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UNITED STATES ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

PERSONNE .. SECURITY BOARD

In the Matter of

J. ROBER T OPPENHEIMER :

Room 2022,

Atomic Energy Commission,
Building T-3,

Washington, D. C,

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

MR, GORDON GRAY, Chairman.
DR. WARD V. 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. S1LVERMAN, and

ALLEN B. ECKER, Counsel for J. Robert Oppenheimer.

HERBERT S, MARKS, Co-Counsel for J. Robert Oppenheimer,
(Present for P.M. Session only,)
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PROCEEDINGS

MR, GRAY: The presentation will begin,
Whereupon,
J. ROBERT OPPENHEIMER
the witness on the sfand at the time of taking the recess
resumed the stand and testified further as follows:
DIRECT EXAMINATION (Cont.)
BY MR, GARRISON:
. Q Dr, Oppenhgimer, will you tell the Board something
about your brother Franmk, yoﬁr relations with him?

A He Qas eight years my junior,

Q It was just you and Frank in the family?

A We were the only children. I think I was both an
older brother and in some ways perhaps part of a father to
him because of that age difference, We were close during our
childhood, although the age gap made our intewsts different.
We sailed together., We bicycled together. ;n 1929 ;a rented
a little ranch up in thg high mountains in New Mexico which
we have had evér since, and we uged to spend as much time
there as we could in the summer, For my part that was partly
for reasons of health, but it was also a very nice place.

My brother had learned to be a very expert flutist.
I think he could have been a professional, He decided to
study physics. Since I was a physicist this produced a kind

of rivalry, He went abroad to study. He studied at Cambridee
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and at Florence. He went to college before fhat at Johns
Hpkins.

When he came back to this:country, he did take his
doctor's degree at the California Institute of Technology.

We were quite civse, very fond of one another. He
was not a very disciplined young man, 1 guess I was not either.
He loved painting. He loved music. He was an expert horseman,
We spent most of our time during the summer fiddling around
with horses and fixing up the ranch.

In the very first year he had two young friends
with hom who were about his age,and I was the old man of the
party. Heread quite widely, but I am afraid very much as 1
did,; Bellesttres, poetry,

DR, EVANS: Was your father there at that time?

THE WITNESS: My father was alive. He did occasion-
ally visit at the ranch, His heart was not very good. This
is almost 10,000 feet high, so he did not spend much time
there. We could not put him up. It was a very primitive
sort of establishment. There was of course the teng}on
which a very intimate family relation of this kind always
involves, but there was great affection between us.

He worked fairly well at physics but he was slow.

It took him a long time to get his doctor's degree. He was
very much distracted by his other interests.

In 1936, 1 guess it was, he met his present wife
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and married. I am not completely sure of the date, but I
could check it, After that, a good deal of the warmth of
our relations remained, but they were less intimate and
occasionally perhaps somewhat more strained, His wife had,
I think, some friends and connections with the radical éircles
in Berkeley. She was a student there, She had a very
different background than Prank. She certainly interested
him for the first time in politics and left wing things. If
was a great bond between them,

As I wrote in my answer, not very long after their
marriage they both joined the Communist Party.. This was in
Pasadena, 1 don't know how long thereafter, but not very long
thereafter, Frank came to Berkeley and told me of this. We
continued to be close as brothers are, but not as it had
been before his marraige,

He once asked me and another fellow to come visit
one of‘the meetings thﬁt he had in his house, which was a
Communist Party meeting° It is; I think, the only thing
recognizeable to me as a Communist Party meeting that I have
ever attended.

MR, ROBB: I am sorry, Could we go back to where
the Doctor said he once asked me. 1 did not get the rest
of the words,.

THE WITNESS: And another fellow. 1 would be glad

to identify him, but he is not alive and not involved in the
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BY MR, GARRISON:
Q This was a professor?

MR. ROBB: Was that Dr.'Addis?

THE WITNESS: No, This was Calvin Bridges, a
geneticist at Cal Tech, and a very distinguished man,; not a
Communist as far as I know,

DR, EVANS: This was not a closed meeting of the
Communist Party?

THE WITNESS: It was not closed because it had
visitors, I understood the rest of the people were Communists.
This was on the occasion of one of my vis.ts to Berkeley and
Pasadena. The meefing made no detailed impression on me,
but I do remember there was a lot of fuss about getting the
literature distributed, and 1 do remember that the principal
item under discussion was segregation in the municipal pool
in Pasadena, This unit was concerned about that and they
talked about it. It made a rather pathetic impression on me.
It was a mixed unit of some ¢olored people and some who were
not colored.

I remember vividly walking away from the meeting
with Bridges and his saying, "What a sad spectacle’” or
"What a pathetic sight", or something like that,

MR. GRAY: Did you give the approximate date of this,

Doctor?
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THE WITNESS: 1 can give it roughly.

MR, GRAY: I mean within a year.

THE WITNESS: It would have been not before 1937 or
after 1939, I think I ought to stress that although my
brother was a Party member, he did a 1ot of other things. As
1 say, he was passionately fond of music. Hé had.many wholly
non-Communist friends, some of them the same as my friends
on the faculty at Cal Tech, He was working for a doctor's
degree,

He spent summers at the ranch, He couldn't have
been a very hard working Communist during those years,

I am very foggy as to what I knew about the situation
at Stanford but my recollection is that I did not thenknow
my brother was still in the Party. He has testified that he
was, and that he withdrew in the spring of 1941, He lost hia
job at Stanford. I never clearly understood the reasons for
that, but I thought it might be connected with his Communismn,

We spent part of the summer of 1941 together at the:
ranch, about a month, That was after hy marriage. He and ﬁis
wife stayed on a while., Then they were out of a job. Ezmnest
Lawrence asked him to come to Berkeley in the fall, I don't
remember the date, but I think it is of record, and work in
the Radiation Laboratory. Thatwas certainly at the time_not

for secret work, He and I saw very little of each other that

year,



My brother felt that he wanted to establish an
independent existence in Berkeley where 1 had lived a long
time, and didn't want in any sense to be my satellite. He
did become involved in secret work, I suppose, shortly after
Pearl Harbor. I don't know the precise date,

He continued with it and worked terribly hard during
the war, I have heard a great many people tell me what a
vigorous aﬁd helpful guy he was, how many hours he spent at
work, how he got everybody to put their best to the job that
was his., He worked in Berkeley. Hde worked in Oak Ridge. He
came for a relatively brief time to New Mexico, where his job
was as an assistant to Bainbridge in making the preparations
for the test of July 16,

This was a job that combined practical experience,
technical e;perience, a feeling for the country, aﬁd I think
he did very well. He left very early -- left long before I
did -- and went back to Berkeley. We did not see him again
until the New Year's holidays in 1945 and 1946, After that,
when we came back to Berkeley, we saw something of them, quite
a little of them, until they moved to Minnesota.

As you probably know, he resigned from the University
of Minnesota -- his assistant professorship there -- in the
spring of 1949 at the time he was testifying before the House

Committee that he had been a member of the Communist Party.

The University accepted his resignation. He has not been
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able to get a job since, or at least not one that made sense.

He had in the summer of 1948, maybe, or the winter
of 1948-49, acquired a piece of property in southwest Colorado,
It is also fairly high, It is in the Blanco Basin. I think
he got it because it was very beattiful, and thought it
would be nice to spend summers fhere. In any case, iz and
his wife and children moved up there, and have been
.trying to build it up as a cattle ranch ever since. They
have been there, I think, with no important exceptions,from
1949 until today. This 1life is not what he was cut out for and
1 don't know how it will go.

I try to see him when I can. It does not come out
to being much more than once a year ., I think the last time
I saw him was in late September or October of last year,
Usually he would come @own to Santa Fe, and we would have
an evening together or something like that, I had the feeling
the last time that I saw him that he was thoroughly and
wholly and absolutely away from this nightmare which has been
ging on for many, many years,

These are at least some of the things that I wanted
to sav. I would like to say one more thing.

In the Commission’'s letter. --

BY MR, GARRISON:

Q Perhaps I could ask you about that,

On page 6 of the Commission’'s letter, which talks
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about Haakon Chevalier, there is a statement, I am quoting,
"that Haakon Chevalier thereupon approached you either
directly or through your brother, Frank Friedman Oppenheimer,
in connection with this matter."

Was your brother connected with this approach by
Chevalier to you?

A I am very clear on this, 1 have a vivid andI think
certainly not fallible memory. He had nothing whatever to
do with it., It would not have made any sense, 1 may say,
since Chevalier was my friend, 1 don't mean that my brother
did not know him, but this would have been a peculiarly
roundabout and unnatural thing.

Q You spoke about attending at your brother's
invitation that little Communist Party meeting in Pasadena
somewhere in the late Thirties, and that reninds me to ask you
about another portion of the Commission's letter.

On page 3, I will just read a paragraph:

"It was reported that you attended a closed meeting
of the Professional Section of the Communist Party of Alameda
County, California, which was held in the latter prt of July
or early August, 1941, at your residence, 10 Kenilworth Court,
Berkeley, California, for the purpose of hearing an
explanation of the change in Communist Party policy. It was
further reported that you denied thatyou attended such a

meeting and that such a meeting was held in your home."



Dr. Oppenheimer, did you attend a closed meeting
of the Professional Section of the Communist Party of
Klameda County which is said to have been held in your house
in the latter part of July or early August, 19417

A No.
Q Did you ever attend at any time or placc a closed
meeting of the Professional Section of the Communist Party

of Alameda County?

A No.

Q Were you ever asked to lend your house for such a
meeting?

A No,

Q Did you ever belong to the Professional Section of
the Communist Party of Alameda County?

A I did not. I would be fairly certain that I never
knew of its existence.

Q Did you ever belong to any other section or unit
of the Communist Party or to the Communist Party?

A No.

Q Apart from the meeting in Padadena, to which we
have just réferred, have you ever attended a meeting which you
understood to be open only to Communist Party members, other
than yourself?

A No,

Q Nave you ever had in yow house at any time any



meeting at which.a lecture about the Communist Party has been

given?
A No.
Q Do you recall any meeting in your house at any time

at which a lecture about political affairs of any sort was
given?

A Mo,

Q To sum up, Dr, Oppenheimer, do you deny the
report set forth on page 3 of the Commission's letter which I
read to you?

A All but the denial; I deny the rest,

MR, GARRISON: Just so the Board understamis, I
read the statement to Dr, Oppenheimer, "It was further reported
that you attended such a meeting and that such a meeting was
held in your home,

THE WITNESS: That I don't deny,

BY MR, GARRISON:

Q The first sentence of the report you do deny.
A Yes.

MR. GARRISON: I would like to introduce, Mr,
Chairman, at this point, copies of correspondence relating to
the Independent Citizens Committee ofthe Arts, Sciences and
Professio;s, which is mentioned in the Commission's letter on

page 6, which reads that"it was reported in 1946 that you (that

is, Dr, Oppenheimer) were listed as vice chairman on the
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latterhead of the Incependent Citizens Committee of tha Arts,

Sciences and Professions, Inc., which has been cited as a
Communist front by the House Committee on Un-American Activities,

I think in my earler discussion with the Board, 1
pointed out that i; all the postwar period, this is the only
associatian cited by the House Committee or in any other way
clzllenged by any group in the government as un-American
with which Dr, Oppenheimer had any connection at all. .

I now would like to introduce the correspondence
which will show his resignation and his relationship ¢to that
committee which 1 think the Board will agree was to his credit.
1 would like to read these into the record.

BY MR, GARRISON:

Q Dr, Oppenheimer, I have here carbon copies of
letter from you to the Independent Citizens Committee dated
October 11, 1945, October 11, 1946, November 22, 1946 is an
6riginal letter from the committee to you, followed by a
carbon of December 2, 1946 from you to them ., and an original
from the secretary to you of December 10, 1946. Do you
identify these as having been in your files?

A Yes, these were in my file, and I made them avaiilable
to you.

MR, GRAY: Mr. Garrison, I think perhaps for the
record, at least what we have been handed, reflects nothing

dated 1945, In your characterization of these documents, you



said a letter of October something 1945.

MR. ECKER: Excuse me, That is bécause it is a
fuzzy date on the carbon.

MR, GARRISON: It is my fuzziness, Mr, Chairman,

The carbon shows it 1946,

MR, GRAY: 1 am just trying to get the record strioipht,

%, GARAISON: I regret my eyesight was not
equal to the carbon,

This first.letter reads as follows, the letter of
October 11, 1946, to the committee,

"Indepeﬁdent Citizens Committee of the Arts
Sciences and Professions

"Hotel Astor

"New York 17, New York,

"Gent lemen:

"Some months ago I wa< elected a Vice Chairman of
the ICCASP., This has not been a very arduous responsibility,
since I have had virtually no contact with the organization.

I have, however, noted with a growiég uneasiness over the past
months ICCASP's statements on foreign policy.

"As examples, I may quote two programatic statements
of the ICCASP policy: °Maintain the Big Power veto in the
Security Council’', and "Withdraw United States troops from
Chipa. '’

"I do not wish to challenge the merits of the
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irguments that may be advanced for these two these:s, They
do not seem to me, at Ieastlin this bald form, to correspond
to the extension of President Roosevelt's foreign policy;
aor am I in accord with them,

"Most recently I hae noted in the papers an item
vhich disturbs .me more, bécause it concerns the problem_of
1tomic energy, with the outlines of which I am not unfamiliar,
'nd for which I may even have a certain responsibi’ity. 1 amy
of couse, awaré that newspapef comments may often be misleadirg,
As I understand 1t; the ICCASP at a recent comention in Chicrzo
agreed to endorse the criticism of United States policy and
procedure enunciated by Secretary Wallace in his letter to
the President of July twenty third., Here again, I should not
wish to argue that there was nothing sound in Mr, Wallace's
comments, nor for a moment to cast doubt on the validity of
ais great sense of condern that a satisfactory solution for
the control of atomic energy be achieved; b8t 1 cannot convince
myself that, in the large, the sxgéestions made by Mr, Wallace
would, if adopted, advance this great cause; and above idll,

I feel that_the evidence which is now available , and which
goes beyond that which was available on July twaety third
indicates the illusory nature of his recommendations.,

"It is clear that I should not pr ejudge the position
which the ICCASP is taking on these many important questionsj

but unless I am badly misinformed on what that position is, it
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it seems to me that I can no longer remain a Vice Chairman

of that organization,

"T1i11 you, therefore, accept this letter as a

letter of resignation, unless it is clear to you, and you can

make it clear to me, that it is based on a misunderstanding of

the facts.

"Sincerely yours, J, R. Oppenheimer."

Then comes the reply from the Executive Director,

signed by Hannah Dorner, the Emecutive Director:

"Indeﬁendent Citizens Committee of the Arts,

Sciences and Professiqns, Inc.

"Hotel Astor, New York 19, New York, Circle 6-5412
"November 22, 1946

"Jo Davidson, Chairman.

"Harold L. Ickes, Executive Chairman.
"Frederic March, Treasurer.

"Herman Shumiin, Secretary

"Hannah Dormer, Executive Director.
"Dr., J. R, Oppenheimer,

"University of California

"Berkeley 4, California

"Dear Dr. Oopenheimer:

"Please forgive this delay in answering your letter,

but I have been out of town a good deal and this is the first

opportunity I have had.
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"It would come as a great surprise to the members
of the board of ICCASP that the organization can be found
guilty of any cattradiction of President Roosevelt's foreign
policy. We have stated repeatedly thet the organization was
formed initially to re-elect Mr., Roosevelt and then reformed
in order to provide a medium through which the members of the
arts, sciences and professions could help to implement and
carry out his program,

"In connection with the two programatic statements
you refer to in your letter, umless I am very much mistaken
the veto power is the core of the postwar foreigm policy whih
Mr, Roosevelt outlined in conjunction with Churchill and
Stalin., I don't know what Mr. Roosevelt would have said were
he alive today about maintenance of United St;tes troops in
China. I do know that for years during the war he refused to
send materiel into China because Chiang Kai-shek was not using
it against Japan but instead, saving it for the conflict he is
currently engaged in. It is fairly common knowledge that the
presence of United States tropps and American materiel are
being used to aid one side against another im a civil war,
Without discussing the merits of either side, certainly it
would seem that the Amqrican posit ion should be one in which
a real effort is made to create a democratic China instead
of bolstering the position of military feudalism which Chiang

Kai-shek and his supporters represent, 1 think Madame Sun
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Yat Sen's position is one which Americans might fairly
support and the presence of our troops in China and our
present policy are_giving no encouragement to her views and
to those Chinese who wish as she does for a truly democratic
China,

"In connection with Mr, Wallace's comments on atomic
energy, let me Wwake it clear that the statement on atomic
energy at the Chicago Conference was made by some 300 delegates
representing many organizations, of which ICCASP was just one,

"You will have see I am sure, a further statement
made since that conference on atomic energy by a coordinating
committee of the Chicago Conference, after Mr. Baruch
clarified the points‘raised at the Chicago Conference. As you
unquestionably know, our Science Division has been working
for some time both in New York and Chicago on an analysis of
the atomic energy control program and as yet the ICCASP has
not adopted a position since we are waiting on the final
repdbrt of the Science Division. I assume that as a member
of the division you will receive that report for your comment
and criticism, |

"In this letter I am attempting to answer the issues
raised, with the hopes that they will clarify our position
and that yoﬁ will find yourself in suwstantial agreement with
us. I realize that it is difficult for someone with as wmany

demands opon his time as you o attend meetings of the ICCASP.
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It is unfortunate that this is so because you should
participate with the rest of us in forming the policy, instead
of getting it without the benefit of all of the full
discussion that goes into arriving at these decisions,

"I hear frequently about how oftem you are in New
York, If you would only let me know about these visits you
could, I am certain, find a few hours to attend some of these
meetings. I am sure it is quite unnecessary to make the point
to you that the fate of a ggneration or two is being shaped
today. The ICCASP is conscientiously trying to do what it
can to make it a kinder fate. I am certain that all of us
individually will disagree with the organizationt position
on one or two issues from time to time. The 1nbortance of
the committee as a wholé, what it has accomplished, and the
need for keeping it alive and strong should transcend
occasional differences,

"All of us value your continued association with the
organization.

"Sincerely yours, Hannah Dorner.”

The reply by Dr., Oppenheimer, dated Decembef 2,
1946, is as follows:

"Miss Hannah Dorner

"Independent Citizens' Committee 0f the Arts
Sciences and Professions, Inc. |

"Hotel Astor
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New York 19, New York."

I see the copy which.we have handed fhe members
of the Board, Dr. Oppenheimer;s signaiure does not appear;
nor does it appear on the carbon, but his initials are on the
lower left and that of the typist;

"Dear Miss Dorner:

"Thank you very much for your letter of November 22;
in which you tried to explain to me how poor are the reasons
I gave for resignation from the Vice Chairmanship of ICCAS#
in my letter of October 11, I wish that 1 might have been
convinced by what you wrote for I share with you an
appreciation for the many constructive and decisive things
which the ICCASP is doing, and I am quite sure that I should
not be moved to resign were it not for two circumstances,
One is that I have a somewhat unreal position as Vice Chairman
and might thus be thought to be far more influential and
effective in shaping ICCASP policy than I have beer or thap I
am likely to be in the near future. The second is that the '
matter of‘atomic enérgyis one of fﬁe very few oq‘whicﬁ I have
more than the vaguest kind of views, is perhaps the omly
political igssue on which I have a limited cormpetence and
have in the past borne some responsibility.

"I find nothing in the record to comfort me in the

matter of atomic energy. The press release of the Chicago

Conferénce and its subsequent announcement are both very far
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from my views and were endorsed by ICCASP without qualifications,
The last communication that I hwe received is dated.Monday,
September 23, and reached ge after my letter of resignation,
In it a resolution of the Division of Science and Technology
closely parallel to that adopted in Chicago was submitted to
the Executive Committee of the ICCASP.and approved. 1 have
had no further commgnication since that time either with
regard to atomic energy or to the functioning of the Science
Division of the ICCASP, except for the proposed statement on
the control of atomic energy which is undated and which
likewise does not represent my views, I, therefﬁre, feel
that it is likely that there is a genuine difference of opinion
on this matter between me and the Executive Committee.of the
ICCASP,

"For the reasons stated above I think it is not
proper to continue to serve as Vice Chairman under these
circumstances. I recognize that it is largely my own doing
that I have not had a greater part in the formulation of
ICCASP policy, but that should be a genuine reason of all
of us not to accept a position of apparent responsibility
without being willing to make the responsibility real.

"I should like to take this course of resignation
simce the alternative, to make public my dissident views, is
repugnant to me and can help neither the ICCASP nor the cause

of world peace which is surely our greatest common aim. I
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"Sincerely yours,

""JRO:cl,"

Then the reply from Hannah Dormer,

MR. ROBB: 1t is the same heading you had before,

MR, GARRISON: Yes, it is the same heading as before,
The date of this is December 10, 1946, It was on the original
and should be on these copies, This is in reply to Dr,
Oppenheimer's second letter insisting on resignation which 1
have just read to you,

"Independent Citizens' Committee of the Arts
Sciences and Professions, Inc.

"Hotel Astor, New York 19, N. Y, Circle 6-5412

"Jo Davidson, Chairman, |

"Harold L, Ickes, Executive Chairman.

"Frederic March, Treasurer,

"Herman Shumlin, Secretary

"Hannah Dorner, Executive Director,

"Dr, J, R. Oppenheimer,

"University of California,

"Berkeley 4, California,

"Dear Dr, Oppenheimer:

"We Accept with regret your resignation from the
organization, |

"He hope that some time again in the future you may
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want t§ rejoin us,

"Sincerely yours, Hannah Dorner.

"Mr-uopwa/16,"

BY MR. GARRISON:

e Dicd you 2ver rejoin the organization, Dr. Oppecheimer?
A No,

MR, GRAY: Just as a matter of curiosity, did
they ever take your name off the letterhead, do you know?

THE WITNESS: They stopped sesding me communications,
I don't know,

MR, GRAY: Your aame apparently did not appear on
these letterheads.

MR, SILVERMAN: We did on the back. There are a
lot of names on the back of the original, ~

MR, GARRISON: We will hand this to the Chairman
in just a moment., I am just looking over these names, It
shows Joseph E, Davies as the honorary vice chairman,

MR, ROBB: Don't you think he ought to read them all?

MR. GRAY: I think it would be wmell to read the whole,

MR. GARRISON: This is on the back of the letter-
head of the Independent Citizens Committee of the Arts,
Sciences and Professioms, Inc. This is the letter of
December 10, 1946, accepting with regret Dr. Oppenheimer’'s
resignation from the organization, and hoping some time

again the future he may want to rejoin them,
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MR, ROBB: 1Is that the same as the original letter
of November 23, 1946? 1Is that the same 1list?

MR. GARRISON: 1It appears on superficial observation
the same, Mr. Robb, you cam examine it at your leisure, I
can see no difference.

MR. ROBB: Why don't you let me take one of them
and I will follow as you read, and we will know whether they
are the same or not,

MR, GARRISON: I amreading from the back of the
letterhead In&ependent Citizens' Committee of the Arts,
Sciences, and Professions, Inc,, Hotel Astor, New York 19,
N.Y. Circle 6-5412,

Vice Chairmen

Joseph E, Davies, Honorary,

Brig. Gen, Evans F, Carlson,

Norman Corwin

Reuben G. Gustavson

Fiorello H, LaGuardia

J. Robert Oppenheimer

Paul Robeson

Harlow Shapley

Frank Sinatra.

Board of Directors, Do you wish the Board of
directors?

MR, GRAY: I think you better read it all,
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MR,GARRISON: 3Samuel L. M., Barlow, William Rose
I‘'enet, Leonard Bernstein, Walter Bernstein, Henry Iillings,
Char les Boyer, Henrietta Buckmaster, Eddie Cantor, Morris
Llewellyn Cooke, Samuel A, Corson, John Cromwell, Bosley
Crowther, Duke Ellington, Howard Fast, Jose Ferrer, Joan
Fontaine, Allan R, Freelon, Dr, Channing Frothingham -- a very
dear friend nf mine from Boston, Massachusetts, a
distinguished physician -- Dr, Rudolph Ganz, Ben Grauer,
Marinn Hargrove, Louis Harris, Moss Hart, Lillian Hellman,
John Herse&, Melville J. Herskovits, J. Allen Hickerson,
Thorfin R. Hogness, Walter Huston, Crockett Johnson, Gene
Kelly, Isaac M, Kothoff, Richard Lauterbach, Eugene List,
Peter Lyon, John T, McManus, Florence Eldridge March,
Dorothy Maynor, Stanley Moss, Ernest Pascal, Robert Patterson --
I take it that was not the Secretary of War, but I guess we
don't know,

THE WITNESS: 1 know ﬂothing about it.

MR, GARRISON: I assume it was not. Linus Paulinog,
Virginia Payne, Dr. John P. Peters, Walter Rautenstrauch,
Quantin Reynolds, Hazel Scott, A. C. Spectorsky, Carl Van Doren,
Orson Wells and Carl Zigrosser.,

Then follow a list of region al shapters. Shall I
read those, Mr. Chairman?

MR, GRAY: 1Is this just names of cities?

MR, GARRISON: Yes, and addresses.
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MR. GRAY: I see no point in that, fhis is not related
to the proceeding. But here is an organization accepting
the resignation of one of its Vice Chairmen and apparently
did not bother to strike his name off the letterhead omn his
letter of resignaticn, I really think this has no point,
but from what I heard, it is very difficult to resign from some
of these orgaqizations once one seems to be a member,
MR, GARRISON: I think you can take judicial notice
of the fact that organizations reprint their letterheads
at intervals, sometimes at considerable intervals.
MR. ROBB: Mr, Chairman, I might say that the
lists were identical so we have that in the record, too.
BY MR, GARRISON:
Q Drf Oppenheimer, do you adopt your answer consisting
of your letter to Major General K. D, Nichols, dated March
4, 1954, as your testimony in this proceeding?

A Yes.

MR, GARRISON: Mr, Chairman, that will be all the
questions I wish to ask Dr, Oppenheimer., I may a little
later as we proceed come back with some occasional questiomns,
perhaps, That will be all at this point,

MR, GRAY: They will be related to gestions and
discussions which will take ﬁlace from now on, This is not
going to circumscribe you in any way, but I take it Dr,

Oppenheimer's presentation as you see it, and as he sees it,
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is complete now?

MR. GARRISON: Yes. Mr, Chairman, there may be
some detaii that I have overlooked in the great press of
preparing this which I might at a later stage ask to be
inserted in the record, but so far as I am now aware, this
completes the direct case., 1 assume we are not quite so
rigid but what if I have overlooked something it may be
later introduced?

MR, GRAY: Yes.

MR, GARRISON: There is no design to do so.

MR, GRAY: I understand. |

At this point, I think, then, we will suggest that
counsel for the Board put to Dr. Oppenheimer the questions
which he may have in mind.

CROSS EXAMINATION
BY MR, ROBB:

") Dr. Oppenheimer, didyou prepare your letter of
March 4, 1954, to General Nichols?

A You want a circumstantial account of it?

Q I assume you prepared it with the assistance of
counsel, is that correct?

A Yes.

Q In all events, you were thoroughly familiar with the

contents otit%

A I am,



Q And have read it over very carefully, 1 assume?

A Yes,

Q Are all the statements which you make in that
letter the truth, the whole truth and nothing but the truth?

A Yes.

Q Those things which you state in there as of your
personal knowledge are true to your personal knowle:ige?

A That is right.

Q And those things which you state of necessity on
your information and belief, you do believe tobe true?

A That is right{

c Did you also prepare your Exhibit 1, I believe it
is, the biographical data,

A The ;hole of it?

Q Yes.

A No, I did not,

Q Who did prepare that, sir?

A The long biographical account, the third part of
it wa< prepared by Mrs. Katharine Russell, my secretary. I
went over it and pointed out some things that were missing
and that I knew were not in order or gith, Bﬁt I did not
prepare it, I think I suggested most of thedates in the
chronology, but some of them I don't know whether they came
from, from counsel, presumably. As to the second, that was

also prepared by Mrs, Russell,
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Q Bqt you have, I assume, read it over ﬁretty carefully?
A No.
Q You have not?
A No. This was meant to be a helpful document
_ containing what we could findin the files.

Q Are you or are you not prepared to vouch for the
accuracy?

A No, I am not., It is everything we could find in the
files or that 1 recollected in going over it. .

Q You lwe looked it over, have you not?

A Sure,

Q Is there anything in there that is not accurate to
your knowledge?

A No.

(o) Doctor, I am going to ask you to remember that you
are under oath, and that therefore your oath must overweigh
your modesty in answering the next few questioﬁs I am going to
ask you., Will you do that, sir?

| A I will remember that I am under oath,
. Q Doctor, is it true that from 1943 until recently,
at least,; you were the most influential scientist in the
atomic energy field in this country?

A I think this is a question you will have to ask the

peoplie influenced.

Q What is your answer?
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A With som= people 1 was very influential. With
others not at all, I was an ihfluential physicist and put

i* anywhere you want,

Q You were certainly --
A I think Lawrence probably had in many ways more
influence.

Q Can you think of.anyone else that you might say
was more influential than you?

A I should think the Commissioners, the physicists
who were on the Commission, had more effect. Whether they
had more influmnce or not, I don't know.

e You were certainly one of the most 1nf1uential,.
were you not?

A Of course.

c Yru might be described as one of the leading
physicists in that field.

A I have been so described.

Q And you would condede in all modesty that is tnue,
That is an accurate description, is it not?

A Let me distinguish two things. One is the
weight which was attached to my views, and that was considerable,
The second is whether I was really very good at the subject
and that I will have to Ieaée to others to testify.

Q Doctor, from 1943 until 1945, as Director of the

Los, Alamos. Laboratory, you were in direct charge of the



atomic weapons progray were you not?

A Of the program at Los Alamos, and some related
things, yes.

Q From 1943 until recently, sir, you had access to all
classified information concerning the atomic weapons program,
is that true?

A Yes. Probably not some aspects of atomic intelli-
gence, but concerning our own program, yes,

Q  And from 1946 until 1952, while you were ~“hairman
of the General Advisory Committee, you had access to all
clagsified information concerning the entire atomic energy
program, did you not?

A I did.

Q Doctor, in one way a another from 1943 until
comparatively recently, you participated in all the important
decisions respecting the atomic weapons program, did you not?

A I am not sure, but I will say yes, to be simple .

Q Substantially all?

A I won't embroider this, I don’t know the
deliberavions of the Interim Committee, for instance. You may
say I participated becase we did give them some expressions
of our opinion.

Q That is why I said, Doctor, in one way or another.

A Yes, I think that is probably fair.

Q Is it a fair statement, Doctor, that until recently
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you knew more than anybody else about the atomic weirons
program?

A I should think not. I should think Bradbury, who
wasin direct charge of it within the nature of things would
have known lot more about it,

“rior to the time when you left Los Alamos .in 1945
thet was true, was it no%?

A Yes.

Q Subsequent to 1945, Bradbury would pobably be the
only possible exception, would he not?

A My feeling is that the people who do the job more
than the kibitzers, and therefore some of Bradbury’s top
assistants -- I may mention Froman. Holloway.would have been
more intimately versed, They would have certainly known
more details and poobably had as good a general picture,

Q In alil events, Doctor, you knew a great deal about it,

A Yes.

Q There is no question about that?

A No, no.

Q While you were Chairman of the General édvisory
Committee, were you frequently consulted by Mr, Lilienthal
on a more or less personal basis for advice?

A Not frequently, no.

Q Sometimes?

A Rarely, I think., I remember one occasion, I think
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the relations were committee to committee. I don't mean that
we didn't discuss things., Butl don't believe he put to me a
problem, like shall we do this, or what shall we do about such
and such a laboratory, as an individual. He occasionally
talked to me about what to say in speeches.

Q Did he usedto call yon on the teiephone rather
frequent ly?

A 1 would say no, if you mean by rather frequently
several times a month, I remember occasional telephone calls

Q Doctor, in your opinion, is association with the
Conmunist movement compatible with a job on a secret war
project?

A Are we talking of the present, the past?

Q Let us talk about the present and then we will go
to the past.

A Obviously not.

Q Has that always beenyour opinion?

A No, 1 was associated with the Communist movement,
as I have spelled out in my letter, and I did not regard it
as inappropriate to take the job at Los Alamos.

Q When did that become your opinion?

A As the nmature of the enemy and the nature of the
conflict and the nature of the Party all became clearer.

I would say after the war and probably by 1947,

Q Was it your opinion in 19437
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A No.
Q You are sure about that?
A That association --

Q With the Communist movement.,

A The current association?
< Yes,
A I always thought current association -~

Q You always thought that?

A That is right.

Q There had never been any question in your mind that
a man who is closely associated with the Communist movement
or is a member of the Communist Party has no business on a
secret war project, is that right?

A That is right,

c Why did you have that opinidn? What was your
reason for 1it?

A It just made no sense to me,

Q Why not?

A That a man who is working on secret things should
have any kind of loyalty to another outfit,

Q Why didiyou tﬁink that the two loyalties were
inconsistent?

A They might be,

< Why?

A Becau® the Communist Farty had its own affairs,
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and its ow! pruyg;m which obviously I now know were
inconsistent with the best interestis of the United ‘tates,
but which could at any time have diverged from those of the

United Statc

Q ‘ou would not think that loyalty to a church would

be inconsistent with work on a secret war project, would you?

A No,
C And of course that was not your view in 1943, was it?
A No.

Q Doctor, what I am trying to get at is, what
specifically was your reason for thinking that membership or
close association with the Communist Party. and the loyalties
necessarily involved were inconsistent with work on a secret
war project?

A The connection of the Coumunist Party with a
‘foreign power.

c To wit, Russia.,

A Sure.

Q Would you say that connection with a foreign power,

to wit, England, would necessarily be inconsistent?

A Commitment would be.
Q No, I said connection,
A Not necessarily. You could be a member of the

English Speaking Union,

Q What I am getting at, Doctor, is what particular



feature of the Communist Party did you feel was inconsistent
with work on a secret war project?

A After the Chevalier incident I could not be unaware of
the danger of espionage., After the conversations with the
Manhattan District security officers, I could not be but
acutely aware of ift,

Q But you have told me, Doctor, that you always felt
that membership or close association in the Communist Party
was inconsistent with work on a secfet war project. What I
am askimg you, sir, is why you felt that., Surel y you had

a reason for feeling that, didn't you?

A I am not sure. 1 think it was an obviously correct
judgment.
Q Yes,sir, But what I am asking you is to explain to

me why it was obvious to you,

A Because %0 some extent; an extent which I did not
fully realize, the Communist Party was.connected with the
Soviet Union, the Soviet Union was a potentially hdstile power,
it was at that time an ally, and because I had been told
that when you were a member of the Party, you assumed some
fairly solemn oath or obligation to do what the Party told you,

(o Espionage, if necessary, isn't that right?

A I was never told that,

Q Who told you, Doctor?

A My wife,
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When?
I don't remember.
Prior bo 1943?
Oh, yes.

Doctor, let me ask you a blunt qeestion., Don't

you know and didn't you know certainly by 1943 that the

Communist Party was an instrument or a vehicle of espionage

in this country?

A
Q

A

Q

I was not clear about it.
Didn't you suspect that?

No,

Wasn't that the reason why you felt that membership

in the Party was inconsistent with the work on a secret war

project?

A

Q

I think I have stated the reason about right,

I am asking you now if your fear of espionage

wasn't oneof the reasons why you felt that association-with

the Communist Party was inconsistent with work on a secret

war project?

A

Q

A

Q

Yes.
Your answer is that it was?
Yes .,

What about former members of the Party; do you think

that where a man has formerly been a member of the Party

he is an appropriate person to work on a secret war project?
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A Are we talking about now or about then?

Q Let us ask you now, and then we will go back to ther,

A I think that depends on the character and the totality
of the disengagement and what kind of a man he is, whether
he is an honest man,

Q Was tha your view in 1941,°'42 and '43?

A Essentially.

Q What test do you apply and did you apply in 1941,
'42 and '43 to satisfy yoursslf that a former member of the
Party is no longer dangerous?

A As I said, 1 knew very little about who was a former
member of the Party. In my wife's case, it was completely
clear that whe was no longer dangerous. In my brother's
case, I had confidence in his decensy and straightforwardness
and in his loyalty to me.

Q Let us take your brother as an example. Tell us
the test that you applied to acquire the confidence that
you have spoken of?

A In the case of a brother you don't make tests, at
least I didn't,

Q Well --

A I knew my brother,

Q When did you decide that your brother was no longer
a member of the Party and no longer dangerous?

A I never regarded my brother as dangerous. I never
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regarded him -- the faci thata member of the Communist Party
might commit espionage did not mean to me that every member
of the Communist Party would commit espionage.

Q I see, In other words, you felt that your brother
was an exception to the doctrine which you have just
announced?

A No, I felt that though there was danger of espionage
that this was not a general danger.

Q In other words, you felt -- I am talking now about
1943 -~ that members of the Communist Party might work on a
secret war project without danger to this country, is that
right?

A Yes. What I have said was that there wss danger
that a member of the ®ommunist Party would not be a good
security risk, This does not mean that every member would be,
but that it would be good policy to make that rulg.

Q Do you still feel that way?

A Today 1 feel it is absolute.

Q You feel that no member of the Communist Party
should work on a secret war project in this country, without
exception?

A With no exception .

Q . When did you reacﬁ that conclusion?

A I would think the same timing'that I spoke of

before as the obvious war between Russia and the United States



364
began to shape up.

Q Could you give us the dates on that?

A Sure., I would have thought that it was completely
clear to me by 1948, maybe 1947.

Q 19467

A I am not sure,

Q Doctor, let me return a bit to the test that you
might apply to determine whether a member of the Communist
Party in 1943 was dangerous., What test would you apply, or
would you have applied in 19437

A Only the knowledge of the man and his character,

Q Just what you yourself knew about him?

A I didn't regard myself.as the man to settle these
qguestions, I am stating opinions.

Q That is what I am getfing at. You have testified
that your brother, to your knowledge, became a member of the
Communist Party about 1936, is that right?

A Yes, 1937, I don't know,

Q ¥hen is it your testimony that your brother left the
party?

A His testimony, which I believe, is that he left
the Party in the spring of 1941.

Q When did you first hear that he left the Party?

A I think in the autumn of 1941,

Q In the autumn?
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A Yes.

Q + 1Is that when he went to Berkeley to Qork in the
Radiation Laboratory?

A Yes, on unclassified work,

¢ But he shortly began to work on classified work,
is that right?

A The time interval, I think, was longer.

Q Shortly after that, Shortly after Pearl Habor?

A I am not clear about that., It was within a year
certainly, probably about six months.

Q You were satisfied at that time that your brother
was not a member ofthe Party auny more?

A Yes.

Q How did you reach that conclus;on?

A He told me.

Q That was enough foryou?

A Sure.

Q Did you know that your brother at that time and
for quite a while after that denied both publicly and

officially that he had ever been a member of the Communist

Party?
A I remember one such denial in 1947.
Q Did you know that your brother's personnel security

questionnaire, which he executed when he went to work at

Berkeley, failed to disclose his menmbership in the Communist
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A No, 1 knew nothing about that,
Q Did you ask him about that?
A No,
Q You knew, didn't you, sir, that 1t‘was a matter
of great interest and importance to the security officers
to determine whether or not anyone working on the project ?ad
been a member of the Communist Party?
A I found that out somewhat later.

Q Didn’t you know it at that the?

At would have made sense,

>

Q In 19417

A It would have made sense,

Q Yes. Did you tell anybody, any security officer
or anybody else, that your brother had been a member of the
Communist Party? Did you tell them that in 19417

A I told Lawrence that my brother -- I don't know
the terms I used -- but I certainly indicated that his
trouble at Stanford came from his red comnectionms.

Q Doctory, I didn't ask you quite that questiom, Did
you tell Lawrence or anybody else that your brother, Frank,
had actually been a member of the Communist Party?

A I doubt it.

C Why not?

A I thought this was the sopt of thing that would be
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found out by normal security check,

Q You were not helping the security check, were you,
sir?

A I would had if I had been asked.

Q Otherwise not?

A 1 didn't volunteer this information;

Q You think your brother today would be a good
security risk?

A I rather think so.

Q Beg pardon?

A I think so,

Q Boctor, will you agree with me that when a man has
been a member of the Communist Party, the mere fact that he
says that he is no longer a2 member, and that he apparently
has no present interest or connections in the Party, does
not show that he is no longer dangerous as a security risk?

A I agree with that.

f Beg pardon?

A I agree with that.

Q You agree with that.

A I would add the fact that he was in the Party in
1942 or 1938, did not prove that he was dangerous, Tt
merely created a presumption of danger. This is my view, and
I am not advocating it.

Q In other words, what you are saying is that a man’'s



denial that he is a member and his apparent lack of interest

or connections is not conclusive by any means, is it?

A
Q

A

Q

A

No.

Did you feel that way in 1943?
I would think so,

Or 19427

I would think so., I need to state that I didn't

think very much about the questions you are pttting and

very little in the terms in which you are putting them,

Therefore, my attempt to tell you what I thought is an attempt

at reconstruction,

Q

Yes, but you couldn't conceive that you would have

had a different opinion in 1943 on a question such as that,

would you, Docta?

A

Q

No,

Have you ever been told, Doctor, that it was the

policy of the Communist Party, certainly as early as 1943,

or say certainly as early as 1941, that when a man

entered confidential war work, he was not supposed to remain

a member of the Party?

A

Q

A

C

No.
No one has ever told you that?
No.

Can you be sure about that, sir? Does that statement

come as a surprise to you?



A I never heard any statemant about the policy of the

Party,
C Doctor, 1 notice in your answer on page 5 you use
the expression "fellow travelers'". What is your definition

of a fellow traveler, sir?

A It is a repugnant word which I used about myself
once in an interview with the FBI. I understood it to mean
someone who accepted part of the pmblic program of the
Communist Party, who was willing to work with and associate
with Communists, but who was not a member of the Party,

(&) Do you think though a fellow travéler should be
employed on a sdcret war project?

A Today?

(A Yes, sir,

A No.

Q Did you feel that way in 1942 and 19437

A My feeling then and my feeling about most of these
things is that the judgment is an integral judgment of what
kind of a m an you are dealing with, Today I think
association with the Communist Party or fellow traveling with
the Communist Party manifestly means sgmpathy for the enemy,
In the period of the war, I would have thought that it was a
questbn of what the man was like, what he would and wouldn’t
do., Certainly fellow traveling and Party membership raised

a question and 8 serious question,



¢ Wereyou ever a fellow traveler?

A I was a fellow traveler.

Q When?

A From late 1936 or early 1937, and then it tapered
off, and I would say I traveled much less fellow afier 1939
and very much less after 1942,

Q How long after 1942 did you continue as a fellow
traveler?

A After 1942 I would say not at all,

Q But you did continue as a fellow traveler until 1942,

A Well, now, Ief us be careful,

Q I want you to be, Doctor,

A I had no sympathy with the Communist line about
the war between the spring of 1940 and when fhey changed.
I did not admire the fashion of their change.

Q Did you cease to be a fellow traveler at the time
of the Nazi-Russian Pact in 19397

A I think I did, yes.

Q Now, are you changing --

A Though there were some things that the Communists
were doing which I still had an interest in.

Q Are you now amending your previous answer that
you were more or less a fellow traveler until 19427

A Yes,I think I am.

MR, GARRISON: Mr. Chairman, I think he testified
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that he tapered off, did he not?

MR, ROBB: I said more or less a fellow traveler.

I was trying to parabhrase.

BY MR. ROBB:
C Do you want to say something more, Doctor?
A Yes,

Q Doctor,. I don't intend to cut you off at any time,
If I ask a question and if you have not completed your answer,
I wish you would stop me and finish your answer.

A Let me‘give you a couple of examples.

Q Yes, sir,

A The Communiéts took an interest in organizing the
valley workers, I think this was long after the Nazi-Soviet
Pact. That seemed fine to me at the time They took an
interest in extricating and replantihg the refugee loyalists
fighters from Spain. That seemed fine to me at the time. I
am not defending the wisdom of these giews. I think they were
idiotic. In this sense I approved of some Communist objectives.
Beating the drums about keeping out of war, especially
after the battle of France, did not seem fine to me,

Q You continued your contributions to Communist
causes through Communist channels until approximately 1942,

A I don®t remember the date. I have no reason to
challenge the date in the Commission's letter.

¢ When did you £ill out and file your first personnel
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A It was in June or July, 1 guess, of 1942,

Q Was that about the time when you ceased to be a
fellow traveler?

A No.,

Q How much before that?

.A I have tried to tell you that this was a gradual
and not a‘sharp affair, Any attempt by me to make it sharp
would be wrong. I tried in my answer to spell outome of the
steps in my understanding, first, of what it was like in
Russia. Second, the apparent pliability of American
Communist positions to Russian interests, and my final boredom
with the thing, It was not somefhing that I can put a date on,
I did not write a letter to the papers.

Q Is it possible, Doctor, for ybu to set a date

when you were sure you were no longer fellow traveling?

A In th& I had no sympathy for any cause the Communists
promoted?
Q Yes, sir,

A I think I can put it this way. After the war and
about the time of this letter --

¢ Which letter?

A My letter to the Indepandent Citizens Committee,
I was clear that I would not collaborate with Communists no

matter how much I sympathized with what they pretended to be
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after. This was absolute. I believe I have not done so since.

Q So that would be the Ultima Thule of yomx fellow
traveling, that date?

A Yes, but I th;nk to call me a fellow traveler in
1944 or 1946 would be to distort the meaning of the word as
I explained it.

Q I think you have explained it pretty well,

A That is right. -

W Doctor, as a result of your experiences and your
knowledge of Communists and Communism, derived from your
brother or wherever, were you able in 1942 and 1943 to
recognize the Communist attitude and the Communist philosophy
in aman?

A In some cases , sure.

Q Would you explain thata little bit?

A My brother never talked Communist philosophy to me.
I don't think it meant anything to him. I don't know. Some
pecople did. They were interested in dialettical materialism
and believed in the nmore dr less determinate course of hiktory
and in the importance bf‘the class war, 1 would have
recognized that,.

Q You knew, of course, in 1943, and the years prior
to that year, that Communists stood for certain doctrines and
certain philosophies and took certain positions, did you not?

A I don't know how much this is what I knew then, but
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it seems clear to me that there were tactical positions on
current issues, which might be very sensible looking or popular
or might coincide with the views of‘a lot of people who were
not communists. There was also the conviction as to the nature
of history, the role of the classes and the changing society,
the nature of the Soviet Union, which 1 would assume was
the core of Communist doctrine, and I am not gquite clear which
of these you are talking about,

Q What I am getting at,\Docto:, and I will put it
very plainly, do you think in 1942 and 1943 you were able
to tell a Communist. when you saw one?

A Somet imes.

Q What time do you think you would not have been
able to?

A In the case of a man who did not talk like omne,

Q What I am getting at is, how could you tell when a
man was talking like one? What would a man who was talking
like a Communist say?

A In 1942 and 1943, I should think that an excessive
pride and interest and commitment in the Soviet Uniomn, a
misstatement of their role, a view that they had always been
right in everything they had done, these would have been
some of the earmarks.

Q Can you give us an example of such a man that you

knew in those years?
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A I remember Isaac Folkoff talking about the wisdom
of the Nazi-Soviet Pact,the strength of the Red Army, the
certainty of Soviet victory at a time when I was very
skeptical of the possibility of Soviet victory.

Q And those were indicia to you that Folkoff was a
Communist, is that right?

A I knew it alsd, but they would have been.

Q When was that, Doctor?

A Obviously after the war started in Russia, ﬁrobably
in the winter of 1941 and 1942,

Q Do you recall where yon heard him make those
statements?

A I think it was'at Berkeley.

Q Where in Berkeley?

A I don't remember, Not a public meeting.
Q At someone’'s house?

A Yes.

Qe Your house?

A Conceivably.

Q He was at your house?

A I think so., My wife is sure not, I don't know.
Q It would not have been‘unusual for him to be

there, would it?

A I don't believe he came more than once if he came

at all, It would have been unusual.
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MR, GRAY: Excuse me, I would like to get that last,
Did you say it would have beemn unusual?
THE WITNESS: .Yes.
MR, GRAY: It would have been unusual?
THE WITNESS: Yes,
BY MR; ROEB:
Q Is there some particular océasion that you had
in mind when he was at your house?
A I remember this conversation I just repeated to you.
'Q Wasn't that at your house?
A I think se. I am not sure.
Q You think so?
A Yes.
Q What was the occasion that he was at your house,
to the best of your recdlection?
A I have no recollection of what brought him., He had
a son, I believe, living in Berkeley,
Q Were there other people present?
A Oh, surely, but I don't know who. There was no
meeting of any kind, no conference, no conclave,
Q Can you think of any other persm that you recall
now during those years of 1942 and 1943, maybe 1544, that
talked and acted like a Communist so that you knew him to be

one?

A Obviously 1 knew Steve Nelson was, and I thipk he
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talked abat the Red Army sometimes, This wasn't a time at
which Communist talk was very easily recognizeable.

Q Would you search your memory for any other example
you might-give us?

A Possibly, though I don't th}nk he was a member of
the Party, Bernard Peters would have talked along those 1lines.

Q Digd Peters ever tell you that he had been a member
of the Party at one time in Germany?

A That was my impression but he told me that I
had misunderstood him. This was before the Nazis --

Q Yes. Anybody else that you can think of that you
can identify as a Communist by his talk and actions?

A In a quite different way and not indicating
Communist connections, Hawkins -- this is David Hawkins --
talke d about philosophy in a way that indicated an interest
and understanding and limited approval, anyway, of Engels, and
SO on

Q 0f who?

A Engels, who was a Communist doctrinaire, whop I
have not read.

Q Was that before Hawkins came to Los Alamos?

A I don't remember when it was, but we have had
several discussions.

Q It was either before he came to Los Alames or

while he was at Los Alamos?
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A Yes.

Q Anybody else?

A That talked like a Communist?

Q Somebody that you were able to identify by these
tesfs that you have given us, these objective indicia of
Communist sympathy or Communist connections?

A Nothing is coming to my mind., If you have a
specific person in mind, why don't you suggest it,

Q MR, ROBB: Let us pass to something else,

Mr, dhairman, it seems to be 11 o'clock, If it
méets ¥ith the Boeard abproval, we might take a brief recess.

MR, GRAY: I think it would be well,

DR, EVANS: I thipk it would be very wise.

(Brief recess,.)



MR. GR@IE The proceeding wiil resume.
BY MR. ROBB:
Q Doctor, do you think that social contacts between
a person employed in secret war work and communists or
communist adherents is dangerous?

A Are we talking about today?

Q Yes.
A Certainly rot necessarily so. They could conceivab-
ly be.

Q Was that your view in 1943 and during the war
years?

A Yes, I think it would have been. My awareness of
the danger would be greater today.

Q But it is fair to say that during the war years
you felt that social contacts between a person employed in
secret war work and communists or communist adherents were
potentially dangerous, is that correct?

A Were conceivably dangerous. I visited Jean Tatlock
in the spring of 1943, I almost had to. She was not much
of a communist but she was certainly a member of the party.
There was nothing dangerous about that. There was nothing
‘potentially dangerous about that.

Q But you would have felt then, I assume, that a
rather continued or constant association between a person

employed on the atomic bomb project and communists or
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communist adherents was dangerous?

A Potentially dangerous; conceivably dangerous.
Look, I have had a lot of secrets in my head a long time, It
does not matter who I associate with, I don't talk about
those secrets. Only a very skilful guy might pick up a
trace of information as to where I had been or what I was up
to. Passing the time of day with a commuﬁist, I don't think
it is wise, but I don't see that it is necessarily dangerous
if the man is discreet and knows what he is up to.

Q Why did you think that social contacts during tpe
war years between persons on the Project -- by the Project
I mean the Atomic Bomb Project -- and communists or communist
adherents involved a possibility of danger?

A We were really fantastic in what we were trying
to keep secret there. The people who were there, the life,
all of us were supposed to be secret. Even a normal account
of a man's friends was something that wé didn't want to get
out. "I saw the Fermis last night"”, that was not the kind
of thing to say.

This was a rather unusual kind of blanket of
secrecy. I don't tink if a communist knows that I am going
to Washington to visit the AEC that is going to give him
any information. But it was desired that there be no know-

ledge of who was at Los Alamos, or at least no massive know-

ledge of it.



Q Did you have any talk with your brother, I :=ni:,
about his social contacts at the time he come on the Project?

A When he came to work for Earnest Lawrence, before
there was any classified work, before I knew about it and
before he was involved in it, I warned him that Earncst
would fire him if he was not a good boy. That is about all
I remember. A

Q You didn't discuss with him his social contact&?

A No.

Q 'Eithar at that time or subsequently?

A If you mean did he ever tell me that he had seen

so and so, Idon't know.

Q No.
A I don't believe we had a systematic discussion.
Q Did you ever urge him to give u p =ny social con-

tacts who might have been communists or communist adhercents?

A I don't know the amswer to that. It doesn't ring

a bell.
| Q If you did, it made no impression on you?
A Not enough to last these years.
Q Doctor, ieferring to your answer -- by the way do

you have a copy of your answer?
A I have a copy of it.
Q I think it would be well if you kept that before

you because I might refer to it from time to time.
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At pages 20 and 21, you speak of the statement
in the letter to General Nichols that you secured the employ-
ment of doubtful persons on the Project and you mentioned
Lomanitz, Friedman and Weinberg. You say on page 21: *When
Lomanitz was inducted into the Army he wrote me asking me
to help his return to the Project. I forwarded a copy of
his letter to fhe Manhattan District Security Officers and
let the maiter rest thexe.”

I will show you the original of the letter signed
by you, dated October 19, 1943, enclosing a copy of a letter
apparently signed by Lomanitz of October 15, 1943, and I
~will ask you --

MR. GARRISON: Mr, Robb, do you have a copy?

MR. ROBB: Yes, we have those.

BY MB. ROBB :

Q I will ask you if your letter is the ome that you
spoke of in your answer?
A Yes.

Q And the enclosure was the ome you had received

from Lomanitz?

A I have not looked at the enclosure, but I have no
reason to doubt it. Yes.

Q Your original letter is on the statiomary of "P.O.
_Box 1663, SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO". Thatwas the Los Alams
address, was it. not?

A That was the only address we had..
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Q The letter is dated October 19, 1943, and reads
as follows:

"Lt. Col. John Lansdale

War Department

Room 2E6661

Pentagon Building

Washington, D. C.

Dear Colonel Lansdale :

I am enclosing a copy of a letter which I just
received from Rossi Lomanitz. You will note that he
states that Dr. Lawrence is interested in having him
return to the project for work, and suggests that I
make a similar request.

Sinée I am not in possession of the facts which
lead to Mr. Lomanitz' induction, I am, of course, not
able to endorse this request in an absolute way. I
can, however,_ say that Mr. Lomanitz' competence and his
past experience on the work in Berkely should make
him a man of real value whose technical service we
should make every effort to secure for the project.
In pafticular, Lomanitz has been working oma part of

Dr. Lawrence's project im which historically I have

a close interest, and which I know is in need of added

perscnnel.
Sincerely yours,
/8/ J. R. Oppenheimer
JRO :pd , J. R. Oppenheimer
Enclosure ' '

CC to Dr. Lawrence"



This is Lomanitz' letter:
PRESIDIO OF MONTEREY
October 15, 1943
"Prof. J. K. Oppenheimer
P. 0. Box 1563
Los Alanos
Saata Fe
New Mexico
Dear Opje:

For four days now I've been a private in the army,
and to date it's not half bad.

We have taken examinations and had interviews in
order to determine where we might best be assigned, and
are walting for the assignment orders to come through
from 9th Corps Aread Headquarters in Fort Doublas, Utah.

Before I left Berkely I spoke to Lawrence and it
was his idea for himself to put in a request that I be
assigned back to work with him. He thought it ﬁight
be quite effective if at the same time you were to ask
for me, either toawork with Lawrence or elsewhere.

I do not know whether or not you are in sympathy
with thisidea; it appecals to me however, and if you
are interested, it might b; wise to put in a request
before assignment has been made by 9th Corps Area
Headquarters, which will cextainly occur within a few
days.

In any case, so far I'm rather enjoying the life
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"here. Monterey is a beautiful place. Although they
work us hard, they do it efficiehtly and with a pur-
pose. The barracks, the mess hall, the grounds are
kept scrupulously clean. The food is excellent and
abundant. There is a small library, a theater, and
heer at the P.X. And themen are easy to get along
with.

I have not heard from Max since he got to Salt

Lake City. I certainly hope he is getting along all

right.

If I am shipped to another camp for basic train-
in, I'll let you hear from me from there.
Respectfully yours,

Private G, R. Lomanitz, A.S.N. 39, 140, 466

Company D; S.C.U. 1930, Group 46

Presidio of Monterey, California”

BY MR. ROBB:

Q Doctor, referring to your letter, you state, "I
am, of course, not able to endorse this request in an abso~
lute way."

What did you mezn by that, sir?

A fhe meaning to me reading it now is that I didn't
know what the security problems were with Lomanitz. I had
Jjust been given a vague account that there were some. The

phrase was that he had been indiscreet. I, therefore, could



not judge whether there was a security hazard in his worlking
on the project. If there was not, it seemed liké . good idea.

Q I see.

A The thing that he was working on had been robbed
of personnel bectuse they came to Los Alamos. One of the
men at Los Aiémos was under great pressure to return to
Berkeley and we needed him at Los Alamos. This is what this
recalls to me.

Q Is this a falr statement: This meant that so far
as you knew he was all right, but there was something else
about him that you didn't know?

A No. What it meant was thaf as far as the techni-
cal side of things went, it would be a éood idea to have him
back. I would leave it to the security officer to decide
whether there were overriding considerations.

Q Did you Kknow aﬁything about him at that *ime that
lead you.to bellevs, except as you have said "vague stuff",
that ke was a security risk?

A ¢ was very vague., I knaew one thing and I reportied
it. Tpat is, that this whole business about Lomanitz had
caused a big £flap -~ hisg being inductsd. I think mors than
one pserson wrote to me about ii. Lasnsdale dida't toll a
wore than that ho had besa gquite indiascreet,

In Bsrieloy I talked with ths sdcurity officer and

either he suggested or he coacurred in the suggesiion thait
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I talk with Lomanitz and see if I could not get him to come
in and talk frankly about what the trouble was. He said there
wasn't anything, there was nothing to talk about. This
didn't reassure me.
Q 0f course, you would not have written that letter

if you had knoown Lomanitz was a communist, would you?

A An active communist?
Q Yes.
A No.

Q Would you if you had known that he had previously
been a communist?

A That would have depended on lots of things -~ what
kind of a man he was, how long ago it was,

Q In all events, you didn't know then, did you?

A No.

Q Would you have written that letter if you had
kpown. that Lomanitz had actually disclosed information about
the project to some unauthorized person?

A Of course not.

Q All you knew was that Lunsdale had said that in
some way or another this Lomanitz had been indiscreet?

A I knew that he‘was a relative of some one in
Oklahoma, I think, who had been involved in a famous sedition
case of some kind. As I said in my answer, I knew that he

had been reluctant to take any part in the war work.
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Q But gertainly would not have wanted to have hin
around or suggested that he be around if you had known that
he was a Communist or if you had known that he had <-vealed
or disclosed information to some unauthorized persoa?

A That is right.

(A} Beg pardon?

A That is right.

Q Your answer at page 21, you say that"in 1943 when
I was allged to have stated that 'I knew several individuals
then at Los Alamos who had been memnbers of e Communist Party’,
I knew of only one. She was my wife." and so forth,

Are you sure that you knewonly one person at Los

Alamos that at that time who had been a member of the
Communist Party?

A 1 would not have written it if it had not been my
best recollection.

Q I thought so. How about Charlotte Serber?

A I don't believe she ever was a member of the Communist
Party.

Q Was she at that time at Los Alamos?

A Yes, and in a responsible position.

Q You did not know?

A No, I don't know today. 1In fact, I don't today
believe.

Q Pardon?
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A I don't today believe unless there is evidence
that I have never heard of,

c It would be a great surprise to you to find that
she had ever been a member of the Party?

A It would,

Q Now, speaking of-surprise, your answer at page
page 21, you state, "I asked for the transfer of David Bohm
to Los Alamos, but this request like all othersx was subject
to the assumption that the usual security requiremeants would
apply. When I was told that there was objection on security
grounds to this tramsfer, I was much surprised but of course
agreed."

By that do you ms an thaﬁ when you asked for the
transfer of Bohm to Los Alamos, so far as you knew there
wa<s nothing wrong with him?

A Absolutely.,

Q Otherwise yotv would not have asked, is that right?

A I askdd for the transfer of my brother, or at least
concurred in it lgter, and there had been something wrong
with him., But if I had known if there was anything wrong,

I would certainly --

Q I believe it w; Col, DeSilva that told you that,
was it not?

A No.

Q About Bohm?
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A No, it was a coded telephone message from General
Groves. When I asked what was wrong, I was told that
he had relatives in Nazi Germany.

Q So he might be subject to pressure from the Nazis?

A I won't pretend that I fully believed this story.
I didn't know what to think,

q That was the only thing that indicated that Bohm
was not a fit man to come to Los Alamos?

A What happened, this was a fairly drammatic thing
and unique, so I remember it. I was in Santa Fe, Gemneral
Groves and I had a little quadratic letter code, He called m=
up and told me in the code that Bohm couid not come, That was
th#t. I asked maybe a couple ofpeople later what was wrong
and they told me this story.

Q  About Nazi Germany?

A Yes.

Q Would De Silva be one of those people?

A I don't rembmber.
Q He was your security man there, was he not?
A Yes. 1 don't remember when he came, There ypas

a first security man,
Q Did you ever talk to DeSilva about Bohm?
.A I remember talking about Weinﬁerg, Peters,
Bohm may have been one of them. 1 think only in terms of a

very general question on DeSilva's part, which of these is the



most dangerous man in your opinion,

Q

Can you fix the approximate time when you got

that information from General Groves about Bohm?

A

-1

Q

You mean that Bolam could not come?
Yes.

That would have been late March,
Of 19437

That is right.

Was there a man named Bernard Peters at the

Berkeley Radiation Laboratory in 19437

A

Q

Yes,

Did you know him?

Yes.

How well did you know him?
Really fairly well,

How had you come to know him?

He was a graduate student in physics and was

interested in theoretical physics, so he was a student of

mine,

Q

I knew both him and his wife personally.

Was your relationship with Peters more than just

the normal relationship of a professor and a student?

A

Q

Yes.
Secial as well?

Yes.

Was he a guest at your house from time to time?



A Yes, he was,

c And his wife as well?

A Yes.
Q And were you and your wife guests at their house?
A I am sure we were.

c How fregquently did you see Peters outside of the
normal contact that you had with him as a professor? 1 am
talking now about the years 1942 and 1943, and so on,

A I think after early 1943, not frequently.

Q Because you were down at Los Alamos?

A No, even before that, After it was clear that
Peters was not going to Los Alamos, I had raised with him the
questbn of whether he would ,

Q Raised with Peters?

A Yes, of whether he would come. The fact that he
was the right kind of physicst and that she was a doctor and
we were short of doctors made this an attractive deal. They
decided not to come. I think in 1941 we saw quite a lot of
them,

Q When did you first meet Peters?

A I don't remember, the date. 1t would have been in
the late Thirties, either at the time or shortly before
the time that he came to study in the graduate school.

Q When did he come to study there?

A I can do a little dead reckoning.
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Q Approximately.

A Approximately 1948 or something like that,

Q I believe you said that you suggested to Peters
he would be a good man to come down to Los Alawmos,

A I did.

Q And Mrs, Peters, being a doctor, you thought she
could be of hep down there, too.

A I certainly did.

Q When was that, Doctor?

A It would have been late 1942,

Q Late 19427

A That is right,

Q Mrs. Peters, you say, was a doctor. Did she ever
act as your physician?.

A Yes, she did. Ithink only once in the spring of
1941, It may have been more frequent, 11 remember that time,

Q But your relations with her were both prefessional
and social, I take it.

A Oh, yes.

Q As of 1943 or 1942, what did you know ‘about the
background of Dr. Peters?

A I knew that he had been caught as a student --
his father was a professional man of some kind whom I met,
they lived in Berkeley -- that he had been caught, I believe,

in Munich at the time of Hitler's rise to power; that he
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lmd taken part in that struggle. 1 would then have said --
I have subsequently said -- as a Communist, He has told me
that this is an exaggeration. He was put in Daschau, that
he managed tn get out, that his wife and he escaped the
country, that they came to this country, that they made some
sort of a deal or agreement that he would work and she would
go to medical school, and then she would work and he would go
to college or to the university. These are in broad outlines
the background.

Q Did you regard Peters as in any way a dangegrous
man to be on a secret war project?

A I am alleged to have said so.

Q Did you say so?

A I think I did.
Q When?
A At Los Alamos,
Q When?

A I think in 1943.

Q 19437

A But I am not sure. I think not that he was a
dangerous man to have on a secret war project, no. I think
what I was asked by DeSilva, "Here are four names, Bohm
Weinberg and somebody else and Peters; which of these would

you regard as the most likely to be dangerous, and I think I

answered Peters.
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Q Was that after you had suggested to Peters that he
come to Los Alamos?

A It was,

Q How long after?

A A year and a quarter, something like that,

Q When had you formed that view that Peters might be a
dangerous man?

A During the period that he decided not to come to
Los Alamos.

Q What baused you to form that opinion?

A The way he talked about things.

Q Had he ever told you that he was a member of the
Communist Party in Germany?

A I believe that he had, or that I had been told it
by a friend, I believed that he had. He told me later that
I had misunderstood him,

Q When did you believe that he told you that?

A Early.

Q When?

A Late Thirties,

Q Who was the friend that you thought might have told

you?
A Possibly Jean Tatlock.

Q Did she know Peters, too?

A Yes.



Q Quite well?

A She knew Hannah Peters quite well..

o

Did you know anything about Mrs. Peters' background?

Much less.

>

Q What did you know about her?

A That she also escaped from Germany, that she
went to Italy, tht she had been in medical school in this
country.

C What did you know about her association with the
Communist Party? |

a Literally nothing.

Q Wasn't it pretty well known that Peters Lad been a
Communist, and when I say wasn't it, I mean in 1941, '42 and '
'437

A I an not sure,

Q What is your best judgment?

A I would say it was not well known.
Q You would say it was not?
A But I am not sure,

Q Did anyone else besides Miss Tatlock tell you
anything abaut Peters' Communist connections?

A No. The way in which this story came to me was
that he had been involved in the great battle betwesen the
Communists and the Nazis in Germany; not that he was a member

of the Communist Party in this country or anything like that,



I think it came from him and I don't think it came from Miss
Téatlock, but I am not sure,

c Doctor, you have told us that to the best of
your recollection Peters told you maybe in 1938 that he had
been a member of the Communist Party. You testified, 1
think you said in 1942 or 1943, you suggested to him that he
come to Los Alamos, is that correct?

A That is right,

Q What test did you apply at the time you suggested
that he come to Los Alamos to satisfy yourself that he had
gsevered any connection with the Communist Party?

A I didn't think and I don't think'hé had a conuection
with;hgomm nist Party for five, six, seven or eight years,
since he left Germany., That was a different Commurist Party.

Q What I am asking you, sir, is how did you reach
that copclusion? What test did you apply?

A He spke disparagingly of the Party.

Q When was that?

A From time to time all during this period. He never
indicated any connection with it, though we often saw each
other. I was just sure that he had no connection with the
Communist Party.

Q Did there come a time when you changed that opinion?

A No.

Q Are you satisfied that he never had any connection
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with the Communist Paty?

A I really know nothing about it after 1942,
Therefore my satisfaction doesn't mean much except with
regard to that time,

Q Doctor, this young man, Giovanni Rossi Lomanitz,
I believe you called him Rossi, didn't you?

A That is the name he went by,

Q Hewas a student of yours?

A Yes. |

Q When?

A Well --

.Q I might assist you with that,

A Why don't you tell me?

Q The record shows that he graduated at Oklahcma with
a B,A. in physics in 1940, Then I believe he came to
Berkeley and became a student of yours, Is that in accord
with your recollection?

A It could be.

Q He went to work at the Radiation 4aboratory at
Berkeley on June 1, 1942, 1Is that in accord with your memooy?

A I have no mcollection.

Q But you would accept that?

A Sure.

Q The record also shows he was born October10, 1921,

O f course, you don"'t know that, but he was quite a young man.



A He was extraordinarily young.

Q Which would make him not'quite 21 when he went to
work at the Laboratory.

A Yes.

Q Did he take his doctorate under you?

A No, I don’'t think he got through with it, He was
studying for it when the war interrupted. 1 am pot certain

on this point,.

(4 Did you ask Lomanitz to come to work on the project?
A Not in those terms. Whét I remember of it, I put
down in my answer, that I endeavored to persuade him that
he ought to be willing to do work on behalf of his country.
Q It might be helpful to the Poard if we had an
answer to a statement made to you in a letter to you from
General Nichols at page 5.
MR, GRAY: Which letter is this?
MR. ROBB: Letter of December 23, 1953, page 5:
"In the case of Giovanni Rossi Lomanitz, you urged him to
work on the project."”
BY MR. ROBB:
Q Is that true?
A I don't know, I urged him to work on military
problems, |
e The particular problem you haa in mind was the atomic

bomb, wasn't it?
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A Yes, but there were lots of other military under-
takings. I believe that this report stems from my own
account. I dan't know where else it comes from, If that is
true, I go ahead and accept it, but I don't remember at this
point.

Q I will continue the réading from the letter of
General Nichols, "In the case of Giovanni Rossi Lomanitz,
you urged him to work on the project, although you stated
that you knew that he had been very much of a red when he
first came to the University of Califormnia."

Did you so state?

A I have no recollection of it, I have no reason to
doubt it,

Q "And that you emphasized to him that he must forego
all political activity if he came onto the project."

Did you so emphasize?

A I doubt that,

Q Yo doubt it?

A Yes, because I never knew of any political activity,

Q "In August, 1943, you protested against the
termination of his deferment.”

Did you do that?
A Do we have anything on that, Mr, Garrison?
Q Don't you have any recollection one way or another

without assistance from the counsel?
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A I don't -- that is, I don't have any recollection

of to whom or in what terms. Did 1 communicate with Lansdale
about that?

MR, GARRISON: We have in our file a copy, 1 assume
Dr. Oppenheimer will recall it, to Colonel James C. Marshall,
Manhattan District, New York Oity, dated 7-31-43, '"Understand
tht the deferment of Rossi Lomanitz, left in charge of my
end of work for Lawrence Project by me, requested by Lawrence
and Shane, turned down by your office. Believe.understand
reasons but feel that very serious misfake is being made.
Lomanitz now only man at Berkeley who can talke this
responsibility. Fis work for Lawrence preeminently satisfactory
If he is drafted and not returned promptly to project,
Lawrence will request that I release one or two of my men,
1 shall not be able to accede to this. Therefore, urge you
support defefment of Lomanitz or insure by other means his
continued availability to project. Have communicated with
Fidler and am sending this to you in support of what I
regard as urgent request. Lomanitz déferment expires
August 2."

Do you recall that now?

THE WITNESS: It is obviously right. I didn't
recall it,

BY MR. ROBB:

Q You sent that telegram?



A Sure.

Q And you didn't recall that when I asked you the
question whether you protested the deferment of Lomanitz?

A No, I didn’'t,

Q You had not seen that until your counsel rsad it?

A 1 saw itat the time, I have not been over this file.

Q You have not been over that?

MR; GARRISON: Mr, Chairman, would it be proper for
me to say that this was a file given to me by Mr., Marks
who had very much earlier discussed this with Dr, Oppenheimer,
I don't know at what point. I have not been over it with
Dr, Oppanheimer myself,

MR, ROBB: Mr, Chairman, may I inquire what other
official papers that Mr. Marks had that he turned over to
counsel for Dr. Oppenheimer,

MR, GARRISON: Is this an official paper?

MR, ROBB: It certainly is.

MR, GRAY: I believe this 1is an official paper.

I think at least I have a copy of it here.

MR, ROBB: I have the original here, It is
stamped confidential, It came from the records of the
Manhattan District., I am slightly curious to know what Mr,
Marks, a lawyer in private practice, is doing with parts of
the files of the Manhattan Engineering District.

MR. GRAY: Can you throw any light on this?



IHe GAHRISON: I don’'’t know.

MR, GRAY: Could you say whether by looking at that
file there seem t™ be documents of a classified nature in 1t?

Mﬁ. JATRISON: I really don't know. I homnestly loolad
a’ -this just now, I do think I went cover with gre:s: spe=d ovar
thet a minute ortwo ago.

[, GRAY: Perhaps the Chair should say that this
is not a fair inquiry to put you 1o s:nce Mr, Marls is not
available, at least at this point, to énswer the question,
I think the record should reflect that at least there seems
to be some reason for concern and inquiry as to how, as
counsel snid, thare seems to be in the possession of a civiliun
lawyer in the community at least a documqnt which is an
official document, and which so far as this record shows is
still marked classified with the classification of
"confidential”. I think it is unfair to expect you to answer
that question.

I think, however, I should say for the record that
this Board may find it desirable to pursue this paint further,

MR. GARRISCN: Mr. Chairman, I shall make diligent
inquiry during the noon hour and tell you all that I can.

MR, GRAY: Thank you,

MR. ROBB: Mr. Chairman, if I might add, I trust
that Mr. Garrison will inquire of Mr, Marks whether or not

as General Counsel when he left his employment with the
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Commissicn as General Counsel, he took any other records or
papers from the files.

THE WITNESS: I believe that Mr. Marks would have
gotten this in a very differont way., If I had a file on
this subject of Lomanitz, or if there were things around in
my file and my secretary assembled them, he would have gotten
it that way. I believe this to be correct.

BY MR. ROBB:

Q Doctor, do you have in your files now any other
government records or papers which you have not returned to
the Commission?

A I was supposed to retétrn everything, I directed my
seéretary to return everything, and I doubt very much if I
have anything.

Q I know you were supposed to return everything. My
question was, sir, did you?

A I signed a statement saying that I had directed my
secretary to return to the Commission all classified documents.

Q Doctor, I am sorry. I don’t want to fence with you.
Would you please answer my question. Did jou return all

the government records you had fm your possession?

A From the Commission?
Q From the Commission or any other source.
A From the Commission,

Q From the Commission? You still have some government



records from other sourcec?
A Yes, they are in a vault., I don't hwe them
accessible.'

MR, GARRISON: Because of my ignorance, I just raisc
the question whether a copy of this thing was Commission or
government property? I just don't know.

MR, ROBB: I don't know., I am just cmrious to know.

Mll. GRAY: 1Is there any indication of a classifica-
tion on the copy you have?

MR. GARRISON: No.

MR. ROBB: 1 have the original here of that teletype

It is marked confidentinl,

BY MR BB
Q Doctor, would that have been sent in code?
A I don't know, but everything that went out of-

Los Alamos was confidential because we were confidential,

Q Is ther= any question that this telegram was
sent over’': government wire?

A None .

Q It was, Qas it not?

A Sure, |

Q You didn’'t consider that telegram to be a part of
your peisonal records, did you, sir, =s distinct from the
record of the Manhattan Engineering Project?

A If I took a copy of it, I did.
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Q But you have told us it was sent over a government
wire and presumably at government éxpense on a matter of
official business, is that right?

A That is right.

Q Now, getting back to the question that we started
with, it is true that in August 1943, you protested against
the termination of the deferment of Lomanitz, is that correct?

A That is right.

Q And it is true that you requested that he be
returned to the project after his entry into the military
service?

A That is right,

MR, GRAY: Excuse me, Mr. Robb. In Nichols' letter
this is all in one sentence. It says, "In August 1943 you
protested the termination of his deferment and requested that
he be returned to the project after his qntry intb the
military service."

This latter suggested action did not take place
in August 1943, I think the record should show, In fact,

I don't think there has been any testimony here about the
request that he be returned to the project after he entered
thg military.

BY MR, ROBB:

Q That was your ldtter of October 19, 1943, was it

not, Doctor?
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A That is right. Tha" is the onme 1 have beforas ma,
DR, GRAY: I beg your parddn. This is th:o letter
that was read into the record.
BY MR. ROBB:
Q Thi requested that he be returned.
A If there were no security‘obJections.
MR, GRAY: That was dated Octoberl9, 1943,
MR, ROBB: Yes.,
BY MR. ROBB:

(o Doctor, how well did you know Lomanitz when he
went to work at the Radiation Laboratory on June 1, 19427

A Not very well,

o Did you come to know him better thereafter?

A No. Certainly somewhat better, because we would
see each other from time to time.

Q Did you have any relationship with him other than
the relationship of professor and student?

A Obviously this talk that I had with him was somewhat
abnormal for the relation of professor and student. Otherwise
not, I should think,.

Q Did he call you by your first name?

A Robert? No,

Q Did he call you "Oppy"?

A He did in this letter.

¢ Did he do that habitually?
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A I don't know,

Q What did you call him?

A Rossi, I think,

Q What did you know about his background, his past,
at the time he came onto the project on June 1, 19427

A I knew but I no longer recall the comnection in
Oklahoma,

Q Would you tell us about that?

A He had an uncle or a relative who was tried on a
sedition charge. It was a very major affair and was
reported in the press shortly before he came to Berkeley. He
was recommended as an extremely brilliant student,

Q Who recommended him?

A The people at the University of Oklahoma,

Q Do you récall who they were?

A No. Background beyond that -~ background shen he
came, tbothing.

Q When did --
MR, GARRISON: Were you going to finish?
BY MR. ROBB:
Q Had you finished?
A This was as to the time when he arrived in Berkeley.
Q No, I am asking you at the time when he went to work
cn the Secret project on Jume 1,,1942, what you knew about
him as of that time.

#
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A After that I know something about his work, I
knew he tolked in a fairly wild way.

Q What do you mean by that?

A For instince, the siatement that he didn't care,
not that he didn't care, but it seeme 4 to him that the war was
so terrible that it didn's maiter which side won, which I
tried to tzlklhim out of, That didn't seem to me a very
sensible statement.

Q Anything else?

A 1 don't think so.

C Did you know a2t the time ha came on the project that
he had been what you described as a_réd?

A That was she story which he arrived with in Berkeley.
Other graduate students told me that,

Q Who?

A I don't remember.

Q Weinberg?

A No., -

Q Bohm?

A No.

Q You are cuite sure it was not Weinberg or Bohm?
A Positive.

Q But you can't recall who it was?

A That is right.

What was the name of that case in Oklahoma, do you

o



remember?

A I think it was Lomanitz,

Q Was it the Allen case?

A I am sorry I don't know,

Q You say it wa< a criusinal sedition or syndicalisgm
case?

A I hqve not looked this up., It was hearsay at the
time, or newspaper stuff., I can't tell you beyond the fact
that it was a sedition or syndicalism case of some kind,

Q Did you discuss it with Lomanitz?

A I believe not,

Q Beg pardon?

A i believe not,

Q You have mentioned several times a comversation you
had with Lowanitz just prior to the time when he camc to work
on the secret prgect at Berkeley. Would you search your
recollection and tell us all you can tell us about that
conversation?

A I told you thathe explained that he wanted to continue
to study physicg, that he was not eager to participate in the
war effort., I argued with him about it, I don't know
whether I convinced him at the time,

Q Is that all you recall about 1it?

A Yes.

Q Where did that conversation take place?
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A [ think it was up in our home on Eagle 1Hil7l,
Q “hen you say '"our", you mean your home?
A Yes., I think I asked him to &ome up to t:'k to me.
I am not certain of that.

Q Did you in that conversation discuss his radical

political activities? ?

A My memory is not,

Q Was there anything said about him going to work in
the shipyards?

A I don't remember it, I think not.

Q Did you know anything about hs radical or
political activities at that time?

A No.

Q Did you lay down any conditions to Lomanitz which
you thought he should abide by in the event he went to work
on the secret project at Berkeley?

A This has a much more sinister sound than anything
I could have said. I -might have said he should behave himself,

Q What did you mean by that ?

A He should not do anything wild or foblish.

Q Such as what? i

A Such as make speéches.

Q About what?

A About the injustice of the world, the folly of

the war or ay of the things that he shot is face off about.
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Q What led you to think that he might?

A Because ; had listemed to him talk for a year or so.

Q Where had you heard his talk?

A This is not public speeches. 1 mean his ccnversation,

Q Where hac you heard thosc?

A In the physics department,

Q You mean in the classrooms?

A No, in the offices.

Q So at beast to that extent your relationslip with
him had not been strictly that of a professor and a student,
had it?

A The relations between me and my student were
not that I stood at the head of a class and lectured.

Q I understand that, Doctor, Was it customary for
your student to talk to you about the injustices of the
world and things of that sort?

A It was not uncustomary to talk to each other and
me about anything that was on their minds.

Q But you are quite sure that you knew nothing
about Lomanitz's past radical or political activities at
the time --

A Activities, no,

Q  Why do you emphasize activities?

A Because though I don't remember well, I do remember

talk and not what he said but the general color of it.



C Do you remember any politicul talk?

A o,

Q You are quite sure that you laid down no conditions
for him to abide by in the event he went to work on the
secret project?

A Beyond whaét I have said.

Q "as there any reason for you to lay down such
conditions?

A I have told you that I knew nothing of political
activity.

Q Tha 1is what I thought. ©Now, prior to the time
when Lomanitz wert om the secret projsct in Jume 1942, did
youdiscuss with any security office r anything that you knew
about Lomanitz's background?

A No, becaus=z -- well, no.

Q You dicdn’'t tell any security officer that you knew
his fawily had becen mixed up in a criminal case in Oklahoma
‘nvolving sediticn?

A No.

C Yous may have answered this, Doctor, but how did you
hear =zbout that case?

A I 2m not clear. Either by reading about it -- no,
somcebody in the department tcid me about it,

MR, GRAY: May I ask, did this decision involve

the Communist Party?
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BY MR, ROBB:
Q It was a criminal syndicalism case,
A I am not clear. It was sedition or criminal
gyndicalism,

Q Pid you understand it involved Communist 2ctivities?

A It was not clear to me, but revolutionary activity,
or alleged revolutionary activity.

Q It might have been Communist, is that correct?

A Yes.

Q As we have seen, there came a time,did there not,
when you learned that Lomanitz was about to be inducted into
the army?

A That is right.

¢ How did you learm that?

A I first.heard it in a letter from Dr, Condon,

Q Dr, who?

A Condon,

Q Condon?

A Yes.

Q What is his first name?
A Edward.

Q Edward Condon?

A That is right.
Q How did he happen to write ynu about it?

A He. had been at Los Alamos as Associate Director



and left after a relatively short time and he transicrred
to Berkeley where he was involved in getting a transition
from the laboratory work to the copnstriction work under
Westinghouse. He was director of resez;ch or associate
director of research for Westinghouse. He was working in
Berkeley.

One of the things he was wori:ing on was tlis
invention that I mentioned a day or so ago, Why he wrote
me about it , I don’t know. He wrote me about it in a great
sense of outrage.

Q About when was that?
A I don't recall,

Do you have a copy of that letter?

» O

I don’t have a copy of that.

MR, GARRISON: 1 don't know., I have not seen it.
FHE WITNESS: I doubt it

BY MR, ROBB:

Q This would be about when?

A It would have been at the time the matter came up.
Q That was about July.

That is right. Somewhat earlier, I think.

»

Q A little earlier?
A I think I went to Berkeley in July. 1 may have

my dates mixed up.

Q You made quite a stir about the matter, didmn't you?
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A Apparently I dig.
Q You sent the teletype that we have seen.,
A That is xght.
Q Whom did you talk to about 1t?
A Lansdale, when he was in Los Alamos,

That is Colonel Lansdale?

O

>

That is right,

C The security of ficer of the District?

A That is right, a security officer whose name I
no- lonpger remember in Berkeiey;

c Would that be Captain Johnson?

A It is not that you can refresh my memory. I really
don’'t know.

Q Would it be Colonel Pash?

A I remember him.
Q Did you talk to him about it?
A That I think is possible.

Anybody else?

> 0

I don't think so,

Q During that period of time when this matter was
under discussion and consideration did you talk to Lomanitz
about it?

A With the approval or the suggestjon, I don't remember,
of the security officer, I endeavored to persuade Lomanitz

to get the thing straight with the security people, He
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assured me that there was nothing to get straight,

Q Did you talk to him on the telephone?

A I don't remember, I thought I talked to him in
person.

Q I think you did, but did you ako talk to him
on the telephone on several occasions?

A I have no recollection of that, but you apparently
know that I did.

Q By the way, did you talk to Dr, Weinberg about
Lomanitz's induction?

A At that time?

Q At that time orat any time?

A. I would be virtually certain not.

Q At the time you discussed this matter with Colonel
Lansdale, what did he tell you about it?

A That Lomanitz had been indiscreet.

Q Did Lansdale tell you what the indiscretion was?

A No.

& Did Lansdale tell you or suggest to you that a
rather thorough investigation was being made in connection
with Lomanitz?

A A thorough investigation?

Q Yes, sir,

A I don’'t believe so. Maybe he said we have looked

into the ma tter very completely, or something like that.
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Q Did you understand either from Lansdale or anybody

else that there was a n investigation revolving around
Lomanitz at that time?

A I understood that there was an investigation --
I won't say an investigation -- but that something had been
found out, and that people were worried, and they were trying
to get it straightened out.

Q Worried about what?

A The alleged indiscretion.

Q wOrried‘about security?

A Yes,

Q Security meant espionage, didn't 1it?
A Not to me.

Q It didn®t?

A I didn't know what this was all about,

Q But you knew there was some investigation going on,
didn't you?

A Yes.

Q I notice in your answer at page 21, yop say that
you assumed thatLomanitz would be checked by the security
of ficers as a matter of course., Is that correct?

A 1 gay that,

Q Having that assumption in mind at the time
Lomanitz joined the secret project, did you tell fhe security

officers anything thatyou knew about Lomanitz's background?



I knew very little about hie background 2nd I told
them cothing.

Q However much you knlw, you 'told them nothing.

A That is right.

Q You didn't think that would have been appropriate
for you to do?

A I do today.

Q You do today?

A Yes.,

Q Why?

A I think it would have been appropriate for me to
tell the security officers anything I knew, but I didn't at
that time volunteer any information.

Q Why do you today think it would be appropriate?

A I understand it as the proper relation of an
employee to his government.,

Q Doctor, wha{ I am asking you is why do you so under-
stand. What is your reasoning?

A That part of the obligation of a government
employee is to make information available,

Q You knew that the security of this popnject was of
vital importance to the United States, did you not?

A I did,

Q And you had information, however little you think

it was;, which had a bearing upon whether ornot Lomanitz was a
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good security risk, didn't you?

A That is right,

Q And you now understand, do you not, that it was
your duty to make that information available to the security
officers? 1Is that correct?

A That is right.

Q Egpecially in view of the fact that you had urged
Lomanitz to join the project, is that correct?

A That is right,

Q But you didn't do it.

A That is right.

Q Yoo have said that Lomanitz was not a close friend

A That is right,

Q So that your failure to make that information
available was not because of any ties of friendship, was it?

A No,

Q I notice in your telegram, which.Mr. Garrison has
read,to Colonel Marshall -- by the way, who was Colonel
Marshall?

A He was before General Groves took charge the head
of the Manhattan District. What his position at this moment
was, I am not clear,

Q I notice in your telegram, in which you state that

this is an urgént request, you saythat Lomanitz was the only
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man in Berkeley who could take this responsibility, and so
forth, Lomanitz at that time was 21 years old, wasn't he?

A 22, 1 guess, by the record.

Q After he left and went in the Army, did the
project suffer very seriously?

A I think it was taken over by Peters who had been
doing something different.

Q Lomanitz's job was taken ~ver by Peters?

A I believe so, but I am not sure, At that time I
was pretty busy with my own troubles.

Q Did you suggest Peters as a possibility for that
job?

A No.

Q What I am getting at is, the project did not collapse
after Lomanitz left, did it? .

A No. The things were put into the Oak Ridge plants.
I don't know what arrangements were made,

Q Yes, sir, Doctor, on page 22 of your letter of
March 4, 1954, you speak of what for convenience I will call
the Eltonton-Chevalier incident.

A That is right.

Q You describe the occasion when Chevalier spoke to
you about this matter.

Would you please, sir, tell the Board as accurately

as you can and in as much detail as you can exactly what



428
Chevalier said to you, and you said to Chevalier, on the
occasion that you mention on page 22 of your answer?

A This is one of those things cthat I had so many
occasions to think about that I am not going to remember fhe
actual words. I am going to remember the nature of the
conversation,

Q Where possible I wish you would give us the actual
words,

A I an not going to give them %o you.

Q Very wekl.

A Chevalier said he had seen George Eltenton
recently.

MR, GRAY: May I interrupt just a moment? I believe
it would be useful for Dr, Oppenheimer to describ e the
circumstanees which led to the conversation, whether he called
you or whether this was a casual meeting.

MR, ROBB: Yes, sir.

THE WITNESS: He and his wife --

BY MR, ROBB:

Q May I interpose, Doctor? Wouldyou begin at the
beginning and tell us exactly what happened?

A Yes, One day, and I believe you have the time fixed
better than I do in the winter of 1942-43, Haakon Chevalier
cane to our home. It was, I believe, for_dinner, but possibly

for a drink., When I went out into the pantry, Chevalier



followed me or came with me to help me. He said, "I saw
George Eltenton recently." Maybe he ssked me if I remembered
him. That Eltenton had told him that he had a wethod, .

he had means of getting technical infeormation to Soviet
scientists. He didn't describe the means. I thought 1 said
"But that is treasom", but I am not sure. I said anyway
something, "This is a terrible thicg to do."” Chevalier said
or expressed aomplete agréemento That was the end of it

It was a very brief conversation.

Q That is all that was said?

A Maybe we talked about the drinks or something like
that .

Q I mean about this matter, Doctor, haq,Chevalier
telephoned you or communicated with you prior to that occasion
to ask if he might see you?

A I don't think so, I don't remember. We saw each
other from time to time. If we were having didner together
it would not have gonme just this way. Maybe he called vp and
said he would like to come.

Q It could have been that he called you and you
said come over for dimmer, is that correct?

A Any of these things could have been,

Q You said in the beginning of your recital of this
matter that you have described that occasion on many, many

occasiions, is that right?
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A Yes.

W Am I to conclude from that that it has become
pretty well fixed in your mind?

A I am afraid so.

Q Yes, sir, It is a twice told tale for you,

A It sertainly is,

Q Ot is not something that happened and you forget
it and then thought about it next ten years later, is that
correct?

A That is right.

Q Did Chevalier in that coﬁversation say anything
to you about the us? of microfilm as a means of transmitting
this information?

A No.

Q You are sure of that?

A Sure.

Q Did he say anything about the possibility that tfxe
information would be transmitted through a man at the Soviet
Consulate?

A No, he did not,

Q You are sure about that?

A I am sure about that,

Q Did he tell you or indicste to you in any way
that he had talked to anyone but you abbut this matter?

A No.



Q You are sure about that?

A Yes,

Q Did you learn from anybody else or hear that
Chevalier had approached anybody but you about this matter?

A No.

Q You are sure about that?

A That is right.

Q You had no indication tr no information suggesting
to you that Chevalier had made any other approach than the
one to you?

A No,

Q You state in your description of this incident in
your amnswer that you made some strong remark to Chevalier,
Was that your remark, that this is treasonous?

A It was a remark that either said -- this is a
path that has been %alked over too often, and I dom’'t
remember what terms I said this ts terrible.

Q Didn't pou use the word "treason"?

A I cau tell you the story of the word "treasomn".

Q Would you answer that and then explain?

A I don't know.

Q You don't knoy now?

A No, I don’'t know.

Q Did you think itwas treasonous?

A 1 thought it was terrible,

Q Did you think it was treasonous?
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A To take information from the United States and
ship it abroad illicitly, sure.

Q In other words, you thought thgt the course of
action suggested to Eltenton was treasonous,

A Yes.

Q Since Eltenton was not a citizen, if it was not
treasonous, it was criminal, is that correct?

A O0f course. -

Q In other words, you thought that the course of
conduct suggested by Eltenton was an attempt at espionage,
didn't you?

A Sure,

Q There is no question about it.,

Let me ask you, sir: Did you know this man

Eltenton?
A Yes; not well,
Q How had you come to know him?

A Perhaps "know" is the wrong word. I had met him

a couple of times.

Q How?

A I remember one occasion which was not when 1
methim, but when 1 remember seeing him. I don’t remember

tha occasion of my meeting him, Do you want me to describe

the cccasion I saw him?

Q Yes, sir.
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A I am virtually certain of this, Some time after

we moved to Eagle Hill, possibly in the autumn of 1941, a
group of people came to my house one afternoon to discuss
whether or not it would be a good idea to set up a branch of
the Association of Scientific Workers., We ooncluded
negatively, and I know my own views were negative, I think
Eltenton was present at that meeting.

DR, EVANS: What was that?

THE WITNESS: 1I think Eltenton was present at that
time. That is.not the first time I met him, but it is one of
the few times 1 can put my finger on.

BY MR. ROBB:

c Do you recall who else was present at that meeting?

A The 1list is not going to be comprehensive and it
may be wrong. I rather think Joel Hildebrand of the
Chemistry Department at Berkeley, Ernest Hilgard of the
Psychology Department at Stanford. ' There were several people
from Sanford, six or seven people from Berkeley.

Q Was your brother Frank there?

A I don'’t think so.

Q Was Pavid Adelson there?

A I am not sure, I doubt it, but it is possible,

Q He miéht have been?

A Yes,.

Q Was. a. man named Jerome Vinograd there?
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A I don't think I knew him, -
Q Was he there whether you knew him or not?
A I don't know.

MR, ROBB: Mr, Chairman, I 1ee it is half past
twelve, Would you want to adjourn now, This is a good
stopping place now, |

MR. GRAY: I think so.

We will reconvene at 2 o'clock.

(Thereupon &t 12330 p.m., a recess was takem until

2 o'clock p.m,, the same day.)



AFTERNOON SESSION 2 p.m,

MR. GRAY: We will begin the proceeding ncwv,

The record should show tke presence of Lir. Herbert
S. Marks.

MR, GARRISON: Mr. Chairman, I would like %o as
Mr. Herbert S. Marks, associated with me as counsel in this
matter to make a brief statement about how the apy of the
tgletype message that I read into the record this morning
from Dr. Oppenheimer to Colonel Marshall came into first his
possession and then mine.

MR, GRAY: All right, sir,

MR, MARKS: Shortly after the General Manager's
letter to Dr, Oppenheimer notifying him of this matter of
the proceedings =-- shortly after that but comnsiderably be-
fore My, Garrison came into this case -- I began working in
Dr. Oppenheimer's behalf in preparation for it.

On ope occasion -~ I think it was the latter part
of December -- I was in Princeton and asked for whatever |
material Dr, Oppenheimer had there which might bear on any
of the allegations in the letter.

As I recall, Dr. Oppenheimer's secretary gave me
this particular folder or this particular batch of letters.
The top omne, which is a letter to Dr. Oppenheimer from Col.
Lansdale, dated October 22, 1943 -- this is a copy that I

have -- was marked "Confidential", but the word "Cancelled"



was written over '"Confidontial". There also appearc:d :
notation "Classific:tion Cancelled through the Atomic Energy
Commission, H. . Carroll )s/ for the Chief, Declassiiication
Branch" .

I notice that the date under that cancell:iion 1=
1-29-53. I thipk that must be in erroxr because this trip
that I have r=ference to would have been in December of 1253
and not January 1953, The explanation. which as I remember
Dr. Oppenheimer's secretary gave me was, this was juat at
the time when the Commission's represemntatives were in
Princeton transferring or taking away iiles that Dr. Oppen-
heimer had there which were classified.

Dr. Oppenheimer's secretary cxplained further to
- me that in the course of her releasing these classifieq
files to the Atomic Energy Commission, as she had bccn in-
structed to do, she went over them and ideniified ceriain
items of correspondence which seemed tc be of an ess:-ntially
non~classified character and made arrargements with the
security officer for their declassification.

Without checking with her I can't be sure that
this explanation is the one that accournts for all of the
papers in this particular batch, of which the one reierred
to this morning, the toletype, which I believe was tho one
with the date of 7-31-43, of which that Item was onec.

Without checking with Dr. Oppenheimer's secretary



I can't be sure that this is the exblanation, but I think it
is.

MR, GRAY: Is it your impression that the =zccurity
officers declassified that whole file ss of whatever date
in December it was?

‘MR. MARKS: You see, all I have, Mr. Gray, is the
top letter of the batch with "Confidential" marked on it,
and then cancelled out and noteé declassified.

Thesé are apparently copies of material which Dr,
Oppenhéimer's secretary made and I assume she kept whatever
she copied from. The only thing.I can conjecture is that
that declassification must have been intended to apply to
the whole batch, but perhaps Mr. Carroll of the Commission
could be checking on that and we will also do so with Dr.
Oppenheimer's secretary, if you wish.,

MR. GRAY: I think I should say for the record
that although the original of the telefype message that we
have been discussing -- I have forgotten the date of it -- is
in the possession of the Board and is itself marked "Confi-
dential"”, of course, I have have no information as to when
this was classified confidential -- whether when sent or
some later date. -

MR. ROBB: I do not know.

MR. GRAY: We do not know.

DR. OPPENHEIMER : All teletypes out of Los Alamos



carried the security designation vhatevar their contoat.

MR. CFAY: I would guess that, but I was noi in-
formed on that poirt. So I assume this was originally a
confidential message. Again I assume this is the original.

MR. GARRISON : ’I would like, &r, Chairman, to give
you the whole filas for your inspection and that of the Eoard,

MR. GRAY: Of course, some of this is correspon-
dence between Dr. Oppenheimer and Lomanitz, and includes
these communications.

‘I don't think there is any point in dwelling on
this at the moment, Mr. Garrison, I think Mr, Marks has
given us the best explanation he can give. Unless some
member of the Board or counsel, Mr., Robb, has any queciions
of Mr. Marks, perhaps we better proceed with the hearing.

MR. MARKS: I understand, Ifr, Gray, that there
was a question this morning as to whether I had any other
file. I think there was this file and one other that
could have been -- one or two more, although I doubt it --
in any case when we decided to concentrate the final prepara-
tion of the case in Ir. Garrison's office, I simply scribbled
on them as on this file, "Dr. Oppenheimer's own files"”, and
turned them over to Mr., Garrison,

The only othexr file I remember of that character

was the one dealing with the Independent Citizens Committee

of the Arts, Scilences and Professions, but my office will



have a record of precisely what they were osnd I will check
that.

MR, GARRISON: In any event, that file, too, had
nothing to do with Dr, Oppenheimer's relations with the
Government at all, or his period of service at Los Alanca,

I, Mr, Chairman, certainly have no recollection
of sny file containing any correspondences of a quasi-govern-
mental character except this one. The Independent Citizens
Committee f£ile which Mr, Marks turned over to us we have
read completely into the record in toto. There may be one
or two other files of that character. /Again I am not quite
sure, but I am quite certain on the quasi-governmental
character.,

IR. GRAY: Yes, It would appear, and this is
entirely supposition, that Dr. Oppenheimer had retained a
file containing all of his correspondence with and relating
to Mr, Lomanitz, and that the security officer apparently
took that file and allowed Dr. Oppenheimer's secretary to
make copies for anmother complete file or this,

This would be the impression ! get from what Mr,
Marks said.

MR, MARKS: That is my impresesion of what occurred
but I would have to check with Dr. Opperheimer's secretary.

Mr. Garrison also mentioned tc me that there was

a question as to whether I had taken any files from the
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Atomic Energy Commission., I don't know whether that question
was on the record Qr off, but for your reassurance I must
say, of course not.

I took away from the Commission when I left in .
1947 a greaf many papers that were mine or that were govern-
ment printing office documents, but a11.of my files were
reviewed page by page by a security office who then stamped
the bundles that were transferred to me personally and gave me
a certificate to the effect that there was nothing in them
that belonged to the Commission or of a classified nature.

MR, GRAY: Thank you very much. I understocod Mr.
Marks came for the purpose of making this statement, is that
right?

MR. GARRISON: I would like to have him remain this
dternoon, Mr, Chairman,

MR, GRAY: The record will show that he remains in
his capacity of -- how do you describe him -=- co-counsel?

MR. GARRISON: Yes.

MR. GRAY: So the record will reflect.

MR, MARKS: That is the capacity Imade this state-
ment, I take it.

MR. GRAY: There is no reason that the record should
not reflect that.

MR. ROBB: May I proceed?

MR. GRAY: Yes, if you will.



Whereupon,
J. ROBERT OPPENHEIMER
the witness on the stand at the time of taking the recess,
resumed the stand and testified further as follows:
DIRECT EXAMINATION (Continued)

BY Ifi. ROBB:

Q Dy . Oppenheimer, while we are on the matter of
the telegram about Mr., Lomanitz, I notice in the file that
Mr, Garrison handed to the chairman a copy of a wire you
sent to Mr, Lomanitz, dgted~Ju1y 31, 1243:

“iir, (i, R, Lomanitz, Radiation Laboratory, Univer-
sity of California, Berkely, Califorinia.

"Have requested in proper places reconsideration
of support for your defsrment. Cannot guarantee out-
come but have mads strong request. Suggest you ask
Fidlﬁr for current developments. Good luck, CPJE."

Di you =ond that wire?

A Evidently.

Q Why was it so important to you that Lomanitz be
not drafted?

A I am not sure that it was so important to me. I
had this outraged communication from Condon -=-

Q You had what?

A An outraged communication from Condon about it. We

were very short of people. I doubt whether there was any more



to it than that.

Dr. Condon's opinions had a great weight with you?

Q
A They had some weight with me.

Q I beg your pardon?

A They had some weight with me. I though it re=-
flected a sense of trouble in Berkeley.

Q Is it your recollection that that communication
was by way of a letter?

A Yes.

Q Did you put that in your file?

A I don't have 1it.

Q I didn*'t ask you that, sir, Did you put it in
your file?

A I don't know.

Q Did you get any other letters from Rossi Lomanitz
which are not in your file?

A I got some later.

Q ﬁhen?

A Toward the end of the war., All of these were open
and read and there may be a record of them, I don't have
any in mind. I had no further communications about his
situation in the Army after I wrote a letter to his Command-
ing Officer.

Q What were those communications about that you got

from him later?



A I think about coming back to Berkely and =tudying
after the war, that kind of thing.

Q Did he ask your assistance in getting him back to
Berkeley?

A I don't recall. I don't see why that would be
necessary.

Q What do you mean by that?

A I would not have had to get him into the universi-
ty.

Q Did you do anything about getting him a job or
getting him placed after he got back from the Army?

A I don't know. I wasn't there at that time.

Q Wherever you were, did you do anything about it?

A I have no recollection whatever, He would hnve
comé back as a graduate student and I have no recollection
at all of how he got back as a graduate student,

Q If he had asked you, I assume there is no reason
why you ﬁould not have helped him?

A No.

Q Doctor, do you have a file of correspondence with
all of your graduate students who were working on this pro-
ject with you?

A No.

Q Is there any particular reason why you preserved

the: £ile on-meanI%z?



A Yes, there is. He was in some kind of trouble., I
thought that some day I might be asked about how I chaved,
Q So you wanted to keep a record of it?

, A That is right, |

Q I assume you likewise charged your mind with the
matter, is that correct?

A No, I think I forgot it.,

Q Beg pardon?

A I forgot it.

Q You knew it was a matter that had to be handled
with some care, did you not, because of the fact that he
was in trouble?

A I was aware of the fact that he was in trouble and
thought I should keep what record I had.

Q Doctor, before the noon recess we were talking
about your acquahtanceship or friendship -- whichever it was ~--
with Mr., Eltenton. You told us, I believe, that he came to
your home on one occasion for a meeting; is that right?

A Yes.

Q That was in the evening?

A I think it was in the afternoon.

Q Who had called that meeting?

A I am not clear about that. I have tried to
remember and I can't.

Q Do you remember who presided?



A

Q

was there,

A

No. Maybe I did.

I believe I was asking you to try to remember who

I identified probably fumblingly one or two people.

It is possible that Addis was there.

Q
A

Who?

Addis. It is quite certain that Hilgard was there.

It is probable that Hildebrand was there. I am not certain

or very sure beyond that.

Q

> o > O >

Q

When you said Addis, you meant Thomas Addis?
I did.

Wag David Adelson there?

You asked me that.

Yes, I did, I don't tﬁlnk you answered.

I can't. I doubt it, but I am not certain.

The last one I asked you about was Jerome Vinograd.

Was he there?

A

with him,

> o > O »

Yes, you did. I answered that not being acquainted
I don't know.

How many people were there?

Fifteen,

You are quite positive that Eltenton was there?

No, but I think so,

Had you met Elteﬁton on many other occasions?

Oh, yes; I had met him before that.



Where?

I don't remember,

A rocial occasion?

Yes.

Can you recall any of them?
No,

Do you recall who introduced you to him?

» O B O P O » O

No.

Q Did Eltenton come to your house on any other

occasion?
A I am quite sure not.
Q Did he come to your house in 1942 on one occasion

to discuss certain awards which the Soviet Government was
going to make to certain scientists?

A If so, 1% is news to me. I assume you know that
this is true, but I certainly have no recollection of it.

Q You have no recollection of 1t?

A No.

Q Let me see if I can refresh your recollection,
Doctor. Do you recall him coming to your house to discuss
awards to bemade to certain scientists by the Soviet'Govern-
ment and you suggesting the mmes of Bush, Morgan and perhps
one of the Comptons?

A There is nothing unreasonable in the suggestions.

Q But. you don't. recall?



A But I really don't remember,

Q What did you know about Eltenton's background in
1943 when this Eitenton-Chevaliler ipisode occurred?

A Two things -- three things -~ four things: That
he was an Englishman, that he was a chemical engineer, that
he had spent some time in the Soviet Union, that he was
a member of the Federation of Architects, Engineers, Chemists,
and Technicians ~- five things -~ that he was employed, I
think, At Shell Development Company.

Q How did you know all those things?

A Well, about the Shell Development Company and the
Federation of Architects, Engineers, Chemists and Techni-
cians, I suppose he told me or some one else ermployed there
told me. As for the background in Russia, I don't remember.
Maybe he told me, maybe a friend told me. That he was an
Englishman was obvious,

Q Why?

A His accent.

Q You were fairly well acquainted with him, were
you not?

A No. I think we probably saw each other no more
than four or five times.

Q Did you see Eltenton after this episode occurred?

A No.

Q Have you ever seen him since?



A No.

Q Could tiat have been on purpose on your part? Have
you avoided him?

A I have not had to, but I think I would lmva,

Q You have mentioned your conversation with Colonel
Lansdale which I believe you said took place at lLos Alamos?

A Yes.

Q In which he told you he was worried about the
security situation at Berkely. I believe we agreed that
worry would nmaturally include a fear of espionage?

A That is right.

Q Did he mention any names in connection wii: that
worry?
A Lomanitz was obviously in the picture, and I

believe that is the only one.

Q Weinberg?

A I don't think he did.

Q But Lomanitz obviously?

A Lomanitz.

Q When did you first mention your conversatiqn with
Chevalier to any security officer?

A I didn't do it that way. I first mentioned Eltenton.

Q Yes.

A On a visit to Berkely almost immediately after

Lansdale's visit to Los Alamos.
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Q Was that to Lieutenant Johnson, do you rerember?

A I don't remember, but it was to a security officer

Q At Berksly?

A That 1€ right.

Q  If therecord shows that it was to Lieutenant John-
son on August 25, 1943, you would accept that?

A I would accept that.

Q You mentioned the Eltenton incident in connection
with Lomanitz, didn't you?

A The context was this, I think Johnson told me
that the source of the trouble was the unionization of the
Radiation Laboratory by the Federation of Architects, Engi-
neers, Chemists and Technicians. Possibly I had heard that
from Lansdale. The connection that I made was batween
Eltenton and this organization.

Q In your answer at page 22 you say, referring to
the Eltenton ipisode : "It has long been clear to me that I
shouldhave reported the incident at ome."

A It is.

Q “"The events that lead me to report it, which I
doubt ever would have become known without my report, were
unconnected with it."”

You have told us that your discussion with Colonel

Lansdale encompassed the subject of espionage. Of course,
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you have told us also that the Eltenton matter involved

espionage; is that correct?

A Let us be careful. The word espionage was not
mentioned.
Q No?

A The word indiscretion was mentioned. That is all
that Lansdale said. Indiscretion was talking to unauthorized
people who in turn would talk to other people. This is all
I was told. I got worried when I learned that this union
was connected with their troubles.

Q But, Doctor, you told us this morning, did you not,
that you knew that Lansdale was worried about espionage at
Barkeley; 1is that correct?

A I knew he was worriad about the leaiage of informa-
tion.

Q Isn't that a polite name for espionage?

A Not necessarily.

Q I will ask you now, didn't you know that Lansdale
was concerned about the possibility of espionage at Berkeley?

A About the possibility, yes.

Q Yes.

A That is right.

Q So, Doctor, it is not quite correct to say that
the Eltenton incident was not connected with your talk with

liansdale, is 1t?
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A I didn't mean it in that sense, I meant that it
had pothing to do with éhevalier or Eltenton with respect
to the events that aroused this,

Q But your talk with Lansdale did have to do with the
subject which included Cheovalier and Eltenton, didn't it?

A I have described it as well as I can. Chevalier's
name was not mentioned; Eltenton's name was not mentioned;
and espionage was not mentioned,

Q I didn't say that. But it had to do with the sub-
ject which involved Chevalier or at least Eltenton?

A Sure,; that is why I brought it up.

Q What did you tell Ljeutenant Johnson about this
when you first mentioned Eltenton to him?

A I had two interviews and therefore I am not clear
as to which was which.

Q May I help you?

A Please.

Q I think your first interview with Johnson was quite
brief, was it not?

A That is right. I think I said little more than
that Eltenton was somebody to worry about.

Q Yes.

A Then I was asked why did I say this. Then I
ianvented a cock and bull story.

Q Then you were interviewed the next day by Colonel
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Pash, were you not?
That is right.
Who was he?
He was another security officer,
That was quite a lengthy interview, was it not?
I didn't think it was that long.

For your information, that was August 26, 1943.

> O > O P O >

Right.
Q Then there came a time when you were interviewed
by Colonel Lansdale.
A I remember that very well,
That was in Washington, wasn't it?
That is right.
That was September 12, 1943,
Right.
Would you accept that?

Sure ly °

O P O b O P O

Then you were interviewed again by the F.B.I. in

1946, is that right?

A In between I think came Groves.

Q Pardon?

A In between came Groves,

Q Yes. But you were interviewed in 1946, is that
right?

A That is right..
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Q Now, let us go back to your interview witlh Colonel
Pash, Did you tell Pash the truth about this thing?
No.
You lied to hin? v
Yes, |

What did you tell Pash that was not true?

> o B O B

That Eltenton had attempted to approach members
of the project -~ three members of the project -~ through
intermediaries.

Q What else diﬁ you tell him that wasn't true?

A That is all I really remember.

Q That is all? Did you tell Pash that Eltenton had
attempted to approach threemsembers of the project --

A Through intermediaries.

Q Intermediaries?

A Through an intermediary.

Q So that we may be clear, did you discuss with or
disclose to Pash the identity of Chevalier?

A No.

Q Let us refer, then, for the timebeing, to Chevalier
as X.

A All right.

Q Did you tell Pash that "X" had appro:ched three
parsons on the project?

A I am not clear whether I said there were three "X's"
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or that "X" approached three people.

Q Didn't you say that "X" had approached three people?
Probably.
Why did you do that, Doctor?
Because I was an idiot.
Is that your ounly explanation, Doctor?
I was roluctant to mention Chevalier.

Yes,

> O b O P O »

No doubf; somewhat reluctant to mention myself.

Q Y es. But why would you tell him that Chevalier
had gone to three people?

A I have no explanation for that except the one

already offered.

Q Didn't that make it all the worse for Chevalier?
I didn't mention Chevalier.
No, but "X,

I would have.

O BB HOH >

Certainly. In other words, if "X" had gone to
three people that would have shown, would it not --

A That he was deeply involved.

Q That he was deeply involved. That is wazs not just
a casual conversation.

A Right,

Q And you knew that, didn't you?

A Yes.



Q Uid you tell Colonel Pash that "X" had spolen to
you about the use of microfilm?

A It seems unliksly. You have a record and I will
ablide by it.

Q Did you?

A I don't remembar.

Q If X" had spoken to you about the use of micro-
film that would have shown definitely that he was not on
innocent contact?

A It certainly would.

Q Did you tell Colornel Pash that "X" had told you
that the informationwould be transmitted through someone
at the Russian Consulate?

(There was mc response)

Q Did you?

A I would have said not, but I clearly see that I mumst
have.

Q If "X" had saild that,that would have shown conclu-
sively that it was a criminal conspiracy, would it not?

A That is right.

Did Pash ask you for the name of "X"?
I image he did.
Don't you know he did?

' Sure.

o B O B O

Did he tell you why he wanted it?



A In order to stop the business.

Q He told you that it was a very serious matter,
didn't he?

A I don't recollect that, but he certainly would havs.

Q You knew that he wanted to investigate it, did you
not?

A Tnat is right.

Q And didn't you know that your refusal to give the
name of "X" was impeding the investigation?

A In actual fact I think the only person that needed
watching or should have been watched was Eltenton, But as
I concocted the story that did not emerge.

Q That was your judgment?
Yes.
But you knew that Pash wanted to investignte thig?

Yes,

o > LH >

And didn't you know, Doctor, that by refusing to
glive the name of "X" you were impeding the investigition?
I must have kvoown that.

You know now, don't you?

Well, actually --

You must have known it then?

> o > ©

Actually the only important thing to investigate
was lFltenton.

Q What did Pash want to investigate?



A

Q

I supposc the three people on the project.

You knew, didn't you, Doctor, that Colonel Pash

and his organization would move heaven and earth to “ind out

those three people, dida't you?

A
Q

It makes sanse,

And you Itnaw that they would move heaven au:d earth

to find out the identity of "X", didn't you?

A

o » O P O
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socially.

Yes.
And yet you wouldn't tell them?
That 1s true,

So you knew you were impeding them, . .didn't you?

- That is right,

How long had you known this man, Chevalier, in

For many years.

How many?

Perhaps five; five or six, probably.

How had you known him?

As a quite closa friend.

Had you known him professionally or socially?

He was a member of the faculty and I knew him

What was his specialty?
He was a professor of French.

How did you meet. him, do you remember?



A

4:

Possibly at one of the first meetings of thao

Teachers Union, but I am not certain.

Q
A

Q

A

Q
zatians?

A
know hin,

which the

o » O P O

A

Were you a frequent visitor at his house?
Y e=.

Apd your wives were also iriendly?

Right.

Had you seen him at the meeting of leftwing organi~

Yes. I think the first time I saw him I didn'f
He presided at a mseting for Spanish Relief at

French writer lalraux was the speaker.

Where was that meeting held?

In San Franscisco.

At yhose house?

It was a public meeting.

What other meetings did you see him at?

I am not sure that I can catalog them all. Parties

for Spanish Relief. The meeting was held at his house at

which Schneiderman talked. The Teachers Union meetings, if

they are counted as leftwing.

Q
A

Q

homes?

What was the Teachers Union meeting about?
They hadthem regularly.

Were those Teachers Union meetings held at private

No.



Q Some of them?

A I don't think the union could have met in a2 privata

Q I don't know,

A  No. These were held in halls or, I think, in the
Internationﬁl House.,

Q Any other meetings that you remember?

A I would be certain there were but they are not
coming up. \

Q@  This meeting that you mentioned at which Schneider-

man spoke, that was December 1, 1940, was it not?

A I don't know the date but I will accept it.
Who was Schneiderman?
He was the secretary of the party in Caliornia.
The Communist Party?
Right.
This was held at Chevalier's house?
Yes.,
How many people were present?
Twenty, as a guess,
In the, evening?

Yes.

O P O P O P O P L O

Do you recall who was there?

b

Yot very accurately and not with certainty. 1

didn't even recall the meeting until my wife refreshed my
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memory .,
Q Was Isagc Folkoff there?
A It is poﬁsible.
Q Was Dr. Addis there?
A I think so.
Q Was Rudie Lambert there?
A I don't remembexr that, but possibly.
Q Do you remember anybody else who was there?
A Mr, Jack Straus,
Q Who? How do you spell that?
A Set-r-a~u-s. I don't know whether it is one or

two "s lsn .

Q Who was he?

A A S n Franscisco business man.

Q W-s he a member of the Communist ?urty?

A Not to my knowledge.,

Q By the way, was Lambert a member of the Communist
Party?

A Y es,

Q What was his function?

A I never knew,

Q You knew he was a m@mber?

A I knew he was a member, and, in fact, had an offi-
cial job.

Q How often did you see Lambert?



A Half a dozen times.,

Q In what connection?

A Different cnes, Affairs like this: I had lunch
with him once or twice with Folkoff., I saw him at a Spanish
party.

Q What was the purpose of those luncheons?

A This was one of tho times when they were olling
me about why Insecded to give them money.

Q Money to what?

To them for use in Spain.
Folkoff was a communist?
Yes.

What was his job in the party?

» O B O P

I think he was treasurer of something, but I never
knew of what.

Q Can you describe Lambext to us?

A A lean, rather handsome man, moderate height, rather
an effective speaker in coriversation.

Q What was the puréose, again, of this meeting at
which Schneiderman spole?

A I suppose it was to acquaint the interested genty
with the present line or the then line of the communist
,party; |

Q Who asked you to go?

A The. Chevaliers.



It was his house, wasn't it?

Yes.

o > O

Did you know Chevalier as a fellow traveler?
A I so told the F.BTI. in 1946 and I did know him
as a fellow traveler.,
Q He followed the party line pretty closely, cdidn'e
he?
A Yes, I imagine he did.
Q Did you have any reason to suspect he was a momber
of the Communist Party?
A At the time I knew him?
Yes, sir,
No.
Do you know?
No.
You knew he was quite a "Red", didn't you?
Yes. I would say quite "pink".
Not 'red'?

I won't quibble.

&® > o > o » & B ©

You say im your answer that you sfill considered
him a friend?

A I do.

Q When did you last see him?

A On my last trip to Europe. He is living in Paris,

divorced and has been remarried. We had dinner with them



one evening. The origin of this, or at least part of the

origin =~-
Q

A

Q
A

May I interpose? That was in December, 1953?
Yas, December.
Go ahead.

He wrote me a note saying that he had been at

UNESCO and had run into Professor Bohr who told him ! was

coming to

Q
A

Europe -- we were coming to Europe.
Professor who?

B-o~h-r, Hs asked us to look him up if we got to

Paris. We planned to do so., My wife called. He was cut of

two on a job. iHe got back and we had dinner together, the

four of us,

The next day he picked us up and drove us out to

visit with Malraux, who has had rather major political

changes since 1936. We had a conversation of about an hour

and he drove us back to the hotel,

work,

about mid

DR, EVANS: How long was Bohr in this country?

THE WITNESS: Bohr? |

DR, EVANS: Yes.

THE WITNESS : He has been here many differont times.

DR, EVANS: Just about the time that you began the

‘THE WITNESS: He arrived early in 1944 and left

1945; so that would be a year and a half,
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DR. EVANS: Did he go under the name of Iclu here?
THE WITNESS : He had the code name of Nickolas
Baker,
BY MR. ROEB:

Q Whatkind of a code was that?

A It was meant to conceal from people who should
know that he was in this country ard working on the atonmic
project.

Q I see. Getting back to your visit with Chovalier
in December, 1953, was Dr. Malraux the gentleman who first
introduced you to Chevalier?

A He did not introduce me., He was the speaker at
. a meeting at which Chevalier presided. Malraux became a
viclent suporter of DsGaulle and his great brainman and
deserted politics and went into purely philosophic and
literary Qork. Our talk was purely of that.

Q Whatwas your conversation with Chevalier that you
snid you had for abqut an hour?

A With Malraux that was.

Q It was not with Chevalier?

A Chevalier took us there. We had dinner with him
and his new wife the night before. The talk was personal,
diffuse and about how they were living and how we were living.

Q Did you talk about Chevalier's passport?

A No.
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