would not call any witnesses
and that is why I distinguish the matter of the deﬁelopment
of opposed views in these matters.
I invite any further comment from counsel.
. MR. GARRISON: Mr. Chairman, we welcome the calling
of witnesses either by tha Board or Mr. Robb or both to the
extent that they can thrpw light upon therprohlem before the

Board. We feel rather rel ieved in fact that this is to be
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done, because I think it will bring out what wb are confident
will be the true situation, which we helieve to be one which
would lead to a sound conr,:lus:lon here regarding Dr. Oppenheimer's
clearance. |
With respect to Mrs. Oppenheimer, we, of course,
expected to call her as a witness and are expecting to put hexr
on Monday morning -- put her on is fiot the phrase --
invite her to testify on Monday. She came as the Board will
recall on the first day on crutches as a result-of a broken
ankie, and she stbsequently has had what appears to have been
a case of German measles. But she is now all right and will
testify, barring accidents, on Monday.
. MR. GRAY: Of course, we should be- glad to hear from
her. I knew it had been ybur intention to bring Mrs.
Oppenheimer before the Board, and that is why I used this
as an 111ustration, because I am sure it would not develop
into the kind of situation I described.
MR. GARRISON: I would like to put one gamestion to Mr.
Robb. In the New York Journal American of last week -- I am
sorry 1 don't have the clipping, and this is just by hearsay --
I am informed in Howard Rushmore's column iast week Mr. and
. Mirs. Crouch were quoted as saying that they had been told that they
would be called here as witmsses. I wonder if counsel could |
give me any information peftaininz to thit.

MR, ROBB: I didn't see the column and don't know

N4 32833 Docld:364791 Page 19



1893

anything about it, Mr. Garrison, so I don't think 1 should
comment on it. I am not responsible for what somebody writes
. ~ in New York. I don't know anything about it. |
| MR, GARRISON: 1 undersand that. Cculd you say within
the keeping of ths Chairman's ruling whether or not yoﬁ expect
to call them, because there is a great labor of preparation
there.

MR. ROBB: It is rather difficult tc say at this
time, because I don't know what is going to deveiop here from
here cn, Hr. Garrisoh. I would just rather not cowmznt at this
time.

MR. GARRISON: There is not any notim that physicists
would pressure-on the Crouches?

KMR. ROBB: Not a bit, no, sir,

MR. GARRISON: 1Is there any reason why we should not
be informed if they are to be called?

MR. ROBB: If they are or if they are not.

MR, GARRISON: Either way. If they are not, it will.
relieve us of a considerable amount of unnecessary work.

I they are, we should have time to prepare for it.

MR. GRAY: I would like to make an dservation about
. that particulr request. The Board felt thatMr. Robb's

| point about some of these witnesses was wéll taken an@ that is

why we gave the ruling we did. I don't see, Mr.raobb, why in

this case you can't.
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MR. ROBB: I don't either. I will say that is a
reasonable request. No, I have no intention at this time of
calling Mr. or Mrs. €rouch. I will tell you that frankly.
But as you realize, 1 can'ﬁ pfoject myself into the middle of
next week. I don't knowvhat will develop.

MR. GARRISON: I assume 1if you change your.intention'
you will notify us?

MR. ROBB: I will do so, yes, sir.

MB. GRAY: Mr. Garrison, do you have awitness?

MR. GARRISON: Yes. '

(Discussion off the record.)

MR, GRAY: lir. Winpne, do you care to testify under
. | path? You are not required to do so.

MR. WINNE: I would be glad to testify under oath,
Mr. Gray.

MR. GRAY: Would you stand and raise your right‘hand,
Please? .

MR, WINNE: Harry Alonzo Winne.

MR. GRAY: Harry Alonzo Winme, do you swear that
the testimony you are to give the Board shall be the truth,
the whole truth, and nothipg but the truth, so bhelp you'God?

C MR, WINNE: I do.
Whereupon,
| HARRY ALONZO WINKE

wa:s called as a witness, and having been first duly sworn, was
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examined and testified as follows:
MR, GRAY: Would you be seated, 'please, sir, and
. indulge me while O remind you of the existence of the perjury
statutes. I should be glad to discuss them with you, but may
. I assume you know about them? | ‘

THE WITNESS: I know there are such things. I don't
knbw fhg details,-but it is not necessary.

MR. GRAY: I should like to request, Mr. Winne,
that if in the course of your testimony it becomgs necessary
to refer to or disclose resiricted data, you notify me in
advance so that we may take certainsteps which are appropriate
and necessary? |

' THE WITNESS: Yes, sir.

MR. GRAY: Finally, I should like to say to you that
the Board treate these proceedings as confidental matiter
between the Commission and its officials on the one hand, and
Dr. Oppenheimer and his representatives and witnesses on the
other., The Commission will make no release of matter with
respect to these proceedings. On behalf of the Board it is my"
custom to express the hOpe‘to each witness that he or she
will take the same view.

. , . THE WITNESS: I so understand and I agree, Mr. Gray.
HR. GRAY: I might say we had some discussion before
you came in on procedural matters, and someh&w there crept

into the record a conversafion about a column which appeared
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in the Washington Post this morning which I read and which
said that the Board is domanding secrecy. The Board desires
not to have leaks, of course, but I remind you if you read that
column, that I sinply expressed a hope to you.

THE WITNESS: Surely.

MR. GRAY: JMNr. Marks,.

DIRECT EXAMINATION

BY MR, MARKS:

Q Mr. Winne, what is your present position?

. | .May 1 start back a little? I retired from emnloyment
with the General Electric Company at the end of 1953. Now 1
am retired but I have a number of activities which keep me
. pretty busy, one of which is as Chairman of the Technical

Advisory Pgnel on Atonic Energy, inthe Office of the Assistant
Secretary of Defense for Research and Development.
I am also a member of two committees of the National
Science Foundation, and then I have various community activities
and so forth in my home area, as trustee of three different
colleges , and things like that.
Q What was your professional career with the General
Electric Company?
o | A - I started with Genmeral Electric as soon as I lest
college in 1910, and was with General Electric until December
31, 1953, filling various positions oan the way up to becoming

in 1941 vice president in charge of apparatus engineer, and
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then in 1245 vice presid,enf in charge of engineeridg policy
so-called, which was essentially a coordinating and poliey
. directing positianfor the engineering effort of the company
as a whole, whieh position I ‘held under a slightly different
title, vice president, eng:lnéering, until November 1, 1953,
when I was assigned‘to a certain special prolem, which I worked on
until the end of the year.
I might mention also because I think it is pertinent
here that during the war years, starting with either the end
of 1942 or fearly 1943, I devoted a good deal of time to
coordinating and directing in a general wa? the efforis of
. General Eleciric .Compa.ny in connection with theatomic energy
program. The General Electric Company produced a lot of
equipment, particularly for the magnetic separation process
ﬁt OCak Ridge, and ﬁlso the gasseous diffusion process at Cak
Ridge, with both of which I was quite familiar, spending a few
days at different times at Berkeley and some time at Oak Ridge.
Theit in 1946, when Genéral‘Electric tobk over the
operation of the Hanford Works; I was appointed chairmar of the
so~cg11ed nucleonics commitiee of the company, vhich from that
time for several years directed the general policy and the
@pefation of the company in the atomic energy field, thét is,
the operation of the Hanford Workd, the comstruction and
operation of what was called the Xnolls Atomic Power Laboratory -

at Schenectady, and other activities in the atomic energy field.
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Q I recall that last fall, I believe it was, you received
some industrial award. Can you remcmber what tt was?

A That was last summer. It was the so-called
McGraw Award for men in the electrical manufacturing industwvy,
as distinguished from a similar award for men in the utility
industry, and so forth. I received the award for the
manufacfuring man in the electrical industry last smmer.

Q When did you first know Dr. Oppenheimer?

A To the best of my knowledge, I first met him i
Mr. Acheson's office, I think in lafe January or early February
of 1546, when 1 was asked to serve as one member of the five.
man board of consultants to the Assiétant Secretary of State's

. Conmittee on Atomic Energy in endeavoring to propose sone plan
for internmational control of atomic energy.

Q How well did you get to know him as a result of
that, or other work?

A I feel quite well, Mr. Marks, because during the
pariod of discussion and final drawing up of this plan for
international control of atomic energy, that board of consultants
met almost continuously for about eight weeks, 1 thidk it was,
except far weekends and even sometimes on weekends.

. Q How mny hours a day did you work '_together on that?

A Very often it was a matter of all day and dinner and
evening, starting at 8:30 or 9 o'clock in the morning. So I

felt that during that experience I got to know him, I feel, very
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‘well.
Since that time I have had -- I can'i state
. definitely j’ust. how many coniacis. He and I were boih members
of the Cohmittae.on Atomic Energy of the Research aidDevelopment
Board, as I recall, starting in early with my membership in
early 1952, or possibly late in 1951. a

Q. Research and 'Development Board of what agency?

A I think it was called the Department of Defense at
that time. Even prior to that in connectiog wth the
activities of the MLC, the Military Liaison Coﬁmittee -~ I was
not a member of that committee -- I was invited to make at
least two trips to the West Coast visiting_various installatious
with that éommittee. It started at the time that Donald
Carpenter was chairman of the committee. My contacis
continued with it while Bill Webster was also chairman.

I remember one of the trips Karl Compton was along:. On
those trips ~- I don't fecall whether on every ong -- at least
one I recall méeting Dr. Oppenheimer at Berkeley and serving
on a subcommittee of which he was chairman,.which I thiank was
sat ﬁp by iir. Carpenter, although I am not absolutely sﬁre
of that, to consider the matter cof radiologicdl warfare.

. I visited Princeton once at least since his taking
over the direction of lthe Institute 'thare'. It was a movre or :
less social session of the members of the board of conéultants

at the Institute. I suppose I have seen him 15 or 20 timeé,
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poseibly more, since the days of the board of consultants.
I have visited at his home in Berkeley, I think, twice

as apart of one of these grovps which were making these trips to

the west coasit, not privately, 1 mean, but as a grdup of several
at a cocktail party or something'of that nature at his hdme in
Berkeley. So as I say, I feel I know him quite well.

Q The 15 or 20 times that you are speaking of, are
those including the work on the State Department board in 19467

A No, shce that time.

Q HBave most of these occasions been social or have
they been working relations?

A No. most of them have been in connection withwork
of the Committee on Atomic Energy or as I say, the trips with
the MLC, ad so forta.

Q Speaking in a very general way, with what subject
has the work of this Committee of the Research and Devélopment
Board been concerned?

A Primarily with the use of atomic energy in military
preparedness of the country, both in tﬁa fornm of weapons and
also of propulsion equipment of naval vessels and aircraft.

Q During the war, when you were working on aspects
of the atomic energy project in the Manhattan District, who
were your contacts there? |

A During the war?

Q Yes, at the time, who were your contacts with?
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A From the Manhattan District, General Groves, at
that time Colonel Nichols, Colonel Walter w1ilj_.ams, a f'ew
. contacts wiihGeneral Groves' predecessor whose name I cannot
recall at the moment, and thenwith the Kedllex Corporation
people, Doble Keith, Al Baker and others 1h connection with
.the g'a'sseous diffusion plant, aﬁd with Stone and Webster, &. C.
Klein and others of that organization, and the Carbide and
Carbon people operating Oak Ridge --. too numérous to mention.
Q 1f ybu happen to know, can you say who suggested
your name for members.hip on the Board of Consulitants to the
State Department on international control of atomic energy
. in 19467
A I do not know. I have always suspected that Géneral
Groves 1is the wne who suggested it, because Id:ld not know
Mr. Acheson or iMr. Byrnes, nor the other mémﬁérs 91’ the Siate
Department's Committee on Atomic Energy at that time. So I
have alﬁays suspected General G:rovés did, but I do not know
that. | |
-Q In your work on that committee, con;:erned with the
problem of international control of atomic energy, what was
your major'mrry about or what country or what countries?
. : N Our major consideration, of t.:ourse., was the protection
lof the United States, tﬁat is, of devising a schome of
cortrol of atomic energy which 'would ultimtely, we hoped,

prevent the use of atomic bombs and might lead to -- this
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way have been wishful thinking -- abolition of warfare entirely,
but always without sacrificing the protection of the United
States.

Q In those deliberations and in that work, what was
your attitude, and if you can say, what was the attitude of
your colleagues aﬁout Russia?

A I think I can say we looked upon Russia as the
most probable enemy of the United States. We looked upon her
as the country which would be working hardest on trying to
produce atonic weapons. I think none of us foresaw that she
would produce these as early as ultimately turned out to be the
case. We had hopes -- again this as it turned out was probably
wishful thinking -- that Russia might be willing to go along
with the pilan which‘we ultimately evolved and succeeded.

Q What did you . think of theefficacy of that plan as
a measure of protection for the United States?

A We thought it was the hest we could devise. Ve
recdgnized that the detection of possible operations in the
production of atomic weapons would at best be difficult, but
we thought that the plan which we finally evolved could
successfuly do that. |

Q@  VWhat part did the respective members o that Board
play, you and your four colleagues, in the development of the
plan that you ultimately recommended?

A That is a difficult question to answer, because

HW 32835 DoclId:364791 Page 29



g '. 1303
there was so much back and forth discussion and give and take.
I think that the germ cf the idea ~-- the first suggestion of
. the idea of the international development authority came
from Dr. Charles Thomas, who is now president of Monsanto
Chenmical Company. We were all searching for sme method
which would not forestall the peaceful development of atomic
energy and of the use of atomic enefgy which I felt was ¢ very
important. You may remember that in the early stages of the
discussion; someone suggested that perhaps thg only thiag to
do was to stop all work entirely. Thatcthe only hope for
preventing the use of atomic weapons in warfare --
Q Did Dr. 6ppenheimer suggest that?
. A No, I think that was Mr. Lill:lentha.l. I said if
that was the aim of the board of consultants, this was
no place for me, because I thought that.the developnent had
to go forward. We had to devise, if possible, sme means
for controlling the development in such a way as {0 prevent
the use of atomic energy for weapons.'

MR. GRAY: 1I am sorry. May I ask you to repeatr
that suggestion that Mr. Lilienthal made? My attention
wandered for a moment, Mr. Winne.

. THE WITNESS: As I recall it, this was in the first
~ one or two days of our discussion, and we were all of us
) somewhat appalled by‘the immensity of the problea which we

faced in trying to arrive at some solution to this question.
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Mr, Lilienthal suggested -~ I am not sure that 1t was 100
per cent serious, but perhaps in partly a joking tone --
maybe the only recommendation we could come up with would

. be to outlaw all development in atomic emergy. The only way
we could hope to prevent the use of it in warfare was that.

1 recall I spoke up and said if that was to be our objective
this was no place for me, because I wanted to see atonic
energy developed for peacetime industrial use, primarily.
BY MR. MARKE:
Q What view ultimtely prevailed in the formulation
of the report after the Iwo months or whatever it was of
deliberations and discussion?

. | A The view that peacet-ima development should go forward
and that we should set up, as you will recall from the
report, this atomic development authority, which vould exercise
enough supervision to prevent the use of atomic energy in

- weapons, or at kast to give forowarning to all nations in
case any nation undertook the ﬁ;velopment or the manufacture
of atomic weapons. |

Q Vhen you say forewarning, what do you mean by that?
A I mean we felt that the conversion from peacetime

. developnent to the production of actual weapons would take a

certain amount of time neasured in months, at least, and that

the authority could be aware of this reasonably soon after it

was undertaken by any nation, and could thereby warn the other
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nations of the United Nations ¢ommun1ty'that such and such a
nation was in effect abrogating the pact, and going ahead
with the development ofrweaﬁons so that the other nations
couid, if they desired, do likewise. ‘

Q What gave you any hope that under the plan you
dévised. the iﬁtewnatianl authority of which you speak, would
have had early enough warning of sinister developments in
Russia or other countries?

A We felt that it was absolutely necessary that all
countries be open to.inspection'by this 1ptqrnationa1 '
authority, inspection ﬁhich would be broad enough -to permit the
detection of supposedly clandestine operations in the
production of atomicweapons.

Q In the later deliberations in which ya participated
with Dr. Oppenheimer on the Atomic Energy Subcommittee of
RDB, to what, if any, extent did problems éoncexned with
the potential meﬂace of Russia entef into'your consiﬂerations?

A 1 would say to a great extent. Always:-in the backs
of our minds and frequently in the discuésion was the question
as to what Russia was doing, what her atomic stockpile.might_
amount to, and as to when she might start a war in vhich atomic
weaﬁons would probgbly be used. That was always one of ithe
main>éonsiderations which guided our‘discussion, and thiﬁking.
It may be well to state that on fhis conmittee there were

not only civilian members, such as Dr. Bacher, who was Chairman,
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Dr. Oppenheimer and Dr. Bethe, Mr. William Hosford, formerly

vice president of Western Electric —- I don't remember if

there were other civilians -- but there were also representatives
. of each of the armed services. General'Yates of the Air

Force, Admiral Withington and later Admiral Wright of the

Navy, and General ~- I caft think of his name, from the Army,

but usually two representatives from each of the services.

So military considerations waré the prime matters which we

were discusshg of course.

Q In the course of these working relations and other
relations you had with Dr. Oppenheimer, did you form any
opinion aboujt his loyalty to the United States, ‘and his

. character?
A Yes, very definitely. I have no gquesticn at all as
. to his loyalty to the United States. I think he is a man of
high character. I bave great respect and admiration for him.

Q  What led you to this opinion?

A 1 can't cite specific instances, but his discussion,
his remarks during the deliberations of first the.Board of
Consultants in 1946, and at later meetings of the Committee
on Atomic Energy. As I say, I cailt specify remarks, specify

. | comments, but there just developed within me a convictionm
as to his great concern for our country and his loyalty to it,
his great concern for the safety of our country.

Q What, if any, attitude did you dserve in him with
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reépect to Russia?
A The feeling that Russia is the country which we
. have to guard against, a country maybe certa.inly our enémy
and maybe the one o start Q war.against us, and one.against
which we must be on our guard at all times.

Q When did you first form this impression?

A I can't cite any particular date or time. It
gradually developed.

C 1946, 19477

A It developed in the days of ow Board of Consuliants
meetings in 1946, Mr. Marks, and has, if anything, been
strengthened since that time. ‘

Q lr. Winne, have you read the letter of Decembeyr 23,
1953, from General Nichols to Dr. Oﬁpenheimer, which is the
genesis of these proceedings?

A As it appeared in the New York Times, yes, and then
I again glanced thragh it this morning, or rather the copy
which you have, and whikh you left with me as you.caﬁe in here.

Q Placing to one side the statements in that letter
relating to the subject of the so~called hydrogen bomb and
assuming that the derogétory information otherwise -- and I am
. asking you only to assums not to consider whethor it has been

| estahlished in this proceeding that it is true or not --
assuming that it is essentially true, the derogatory information

other than that concerning the hydrogen bomb, what effect does
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that have on the conviction you have expressed with respect
to Dr. Oppenheimer's loyalty and character?
. A I am still convianed of his loyalty to the United
States and of his character. I am glad you said placing to one
side the statements with reference to the hydrogen bomb. I have
no objection to the first part of the statement with reference
to the hydrogen bomb, but if it should be true that he really
worked against the development of the hydrogen bomb, which I
do not believe, after the President had decided to pgo ahead
with it, that I could not understand. If that proved to be true,
it would bother me a great deal.
l'l‘he sta tements to the effect that he was opposed
to the development before the President decided to go ahead
with it do not bother me particularly, and it may be well that
I state here that in the early days in the talk about the
hydrogen bomb I personally had grave misgivings as to whetherr
it was wise at that time to go ahead with that development.
Those misgivings were based on two facto_rs. One, that the
;ievelopment of the hydrogen bomb at that time, it seemad to
me, would detract from what we might term our atomic capability
because the development of one important :lngx"edient would
. reduce —-
Q ¥hat do you mean by ingredient, if fo;.: can describe
i¢ in unclassified terms.

A I do‘:b:'t know whether this is classified or
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unclassified.
Did you mean a material?
A . A material, yes, because the production ofithat one

required material would decrease the production of plutonium
for the atomic bombs. Of course,as I say this was soveral
years ago and presumably our stockpile of atomic bonmbs at
that time was not nearly so great as it is now. I knew from
our operations at Hanford that the producfion of this material
would.make serious inroads on the production of plutonium.

So that raised the question as to whether it was
desirable to go ahead with it at that time. It would also
'requiré the time and attention of a great many physicists and

. engineers.

Then I also had this questianas to its military
usefulness as compared to the atomic bombs, that is, vhether
a sufficient number of targets which woﬁld Justify the use
of so powerful a weapoﬁ'as the hydrogen_bomb. Two, even if
there were, it seemed to me thnt_there wasa good possibility
that it migﬁt be better to attack with, say, 25 planes,

_each carrying -- and I use 25 to pull a number out of the hat,

it might be 50, 100. or 10 -- each carrying one or possibly

. two atomic bombs, or to attempt to attack it with one or two
planes each carrying a hydrogen bomb. '
. . o

It seemed to me that the chances that a considerable

number of the atomic bomb carrying planes wouid-get through
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were so much greater than the chance that one or two carrying
hydrogen bombs would get through, that the effectiveness of
. " the greater number of planes with atom bombs might be
considerably greater than one or two planes with a hydrogen
bomb.
S0 I had that gquestion. Of course, not being a
militaxry man I am not competent to really pass an that sort
of thing.
I feaall that in discussing this matter with
Ernest lawrence --
Q When would that have been?
A I don't know. It was probably somewhere around
1950 or 1951, 1 don't know the exact date, Mr. Marks, but in
discussing it with Ernest Lawfence, I mentioned these misgivings.
When I first said that I had some misgivings as to whether it
was wise to go ahead with the hydrogen bomb developwuent, he
expréssed surprise. Then when I explained why, he said, "Oh,
you mean that." He said, "I thought perhaps you might have the
ethical or moral misgivings that some people have.” I said,
n§, 1 did not, that it was entirely on a practical basis.
| As 1 say, 1 had those same misgivings. Developmenté
.‘ have, I think, shown that those misg:lvings were pretty largely
unfounded, because at Hanford we have been able, as has been
told publicly, to so grgatly increase the production of

plutonium from the piles which when we took over were
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supposed fo be about re#dy tp quit, that the production of
the material for the hydrogen bomb has not seriously inter-
fered with the production of sufficient plutonium. The costs
. in the equivalent of atom bombs  have proven to be much lower.
So that the pfqgram on the hydrogen bomb is working out much
better than I had expected it would. I think that is true of
many people. Many people thought at that time that it wax
going to make serious inroads in the production of atomic
bombs, and that the hydrogen bombs would be extremely expensive.
Of course, they are expensive in any ordinary terms.
Q .At the time you speak of, whether it was in 1950
or 1951 - |
. A It could have been in 1949l. 1 don't{ remember, Mr.
Marks. But I recall distinctly the conversation. 1 have
seen Ernest Lawrence many_fimes, and I can't tell you which
time it was. | . 7
¢ At the time you speak ot,‘what if any responsibility
did you pqrsonally have for the operation at Hanford?
A I was at that time still chairman of the
Nucleonics Committee of the General Electric Company, vhch was
the policy setting committee for ail of our operatiaas in the
. atomic energy field. As such I held a very real responsibility
for the_ﬂanford Workd. Inp fact, at the particular time that
the hydrogen bomb or that we began to prﬁduce at Hanford

material for the hydroger bomb, our organization had been
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changed somewhat so that the Hanford Works operation reported
through a vice president located there directly to me,

whereas previously it had been a part of the Chémical Division
of the General Electric Company's operation, simply guided

by the Nucleonics Commiftee. So I was pretty well aware

of what was going on at Hanford and wvhat the changes in
production might be. .

Q In describing your misgivings that you held and
you expressed you say to Dr. lawrence about proceeding with
the hydrogen bomb progran, misgivings relating to the possiﬁle
inroads that such a program might make on production of
materials needed for A bombs, I think you éaid you were thinking

. ' particularly about production at Hanford.

A Production at Hanford and the militaryusefulness
of the hydrogen bomb.

Q I think you said it turned out that production at
Fanford for atomic bombs did not in fact suffer? '

A To say that it did not suffer is probably a correct
statement, because had we not produced some material for |
hydrogen bombs, wé would have produced_more plutonium. But ~
even with producing the material for the hydrogen bombs, we

. had increased the production of plutonium to such & great
extent tﬁat the atomic bomb production was nain;ained at a very
high rate. |

Q How did you bring that about to the -extent that you
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can say ip unclassified terms?
A | Qf course, there are a t:emanﬁous amount of techn;gal
details, most of which are c;assified, covering“the changes .

. in operations wh;lc_h w_emdé; thq:e‘-which enabled us to si_:éb up
the;prnductiqn of the existing piles very‘matefigily,;and }.
g;go-ﬁo'feduce the cost of the opefétigh.‘ |

'Q  Why didn't yeu foresee that at the time you talked
to Dr. Lawrence? | | A

A Those‘changes camo along‘rather.gradually,,and it
is not always posszble to foresee just what can be done. As.
a matter of fact as I say at the time when we took over
in 1946, it was thought that the pi}es wouldberout of

. co:@ssion in'a very few years, and ‘lli'ew_e to be completely
replaced, whereés today thef are still running and producing at.
a very'mpch’h;ghgr rate.: |

,Q In #én&rai'who had fesponsibility for bringiﬁg about
.the changes or imnrovements whatever they were, at Hanford
that enabled you to keep up your production for A bombs in
a wanner that you had thought imposs:l.ble or improbable if the
B bomb program were adopted?
A - 1t was the Genéra1  Electric Combaﬁy 6rgqhization
. at Banford primarily. |
Q@ . You Just dmdn t foresee that would be p0551ble?
A That is right | § .

Q . Digd thg Genera;dz}eCtric;ipeop1e who were'ngsﬁgnsible
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to you at Hanford foresee it?
A They may have fcreseen more of it than I did,
. becavse they were closer to the job, but they were certainlﬁ
not willing to go out on a Iimb and say that the things which
were accomplished would be accomplished: As 1 say, there were
gradual developments in the operation and whole technology of
the pile operation which permitted us to do that.
Q I think you said that reading this letter from
General Nichols and assuming that the derogatory
information, except'for that part of it which you specifically
excluded. relating to the hydrogen homb, relating to part of
the information, you sajd I think that would not alter the
conviction you expreséed with respect to Dr. Oppenheimer‘'s
character and loyalty to the éountry?
A That is true.
Q Genefal Nichols' letter also speaks of a varity

of associations which Dr. Oppenheimer is said to bhave had
with Communists, with left wing organizationé,'with causes
whicg have been identified with Communist objectives. How
do you reconcile ydur expression of confidence in Dr.
Oppenheimer with this array of associations?
. A I think Dr. Oppenheimer's reply explains those

assocjiations, it explains how they devélopéd end how he _

ultimately cast them off as he became more aédnainted with the

aims and objectives of those associations, of the Communist
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Party, of Russia. I thirk his subsequent efforts on behalf
of the:country, his thinking and the discussions he
participted 1in in the meetings of the Board of Coﬁsultants of the
. Committee on Atomic Energy of the Research anmd Development .
Board, indicate to me that .he is completely free of perhaps
what you might call illusions or lack of understanding which
he had in those earlier days. I think ey do not affect his
basic lbyalty to the country. |
Q Suppose it apreared in these proceedings that at
least some of the ascociations referred to in the Nichols
letter -- or i:ha.t some of the people referred to about whom
questions have arisen -- were people that he still on occasim
. | saw. I think it appears in evidence here, or perhaps in the
answer, 1 have forgotten which, that as recently‘ as last
November in Paris, when Dr. Oppenheimer was abroad, he .saw
at the request of his old friend Chevalier, he saw
Chevalier. Does that worry you?
A No.
Q Whﬁ?
A I know nothing about the association between Dr.
Oppenheimer and Chevalier, except through what 1 read in these
. two leiters, one from General Nicﬁols and one from Dr.
Oppenheinnér. But it appears that Chevalier was a close friend
of his in the early 'days at Berkeley, a;id even though Chevalier

may have be_e_n'proved © be a Communist, and to have had the
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wrong kind of ideas, shall we say, I would not hold it against

Dr. Oppenheimer's loyaltyﬁto the country at #11, if he should
. on Chevalier's request see him to discuss whatever Chevalier
wished to discuss with him. I feel sure he would not have
divulged to Chevalier anything which would be inimicél to the
_ interests of this éountry. |

Q Do you think in making that determination of what
would or would not be 1nim1c§1 to the United States, Dr.
Oppenheimer would make the decision 6n the basis of his
judgment or on the basis of the rules of the governmént?

A I think he would make it on the basis of the rules
of the government in so far as the rules cover the situation.
Beyohd that he would use his own judgmentin which I‘would
have confidence.

Q Doesn't #t worry you that a man'who has as much,
classified information as Dr. Oppenheimer woﬁld even see a
person like Chevalier?

A No, ir. Marks, that does not worry me, because, as
1 say, I have confidence in the loyalty and in his judgment.
His judgment in his younger days 1t may be claimed was faulty.
Instead of judgment, it may have been a lack of understanding

. ‘of these organizations and so forth. But from the period o
my knowledge of Dr. Oppenheimer and'mg acquaintance with him,
I have no cause whatsogver to doubt his loyalty or his good

Jjudgment in political as well as technical mttors.
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Q Let us take another case. I have forgotien if
there are more in either the letter or t!_xe proceedings here,
but one I remember is Dr. Morrison. Do you know who he is?

. | A Yes, I know who he is because in connection withthe
Board of Consultants in the early days of 1946, we visited
several of thé installations and I remember meeting Dr.
Borrison, I can't remember where, whether it was 2f Los
Alamos or where, but I remember meeting him at that time.

Q I think it has come ou1.: in Congressional hearings
that Dr Morrison was once a Communist. Would it bother you
in the connection inwhich we have been speaking if Dr.
Oppenheinmer had seen Dr. Morrison in recent years?

. A No, 1t would not.

Q 1 don't think his name has been mentioned in
the Nichols lgtter, but I think another name that has cropped
out in thése proceedings is that of a Dr. Serber, at
Columbia.

A As far as I know, I don't know him Q.t all.

Q I - would 1like i:o mzke sure that you have in mind the
full 1mportt-"u:l' some of what appear to be the more important
derogktory information in -the Nichols letter. I would like

. to read to you in arder to be sure that you have it vividly
in mind one para'graph of this letter, and 't!:en I would like
to ask you to meke a comment.

In the letter that General Nichols sent to Dr.
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Oppenheimer, the following appears:

"It was reported that prior to March 1, 1943, possibly

. three months prior, Peter Ivanov, Secretary of the Soviet
Consulate, San Francisco, approached Geofge Charles Eltenton
for the purpose of obtaining information regarding work being
done at the Radiation Laboratory for the use of Soviet
scientists; that George Charles Eltenton subsequently requested
Haakon Chevalier to approach you conc.erning this mattor;
that Haakon Chevalier thereupon approached you, either directly
or through your brofher, Frank Friedman Oppenheimer, in
connection withtﬁis matter; and that Haakon Chevalier finally
advised George Charles Elten ton that there was no chance
whatsoever of obtaining the information. It was further
reported that y§u did nbt report this episode to the
appropriate authorities until several months after its
.oocurrence; that when you initially discussed this matter with
the appropriate authorities on August 26, 1943, you did not
identify yourself as the person who had been approached, and
you refused to identify Haakon Chevalier as the individual who
had made the approach on behalf of George Charles Eltenton;
and that it was not until several months later, when you were
. ordered by a superior fo do so, that you so identified Haakon

Chevalier. It was further reported that upon your return to

Berkeley following your séparation froﬁthe Los Alamos Project,

you were visited by the Chevaliers amseveral occasions; and
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that your wife was in contact with Haakon and Barbara
Chevalier in 1946 and 1947."
| I would also like to read Dr. Oppénheimer's reterence
. to this_episode in his answer mpage 22 of | the answer: |
"I knew of no attempt to obtain secret information
at Los Alamos. Prior to my going there my friend Hankon
Chevalioer with hié wife visited us on Eagle Hill, probably
in early 1943. During the visit, he came into the kitchen and
told me that George Eltenton had spoken to him of the possibility
of transmitting technical information ® Soviet scientists.
I made sbme strong remark to the effect that this sounded
terribly-wrong to me . The discussion ended there. Nothing in
. our long-standing friendship would have led me to beliéve that
'Chevalier was actually seeking information; and I was certain
that he had no idea of the work on which I was engaged.

"It has long been clear to me that I should have
reported the incident at once. The events that led me to
report it -- which I doubt ever would have become known
without my report -- were unconnected with it. During the
summer of 1943, Colonel Lansdale, the Intélligence Officer of
the Manhattan District,'came to Los Alamos and told me that he

. was worriéd about the security situation in Berl;éley because
of the activities of the Federation of Architects, Engineers,
Chemists and fachnicians. This recailed to m& min& that

Eltenton was a member and probably a promoter of the FAECT.
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Shortly thereafter, I was in Berkeley and I told the security

officer that Eltenton would bear watching. When asked why, I

. said that Eltenton had attempted, through intermediaries, to
approach people on the project, though I mentioned neithef
nyself nor Chévalier. Later, when General Groves urged me to
give the details, I told him of my convasation with Chevalier.
I still think of Chevalier as a friend."

Refreshing your mind ahout that incident, wvhat

effect does fhat have on your opinion about Dr. Oppernheimer?

A It does nofchahgpmw opinion as to his basic layalty
to the country. 1 think that had I been in his place, I
would have reported the incident immediately with the ﬂames,
although one cannot at this date put himself back in the
frame of the situation as it exist8d in 1943, and say
definitely what he would have done. It seems to me that i
would have reported it at that time.

As I say, it still does not affect my belief and
my conviction in Dr. Oppenheimer's strong loyalty to our
country. I think it was an errér on his part not to report
it immediately with the full details, but all of us make
mistakes at some times.

. : Q How does it affect your opinion about his character?
| A It does not affect that either. I stillthink his
characfer is very high.

Q As I recall, you said, Mr. Winne, that you are at
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present chairman of a éommittee on atomic energy.
Q It is 2 technical advisory panel on atomic energy
in the Department of Defense, repating to Assistant Secretary
. Quarles. It, together with a so-called coordimating committee
made up —- this is a civilian committee -- there is also a
coordinating committee on atomic energy which is made up
entirely of military personnel which reports to Secreiary
Quarles. The panel of which I am chairman is purely adviéory.
We have no power whatsoever other than the power of faces
as wo may develop them. It, together with that m;litary
committee, in effect replaces the old Committee on Atomic
Energy of the Research and Development Board, of vhich pr.
. Oppenheimer was g member at the time I became a member.
Incidentally, I would be very glad tc have Dr.
Cppenheimer as a member of the panel today if he‘is cleared
by this Board. I have that faith in his loyaltf to the country
and his outstanding ability as a scientist? which peeds no
testimony. ; We need that kind of pecple on such a panel.
Q As chairman of that committee, do you feel any
personal and official responsibility?
A Very, very definitely, responsibility to'do everything
. we can to assist the military organization of the country in
developing the most effective use of atomic energy for
nmilitary purposes. Of coﬁrse, 1nc1dénta11y, protecting the

interests of this country very fully from the standpoint of
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clagsified information and so forth.
o Do you feel any responsibility in that capacity for
. the 'secur:l.ey of the sensitive information that flows to you?
A Very, very definitely. I feel a very high sense
of responsibility.
MR. MARKS: That is all, M¥r. Robb.
MR. GRAY: I am going to ask that we recsss very
briefly.

(Brief recess.)
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PAPICH 1 MR. GRAY: MNr. Robb.
CROSS EXAMINATION
", BY MR. ROBB:

Q Mr. Wione, Mr. Marks read you two paragraphs from

Dr. Oppenheimer's answer and in particular one senteance
which 1 w111~ré-read fro clarity: "When_asked why, X éaid
that Eltenton had attempted through'intefmediaries toiapproach-
people on the project, though I mentioned neither myscli

nor Chevalier."

Dr. Oppenheimer has testified before this Board,
slr, that what he said oﬁ that occasion was in certain res-
pects untrue; specifically, that he said that there were
three people who were approached whafeas in fact there was
only one; that he reported that there had been conversation
about microfilm with Cheialier, whereas in fact there had
not; that he reported that Chevalier had spoken of making a
contact through some one in the Russian Consulate, although
in fact that was not irue.

Does that distuﬁb you, sir?

MR. MARKS: Mr. Robb, would you wmind if I ask you
to identify the time at which thése statemﬁﬁts that you
.  described were made and to whom? | '

MR. ROBB: I am talking about-the occasion’referred-

to in this letter vhen Br. Oppenheimer reported to the

- gecurity officer about this episode with Chevalier. In that
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2 interview he has testified before this Board he made certain
misstatements of fact knowingly. o
‘.' BY MR. ROBB:

Q Does that disturb you, sir.

A It disturbs me to some extent that he should have
done that at that time. As I say, as I look at that incident
I would have reported the whole thing immediately and in the
true aspects of it. I don't knoﬁ why he did not. He has
since in his letter admitted that he should have or thinks
he should have., It is a rather distrubing incident, there
is no question of that.

But on the other hand from my almost lliving with him
and the other members of the pénel for eight weeks and quite
a lot of contacts since in deliberations on weapons and that
sort of thing, I still have no question about his loyalty to
the country.

Q Yes, sir; you speak of loyalty. Would the fact
that he deliberately lied to the security officer about
this matter in certain respects in your opinion have a very
material bearing upon his character?

A Obviously if a2 man deliberately lies it does have
some bearing on his character, Of course, in connection with
that the full situation at the time should be known. It
is impossible for me to ;ook back ten years and to visualize

just what the situation was in his respect at that time,
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3 althdugh I can see no reason why he should have lied about
it if that is what he did at that time;

Q Suppoee Mr., Winne you had an employée at G.E.

. , who undertook to report some such incident to you and yoﬁ
subsequently found out thaf he lied fo you about certain
material parts of it, would you .be disturbed about it?

A Yes, I would be disturbed and I would endéaQor to
find out just why and what all the circumstances were. But
it would by no means necessarlly be\;eason for firing him

" and his subsequent cénduct‘would-have much g;éatar bearing
on my teelingg toward him than would that‘particular»incident.

Q 1s it.a fair‘statgment that unless he could give

. you a pretty satisfactory explanation of why he lied to vou
you would fire hin?

. A It would deperd on what the‘situation_was, what
he was lying about and that sort of  thing.

Q Assume it was a very important matter,

A If it was a very important matter and he_could
not give a convipcing reason as to why he felt it was neces-~-
.sary at that time, it is quite prdbable that disciplinary
action would be taken. | '
. ' Q Aséume that the matter arose that you were lpoking
into -- you wnnted to £find out all you could about it for
the good of G. E. -~ and you talked to an employee about

it and he lied to you about it, and those lies impeded you
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Y in finding out about it and made it more difficult for you

to run the matter down, wouldn't that disturb you very
‘l’ greatly?
A It would disturb me, yes.

Q And it vwould be very likely that when you found out
about it under those circumstances you would fire him, wouldn't
you?

A Again it would depend on what the matter ﬁas; it
would depenq on his value to the company, his #bility and
several factors likerthat. Certainly the aét of lying about
an important matter would be considered as a black mark,

. you might say, agiinst him. |

Q It would be something tﬁat you would require
some explanation for, wouldn't you?

A Yes.,

Q How well do you know Dr., Morrison, Mr. Winne?

A I just wet him, as I say, either on a trip or
maybe he appeared before therﬁbard of consuitanté in some
capacity to explain, You see: many of us on that board of
copsultants --

Q Pardon ne, 1 don't mean to cut you off but perbaps

I can save a little time by coming to the point.

Do you know anything about his background?

A No; other than what has appeared in the newspapers.

Q You mean about his communist connections?
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5 A I undersfand he has at least been accused. I
don't recall I have ever seen that it was proved that he had
communist leanings or was a member of the communist party.
. ' Q Be has admitted that he was.
A I didn't know that unless 1t was brought out in
the quastioning ﬁy Mr, ¥arks. I forget. I knew he wns at
' least under suspicion. .I didn't know it at the time that I
met hin, | |
Q I understand that.
A I can't say‘lknqw him well at all because I have
seen him once or twice.
Q Knowing what you do about Dr. Morrisom, do you
. think you wouid empioy h:;m on a G.E. confidential project?
A On a matter like that I would have to knowrmore
about him and-moreabout Rhis subsequeﬁt actions and more sbout~-
I would have to know him much better than I do now to say
whether or not I would be willing to cmploy him,.
Q You would want to look into 1it?
A Very definitely.

Q Just the way this Board is looking into Dr. Oppen=-

. : I suppose so.

Q Thoroughly, in other words.
A Yes.

Q In other words, you think that his background
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would raise some question which ought to be resolved.

A Yes, sir,

Q One further question on this subject about Dr.
Oppenieimer. Suppose it should appear that Di. Oppenheiner
. in some respects has not told the whole truth to this Board
in his testimony oxr in his answer, would that disturb you
greatly?

A Yes, it would.

Q That would have a very material bearing on your
Jjudgment of him, ofrcourse, would it not?

A I thipk it would. Again when you say '"told the
truth", it is a matter of if he has given incorrect informa-~
tion through mistake.

Q No.

A You mean if he deliberately lied about some impor-
tant matter,

Q Yes,

A That would have a very definite bearing in my
opinion.,

Q Doctor, G. E. has had mény contiaential war pro-
Jects which have come under your supervision.

A It has had a great many war projects, some more or
less directly under my supervision and many more about which

I have known in general and have had advisory contact with

arnid that sort of thing.
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7 Q If you #ound that the man in charge of one of
those projects had a nuﬁber of communist friends or irviends
who were either communists or fellow fravelers,.would that

. trouble you somewhat?

A I2 Ihad any doubts about the man himself, yes, it
would. On the other haﬁd, there are many of our scientisté
and some of our top engineers who are of the turn of wmind
as 50 many of the scientisis -~ a very inquiring type.ofr
mind, very curbus about everything -- and I would nct he
at all surprised to find that some of them may have atitended
communist meetings, may have had discussions with communists
Just to find out what line the communists are using and what

. their approach to world conditions and so forth. That would
not necessarily be disturbing.

Q Has any one suggested to you that is what Dr., Oppen-
heimer did in this case?

A No.

Q Taking our hypothetical sﬁperintendent again,
suppose you found that that man had brought a number of his
communist or fellow traveler friends along to work with him
on your project, how would you feel about that?

o A  That would bother me, but I would have to give
consideration to the quastibn of whether or ﬁot he could
get people of ability to do-the projsct, whether he was

making a judgment as between getiing the project donme at all
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é or getting it done with some degree of risk by bringing
in such people.

. Q Do I understand that the security officers on any
project that you are familiar with would have permitted on
the project people that they knew to be either communists or
fellow travelers? |

A  No, I don't think they would have. I don't recall
any case where that kind of a situation has arisen. But one
does have to some times, if a job just has to be dcne,
make some compromiseé in the way that he gets the job deone.

Q 0f course, you would assume our hypothetical

. superintendent would have told the security oificgrs all
about these fellows?

Yes.

That would be his duty, wouldn't it?

» O P

Yes.

Q And that would not be an unreasonable duty to
impose on him?

A To, it would mot.

Q Even fﬂgugh they happened to be his friends?

A No, that would not be an unreasonable duty to im-
pose upon him even though they happen to be his friends.

Q Mr. Winne, you mentioned the meeting in 1946 iﬁ

Secretary Acheson's office. Do you recall who was present

at that meeting when you met Dr., Oppenheimer?
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9 A As I recall it, all of the people who wore %0 be
ultimately members of this board of consultpﬁts wers present,
which included Dr. Oppenheimer, David Lilienthal, Chester

. Barnard, Charles Thomas and myself,

I don't remember whether at that mﬁetingrmr. Marks
and Mr. cﬁrroll Wilson were present. I do not remsmber whether
they were. They were then, or we met them soon afterwards,

I don't remember which, because they acted as secretaries
and so forth for the board of consultants.
Q  Which Mr. Marks ie that?
Herbert Mal;kS. |
This Mr} Marks who is here?

Yes.

o
o B H b

YWhat was h;ﬁ_connection with the committee?

A  He was in the Department of State at that time

and he and Carr011 W11son were assigned to the Commitiee to
Belp us with iriting qh ths ultimate report and getiing
information as we might ask £orfi§fand that sort of thing.
Q iIs that the Mr, Carf011'W1lson who was later
secrétary of the AEC? -
A He was later General Manager of the AEC.
o Q That is when you first got to kmow Mr. Marks?
| A Yes, that is right. I think I had met My, Marks
onceror twice, perhaps, priof to that when he was in, I

think itwas called; the power section of‘the War Production
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10 .Board, or something of that order. I pelieve.ha visited
Schenectady with a group and I met him at that time.
. MR. ROEB: That is all I care to ask, Mr. Chairman.
MR, GRAY: Mr. Winpne, your convicti&ns are pretty
deep about this matter. That is apparent.
THE WITNESS: Yes,
MR, GRAY: I know you are here to be helpful to
this Board in the‘discharge'of a really very difficult task.
There has been some discussion about the KNichols letter and
Dr. Oppeﬁheimer's reply which gquite apart from the record -
of this ﬁroceeding establish certain facts. There are
. certain things ;eported and adverted to in General Nichols'
letter and which are:said to be true in Dr, 6ppenheimer's
reply.
lirx. Winne, ageinst the background of the exchange
of letters, I woull like to read you certain pertinent excerpts
from the personnel security clearance criteria for determining
elgibility which was issued by the Commission and which we
are required, as I understand it, to consider in the course
of these deliberations.
I would be glad if counsel for Dr. Oppenheimer
would watckh me closely iﬁ this bacause I don't want to
leave out anything that might be pertinent aﬁd therefore
mislead Ir, Winne.

This is a very serious‘question I am addressing to

HW 32835 Docld:364791 Page 359



11

1938

you. This document establishes the fact, or rather, recites
the fact that the Commission in September, 1950 issuved its

procedure for adninistrativé review -- that is the reason

for which we are convened -- and points out also that this

procedure places considerable responsibility on the managers
of operations,and it is to provide uniform standards for
their use that the commission has adépted the criteria de-~-
scribed herein.

I might interrupt to say that I am sure it is true
that managers of operations here would be in this case the
General lanager of the Commission, Géneral Nichols.

iR, ROBB: That is corract. |

MR, GRAY: Then reading from the document :

vUnder the Atomic Energy Act of 1946, it is the
responsibility of the Atomic Energy Commission to
determine whether the common defemnse or security will Ee

5f endangered by granting security clearance to individuals
either employed by the Commission or permitted access
to restricted data.”

Then omitting some la;suagﬂz "Cases must be
carefully weighed ip the light of all the information
and a determination must be reached which gives due
recognition to the favorable as well as to the unfavor-
able information concerﬁing the individual and which

balances the cost of the program of not having his services
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i2 against any possible risks involved."
1 believe you, in your testimony, put some emphasis
. on the point of great services and values that Dr. Oppen-
heimer has been to the program.
THE WITHNESS :. Yes,
MR, GRAY: Then it says, "To assist in making
these determinations oxn the basis of all theinformatioh in a
- partiqular caae; there are gset forth below a number of
specific types of derogatory information. The list is not
exhaustive, but 1% cdntains the principal types of deroga-
tory information vhich indicate a security risk."” Then it
. says that they are divided into two categories.
Category ka) includes certain things. I am going
to read paragraph N&. 1 and parts of paragraph No. 3.
"Catoéory (A) includes those cases in which there
are grounds sufficient to establish a reasonable beliel
that.the individual or £1s spouse has:
1, Comnitted or attempted to commit, or aided
or abetted another who committed or attempted to commit,
any act of sabotage, espionage, treason, or.gedition.
R I
3. Held membership in or joined any organization
which has been declared by the Attorney General to be
Totalitarian, Fascist, Communist, subversive . . .‘.

or, prior to the declaration by the Attorney General,
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13. participatqd in the activities of such an organization in a
capacity where he should reasonably have had kmnowledge as
: to the subversive aims or purposes of the organization;"
"' o ok ok X R K % B
"6 .Violated or disregarded sacurity regulations
to a degree which would endanger the common defenze or
security.;” |
| There are a let of other ﬁypes of derogatory infor-
matioﬁ which I am not reading. I hope 1t does not distort
it to take those out of context. Then I would go to the
last two or three paragraphs of this document : |
o "Th§ categories outlined hereinabove contain the
.- _ criteria which will Se applied in determining whethar infor-
mation disclosed in investigation reports shall be regarded
as substantially derogatory. Deternination that there 13
such information in the case of an individual establishes
doubt as to his eligibility for security clearance..
"The criteria outlined hereinabove are intended
to serve as alds tolthe Manager of Operations in discharg-
ing his responsibilify in the deterunination of ap individual’'s
eligibility for secuéity clearance. While there must neces-
. sarily be an adherence to such criteria, the Manager of
Operations is not limited thereto, nor precluded in exercising
his judgment that information or facts in a case under his

cognizance-are derogatory although at variance with, or
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| 14 outside the scope of the stated categories. The Manager
of Operations u pon whom the responsibility rests for the
. : granting of security clearance, and for recommendation in
cases referred to the Director of Se;urity, should bear in
mind at all times, that his action must be consistent with

the common defense or sscurity.”

I suppose it is true that the executive ovder of
the President; which I think has somewhat more restrictive
criteria, must also be taken into account in these proceced-
ings. I will mot take the time now to take you through all
of those;

I have indicated this is a srigus inguiry and I am
asking for your help to this Boara.

THE WITNESS : Yes.

MR, GRAY: It seems to me pretty clear that some
of these criteria have been met, if you will, by the exchange
of letters that I r;ad. YWould you agree with that?

THE WITNESS': It seems to me that the exchange of
letters indicates that in the earlier years under considera-
tion -~ I think it is 1942 and earlier -~ that Dr. Oppen-
heimer, -- I forget the exact wording there -- did support
to some extent some of the organizations which have since
been declared subversive or perhaps were at that time. I
do not know. |

MR, GRAY: This is quite a serious question. _One
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of our\difficulties is that it does not say "is a menber".

THE WITNESS: I recognize that.

MR, GRAY: It says "The individual or his spouseﬁ,
and then "ddna these things'.

THE WITNESS: Of course, Dr. Oppenheimer does
admit that his wife had been a membér of the Communist
Party.

MR, MARKS: That is correct.
. THE WITNESS: That is in the letter. So taking
tﬁé sfrictly legal interpretation perhaps you have no alter-
Qﬁtive there;

MR. MARKS: !Mr, Chairman, I would like to interrupt.

MR. GRAY: Surely. | |

MR, MARKS: Because¢ I feel that there is a reaily
very important technical question of interpretation that is
involved in the question.

MR. GRAY: I would be glad if you would state iti.

MR. MARKS: I do not think that the criteria which
you read mean or are intended to mean that the establishmente-

MR. ROBB: Mr. Chairmln, might X interrupt? WVWould
it not be well to have tho witness sitep outrwhile this is
going ﬁn?

MR, MARKZS: We would be ﬁlad to‘have %hﬁt done .

MR. ROBB: I don't know whether the ﬁitness is going

to be confused or not,
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16 MR. GRAY: I really think actually the argument
cshould not be given in answer to a question by the witness.,
. I will rephrase my question and see if I can take care of
your difficulty.

We have had witnesses before the Board, Mr. Winne --
men of great stature and emiﬁence -=- who have been inclined
to treat very lightly these matters whick we have been
discussing here, * think with sincerety and conviction,on
the ground of what they think they know of Dr., Oppenheimer
2l]l this washes out anything that happaned in the past.

I will not ask this question: Has anything here

. said 'since your direct testimony made you wish to alter your
direct testimony sus a result of hearing what I read?

Is that a fair question?

THE WITHESS: I feel it does not change my opinion,
Dr, Gray. As I wns about to say, and this is an entirely
gratuitous remark and perhaps I should not make it, but
it seems to me thnt itmay be possible that you have no
alternative but to make a certain finding here. But even if
you make a finding adverse to Dr, Oppenheimer, my personal
feeling still is that he is loyal to the country, that he
would be an asset to the whole atomic and hydrogen weapons
project for the country,

You may, because of the wordiné of the law, be

forced to make a decision adverse. I hope you will not, but
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‘ 1.7 you may be forced to.
MR. GRAY: dJdust for the sake of the record now,
. : aﬁd perhaps to ease Mr. Markg' —-
MR. MARKS: No, this is perfectly ell righi.
M. GﬁAY: Z pm making no assumption of any Itind.
TEE WITRESS: No, I recogaize tﬂat. |
MR. GRAY: The Board has reached mo conclusions
and I certainly would say that we cannot say that any alternz-
tives or set of courses of action are pecessarily inevitaeble
in this thing. I don‘'t want to have any misurdersianding
ﬁn that point.
There is substantial and widespread ignorznce
about the procedures and the requirements of the léw.in these
cases, I believe. I don't mind sayiog that I am deeply

troubled by these things that are before us. However, I

don’'t want to pursue it with yocu further because I think
you have made 1% absolutely plain that you would go as far
as the law would allow you to go to grant Dr. Oppenhaimer

security clearance. That is the sum of it, isn't it?

THE WITNESS : Yes, that really is the sum of it,
Dr. Gray. To express my own belief, I think it is not
. necessary tb assume that because a man several years ago --
I am not refrring to Dr. Oppenkbeimer now, but anyone -~ was
supporting the Communist Party, particularly if he was a

youngster in college at the time, that should disqualify him
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18 for security clearance today. I hopa most of us have
changed our ideas about many subjects as we have gone along
® through life. I think in many cases it would be found that
if the true facts could be gotten at, e;pecially the_%oung-
sters in collqge who have mupported the Communist Party to
some extent or joined it or something like that, really did
not realize that they were acting inimical to the interests
of the country. I think all of ﬁhose thingslshould be
taken into consideration.

I know it is an almost insuperable job for a

Board such as yours with the law as it exists. You, of
. course, haveto akide by the law,

MR, GRAY: I had one other question which is
entirely unrelated to what we have just been discussing and
1 guess it is more for my information than anything else. 1t
is an uniﬁformed question{-'

Are there develbpments which are useful for the
-welfare of mankind as opposed to wars of destruction.which
mny come out of the hydrogen bomb discoveries and inventions
and development, in your judgment?

THE WITNESS: I do #ot know that, Dr.Gray. Based
on the long history of science I would bet that there will
be rather than that there will mot. But I do not know of
anyin the immedinte future.

MR. GRAY: Dr, Evans, have you any questions?
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19 ) DR. EVANS: Yes, Mr. Winne, you feel that in
thesé atomic developments with the fission and the fusion _
bomb we are .just scratching —the surface of what we will
know years from now. |
THE WITNESS : Certainly we will know a tremendous
amount more than ve know pow if wekeep on with our develop-
ments. Whether you mesn by that that we.wilidevelop much
more powerful bombs and weapons and so forth, X do unot know
that. But we will ceftainly know much more about them and
be able t§ produce them at lower cost and much less efforit
and so forth.
| _ DR. EVANS: I merely mean this: Do you remember
. Faraday's experiment with the coil of wire before the Royal
Society? |
THE WITNESS: I remember it rather vaguely.
DR. EVANS: Let me refresh your memory. He put
a coil of wire between two magnets and the coll gf wire was
;arrying an electric current and the wire turned like this
(indicating). .Giaﬂstone said to him, "But of what possible
use can it be?" Faraday sald, "M, Gladsfone, you may be
able to tax it.”
@ Rather interesting, isn't 1t?
THE WITNESS: Yes.
DR, EVANS: BSome day we very likely will be able
to tax thisr' You also feel that we should be smart enough

to have international agreement on tlse things rather than
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20 to allowing them to destroy us, don't you?
THE WITNESS: I feel we must exert every effort

. to prevent weapons of apy kind from destroying us -- every
reasonable ef!o;t ~= without sacrificing anything as material
as a nation. Whether that should be by international com-
trol or whether simply the fear which I think is gradually
being generated in all people, the fear of the use of these
weapons, is going to prevant their actual use.

DR, EVANS: You don't feel that threatening the
use of these weapons.is going to do the thing. It ﬁas to be
done by some other way. |

P THE WITNESS: No. I thipk it is possible that
the mere threat of the results from the use of these weapouns
may prevent their actual use, Dr. Evans, I would feel still
safer if we had some really workable system of providing
for international dimrmament, -but it has to be a workable
system and one which will really protect all the couﬁtries

if it is really to work,

DR, EVANS: You realize when we begin to-daal
with this sort of thingk with these enormous tempratures
and pressures, we are beginning {0 deal with the kind of
things that make anddestroy worlds, isn't that true?

THE WITNESS: I am not enough of 5 sclientiet tb
say whether or not that is true, Dr, Evans, but it seems
as hough we may be approaching that point.
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21 | DR. EVANS: Do you have any ethitical or moral
scruples when you think about these terrible things today?
THE WITNESS: I would hope that we will not have

. ~ to use the atomic and hydrogen bombs in war for the destruc-
tion of other peoples. On‘the other hand, unless and until
some reason#ble system of control for actual prevention of
their use is in eifect, I think our country has no course
but to go ahead with their development and try to develop
the very best weapons that can be made.

DR. EVANS: I quite agree with you., You will admit,
Mr. Winne, and I thipk you did, that Dr. Oppenheimer was
indiscreet on occasion.

. ‘ THE WITNESS: Yes, on the basis of the information
parttularly with reference to his not disclosing this
instance when he was approached. |

DR, EVANS: I want to ask, you are not a communist?

THE WITNESS: No, sir.

DR, EVANS: Have you ever been a fellow traveler?

THE WITNESS: No. |

DR, EVANS: Have you any communist friends?

THE WITNESS: No, Well, I don't know, but not
@ that I know of.

DR, EVANS: Would you, if you were on a security

committee, go to see a commupnist friend?

THE WITNESS: If I were on a security committes?
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22 DR, EVANS: Yes.
THE WITNESS: Would I go to see a communist frisnd?
. ' DR, EVANS: Yes.
THE WITNESS: That is a question that is very
difficult to answer,
DR, EVANS: You don't have to answer.
THE WITNESSQ Without having all the circumsiances,
that is.
DR. EVANS: You don't have to answer it. Perhaps
itis a bad question.- Strike it. ‘
THE WITNESS: If I had a friend who had coﬁﬁitted
. a serious crime and was in prison, I ﬁght go to see him if
he was a close friend,to try to find out from him just wﬁy
he did it and what the circumstances were_and to be of some
moral support to him in trying to rehabilitate himself and
that sort of thing. One can't answer a general question
like that yes or no.

DR. EVANS: You would not have dome this thing
in regard to this Chevalier incident in just the way Dr.
‘Oppenheimer did.

THE WITNESS: I think aot, Dr. Evans, to the best
of my knowledge and belief, I think I woﬁld not have done
it.

DR. EVANS: That is all.

MR. GRAY: Mr. Marks.

i WY¥ 32833 DocId:364791 Page 71



1950
23 REDIRECT EXAMINATION
BY MR, MARKS:
Q I think you have probably answered this, lir. Winne,
. but just tb be sure that we are clear as to your own thoughts
I would like to go over some ground.
Mr. Robb was inquiring of you as to what you would
do as one of the responsible chiesf officials of the General
Electric Company in various contingencies relating to con-
duct of an employee., I need to ask you whether, if it
came to yourattention that an important employee and a trusted
employee had many yéars ago in different times and circum~
stances committed acts of the kind that Mr. Robb.desoribad
. in relation to the Chevalier incident or some other incident
that you can imagine involving the :iruth and refusal to
cooperate in an lnvestigation, that it happened many years
ago and there had been a long 1ntervén1ng périod of faith-
ful service to the deneral Electric Company, what considera-
tion wouldyou give or how would you seek to way considera-
tions Phat you would have to judge in determining his future
with the Geperal Electric Company? That is, his future, if
any. '
. A That again is a question the answer to whit_:h,
would vary under different sirdumstancea; First I would
endeavor, as it seems to me.thisBoard-is-doing, to find out

all I could about the circumstances in the early years, to
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24 see just what caused the employee to do whatever he had

done. Then I would investigate very carefully all of his

. actions with thecompany since that time, talk with him, and
i1f this were an important emplbyee, talk with the higher
officers of the company and then come to a decision as to
what we should do about it. I don't think 6ne can say right
offhand whether we wou]_.d fire him or keep him, It would
depend on a lot of circumatances,

Q Just one other question, and I just have no idea
whether or not you know the answer to 1it.

I ask you whether at the time which you bave refer-

. red to that you had some contact with Dr, Morrison, while
you were a member of the Board of Consultants of the State
Department, did you know of the capacity in which he was
then connected with the Manhattan District?

A I think I probably did, Mr. Marks, but I can't
recall- definitely that I did, nor do I recall now just what
capacity he was employed in the lManhattan District, if he
was employed.

MR.,.R%I&KS : Mr. Robb, will you permit me to ask a‘
question that I am afraid is leading but is intended to
refresh -

MR, ROBB: 1 am afraid of most anything you ask,
Mr, Marks, but go ahead.

MR, GRAY: Mr. Robb is glad for you to ask a leading
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25 question.
MR. ROBE: I don't think this witness will be lead,
Mr, Marks. I think the witness will answer the question
in his own way. | |
MR, M&RKS; I am sure of that.
BY MR. MARKS:
Q Do you know, Mt.lWinne, whether or not at the
time Dr. Morrison had his contacts with your qurd of
consulténts he was then sarving under a designationrorappint-
ment from Gemeral Groves as a member of General Groves'
committee op international control of atomic energy?
A I cannot recail, Mr. lMarks, whether that was the
. case or not. I cannot recall. 7 )
MR, MARKS: That is all.
' ﬁn. ROBB: I have nothing further, Mr. Chairman.
MR, GRAY: Thaﬁk you very much, Mr. Winpe. I am
sorry we kept you_so long.
THE WITNESS : Thank you. That is perfectiy all

right.
| _ (Witness excused)
MR. GﬁRRISON: Mr. Chairman, I would like to make
. a coupie of gtatements for the .record. I have also ope or

two affidavits to read into the record.
I would suggest that since it is now gquarter past

twvelve, or approximately that, and Dr. Bush has agreed to 

N¥ 328353 DocId:354791 Page ‘74



NW 32835

26

1953
testify at 2 o'clock this afternoon, I don't think there is
any use in starting with-Dr. Bacher who is ready to testify
because he cap wait over until Monday. We will have {0 go
into next week aryway.

My thought would be, Mr. Chairman, to adjourn very
shortly so that we might have Dr. Bush promptly at 2 and
then, I think, the arrangement we made yesterday, which
would enable the Board to adjourn at 2 reasonable hour,

MR, GRAY: If you have some affidavits, can we
read those into the fecord now aad that will save a little
time?

R, G_mﬁ;;som Yes. If I might just make a state-
ment for the record on one or two things that have come up
and I think are wqrth zaving.

First just one woxrd about‘this Drew Pearson column
which ¥ have seen now, It is entitled "Vell over Oppenheimer
Case", and the first paragraph describes how nobody can find
out where Dr. Oppenheimer is liv;ng. I may say that vas
arranged deliberately, Mr. Chairman, by 211 of us for the
vary purpose of avolding statemeats to the press.

"Lioyd Garrison, attoxruey for fhe Atomic Scientist
is Just as mysterious as his client.”

If there was left amy implicationAthat I am the

only one of the attorneys associated im this case who is as

nrysterious as.the.client,ll wznt most emphatically to reject
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27 | thatimplication. As amatter of fact, Mr. Mhrks; who has
cut himself off completely from his office -- he has not
even received a telephone call since last week ~-- and 1
have been living together except to separate to go to bed
at night.
Mr. Ecker has been with us almost continuously
except when he hes been down herae working om transcripts.
Mr, Topkis is going back to New YTork after a couple of days
of help. Dr. Oprenheimer has besan almost continuously with
us, I just say to you, sir, that there is not a one of us
who has had contacts with the press in this time and since
the sarly calls bombarded us, in which we sald that we can-
. not give information and returned the calls as a métter of
| courtesy.

How this came to be is a mystery to all of us. I
want to s;y»this mosit emphatically for co-counsel and my
associates 1n,{this matter as well as for myself.

MR, GRAY: Thank you. Hay I address a question
to you. Do you want to leave the record in such a state
that all counsel for Dr. Oppenheimer are mysterious? That
is a facetious observation.

. MR. MARKS: I would like to say that when calls
f;ﬁm the press come to me and I am available, I take them.
I try to be civil and courteous and I refuse to make any

comments of any kind about this proceeding, even as to
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28 whether the proceedings are in progress,
MR, MORGAN: The only question I had was whether
. you believe what . Pearson writes or not? It may not be
pertinent to this hearing.

MR, GRAY: I doubt if it is worthwhile pursuing
that. Would you proceed, Mr, Garrison.

iMB. GARRISON: Of course, we don't believe this
stuff. I don't believe any of it.

Mr .Chairman, just a word about these criteria
which I am s0 glad fhat you raised., It has been on my own
mind to say something about it, but I didn't want to inter-

.- rupt the tl&w ofthe testimony.
I would like to read into the record and Just
for a moment bring to the attention of the Board rather
forcibly the two paragraphs that follow the description of
the general nature of the atomic energy act. These are
taken from the Atomic Energy Commission criteria for deter-
mining eligibility from which the Chairman read particular
excerpts from Category (A).
"Under the act, the Federal Bureau of Investigation
has the responsibility for making an investigation and
' report to the Comnissibn on the character, associations and
loyalty of individuals who are to be permitted to have access
to restricted data. In determining any 1nd1v1&ua1's eligihi-

lity for security clearance other information available to
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29 | the Commigsion should also be considered, sﬁch a8 whether
the individual will ha§§ direct access t§ restricted data or
work in proximity to exclusion areas, his past association
with the Atomic Energy program, and the nature of the job
he 1is expected to perform (certainly something we have here
before us). The facts of each case must be carefully weighed
.and determination made 1n the light of all tha‘information
presented whéther favorable or unfavorable. The judgment of
relpoﬁsible persons as to the integrity of fha indiviquals
should be considered. The decision as to security clearance
is an over-all, common-sense judgment, made after considera-
tion of all the relevant information a? to whather or not
. there is risk that the granting of security clearance would
endanger the common defense or sscurity. If it is determined
that the common defense or security will not be endanﬁered,
security clearance will be granted; otherwise, security
clearance will be denied.

"Cases must be carefully weighed in the light of
all the information, and a determination must be reached whihh
gives due recognition to the favorable as well as unfavorable
informatien concerning the individual and which balances the
. cost to the program of not having his services against any

possible risks involved. In making such praétical determi-
nation, the mature viewpoint and respongible Judgment of

Commission staff members, and of the contractor concerned are
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available for consideration hy the General Manager."

I think that last sentence, of courge, is particu-
larly pertinent to the General Manager's consideration,
but I am sure that this Bnafd is expected to provide the
General llanager with all of thisg kind of 1niormation that
is here set forth. |

This would imnclude, for example, responsible
judgment of @& map like Dr. Bradbury who is a Commission
Staff member.

I would like to stress in summary that it seems
to me that quite pert;nent to this pfocecding is Dr. Oppen—-
heimer's past association with theatomic energy program,
the nature of his job as a consultant, the judgment of
responsible persons who have appeared here and will apear here
as to his integrity and the responsible mature viewpoint and
responsible judgment of Commission Staff members who have
testified -- only one of them actually -- and that the case
must be carefully weighed in the light of all of the infor-
mation.

There is one other thing I would like to point out.
That is, if Category (A) is considered, as, of course, it
must be, it 1s said to 1qc1ude tkose classes of derogatory
information which establish a presumptiop of éecurity risk,

I take it that is is quite clear from this that

if the Board should find a derogatory item which it feolt
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31. had been establishedunder Category (A), which I hope the
Board will not and believe it should mot on the evidence --
but if if should -- that would establish a presumption which,
I take it under this over-all jﬁdgment that is referred to
hére, would be rebutable by other evidence such as what
Dr. Oppenheimer has acutally done for his éountry_and the
opiﬁion of responsible peoplé who know him and the like, In
other words, 1t-1snot a final and conclugsive matter but a
| rébutable presumption.

MR, GRAY: I assume, Mr, Garrisos, that at the
conclusion oihthe testimony you possibly may wish to address
yourself to some of these matters. I would not at this tims

. rﬁspond to. any reguest _.for an 1ntérpretation of -'=%"he ériteria
either in this document or in the President's!érder.
Ifrankiy have received this statement~6£ yours
at tﬁis time in the record because I initiatecd all this by
bringing it up with Mr. Winme. I thiok I would like to say
why I did that. |
o I believe 1t is true and I say this now not_in the
pfesép&e of any witness that we have had some witn@sses who
have come before the Board and inm effect have said, "I lnow
. this maﬁ to be ioyal; cleai' him"”, That is the sum of some
of the testimony wﬁ héve kad, .
There has been an 1n§1inatibn to be impaticnt

with procedures and regulations and things of that sort. I
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32 just wanted to make clear that everybody understands that
the Board must take into account all rules, regulations
. : and procedures in the course of its proceedings and I would
not wish you to draw any conclusion now from anything I
might have said in talking to iMx. Winnpe,

MR, GARRISON: Mr., Chairman, speaking for Dr.
Oppenheimer, we agree that any light waving aside pf what
are serious mmtters or what may be requirements of the regu-~
lations we are not in sympathy with., We take this just as
seriously as does thé Board. That goes for all of us.

I think apart from that, the mere testimony irom
a witpess that having known Dr. Oppenheimer closely for many
years he has a conviction about hig loyalty, I would say
that in itself is pertinént;

MR, GRAY: X quité agfee it is pertinent. Speak-
ing at least for one member of the Board, these deep convic-
tions held by responsible peopleare important in these deli~
berations, They are important to me and I am sure to the
other members of the Board,

MR, ROBB: Mr, Cbhairman, might I interpose since
‘we areltalking about these criteria. We might at this point
refer to Section 4,16 of the procedures, which also refers
to them: "“Recommondations of the Board, The Board shall
carefully consider all m;terial before it, including reports

of the Federal Bureau of Investigation, the testimony of all
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33 witnesses, the evidence presented by the 1pd1v1dua1; and
the standards sethforth in AEC Personnel Secuéity Clearance
Criteria for Determining Fligibility. In considering the
material before the Board, the members of the Board, as |
practical men oiaftairs, should be guided by the same couwsi-
deration that would guide them in making a souhd decisgion
in the ﬁdministration bf their own iives. In reaching.its
determination, the Board shall consider the manner in which
the witnesses have testified before the Board, their dercanor
on tﬁewiiness stand, the proﬁability or likelihood éf their
testimony, their credibility, the authenticity of docuﬁentary
evidence, or the lack of svidence upon some material points
. at issue."
| MR, GARRISON: That is all I have to say.

MR. GRAY: Do you have some affidavits at tkis
time, Mr. Garrison?

MR. GARRISOK: Yes. I wonder, Mr. Chairmam, if
we might adjourn for lunch. It is almost 12:30, I will
proéee&, however; ityou wish, |

MR, GRAY: How long are they?-

Mt, GAREISON: I would say 1t_wou1d probably fake

. 10 or 15 minutes. |

MR, GEAY: [ think we should recess for lurch,
then, and be here at 2 o'clock.

(Whereupon, at 12:25 p.m. a recess wés takgn, to

roconvene at 2 o'clock this dayv.)
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AFTERNCGON SESSION 23:00 P.M.

MR, GRAY: Do you wish to testify under oath?

DR. BUSH: Whatéver is customary.

MR. GRAY: All the witnessecs have.

Would you stand and raise your right'hand, please.
What is your full name? | |

DRE. BUSH: Vannevar Bush.

MR. GRAY: Vannevar Bush, do you swear that the
testimony you are to.give the Board shall be the truth, the
whole tfuth and nothaing but the trﬁth, so help you God?

" DR. BUSH: 1 do. e
Whereupon,
VA&NEVAR BUSH
was called as a witress, and having been first duly swora,
was examined and testified as follows:

MR, GRAY: It is my duty to remind you of the
existence of the so~called perjury statutes. I assume we
don't need to discuss thoselin any detail.

TEE WIfNEﬁS: No, I think I know about them.

MR. GRAY: 1 should like to request that if in the
course of your testimony it becomes necessary for you to refer
to or disclose restricted data, let me know inadvarce so we
may take certzin necessary and appropriate stops?

TEE WITNESS: Yes.

MR. GRAY: Finally, I would like to say to you that we
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consider these proceedings a confidential matter between the
Atomic Energy Commission and its officials on the one hand,

. and Dr. Oppenheimer and his counsel and witnesses on the other.

THE WITRESS: I have already said to the press
several times that I would not discuss this subject while it
was before this Board. » |

MR. GRAY: We just expross the hope that it will be
your position.

'THE WITNESS: Tes, sir.

'DIRECT EXAMINATION

BY.IIR. GARRISON:

Q Dr. Bush, wouid you state for the record your present
position, and after that, the principal government offices
which you have held and now hold?

A I am President of the Carnegie Institution in
Washington. At the present time I holdno government
post excépt membership on one or two cbmmittees. I don't think
yoﬁ need to have them.

I wag Chairman of the Natiomal Advisory Committee
for Aeronautics for several years, about 1939.
I was Chalrman of the National Defense R?search
. Committee when it was formed in June of 1940,
I was a director of the Office of Scientific Research
and Development when it was formed in Jone of 1941, thrcugh

the war, and until after it was closed out after the war.

o
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During the war I was Chairman of the Rew Weapons
Committee of the Joint Chiefs of Staff. |

After the War I was Chairman of the Joint Research

. and Development Board of the‘ Army anﬁ Navy, and then when

that Board was made permanent by éfatute,.l was Chairman of
the Research and Development ﬁoard'until 1849,

I think those are the principal appointmenis, sir .

Q About how long have you known pr. Oppenheimer?

A I bave known him well since the early days of thé
war. I undoubtedly met him in gatherings of physiéists :
before that time, but have no specific recollecticn of the
first date that I met him. '

. Q What was yéur connection with his appointment to
the Manbattan District? |

A Thera were appointments before'then. At that
time Genqral Groves, who was in charge of the Manhattan
District, reported to a body of which I was Chairman, and
which I omitted to list. It is rather hard to get 21l of these
in., It was the Military Policy Committee,.of which I was
Chairman. Dr. Conant was my deputy. General Groves took up
all of his programs and policies with that group. |

. At the time that General Groves made the z2ppointment
of Dr. Oppenheimer at Los Alamos, he took that matter up with
us. .In my memory he took it up informally, not in a formal

meeting, and discussed it with Dr. Conant and with me.
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Q'_ wWhat reCommendationAdid'yoo oake?

A General Groves said hs had in mind appoinving Dy,
Oppenhaimcr. ‘Hs ravxewed for us orally what he knew of Dr.
Oppenhcimer 8 orowar record. . 1 don t remember thaf we lcoked
at any file or any written records Ha recited some Oof the
previous history- Then he asked the opinion of me and Dr
Conant in regard to the appointmont, and I told him I thcawht
was a good appointment. |

Q- Pid you have any discussion about any prior 1eft
wing assoclations that he had? | |
Yes, we did. He rccitéd prcvious associations.
‘When you say "he", you mean whom? o
Gencral Groves. |

Aboot when was this?

B D B o »

1 notod down & few dates. I can't say,vgéntlemen,

that my memory for dates and the like is good.. In fact it is

anlittle bad. I have thatvdate here somowhere. Oppenheimer

was chosen in November of 1942.
_ Q Did you have opportunity to observe his work at
Los Alamos? | |

A In a sense which I was responsible for it. The

structure at that timo you remember, was this. OSID started

this work and contxnued it for a considerable period 11#

'contznued parts of 1t in fact after that date. I orxginolly_-

carried the full responsibilxty for it repcrting to the
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Presidént, On m& recommendation when the matter came to the.
construction‘ofjlafge faciiities, the matter was transferred
. _ ~ to the War _Depa.rtmenf . Sepratai'y Stimson and I céxufeﬁ-red ,
and the Mahhatt_an District was set up. Groves was made head
of 1t; | " .
After that the Military Policy Coitte_e'reviewed his
récommendafions on which I was Chairmﬁn, and'théfe was also
”i pblicy comﬁittee appaiﬁféd by.fhe President which ﬁonsiétéd
of the Vice Pravident Secretary Stimson General Marshall
Dy. Conant and myself, I believe. That was appointed by Mr.
Roosqvélt”at ny request;iu -When I was carrying the full
respo#sibility,ll told.him 1 wonld prefer to have sone group
of thét sort, and that committee wﬁs #pp;intéé; It'néver
vas fbrmaliy'dissblved.

Q Would you say a word as to you; view of his
-achievement at Los Alamos?

A He diﬂ a magnifzcent piece of work. Moré th#n any
-other scientist that I know of he was responsable'fof our
having ;ﬁ’atéﬁic bomb on time.

| 'Q. - 'When wasryour next governmentdi connecfion with him,
do you recall? | |
.' A There have b;en'so nﬁny I .a.mr nétA sure ﬁﬁich fme.
Jd}*. let me go back a minute and ask you another quas tion
about the Los Alamos wurk. | | |

What 5ignificance WOuld you attach to the delivery
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of the A: bomb on t1me or was it delivered on time?

. _ | A That bomb was delivered on time, and thet means it
5avee'hundreds‘of thousands qf-casualt;es on the beaches of
Japen.‘ It wae also‘delivered on time so that there ﬁég no
necessity fee any concessions'ﬁo:Russia at therend of ﬁhe'war,
It was on time in the sense that affef the war we had the.A
principal deterreht that prevented Russia from seeepigg over
:Europe,after'we demebilized, ‘It is one of the‘mpst ﬁeénificent

 performances of historf in any_developmee;,;o have tﬁat ihing

ion time. | S

. | L Q" You were connec‘;‘:led with the effort of _Vthie'eeuet.i*y

VtoVeontrelwinternafional atomic energy before the Uniied Nation32'i
A -Yes. After the war, very soon after the war, you |

= remember that there was a so—called Atlee Conference when
'Qr, Atlee came over and the Prime Minister of Capada came down.
At that.eenference was prepa:ed a declaration. I menagedlthat‘

affair for Secfetary Byrnes and John Anderson,eand I'ﬁrote
thet_decleratiOn.~ That is where it was decided #o take this“matwgz
ter to the Unitec Nations.' -
' The next step was the Secretary of State's committee !

of which I was a member. That committee appointed o panel.

of which Dr. cppenheimer was 2 member. That_panel.prepared

what later became known &s the Baruch Plan. Aéter 1t vas

prepared it was approved by the Secretary of State s
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Baruch at the President’'s requestQ _
Q Didrybu see something 6lex°. -Oppenﬁeimer dt_zring that
. period? |
. A Certainly. We have -a sz;umber' of discussions Eetiveen
thel main committee and the panel that \‘vas‘ &raftihg the |
agreement.
Q  Did you form any opinion as to his contribution at
that time?" -
A His contributioé was substantial in the thinking
thaj: .w'ent 1ntb that ﬁerydifficult mai:ter. |
| Q - When you became Chairman, I think, of the Joint
. | ‘Reearch and Devalopmeqt Board in 1947, .;lid you _ei: up an’
Atomic Energy Committee? | | -
A That is :ight. I appointed Dr. Qppen_h,e:imer as
Chairnﬁn.of it, as X renz_an_:ber.‘.
Q What would you say as to his servicés in that
connect:.on? _
RY I think I can save time by saying tha.t I have worked
with him on this general subject in many capacities Two have
"~ been mentioned He was also on the panel which reviewed the
evidence before . Truman made the -announcement o:r the Russian
atomic explOsiou.. | He and I ‘were both nembers of a pgne'l set
up by the Secretarj of State which rw‘orked a year .égollast

summer, I bel:leve, on. general disarmament mtters I think

there were probably one or two other occasions. T worked
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with him qﬁ many occasions on tﬁis general subject.

Q In connection with the Secretary éi‘State's panel,

. 7 did ybﬁ ln;ve occé;sion to visit tlie 's‘ecretary of State r:',_n the '
| summer of 19527 | | - co

A 1 will not try to be exact @ dates on that. Bat
when‘the panel bad gotten to a point where it was about to
dratt a report we' met thh the full panel and the Seczetary‘
of State and went over some of our conclusions orally, as I
;g@g@ber, : .

Q, Before that time did you haVe occasion to talk
with the Secretnry of State about the question of pestpon1ng

. | the test of the H bomb? | o _

A Idid. That had nothing to do with thatApanel,
however. That was a personal move that was made, as a matter ,'j
of fact, before the panel was 1n operation ~ The clearases

“ ‘on the panel were delayed. In that interim I visited the
Secreta;&lof State and gave my peramnal opinion in regard to
that test, Before so doing I talked with a‘numbef éf ray
friends. | | o

Q  Who did you talk to among others?

N S A S S

A ltr Elihu Root. 1 also talked w:l.th three or i_’our
members that were waiting to go to work on the panel John '
Dickey, Joseph Johpsop,_ A-llan Dulles, Rober.t Oppenheimer.

I gndo_gbtedly dizsdﬁssed it with 6na" or }"two d;:héxfs . In’ avery
| o case it .lwas &iscussing : the mtter in'g’eiiera.li.'tieé, without

et
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going into confidenninl mattars. it wan not necessary in"
order fio do that,

I then visited the Secretary of State*and gave :
him my personal Opinion on that matter.

Q Without revealing.any matters that you consider
confidential, cnuld you staté'what your_position anrthe vige
was with rewpcct fo that test? |

A  Wait a minute. i gave the Secretary of State a
memorandum which gave him my personal views. I made no
copy of that memorandum . N'obody‘knows the exact content of
_ that memorandum as far as I Know. except the Secretary of State
. ' and anyone he may have told about it. It has never been made

| public. It seems to me that it would be_qnite'improper for
me to give you the content. I will iean on the”jndament‘of ,
the Chairman. Ny inclination is that I should not reveal
this before this Board.

MR. GRAY: Dr. Bush, I think you should rot discuss
the contents of the memorandum, but I see no reason why if
you expressed your views to a number of people at that time,
why you can't -- |

. THE WITNESS: Quite r.ight. I can readily saywhat

| moved me to go at all, and what thé general tenor of my

thinking was, much as I discussed it then. | |

There were two primary reasons why I took actlon

B at that tima, and went directly to ihe Secretary of State
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There was scheduled a test which wae etioently_going to'.

. oceur early ie November_,' I felt that it was utterly _imp;‘ope '--‘
and I still thinkrso‘;-.for that test to be put.otf Jusi | |
betore election, to confront an incoﬁing President wiﬁh'an '
accomplished toet for which he would carry the full responsi-
biiity thereafter. For fhat test marked our entry inio a2 very
dieagreeable type cfworld

-iIn the second place, I felt strongly thatghat uest
ended the possibility of the only type of agreement that |4
thought was possible with Ruesia at that tine, namely, an ”
aéreement‘to make no more tegts. For that kind of an agreement
woold have been self poiicing in the sense that 1f 1t was |
violated, the violation_would be immediately known. I still
thiok-that we made a grave error in copouoting thet test at -

. that time, and not attempting to make that type of eimple
agreement with Russia. I think history w111 show that was a
turning point, that vhen we entered into the grim world that
we are entering right now, that thosa who pushed that thing
through to a conclusion without making thatattempt have a great
deal to answer for. | |

. . . | .. fThat is what moved me, sir, I""wa;s verp peoh moved

. at the time. | | o
l?Y uR. (HHH{ISON
Q J_ Turning now to the matiter of the controversy 1nr;

‘tive fall of 1949 over whether or nct to proceed wzth an all-out
W 32835 Doeld: 364791 Page 92 , _
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program for the development of the H-bomb, did you have any
official participation in the actiohs that were takeﬁ at thaf
time?

. A No, I did not. I had no official connection with
the matter. I would like to make one thing clear. There
have been sthtem;nts in. the paper that at that time I expressed
opinions on that m tter. I did not do so. In fact, I very
carefully refrained from doing so. There was some talk in
the press of a review body on that matter. I was naned as a
possible chairman. I said to one or two men on Capital Hill
that I felt that would be a mistake, to establish such an
affair. In the first place, the General Advisory Commitiece

. had heen set up by law for the explicit purpose of reviewi ng |
such matters, dnd second, a review panel would constiiute new
men, and it would také months of work before it could under-
stand the technical mtters ;nvolved and psss reasonable
judgment. Hence I declined to give any personal estimate of
the matter at thé time. |

Q Would you care to express a judgment about .it now?
A I hav§ never reviewed in detail all of the
consideratidné. No, I am not going to express an opinion on

. that today. Let me say with all due respect that I don't
Think this Board could arrive at the qnestiﬁ; of whether
ressonable judgment was shown at that time.a.There are some

exceadingly difficult things that come into such a question.
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1 can.certninly recite things that would need to be considered.

For one 'thing I think it is fully evident that the |
hydrogen bomb was of‘great value to Russia -- much greater
value to Russia thgn to us. I think [ éa.n also be sure that
a test by us of a-hydrogen borb would be of advantage to
Rusa.ia in the prosecuiion of f’.heir program. There are iwo
édnsiderations that might weigh very heavily 1ndeed in Such |
a comdderation. The other'one, of course, is feasibility.

Q Turning to another topic, at the time of the |
estahlishmeﬁt of the Atomic Eﬁergy Commission and the General
Advisory Committeé, or several months after the esiablishment
of them both, did the Chairman of the Atomic Energy Commission
consult you about Dr. Oppénheimer's clearance?

| A Yes, 1 remenber that he did. Mr. Lilienthai
consulted me, and I wrote him a letter abou it.
| Q Do you have a copy of that with you?

A What I have is this. I have no record in my files
of these matters. All of my records in the Office of Scientific
Reseézrch and Development were of course turned over to the
Defensé Daﬁartm&nt. All of my records in the Research and
De?elppment Board remain there. I have not gqne~b§ck to those.
files. 7 -

From ste?ographic notebéoks I have a transcript of
the body of that letter.

Q Isn't that the ohe we have already‘read in the récord?
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A Ouite likely. I could not f£ind a copy, sir. Would

you want to look at it to see if it is?

MR. GARRISON: Would there be any objection to
reading it again?

MR. GRAY: No, there would be no objection.

MR. RCBB: No, of courselnot.

THE WITNESS: I could not find a copy anywhere,
but my stenographer had his oid'notebooks and that is where
I got it from. Ish't it quicker for me to read it?

MR. GRAY: Why don't you read it?

THE WITNESS: "At our conference yesterday you asked

me to coment concerning Dr. J. Robert Oppenheimer, and I am

- very glad to do so. Dr. Oppentieimer is one of the greai

physicists of this country or of the world for that matter.
Prior to the war he was cnthe staff of the University of
California, and was regarded as the leader of theoretical
aspocts of atomistics and smilar subjects of physics. Shortly
after the Army entered into the development of atomic energy
he was given a very important appointment by General Groves.
This appointment made him Director of the Laboratory at Los
Alamos, which was in all probability the most important post
held by any civilian scientist in connection with the entire
effort. General Groves undoubtedly made this appointment
after a very careful study of the entire affair from all

angles, as this was his custom on important appointments.
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Subsequent deﬁelopmeuts mude-it‘vary cleaf that no error had
beon'made_in this connection, for ﬁu, Oppanhoimer proved
himself to bo.not only a grea; physicist; but aiso”a man of
axcollent judgment and a real leader in the entire_effortl
In fact, it was due to toe exfroordinary ocoomplishmeuté.of
Oppouheimer and uis aosooiatoé that the job was completed on
time Suhsequent to the end of ¢the war De. Oppenheimer has
had a number of important appointments. Be was 1nvmted bv
Secretary Stinson as one of the scientists consulted by ihe
'Secretaries of War and Navy in conoootion with the work of the
.Interim committeo.' He was appoiﬁted“by*the.State Depariment
as a monber of the Board which drew up the plan on whih HNMr.
. | C Baruoh based his program. He has recently been appointed
_ by the President as a member of the Genmeral Advisory Committee
 of your organization. 1 ﬁav‘e appointed him a member of the
. committoe on Atomic Energy of the Joint:ﬁQSearch.and Devolopment.tz
Board. All of this has followed from his extraordinary war
record iu wﬁichihe made a2 unique and exceedingly importuui
contribution to the success of the war etfoft of this oountry,
| X know him very well indeed and I have persona;ly
| 'great confidence in his judgment and integrity. "
_ . AR HR. RoBB: I have the original now.
- BY m  GARRISON: | |
Q At the tima you wrote that letter, had you been

| through Dr, Oppenheimer s personnel file, the FBI repotts?

'nﬁ_azaas DocId:364791 Page 96



| D e e R B

A ll don't thlnk i ever went throuéh Dr. Oppenheiéer's

fﬁlifilel If 1 did, I certainly do nat reme-ber
| Q Did you understand at the time that you wrote that
letter that ho had had loft wing associations?

;A 1 understpod that at the time of his first
'appointmont WaSs madé at Los'AInmos, I had \n exposiion of the
~entire affair ftom General Grovesl

Q You read the letter of General Nichols dated
Decehber 23, 1953, to Dr, Oppenhelmer containing the 1tems
of derogatory information?

A Yes, I read that as it appeared in the press;

o Q. 1s there anything in that letter which would cause
‘ ‘you to want to qualify the letter which you wrote to Mr .
| Lilienthal that you have just. read? |
A wa, lot me answor that in two parts.; l' had at
the time of tho Los Alamos appointment complete confidance
‘in the loyalty, judgnent and 1ntegr1ty of Dr. Oppenheimer
I hmve certainly no reason to change that opinion 1n the
; meantime. | I have had plenty of reason to confirm it, for I
worked with him on many occasions on very ditficult matters
. ) § know that his motivat:lon was exactly the sa;m ;s mina,
ramely, first, to make this country strong, to resist attack
J‘and second, if possible. to fend off from the world the kind
of mess werare‘now getting 1nto.

On the second part of that, would I on the basis of
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that d&umnt if those a.l.legations‘ weore proved cha-ng'e_ my
Judgnment, That is what I mlzdex.'sr':band this Board is to decide.
. I don't think 1 _ought to try to prejudge what theyl might find
| out. | o
| Q@ I would ‘not went to ask you to'dd that:.‘.-'ar-nﬁ my
quesiion' is nof designed to do that. | |
A My fa:.th has not in the slightest degree been shaken
by that latter or anything else 7 '
un GARRISON: I_tnnk ‘that is all, Doctor.
MR. GRAY: Mr. Robb? _. |
MR. ROBB: I ave no §§:’est1ons, Mr. Chairman.
. ' MR. GRAY: I bave ome question whit-:ﬁ-.rela.tels to
the development of the h_ydrogén bomb in general, and it
is prompted by somthihé you said in answer to a question n:u_t_
to you by Mr. Garrison, I think. o
| .1 believe you said that you felt that thet test in .
the fall of 19523 was of value to the Russians in their own
program. D:gd I u.nd.erstand that correctly? |
| | THE WI'I;NESS:-- I am sure 1lt was.
| MR. GRAY: And this is for technical rea_so'ns_'?'
. | ) | TBE\-WITE-SS: I aﬁ sure 6f it fxr one ‘rea.son because
whenwe reviewed the evidence of the first Russ:l.an atomic
explosion, we didn't find out merely that they had made a
~ bomb. Ve obtained a considera,ble_ amount of evidamg as to
the type of b§m§,,and the way in _ﬁ-hich.'it was mde If they
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had no other evidence than tat from their own test ahd

. - /
., the like they would lmve dorived ini‘ormtion. -‘fum-eover

i . P Rt s

since that occurred, Mr. Chairman, there has been a dlSQﬂSQlon
// in the press in this country which in my opinion has been
iniernal speculatian, guessing, prying, the reporting of

this technical feature and what- whick bas parformed fnr'the

Russidns so much a.h?t I can't understand why they need anv

4
i spy network in thas conntry We deliverit to them on a platter.

\
\\ if that didn t aid fham, I would like to know ‘what would

R T T

HR GRAY: Would 1t;have ‘been your guess that the
Soﬁiets would have attempted to develop this kind of veapon?
| TH# WITNESS: Why, certainly,_becaué@ it is very
valuable indeed to them. To ﬁs, with 500 KT fiésiqg_bomhs
we havauyery Httle nead_fgr a lo-ﬁegaton hydrogen boﬁb.“ The
. Russians, on the other hand, have the éréat targets of New
York and Chicago, and what have you. It is of én?rmbus
| advantage to themn. |
Lo HR. GRAY: So they probably would have soughfjto
" develop ihis in any event unless some ipternatioﬁal control .
mnchiﬁéf? ha¢ been inleffeét. ‘
. -  THE WITNESS: That 15':’1?%&1:1:.
| MR. GRAY: And our not proceeding, ;s'some people
thought we should not, probably'didhét”have any relation to
what the Russians might do about it. )

| . THE wnmss. I think it has relation to what the
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Russians hight do about it because whether we prooee&ed or
not deteroined to somo ektent'the speed with which they.could
. proceed. ' Let me interpose a word there, Mr. Cﬁairmo:
ﬂﬁ.-GRAY: Yes, sir. |
l?HEIQITNESS: It was not a question,‘as i‘undérstand
it, of ﬁhatﬁer we should proceed or not. If was o-duéstion of
whether oo should proceed in a certain manner and,ooAa certain
progran. I have never expressed opinions on that. ‘But
certainiy'tﬁaro:ﬁos a great deal of opinion which séémod to
me sound that tho progfaﬁ‘ao then preéehted,was a somevhat
fantastic one. So it was not a qdeétion of:do we proceed or
do we not. I.think'there was no disagreement of‘opinion‘as
to whether we ought to be energetic 1n our roseaoch,'wﬁétﬁor
we should oeagsiduously looking for ways in whik such a
thing oouhibe done without unduly interfering ?ith ooo‘regulaf
poogram. The guestion of ohether we proceeded aiong'égcortoio
path —— my I say one more woard on that, Mr. Chairman,
quite_franklf; and X hope“you won't hisundorstand ms,‘beoauser
1 have tho greatest respect for this Board. Yot I tniqt:;t'
is only rxght that 1 should glive you my opinion.
I feel that this Board has made a mistake and that
. - 4t is é. serious one. I feel that the let_ter of Ge’or:.f_ra.l
“Niohols which I read, this bill of particularo; is duifoﬁ
' capable of being 1nterpreted as placing a man on trial because

he held opinions, which is quite contrary to the American '
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'system, whichﬁ_ a terrible :thing'. And as I move gbout I find
that digcusse& today very energetgcally, that here is a man
. | - who is being pilloried because he had strong _opih;ons, and had
the temority to express them. If this counfry ever gets to
the point where we come that neaf_to the Russian sﬁséam, we
are certainly npt‘in any condition to attempt to léad the
free world toward the benefits of demoq;acy.
wa, if I bad beén on this Bﬁard,-l nost ce?tainlﬁl’
wou;d'have refused to entertain a set of éharges_thﬁt'CQulﬁ
possibly be thus intérpreted._ As fhi§g§ ﬁow stgn&. 1 am just
~ Simply glad I am rot in the position of the Board.'
MR, GRAY: What is the mistake the Board has made?
THE WITNESS: 1 think you should have immediately
sald ﬁefore we will enter 1ﬁto this matter, we want 2 hill
‘of particulars whichimakes it very clear that this man is - ‘  ;
' not being tried because he expressed opinions. -
¥R. GRAY: Are you aware, Dr. Bush, how fhis got
in the press and was spread thraghout the‘worldé.j
THE WITNESS: Yes, I know how it was released.
MR. GRAY: Dé yau know who released it?
THE WITNESS: 1 beiieve this gentleman on my right
._ released it. : |
MR. GRAY: I don't think you can blame the Board.
We had quite a.discussion about that.l | r

THE WITRESSi It vas bound to be released sbmetiﬁé
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when you made your report. . |
MR, GRAY: It might bave leaked. I don't think it ;
‘ . o was bqund to 'be relea.sed. . | asgu:fe you; and I am éf;we that
we'ire'allfsuré th;tlwhatever th§ outcome,zf this Bbard is
going to be very severely criticized |
__m WI']:NESS. I am sSure of that, ‘and I regret it
- sinéerély;#sir, beéausé I fear that this thing, when your
report is i'eleaéed, -will- 'bé iéihtérpreted on that v;éz_‘y basis_
wha tever -ym‘nﬁy do. | S |
DR. EVANS: Dr. Bush, you don't think we sought '
this job, ﬁosyﬁu? | |
. - | " THE WITﬁESS: IV am sufe you didﬁl'ht,.'a.ndyou- bave my
| profound éympathy and g_espect. I think the fact. thata group
of nen of this sort are'w:llli.ng'to do as tougﬁ and ag:dif_ficuit
a job as_ this a.ugurs well for the . country It is in | _
stark contra.st with soma of the things tha.t we ha.v_e seen goinrg»
| _ on abqut,us in gimilar circumstances. Orderly proce'd.ure" and
all of that is good. I merely regret that the thimg can be
misinterpreted as.it stands oh the record, and misix.:i:er‘prei;ed C
“rin a v?aythat can 4o great daﬁage. ¥ know, of course,. that |
the Executive Branch of the United States Government had no
intention whatever of pilidryj,n_g a man for his op:?nioﬁs.
But the situation has not beén hel'ped' gen‘tlémén, receﬁ-&-:;ly by
statements of the Secretg.rm of Defense. I can assure you
 that the Scientific comunity :ls deeply stirred today
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The National Academy of Sc1ence neets this next
week, and the American Physical Society meats, and I hope'

. sincerely tha.t -tpey will do nolthin'g:foqlish. ‘But thear';are‘
deeply stirred. The reason théy are stirred is beciuse ihey
feel that a professional man who rendered great service o
his country,,réndered servicetppyon¢ almost”ghy other wian,
is now beihg pilloried and put through an ordeal‘becaﬁSQ he
had the temarity to express his honest opinions.

HR. GRAY: Dr. Bush are you familiar with the -
Atomic EnergylAct of 1946 at all?

THE WITNESS: I have read it.

MR.., GRAY: Are ‘ylt_;u familiar with the #act that the
Commission has a pgblished sgt of'pgocggnrgs.whidh.for these .
purpéses-hava the effect of law? |

‘133 WITNESS: ‘Yes, I_amunot quarreling with the
procedure, Mr. Dhairman. ) ‘

MR, GRAY: As I understand it, and I can ke
lcorrec,ted by counsel, the writing of a letter to Dr .
Oppenheimer with specifications is required under these_'
procedures. | . |
THE WITNESS: I have been a friénd_of General Nichols -
. -+ for many years. He wrote the 'lgr_t‘te"r. I quite frankly think

it was a poorly written letter ard should bave been written
in Sﬁgh a way that it made it absolutely qlég: that what was'

being ezamined here was .not the question :.oi’. whether a man
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held opinions and whether those were-wight or wrong, whether
history has shown it to be good judgment or poor judgrent. I
. think that sh6u1d have been made irery clear.

MR. GRAY: I would ako point out just in the
interest of having a record here, and I don't consider myself
in any argumentation with you, for whom I hﬁve a very high
regard, personally and professionally,-that there were items
of so-called derogatory information -- and that is a term of
art -~ in this letter, setting asido‘thé allegations about
the hydrogen bomb. There were items in this.letter which did
not relateto the expression;ﬁﬁnd holding of opinions,

THE WITNESS: Quite right, and the case éhould have
been tried on those.

MR. GﬁAY: This is not a trial.

.THE WITNESS: 1If it were a trial, 1 would not be
saying &hase things to the'judge,'you can well imagine that.
1 feel a very serious situation has been created, and I think
that in all fairness I ought to tell you my frank feeling
that this has}gotten into a very bad mess. I wish I could
suggest a proéedure that would resolve it.

MR. GRAY: The proceeding, of course, is tai:ing

. ' in place in accordance with procadures, and I was glad to
hear you saﬁ a few ﬁoments dgo that you felt thaf'thisrwas a
fair kind of proceeding. I am ﬁot sure I‘am quoting you

_correcfly.
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THE WITNESS: You can qudte me to that eifect.

I think some of the things we have seen have been scandalous
affairs. 1 think in fact the Republic is in danger today

. : because we have heen slipping backward in our maintemance cf the
Bill of Rights.

ﬁm. GRAY: Dr. Evans.

DR. EVANS: Dr. Bush, I wish you would make clear
just wvhat mistake you think the'Board made. I did not want
this job when I was asked to tgke it. I thought I was
periorming a service to my country.

THE WITNESS: I th;nk.the moment you were confronted
with that letter, you should have returned the letter, and

. | asked 'Ithat it be redrafted so that you would have hefore you
a clearcut issue whick would not by implication put ycu in
fhgmﬁbaifibn_of trying a man for his opinions.

DR. EVANS: I was not confronted with thai letter,
and X don't think it would have made any difference if I had
been. 1 was simply asked if 1 would serve on the Board. What
rnistake did i make when I did thatf

| MR. GARRISON: Mr. Chairman, might I nmake a remark
for myself here, speaking for Dr. cppenueiper? 1 have the

. o deepest respect for Dr. Bush's forthright character, for his
lifelong habit of calling a spade a spade as he sees it. I

simply want to leave no misuﬁderstauding,op.tha record here

that we share the view that this Board should not have served
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when asked to serve under the letter as written.
THE VWITNESS: [ can assure you, Mr. Chairman, that
. the opinions being expressed are ‘my own. They usually are.
| MR, GRAY: I have never heard it suggested that you
didn't express your own opinion, Dr. Bush.

DR. EVANS: Dr. Bush, then your ides is that suppose
I was aqked'fo serve on this Board, and I didn't know anythiung
about it -- I had not seen any of this material‘-- after I-had‘
agreed to serve, and saw this material, I sﬁould have resigned?

THE WITNESS: No, I think you simply should have
asked for a revision of the bill of particulars.

qn.-'nvmrs: I am just anxious to know Iwhat you think
ny procedure should have been.

THE WITNESS: That is what I think. ‘Now, I don't
see how you can get out of this mess. |

MR. MORGAN: Doctor, on what ground would you ask
for a bill of particulars if ymdidn't know the record?

THE WITNESS: 1 think that bill of particulars was
obviously poorly dravn on the face of 1t,.because it was most
certainly open to the interpretation that this man is being
tried because-he expressed stoong opinions. The fact that he
. expréssed strong opinions stands in a single paragraph by

itself. It is not directly commected. It does n have in that
paragraph, through improper motivati;ns he expressed thése

opinions. It merely says he stated opinions, and I think
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that is defective drafting and should have been corrected.
| MR, MORGAN: In other words, we want to prejudge
the case hefore we know anything about it.
® THE WITNESS: Not at all. But I think this Board
aor no board should ever =it on a question in this coﬁntry of
whether a man should servé his country or not becauée he
expressed strong opinitams., If you want to try that tase, you
- can try me. I ﬁave expresséd strong opinioné many tinme, and
1 1ﬁtend to do so.' They have been very uﬁﬁopular opinions at
times, Whén a man is pilloried for doing that, this couniry
.is in a severe sfate.
MR. mohaaﬁ: I have no more ﬁuestions.
. ' | MR, GARRISON:. I should like to ask ore more question.
.THE WITHESS: 1 hope it is a gentle one. Excuse me,
gontlemen,-if i become stirred, but I am.
| BY MR. GARRISON:

Q Dr. ﬁush, have you ﬁad some experiende in handling
security qhestions in the past?

A Thrﬁﬁghout the war, 1 was responsible for security
in the Office of Scientific Reseérch and.nevdopment. The
formal situat;on was thié. All the‘appointments 1 was

. o zfesponslble for clearam;e .1n the organizat;ion. On appointmen.t'
'on-thé‘staff'df contractors, thé éontractor'hiﬁsé;f was
réspénsible.. Of course, .you realize that to a contractor‘ﬁas |

given only the information within his field. No question was
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raised in connection with contractors unless either the Army
or the Navy cautioned about themf On appointments to OSRD,
) I had advice from both the Army and the Navy, but the
responsibility was mine.

. I might sﬁy in pgssihg that there wére a good many
appointments, and I know of no case in which an apppoiantment
on OBRD was made in which disloyalty has since been proved.

I am proud of that record. I think our proce#nre in clear#ﬁce
at that time was a sﬁne and reascmnble one and effective one.
MR. GARRISON: That is all.
MR. ROGBB: May I ask one question.
CROSS EXAMINATION
BY MR. R(BB:
Q I am going to ask you a question which I am sure ycu'
will deséribe as a geﬁtle one.. Let me tell you I never
saw this letter in quostion until two months after it was
sritten. I am not asking this for poersonal reasons.
: I am sure you didn't ﬁrite it.
Q I am sure you didn't mean to imply that. Vould
you make a distinctioan between the question of whether a-man's
opinions were right and wrong, and the question of whether
a man's opinions were expressed in good faith or bad faith?
A | Yes, a very great difference. If this paragraph
that 1 referred to had said by improper motivation because this

man had allog;ince to another system than that of his own
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country, he expressed these opinions in an attempt to block
the program, then I would not have o'b:]ected.
Q If the paragraph was interpreted tQ question the good
faith of the_op:lnion, then you would have no objection fo it.
A No, if it was done explicitly enough, certainly not.
Q Thank you. |
A The trouble is of course that the public will not
read and will not interpret gently or sympathetically. The
public is going o read this in the worst poéaible interpretation,
MR. GRAY: Thank j‘on very much, Dr. Bush.
THE WITNESS: ' Thank you, sir.
(Witness excused.)
. MR, ROBB: That is all we have to do today.
MR. GRAY: Do you have some affidavits?
MR. GARRISON: I think they could go over until
Monday. It won't take very long.
MR. GRAY: We will recess for the weekend and
meat again Monday morning at 2:30.
{Thereupcon at 2:50 p.m., a recess was taken until

Monday, April 26, 1954, at 92:30 a.m.)
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