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" £33 didy 6 see nim alter 19377
A I don't think so.
o Did you ever have any *“eclephone conversations with

him after 1937 tho t you recall?

A No, not that I recall. I am quite sure . 4d:dn't.
r Did you know a man named Paul Pinsky?
A As I recall he also comes up in this lefiter from

General Nichols, and I think I may have met him, t-o,

¢ Did you ever have any discussion with an‘body about
Dr. J. Rorert Oppenheiner running farCongress from the Seventh
District, or whatcver fthe appronsiate disirict isv

A No.

o S0 you vould not have received the sugges;tion from
David Adelson and Paul Pinsky W this effect, cr you don't
recall?

A I am sorxy it makes me giggle, but it doas. 1
have neverr heard ¢f such a thing.

Q Do vou I'mow someone named Barney Young?

A Barney?

Q EB-a~-r.-n-2-y.
A No.
Q I want o refer now to the contributions that Dr.

Oppenheimer was miking thr ough Iszac Folkoff and possibly
others as late as some time in 1942. Were you familiar with

the fact that thesre contributiors were being made nt “he tine?






3071
A The reascn I didn't 1ike the phrass "stopped
having anything to do with the Communist Party" beciuse I don't
think that Robert ever did --
DRE. EVANS: What was that?
THE WITNESS: It is because I don't think Robert
ever had anything tc do with the Communist Party as such.
I know he gave money for Spanish refugees, I know he give it
through the Communist Party.
BY MR. GRAY:
2 When ke gave noney to Isaac Folkoff, for exarnple,
this was not necessarily for Spanish refugees, was :t?

A I think so.

6]

Q As late as 19427

A ¥ don't think it was that late. 1 know that is
some place in the record.

o X may be in error. My recollection is that Lr,
Oppenheiner itestifiad that these contributions were as late
as 1242. Am I wronz about thatr

A ‘fr. Gray, Robert and I don't agree about cverything.
He sometimos remembers something different than the way I
remember ict.

Q hat you are saying is that you don't reccll that
the contr-ibulions were as late was 19427

A That is right.

Q Are you prenared to say here now that they were not
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as late as 19427

A I am prepared to say that I do not think that they

' were that late.

Q But you do think it is possible that they could

have been?
A I think it 1s possible.

Q I mean, it is possible, if you don't have a very
clear recollection -~

gils
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M. SILVERMAN: VWould it be helpful for re to state
my recollection of the evidence on this point, or 1ould you.
rather 9ot, sir?

MR, GRAY: Ne, I would prefer to proceed Yhat 1
am trying to get at, Mrs, Oppenheimer, is 2t what roirt would
yvou say Dr. Oppenheimer’'s associations or relationchips with
people in the Communist Party ceased?

THR WITNESS: I do not know, Mr. Gray. ' krow that
we til11 have a friend of whom it has been said thrt re is a
communict,

MR. ROBR: 1 beg vour pardon?

THE WITNFSS: I =aid I know we still have a friend
of whom it has been said that he is a communist,

MR, GRAY: You refer to Dr, Chevalier?

HE WITNESS: Yes.

MR. GRAY: I really was not attempting tc bring him
into the discussion at this point, I believe the :import of
the tes:imony you gave the other day was that at ore time you
felt thnt the Communist Party in this country was cof an in-
digenou= character and was pot controlled or direcied by
internacional Communisr,

THE WITNESS: That is right.

MR, GRAY: I think also that you testifi~d that

lknowing today what vou do, vou would think it woulc¢ be a

mistake to be indentified---
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THE WITNELS: That is right.

#dR. GRAY: Now, X am trying to get at the point of
by what mechanics one who has been associated becowmes clearly
disassociated,

THE WITNESS: I think that varies from person to
person, !ir, Gray. Oome people do the bump, like that, and
even write an article about it. Other people do it guite
clowly. I left the Communist Party. I did rot leave my
past, the fTriendships, just like that, Some continuved for
awhile, I szw communists after I left the Communist Party.

I think that I did not achieve complete clarity about it until
quite n lot Tater,

MR. GRAY: About when would that be, do you suppose?

THF WITNESS: I find that very hard to =ay, but I
have been thinking 2bout it. I would roughly date a lot of
it z2rounc Pearl Harbor.

MR. ROBB: Around what, Mrs. Oppenheimer?

THF WITNESS: “™earl Harbor. I mean as sort of an
end point. There were other things that happened nuczh earlier
that made me feel that the Communist Party was being quite
wrong .

MR, GRAY: VWould you attempt to date Dr. Oonpenheimer’s
conclusicn to that effect.

THF WITNESS: “ee,

¥R. GRAY: About when would that be?
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THT WITNESS: 1 thought yvou said to that cffect,
meaning “earl Harbor.

MR, GRAY: No. I meant by that the conclusion that
the Communist Party was quite wrong. At what time wvould you
guess that he came to the same conclusion with clar:ity?

THE WITNTSS: I think esrlier than I,

MR. GRAY: Tarlier than you?

THE WITNESS: Yes.

WR. GRAY: VWhich would have been earlier <han
December, 19417

THE WITNL3S: VYes,.

MR, GRAY: Mrs, Oppenheimer, a witness testified
here ar to an opinion he beld, which was this: that he felt
that you had decided that the most important thing in the
world wa= wour husband and his career, That is not an un-
reasonable assumpti;on, And that he felt that you weare de-
termined to help h:m not make mistzkes, Lef me say thnt
this is certainly not a2 verbatim recital of what he said,
but I ar =ure it is the import.

If you had thought that Dr, Oppenheimer’'s contri-
bution to Folkoff and others would adversely affect his career,
would yvou have attempted to dirsuade him from making such con-
tributions?

THE WITNESS: I1f I thought that?

MP . GRAY: Yes.
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THE WITNESS: VYes.

WR. GRAY: Did you ever discuss with him the neces-
sity for avoiding associations with people vwho were identified
with the Communist Party, to your knowledge, or whom yocu
might have suspected that were identified with the Comwrunist
Party?

THE WITNESS: I do not remember thinking of anybody
as being identified with the Communist Party in thore days,
except peonle whom 1 knmew were out and ocut Communiste.

MR. GRAY: Yes, And did you ever discuss with him
the desirability of not continuing an association with those
people?

THE WITNESS: I did not think of anybody as teing a
Communis® Party member except certain party functioraries.

We have o have that straight.

MR. GRAY: Let us hold it to the party functionaries,
Let us meontion the name Folkoff.

THE WITNESS: 1 did not think that Robert’s contacts
with Folko?f as an association.

R, GRAY: You did pnot consider the contributilons
to Folko’f as an assocliation?

THE WITNESS: No.

MR. GRAY: What would constitute zn association in
your judrment?

THE VITNESS: Let us take a man like William
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Schneiderman, who is definitely o communist in San Ffrancisco.,
I think if one were friends with him, that would be associ-
ation with the communistis,

ME. GRAY: If one gave money to him, would that be
an association?

THE WITNESS: It would depend for what reason omne
gave him some monev,

MR, GRAY: If one knew that the money was golng into
Communist Party channels, would it make any difference for

what recson the Party membership said the money was going to

be used?
THF WITNESS: I think =o.
ME. GRAY: You do?
THE WITNESS: I do not think so pow, but I did then.
ME ., GRAY: Today you would say you would not think
€07?

THFE WITNESS: Indeed not.,

M, GRAY: And you think then that the conclusion
you hol¢: now was one that if you had to date it might have
come around Pearl Ylarbor?

THE WITNESS: Or later.

Mr., Grav let me make quite clear that my progress
of thought has not been a clear chain about these things., I

have been quite furzzy about a lot of things. I have always

to differentiate between what I thought at a certain time and
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ember that? Thnat she tried to get him to stop his
n with them, Was there such a thing as tluat in
?
MR. GRAY: I think, Dr. Fvans, you probably have
to Mr. Lansdale's testimcny. This is the thing I
ing to.
DR, EVANS: 1 just wanted to know. It was Lensdale's

You hsve answered the guestion. I have no more

MR. GRAY: I have one wmore.
In early 1944, where would you have been?
THE WITNFSS: Los Alamos,

MR. GRAY: Did vou stay there vretty constantly and

THY, WITNESS: 1 went away once when my mother had
but I forget what year that was.
1P, GRAY: VWhewe did vou zo, then?
THE WITNFOUS: To Bethlehem, Pennsvlvania.
MR, GRAY: You only left i.os Alamos once in the year
ved ther. during the war?
THE WITNEES: X went to Santa Fe sometimes.
¥P. GRAY: Did you go to Berkeley?
THE WITNFCSS: [ do nmot think so, I would zay no.
PR, EVANS: Does your mother still live ir Beithlehem?

14F WITNESS: She has until -- She has cone ind gone
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the namas,

A Ve eaw Frangois and Yvorne de Rose,

o I believa vou had lunch with the Chevalicrs or
dinner,

A Tinner, We had dinner at their house.

Q And then did vou take them to lunch or something?

A Oh, ves, no.

) Did thev take yvou to lunch?

A Wo. Harkon called for us and we went ou: to see
Malraux,

0 Do vou remember any discussion about Dr. Chevalier's
passport difficuliies?

A I do not remember it but it has been recalled to
me siunc?,

) How was it recalied teo vou?

A T think Robetrt mentionmed it to me,

Q Would vou te”1 us what he had to say aboit 1t.

A H e said that he had beep asked whether ,"aaton had

spoken ¢ him abkout it and he did not remember it,

Q Did Dr. Oppenheimer tel’ vou pretty generaliy wha<
he had been acked about matters of which vou had krowledge?

i\ Yes,

Q Did vou meet » Mr, Wymane when you were in Paris en
that occesion?

A Yeas

I did,

»
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you gava to which the Teople's Vorld cawme?

THE WITNESS: VWhen I first got married t: Robert.,

MR. GRAY: This was in 19407

THAL WITHNESS: Yes.

iR, GRAY: Do yvou remember seeing People s Vorild
in the aouse as late as 19417

THE WITHE3SS: I do not kmow, I think the paper
came fto the house at 10 Kenilworth Court, too, but how long
it came there, I do not know.

MR. GRAY: You lived at Kenilworth Court after this--
I have forgotten the address thst you mentioned.

MR, SILVERMAN: Shasta,

MR, GRAY: You 1lived at Kenilworth Court after you
lived a© Shasta Road?

THE WITHNESS: Yes.

MR, GRAY: And you think the People's Woi'ld came to
Xenilwo-th Court?

THE WITNESS: I think so.

MR. ROBB: That is all I care to ask,

MR, SILVERMAN: I think I have one or two questions
te ask fire. Oppenheiner,

BY MR, SILVERMAN:

Q Mr=s. Oppenheimer, Mr. Gray asked you abont vour

leaving Los Alamos and you referred to a visit toc Bethlehem,

Pennsylsaniz when your mother had pneumonia. I think you gave
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M. GRAY: Thank you very much, MlMrs. Opprenheimer,
(Vitness excused.)

IR, GARRISON: Could we have a short recess?

MR, GRAY: Yes, we will recess for a few minutes.

{A short recess was taken.)
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that mreting?

A I was present for a panel discussion that had nc
bearir.z on the subject at issue. a small panel di:zcussiion,
and prasent to give a report of the summer study findings
to the full Science Advisory Board of the Air Force.

< T don't understand what you mean when ycu say you
wvere present with resgect --

A I am not a member of the Science Adviso: 7y Foard.
There wvas a three day meeting. I was present for a subcommittoe
meetini; whaich has no bear ing on the present discussicn and
presen: at a report made by the Lincoln Laboratory to the
Scienc:: Advisory Board. It is that full discussicn of the
full committee that I think comes into question here.

o) Did you make any presentation tc the Scientific
Advisoiy Board on that occasion? )

A I did.

Q will you tell wswhether or not in the ccuirse of any
of the meetings <« the Scientific Advisory Board at that
occasicn ycu had occasion to say anything about or do anything
about & texrn that has been used -- ZORC?

A I testiflied under oath the last time I was aere,
and I vill repeat the testimony, that I had never 1eard of
any such organization or name of organization or aaything

resembiirg 1t dntil I read it in an article in Fortune

Magazin=.

































done in suzh a way that had it been allowed to gc in the
directicn in vwhich it was initially going, every iudication was
that it weould have wrecked the effectiveness of the lLincolr
Laboratory. This was because of the way the thing was, the
sumner study was being handled administratively.

"So far as I know, it was not because c¥ any direct
action on the part of Dr. Oppenheimer. On the other hand, 1
felt ot th2 time that Dr. Oppenheimer should have been well
enough informed and alert enough to see that this would be
disastrous to the Lincoln summer study."

Now, unless Mr. Robb would like me to rrpad more,
which I would be glad to do, 1 would like to ask Dr. Zacharas
the question, if he has ay comment to make on the passage
that I have read.

MR. RORB: No, Mr. Chairman, it is not my satisfac-
tion. It is a question that I merely want the record to be
accurate .

MR. GRAY: The witness will proceed with any comment
he has to make.

THE WITNESS: Those of us who were trying o start
the summer study felt -- let me say specifically I felt --
that ve were tryiﬁg to help air defense and also :-he Lincoln
Laberatory. That the Lincoln Laboratory is an impor:ant part
of our air defense development system and strengthening the

Lincoln Labora tory would strengthen air defense.
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Correspondingly we also wanted to see whether the
technical weans that we were trying to employ were adequate.
Remember that this was at a time when the =zarly warniag for
the Air Force against incomig raids was pitifully short in
time. Substantially no warning until enemy bombers might
be directly on us. We therefore wanted to look at the
early warning, the air battles, and possibilities of defense
against new types, new mechanisms of delivery. This was our
objective. This is something of interest to the Air Fforce and
specifically of interest to the three services. FIomewmber, the
Lincolr Laboratory is an Army, Navy, Air Force labora tory,
despite the fact that the Air Force contributes the major
share. 5o we felt that we were helping the Air Force, or that
we would help the Air Force by our efforts.

I would 1like to make the comment that Dr. Griggs,
the witness there in question, was then I think cailed the chief
sclentist for the Air Force, anc as we saw it, or s . saw it --
we is indefinite, that is why I use "I" -- as I sawv i, he
was doiag everything he could to prevent our stari.ng this
summer study. He tried to influence people nct tc join it. e
tried to influence President Kiliian and Provost Stratton
to prevant the initiation of the summer study. By his own
admission -- Dr. Grigg's own admission -- the summ>r study
turned -ut to be a good thing. This is what we thought it

would b=2. You can never promise in advance, before you start
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schedu es ior late 1952 at Eniwetok. Oppenheimer iried to
stop tie test. In April 1952, Secretary Acheson & gpointed

him to the State Department Disarmament Committee of which he
became chairman. Here was generated a proposal thiat the
Presidcnt should announce that the U.S. had decided on
humanitarian ground not to bring the weapon to final test

and thet it would regard the detonation of a similar device by
any otler power as an act of war. Mr. Truman was 1ot
persuaced. That project cost Oppenheimer his place on the
Genera: Advisory Committee. When his term expired that summer
he was not reappointed. Neither were DmBridge nor Conant

who surported him throughout. Now came a shift ir tactics.

At =z reeting of scientists --"

MR. GRAY: Let me ask, are you going to ask a
questicn about the substance of the article, or iz this for
the purpose of identification?

¥R. ROBE: It is just for the purpose ol ideatification
The first paragraphs I read merely to get the time fixed and
I don't intond to question the witness with those.

"Jow came a shift in tactics. At a meetling of
scientists in Washington that spring there formed around
Oppenhcimer a group calling themselves ZORC, Z for Zacharias,
an MIT physicist, O for Oppenheimer, R for Rabi, =nd C for
Charles Lauritsen.'

EY MR. ROBB:
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or not?

A I felt that it was a journalistic trick fobring
into fccus the kind of scurrilous charges that were being
made in the article.

Q ‘You thovght it was an important point?

A I thought it was an important journidlistic Irick.
This 1is very different from its being -- yes, 1 agree, I thought
it was -- if it were true, 1if if had been true -- it would
have beesn a point. Therefore, maybe to get to wha< you are
thinkinz I believe it is germane to these hearings.

o ¥2s. In other words, if it were true as you have
testifizd, it tended to show that there was a cabal.

A Yeos.

o Was Dr. Griggs present at that meeting of the
Sciertific Advisory Board in Boston or Cambrite in tho fall
of 19527

A I don't know.

Q How many people were present there?

A I don't know exactly. There was rather - room full,
a room that might hold 50 to 100. A number I thinix given
in Grigzs' testimony.

0 ¥ou did address the meeting, I suppose?

A I did.

Q And never having heard the expressicn or dreamt of

it, you could not have written it on the Hackboard. Is that
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testified here that you wrote those letters on the board and
explaired that Z was Zachaxias, O was Oppenheimer, R was Rabi
and C was Charlie Lauritsen. Did that take place?

A Tc the best of my mmmory, it did not take place.

n Could you reasonably be mistaken about it?

A I 2am afraid I am a scientist, sir, and I could be
mistaken about anything tlmt is not written down in my notebook.

Q Aren't scientists usually pretty accurate?

5 No more accurate on things of this sort than anyone
else. I think if you wanted to establish this point very
carefully you might have to call a fair number of the witnesses
of the people at that meeting.

Q Do you recall at that meeting in the fall of 1952
that y«u were anxious to impress people that Dr. Cppeaheimer
was participating or had participated in this study in some
wvay?

A No, sir. I had dn my mind two most impcrtaat things.
One wacs %o get going on an early warning system, znd the seoond
to get geing on a remote intereept system. I wanted those
unders<ocd in a technical way.

) Is there any other meeting that you can think of
that tla" incident described by Dr. Griggs might tave occurred?

A I can think of no other meetings where ILr. Griggs
was present, and like this meeting, I can think of no reason

for having written such things on the board anywhere.
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the photographer.

WR. GRAY: Earlier when yawere before the Board,
you testified that you had no knowledge of the origin of the
nomenclature. This refers to "ZORC", ncw. Then you said, "I
do kncw ong friend of mine went around to a meeting of the
Physical Society and hunted for people that had heard of it,
found one, and I would rather not mention his name, because
it has nothing to do witith this thing. He may have heard i,
or it may have been the invention of the man who rroie the
article.”

You were not asked, Dr. Zacharias, who #is man was.
I would like now to ask you --

THE WITNESS: You would?

MR. GRAY: 7 would like to, yes. VWho is the man
who had heard of it?

THE WITNESS: This is a second hand reg .wt. The
man wko said he had heard of it was Alvarez. My nemory of
the men wie told me of this is James B, Fisk.

MR. GRAY: I asked you this question because Mr.
Griggs testified very clearly “hathe saw you periorm this act
of writing the letters on the blackboard, and ycu have
testiliied pretty strongly that you think it hardliy possible
that ihis happened.

Dr. Zacharias, in a rather long response to a

question from Mr. Marks, inviting comment on some testimony
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of Mr. 3rigzs which was read, you made some observation about
dueling having gone out of style. Do you mind teiling me --
I didn't stop you when you were giving your answe:, bgcause

I have tried very hard not to restrict witnesses in their
answers -- what was your reference to dueling?

THE WITNESS: I maant that where there are personal
differences that are very strong, that in the old cays some
of thes:z were settled by dueling. Let us take the McCarthy-
Stevens difference.. It might well have been set:led that
way ratier than at such extensive length. Apropos of this,
having read some of Dr. Griggs' tes timony, my bloo< begins to
boil a 2it. I feel no great lking for Dr. Griggs ot this
particular point.

MR. GRAY: Is this enly since you have read his
testimoay that you have no likirng for him?

TiE WITNESS: I would say that my respect for Dr.
Griggs 1as heen declining rapidly over the past two or three
vears, nd it hits a rather low point with this swoern testimony
of his.

MR. GRAY: Did you have this feeling about him at
the time of the summer study?

THE WITNESS: It certainly was not as stirong then
as it is now.

MR, GRAY: If dueling had not gone out ol style

at the :time of the summer study, would you have felt strongly
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make vou wovld have made it normaliy through Dr. ¥illian
and Drr. Stratton, znd not the Air Force people?

TEE WITNESS: Griggs' major attempt to stop the
project was his trying to influence them, at least from my
point of view at that tim I didn't know of all the things
that he was doing.

MR. GRAY: You said you talked with Mr. Finletter
about this. When was that?

THE WITNESS: I talked with Finletter --

MR. GRAY: Was it withian the last vear?

THE WITNESS: Within the last eight months, I believe.
He was jfust vague on the subject, and I diddt press it.

MR. GRAY: That was not in connection with your
appeararce bafore this Board?

THE WITNESS: It was not, no, sir. It was something
like last June.

MR. GRAY: Have you ever known of a study under
contract with the Armgd Services, say at MIT, as an example, in
which tkzre was official complaint by the services Tha*t the
reasonakle bounds of the study had been exceeded?

THS WITNESS: 1 know o: none.

MR, GRAY: You don't have any?

THE WITNESS: I know of no official complain®, not
even in this case.

MR. GRAY: You know of no study, for example, which
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might have concerned itself with electronic probloms which
came up with recommenda tions with respect to forzign policy?

THE WITNESS: I know of a study that w2s concerned
with electrqnics problems and zlso discussed ques tions
of forsign policy. I was not a member of that stady.

MR, GRAY: But you have heard of it?

THE WITNESS: Yes, sir.

YR, GRAY: And you never heard that there was any
complairt from the Defense Depzrtment about the study having
exceedsd its reasonable bounds?

THE WITNESS: I was not a member of that siudy. 1
did truly not ever heard of this complaint.

MR, GRAY: 1If you were directing a study which had
to do with electronics, a pretty clearly defined field, and
it started to come up with recommendations with respect to
foreign pelicy, would you feel that an official o the Defense
Department who urged that you stick to electronic s was
acting with impropriety?

THE WITNESS: I think I would not direct a project
that vas as restrictive as that, sir, as to be restricted only
to electrcenics.

MR. GRAY: I am not going to press you IJurther,
becaucsz I don't think it is getting us anywhere.

THE WITNESS: No.

MR. GRAY: The question was related to the somewhat






3123

DR. EVAN3: He was a classmate of mine. 1 just
wondered if he might be a relative of yours.

THE WITNESS: No, sir. I come from Flov:ida.

DRR. EVANS: 1 suppose I ought to know this, but I
don’'t. Do rou know why Griggs was so opposed to this study?

THE WITNESS: I don't know. I think he makes it
pretty <lear in his testimony. He was opposed to this for cne
thing becaiuse of Dr. Oppenheimer's possible participation,
and he was opposed to it because he said he thought it might
aiter tize course of the Lincoln Laboratory, an air defense
laboratory. This is his own testimony. I only pa:sraphrase it.
It is bette:r given there.

DR, EVAN3: That is all.

MR. GRAY: Mr. Marks.

REDIRECT EXAMINATION

BY MR. MARKS:

Q Drr. Zacharias, I am not sure I caught om: of your
answers to n question Nr. Robb put, but I think yor szid
something to the effect that you had never been alone in a
room with Rabi, Lauritsen, Oppenheimer.

A I said I don't remember any such circumsiance, only
to lend w2ipght to the fact that I know of no such orgaznization.
It is certa’nly possible to have any four people in a room,
especially physicists who know each other well. I didn't

make the point that they had never been together. The point is
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that ths only time I remember we were together there wvere

other pz20ple present.

Q

M. MARKS: I have no further questions.
RECROSS EXAMINATION
BY MR. ROBB:

Dr. Zacharias, did you vndertake to find out who

wrote that Fortune article?

A

I didn'% undertake to find out. It was found out

pretty cuickly.

c

A

Did you ever talk wit!l!. “hat gentleman?

No, six, I never have. I understand tiket he has

recantcd cconsiderably.

r

A

Q

to him or

A

G

What was his name?

The name 1is Charles Murphy, as I understand it.

Lid you make any protest or representations-either
to Fortune avout the érticle?

Yo, sir.

You didn't weite to the editor or anything like that?
o,

You read the article »ra2tty carefully.

} read it once or twice.

MR, ROBB: That is all.

IIR. MARKS: 1I do have one other question, if I may.
IR. GRAY: All right.

"THE WITNESS: Could I interpose?
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FR. GRAY: Yes.

THE WITNESS: Mr. Robb's question about my writing
to the editor of Fortune, or so on, might be used as a gauge
of my anger on reading it. I think it is not such a zauge.
There are many of us who try to work with the miliZary. The
more we can do to keep our names and ideas out & the public,
away from the public, the better can we get along with the
military and work with them. I would not write a letter to
the editor in protest or do anything of that sort because
of strairning relations with people who,like all the rest
of us, are people, too, and like to get credit for what is
going cn. You see, there is a simple theory that you can
either zet something done and get credit for doing it, and
not botix. The scientific people who try to wofk w:.th the
military try as much as possible to get credit for what gets
done allocated to the military. In this sense, in this kind
of cont2xt, I would nof write a thing of this sort, and
therefore my answer to the questicn could not be used to
indicat> that my blood pressure didn't hit the top when I
read th: article.

MR. ROBB: I was not intending to iﬁdica?e that.
Your peint is the fact that you didn't write doesn't show
you were not all wrougkt up about it.

THE WITNESS: That is right.

REDIRECT EXAMINATION
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fond »f each other.

MR. GBAY: Have you ever felt strongly enough
about it te wish that dueling had not gome out o’ siyle as
far as Dr. Alvarez is concerned?

THE WITNESS: Oh, I respect Dr. Alvarez very much.
He is a very intelligent man. In his own way, I think, he
tries to be reasonabie. But he has very strong opinions, ad
I thiak it is his arirogance --

MR, RCBB: His what?

THE WITNESS: His arrogance —- that bothers me rnost.

MR. GRAY: Do you question his veracit ?

THE WITNESS: I would not question his veracity in
the r=al sense. I believe that if he says somet 2ing he believes
it.

MR, GRAY: I guess that is a pretty gond definition
of veracity, disan't 1i%?

THE WITNESS: Yes.

MR. GRAY: Do you question Mr. Griggs' veracity?

THE WITNESS: Yes, 1 vould.

MR, GRAY: You do question his veracitv. Are any
of th> differences you may have with Dr., Alvarez in any wey
relatz2d to> Dr. Cppenheimer?

THE WITNESS: No.

MR, GRAY: That would not be involved at all. Let

me ex’lain to you why I ask the question. You h.ve testified
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DR. EVANS: Do vou rather like him or don't you,
or carn't you answer that?

THE WITNESS: That is hard to answer. i don't know
how to answer that question, sir. I would think hard to try
to do it, if you press me.

DR, EVANS: I won't press you.

MR. GRAY; Perhaps this might not be di“ficult.

Do you consider Dr. Teller a difficult man to work with? Have
you ev2r worked with him?

THE WITNESS: I have never worked with Or., Teller.

MR. MARKS: No further questions.

MR. ROBB: Nothing further.

MR. GRAY: Thank you very much.

(Witness excused.)

MR. GRAY: I want to get on the record 2 couple of
things I think we have had so much discussion abkout the
Fortun2 Magazine article that that should go in ac an exhitit
becaus: parts of it have been read into the recorc, and it has
been x ‘ferred to a good deal. I assume nobody objects to that?

MR. GARRISON: My problem about that is, Mr. Chairman,
that 17 that goes in, it seems to me we ocught to tave a
chance to answer it. I just think it is going to prolong
the record. I am perfectly content with what was read into
the record out of it. I don't ask that the rest of it be put

in. IZ it does, it contains various veiled allegations that
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event . i you do wish to file documents of this sort. the Board
requesis that they be filed with the Board no later than May
17, which is two weeks from yesterday. I am not sure whether
that answers the question that you raised yesterday or not.

MR. GARRISON: What day of the week is that?

IMR. GRAY: That is Monday.

MR. GARRISON: Mr. Chairman, we widl do cur bhest
It is # very tight time schedule, but we will do car best.

If theis is any pcssibie give on that at all, it would be
helpfu’.

MR. GRAY: I am authorized to say that ti1is matter
has been discussed with the other Board members, a3d the Board
feels thaat this is a date we will request you to cuserve.

MR. GARRISON: All right. Among our prchlems is
that of transcripis which is a perennial one with us. We can't
take tha2m out of the building here except a certai.: number
that hc ve been released. It is fearfully difficul:i for us o
work here out of cur olfices. I suppose in due ccirse we
will get them, but there are these problens.

KR, GRAY: 1In recognition of this difficilty, I
can only ask Mr. FRolander and his associates to dc the best,
with all their problems they have, that they can.

MR. ROBB: Mr. Chairman, I might say just for the
record that I think it should be said that we have made

availakle to Mr. Garrison and his associates & room here
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imagir> it will take the afterncon, the way we go.

MR. GRAY: We then will ask you to start your
summa tion and argukent with the morning session tomorrow.

MR. GARRISON: Would it be possible to do it at the
afternoon session, and have the morning free to deo a little
work? Mr. Chairman, I don't -- well, I won't sketch to you
our problems, but it has been a matter of night work every
night ~or the last three and a half weeks, apart from the
transcripts. I have been with my client, my colleagues and
the witnesses, the transcripts have been down here, and 1
have nct even quite finished readin g a summary of them
prepared by Mr. Ecker, let alone reading the transcripts
themselves. I am just so hard pressed to try to gather &nything
together that would be of use to the Board, if I could at least
havée a half day clear in which to do a little work, it would
be a great help. I think in the end to the Board also.

M. GR& I will discuss this with the Board during
the noca recess.

MR, GARRISON: I would prefer a whole day if it
could be had, but I would greatly prefer to do it on Thursday
if it could be done.

DR, EVANS: Nay I just say --

MR. GARRISON: If you are going to be here.

DR. EVANS: I know just how yau are pressed for time,

Mr. Gar:'isorn, but vou mist rememher that some of us --
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ra Since its inception. It was breceded hy a Project
Charlcs which began January of 1251. This termivikd in
the summer and sort of grew into Lincoln. The exact genesis
aud birthday of Linceln would be hard to give. Somewhere
before September 1, 1951.

o What positions have you held in connection with the
Lincoin Laboratory?

L I was Assistant Director, I guess, when it started,
becam> Deputy Director in the spring of 1952, an¢ Director
on July 1, 1952.

O Became director when?

& July 1, 1952.

i In your capacity, as you have described it, in
connection with the Lincoln Laboratory, did you lave anything
to do with the inception of the so-called summer study?

AL Yes, quite a bit. I should say the inception took
place likely before I became Director. It began in the last
week n June. I should say that the former Director, Dr.
Loomis, of the University of Illinois, resigned effective July
1st. This was done on March 1st, and I was then appointed
Deputv Director and Director-Elect, if you like. Loomnis
continued to run the laboratory, but we had a rather firm
agreenent that things that were going to extend keyond Jily 1lst
I would take responsibility for them. So although the

inception of the summer study took place while I was not
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mentioned, of general discussicn of offense and defense, and

so on. In all these discussions I believe the only positive
~

statem2nt made about the strategic Air Command wo.; that it

should be strengthened.

Having seen Griggs' testimony, I should asd that
there is some inference somewhere in it that incre:sing defense
might weaken Strategic Air Command, and hence incieasing
defens2 is bad, or that some scientists definitely were against
the St-ategic Air Command, and thought it should !'e cut or
abolished. I have never heard any such statement in my
discussion with scientists cleared for military work. As 1
say, the only thing I can recall in this sense is thet in
generzl we thought it should be strengthened.

¥e also thought air defense should be s:rengthened.

¢ Jr. Hill, 1 would like to read you a po tion &
the testimony given by Mr. Griggs, and I will then ask you
a ques:ion about it. I am readirng from page 2617 of the
transc *ipt, and the psssage that I intend to read ruwns from
page 2517 to page 2620,

"And did the Lincoln Study" (I am readiug just a
little after the midldle of page 2617).

MR. ROBB: This is a question by who, /iIr. Marks?

AR. MARKS: This is a question on cross examination

of Mr. Grizgs. I be ieve Mr. Silverman conducted it.

"And did the Lincoln Study ever recomme id the
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a slighilyr ater date hr. Killian o MIT called me ind told
me that hn vas satisfied partly as a result of the recent
activities that he and Dr. Stratton had been engaged in, which
I have alrvesdy menitioned, that the Lincoln summer study would
overate tc the benefit both of Lincoln and the ianterests
of the /\ir Force.

"lle further said, since I mmd mentioned +vhat one of
the things wve were afrald of was that the Lincolr summer study
results miglht get out of hand, from our standpoint, in the
sense that they wmight be reported directly to higher authority,
such as the Nat ional fecurity Council, President FJillian
reassured me that he had taken steps so that he was sure that
the sumier study would be -- I think bhis words were "kept in
bounds' "'

MP. ROBB: I think you ocught to read the next
paragrah.

ME. MARKS: 1 would be glad to.

"Un the hasis of this assurance we had nc further --
that is. Mr. Finletter, myself ard General Yates ard the
other A.r Force people -~ had no further immediate worries
about tiie summer study and we encouraged.it.'

BY MR. HBARKS:

c I would like :o ask you generally, Dr. Hill,

whether you have any comment to make in respect to the passages

that I Diase read to you?
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A In the first place, I should just like to coument

on Griggs' ideas of what he thought the summer studs was going
to be. He evidently was concerned that the purpose ‘'ould come
out with som? super master plan -- I mean the purpote was tc
come cut witih a master plan -- of how to divide moncy between
Strategic Ai:» Command and Air Defense Command. Sucl was
farthest frama our thoughts. We at no time, to the test of my
knowledgz, considered worrying about the poblems of Strategic
Air Comm:ni any way except in so far as they relate to defense
and defense relates to them.

I don't know where Griggs got this idea, #&nd I don't
doubt that he had because 1 know for a while he was quite
concerned about this summer study, and about allowirg it to
be set up. i know this only by hearsay. He never ccme to me
with his qualms. He did talk to a lot of other pecrle. He
discourared some people from participating, so I havs been
told, anc he evidently talked to my superiors at MIT.

The inference is made -- I can't quarrel vith what
Griggs tloughkt -- the inference is made that he soneiow by
this mancuvering changed our purpose. This I deny.

0 Did you talk to your superiors at MIT about tais
project?

A Yes. In setting up this we first talked t> our
superiorc at MIT and very briefly with the Air Force and there

seemed tc be good support for it. Then I know that :his
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I say, NMay 1st, we started about May 20. So that there was
a delay while we reexamined these fears that Grigis and others
had raised.

Had 1 answered the question? It was ra ' her lengthy
if you consider the background, and I may have le:t something
out there.

A I would like to direct your attention secifically
to one matter that was referred ¢ in te passage that I read.
In the passage I read to you there occurred at onc: point
the fellowing: This was in one of Mr. Griggs' answers, and 1
am stz~ting in the middle of the answer on page 20(18:

". . .we were also very much concerned :n the early
days of{ the formatiom of the Lincoln summer study  because
it was being done in such a way that had it been :c.llowed to go
in the direction in which it was initially going, every
indica tion was that it would have wrecked the effuctiveness
of the Lincoln Laboratory. This was because of tlie way the
thing was, the summer study was bteing handled adu.nistratively.

"So far as I know, it was not becamse o' any direct
action on the part of Dr. Oppernheimer. On the oter hand, I
felt a: the time that Dr. Opperheimer should have "ieen well
enoughk informed and alert enough to see that this would be
disastrous to the Lincoln summer study."”

Have you anything to add to what you haw already

testified that would explain the reference in the passage that
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and I ‘elt we had the complete confidence of Kiliian and
Stratt.n. They in turn said you must get the Air Force, who
is the contractor, and the primary support behind yvou, too.

It was my feeling -- here I will have t¢ refresh
my memory from the files, gentlemen -- that I wouid naturally
have gone to General Putt in this instance, since he 1s the
Chairmn o our Military Advisory Committee. I kunow I went to
someon.., I believe 1t was Putt. We discussed the pattern,
thoughi it a good idea.

Yo this business about adinistrative prccedures, 1
don't 'nderstand. I point out that Griggs was not around
the 1la corafory at any %ime. He could know nothing of these
directly. He never cousulted me or asked what we were doing.
50 I czn only tell you what we did. I must leave to your
judgme~1t whether it was good administrative policy ornot.

£Lfter the fuss was made by Griggs around the first
of May, then things got in an uvnroar, and I was czlled in by
Killia' 7 Stratton as you might expect, and we went througi
it aga n. Then we had this other go-around which I explainad
earlie. , secing all the services and seeing them in detail,
They bcught it.

Q They bought it?
A that is what I said. Maybe I better put it in good

Englis:.i. They agreed that what we were planning to do was

quite ..1i right, and probably a good thing, and i{ we wanted
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to do .it, ve should be supported.

[t no time, I reiterate, did we change vhat we
had st r<ed out to accomplish.

'R. MARKS: I have no further questions.

MR. GRAY: Mr. Robb.

CROSS EXAMINATION

BY MR. ROBB:

Q Doctor, you told us about going to see the various
represcnuatives of the services, General Putt, an< others,
and yov said they expressed a certain amount of ccncern, and
a certcin amount of enthusiasm. €Could you explair that a little
bit to uc?

A I.et me point out, I believe that Vista vas just
report.ng: then. This had created a certain amount of stir
in the m:litary. They were afraid, as I recall, that Vista
would carry too much weight with higher authorities that did
not uncersiand their problems, and would hurt their program.
They wore sfraid, and they expressed some concern, if we
starte & program of this sort, to take a general l1ook at a
broad nilitary problem, that this in turn might give them a
headac’ .e rather than do good. 1 think events have proved that
this concern was all right, but there was no undue problem
that reosulbed from it .

Q You felt, of course, that the Air Force being the

contractor who was going to pay for this had a perfect right
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to be ccncerned about it?
A Oh, yes, sir.

MR. ROBB: That is all. Thank you.

MR. GRAY: Dr. Hill, have you read Dr. “acharias'
testimony here before this Board?

THE WITNESS: The tes timony that was given last veek
I skiumed through quickly, yes, sir. I did not discuss with
him what he talked about this morning.

MR. GRAY: How much other testimony hav: you read
besides Griggs' and Zacharias'?

THE WITNESS: I confess to glimping at .;ome of
the others while I was sitting out in the room, the others
that wvere in those two volumes. I can't say that I read any
of the testimony so as to remember it. I sort of skimmed 2
page ond read a paragraph.

MR. GRAY: With respect to "ZORC", ymx: s3aid you
were confident that Dr. Zacharias would not use ftii1is phrasc
or go through this procedure which Mr. Griggs testified about.
Am I correct in my recollection?

THE WITNESS: That is correct. I am also confident,
if I ray add, timt had he done it, I wmuld have Lzen quite
annoyed, and would have left him know it. Had I seen him do
this, I amr sure I would have remembered. That is “he point I
was trying to make.

MR. GRAY: 1If he did it today, would ycu be annoyed
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with blm?

THE WITNESS: I think that would depend entirely
on the circumstances, sir,.

IMR. GRAY: Is this a matter of time? I think we
ought o tell you that he testified today that he might do it
today.

THE WITNESS: I don't know. If he were in a group
with friends, and they were talking about things like that
Fortune article, and he happened to write 'ZORC" con the
blackboard, I would not be surprised. If he did it at a
formal meeting, I would be quite surprised.

MR. GRAY: I see. You said in your direct testimony
that you never heard any scientis? who was cleared for military
work argue for the dissolution of the strategic arm. Have
you heard any scientist argue for the dissolution of the
strategic arm?

THE WITMESS: No, sir.

MR. GRAY: So the '""cleared for military vork'" had
no significance?

TE WITNESS: No, sir.

M. GRAY: You said that Dr. Griggs had Jiscouraged
people from working on the summer study, so you hat been told.
Who told wyoa that?

THE WITNESS: Dr. Getting -- I tried to way that

this was inferred, and also second hand -- Dr. Get-ing, for
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instance, hid seemed quite enthusiiastic about working on this
summer study. I know he talked to Griggs at length and after
that he cro’ed off completely.

ME. GRAY: And you would draw the conclur ion from
that that it was as a result of talking with Griggs --

THE WITNESS: 1Iinfer that, yes, sir.

ME. GRAY: Who told you that he had kept pecple from
working on the project?

TIIE WITNESS: Well, this was the inferance of other
p?ople, too. I cannot testify that this actually !'appened.
It was ‘nferred by other people. I think Zachariasz would say
this.

ME.. GRAY: Did Zacharias tell you this? Was he the
source of yowr information?

THE WITNESS: I think he did.

MI.. GRAY: Did anybody else tell you tha’ Griggs
had bee:: instrumental 1ln persuading people not to vork on
this prnject?

TIE WITNESS: No, but I know one of my crlleagues
was verv bitter about it, and very much sét against starting it.

DF., EVANS: Set against what?

THE WITNESS: Set against starting the priject. I
also knorw this was shortly after a talk with Griggs. Again
this is only inference.

MIl. GRAY: Do you think it is fair to dr:zw such an
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infereunce and to conclude from that that he was responsible
for people not working on the project?

THE WITNESS: No, sir , it is not.

MR, GRAY: You have me confused now. Dc you wish
to have it appear that you testified here that Grizigs was
responsible for people not working on this project?

THE WITNESS: If I can state it now, I would like to.

MR. GRAY: I wish you would. I am not trying to
trap you, Dr. Hill.

THE WITNESS: I understand that perfectl;. In
trying toc talk arcund Griggs' testimony which was rather general
in spots, I had tco give some flavor of my feeling of his
activities at that time, too. I tried to make cl:ar that
Griggs never talked to me about hils concern, and that I never
talked tc him about my concern about his activities. Therefore,
I thinl it only fair that I drew certain inference: just as
he did. I think it would be strictly unfair on my part to
accuse him of having dissuaded people from taking part in

the study.

MR. GRAY: 1If you had come here without :nowing what

Dr. Zacharias had testified to this Board, would y~u have
stated tkat Griggs had been instrumental, so you u.id heen
told, in keeping people from working on this proje:t?
THE WITNESS: Sir, about Zacharias' testimony, I skimmdd

through his earlier testimony of & week ago, and I don't recall
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from it any mention of Griggs. My statements abou? Griggs
have been drawn from Griggs' testinony and my own monory.

As 1 say, I did nct talk to Zacharias about his tes:imony this
morning.

MR. GRAY: Did you talk with Dr. Oppenheirer’s
attorneys about Dr. Zacharias' testimony this morninug?

THE WITNESS: No, sir. I have not talke <« fo
anybody about it. Both Zacharias and I talked witik Mr. Marks
very brizfly this morning about the flavor of what night go on.

MR. GRAY: VWas there any mention made of jersuvading
people not to work on this project?

THE WITNESS: I can't recall.

MR.GRAY: This conversation took place th:s morning
and you can't recall?

THE WITNESS: Yes, sir. You will recall ou asked
me a gaeestion about Zacharias' testimony and infereiaces 1 drew
from it. There may have been discussion this morni- g about
Griggs, but if there was, I brought it up from having read
Griggs' testimony.

MR. GRAY: It is not a question of who brought it up.
I am asking you whether in your preparation for this
appeararce there was any discussion of Griggs havin: been
instrumental in persuading people not to work on tih.s project.

THE VITNESS: Yes, there was.

MR. GRAY: And so, therefore, you are unable to
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tell me viac  told you other than that conversation in
preparatior for this that Griggs had been ins trume:tal in
persuaciug people not o work on this project?

THE WITNESS: No. Dr. Getting gave me this impression
and Dr. Zacharias gave it to me tvo years ago at tie time we
were setting it up. There we had long conversatioans on the
subjec™.

BR. GRAY: Dr. Hill, wvou testified on direct
examinatzon that at a meeting several persons camg to you and
expres: ed concern about the project, at least partially
on the score of Dr. Oppenheimer's security status. Do you
remember wko some of these peoplile were?

THE WITNESS: If I said several, I was wrong; only
one, aird tlkat was Dr. Getting.

AR. GRAY: You did say 1several.

THE WITNESS: I am sorry, then. That was a slip of
the torgue.

MR. GRAY: What was Drr. Getting's oppositional
position®”

THE WITNESS: He is now vice president ¢? the
Raythecn Menufacturing Company.

MR, GRAY: DBut he was tien in the Navy?

THE WITNESS: ©No, he was then at that ich, but the
year previcus he had worked on a staff job in the Aiir Force.

'R. GRAY: And he was the only cone that mentioned



2159

concern about Dr. Oppenheimer's security?

THE WITNESS: Yes, sir. Quite a few otheurs mentioneq
that Griggs was talking about and had talked to then.

MR. GRAY: Do you remember who they were?

THE WITNESS: I know of one. Dr. Fisk of Bell
Laboratories.

MR. GRAY: Was he concerned?

THE WITNESS: He was not concerned about Jr.
Oppenheimer. He was very much concerned about Grigzs making
this sort of statementment.

MR. GRAY: He rejected the notiom that thore was any
question?

THE WITNESS: Yes, sir.

MR. GRAY: I think I should tell you, Dr. Hill,
that I 2m very much concerned, as are my colleagues on the
Board, about the fact that there is testimony befors this
Board wl:ich indicates very clearly that some one or more
witnesses have not told the truth to this Board. Thaere has
now developed in this proceeding a real question in some
cases c©i veracity.

I have another question which is notrelatzd to the
remark vhick I made in any way.

TEHE WITNESS: May I asit you a question, sir?

MR. GRAY: Yes, sir.

THE WITNESS: Were you rcferring to the 'ZORC"
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incident?

MR. GRAY: Among others, yes. Do you have aiything
to add about the 'ZORC" incident?

THE WITNESS: No, sir.

¥R. GRAY: Was Griggs the only person vho was
responsible for the delay in the beginning of the summer study?

THE WITNESS: That is a very difficult question to
answes.,

MR. GRAY: Let me remind you that you testified on
direct examination that there was a delay of several weeks as
a resnlt of the activities -- this may not be your words --
but as a result of the activities of Griggs and oithers. If
you a.’e uncomfortable about my sta tement of your testimony,

I wil! be glad to have it read back to you.

THE WITNESS: No, I would be very happy to clear
this p.

MR. GRAY: Ves.

THE WITNESS: I said that a stir took place around
the first of May which resulted in a delay.

MR. GRAY: TYes.

THE WITNESS: I later, I think, said Ithought that
Grigge was in part responsible for that stir. I don't know of
other: .

MR. GRAY: So yokx think‘Griggs was probably the

one risporsible.
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THE WITNESS: As much as anyone. The one I know

anything about. I have no way of knowing that ther-e were
others.

MR. GRAY: Would you characterize Griggs' activities
in this episode as sabotage?

THE WITNESS: No, sir.

MR. GRAY: What would you call it?

THE WITNESS: I would call it difference of opinicon.

MR. GRAY: VWould you call it honest diff:rence of
opinion?

THE WITNESS: I would thitk so. I would think also,
however, that a good deal of misinformation about 7hat we
were trying to do, if this present testimon& refle:ts what he
thought then.

MR. GRA You didn't cuestion kb right as a senior
scientist of the Air Force to have an opinion éboua the shepe
and fora of the study?

THE WITNESS: Not at all, no, sir.

MR. GRAY: Now, after Dr . Killian and Dr. Strattomn
called ycu, and perhaps others, in, following the 'stir', and
you werze authorized to go ahead, I believe you sai:id, was there
any change whatsoever in the plan of the study?

THE WITNESS: No, sir.

MR. GRAY: ©Not the slightest change?

THE WITNESS: No, sir.



3162

MR. GRAY: So therefore your interpretation of the
situation was that there had simply been delay of several
weeks vithout consequence otherwise?

THE WITNESS: That is correct.

MR. GRAY: Dr. Evans.

DR. EVANS: Dr. Hill, would you tell us somthing
about your education,where you were educated?

THE WITHNESS: Yes, sir. 1 attended Waslington
University in St. Louis from 1926 to 1930, receiving a
bachelor's degree in mechanical engineering. After three
years working, I came back and took a master's defree in physics,
and then went to the University of Rochester and finished a
Ph. D. in 1937 in physics.

DR. EVANS: From what ]I heard here -- I am just
trying to get my thinking cleared up ~- there seeiis to have
been two schools of thought engaged in this work, and there
doesn't seem to be much love lost between them, ic that true?

THE WITNESS: I have heard this, sir. . don't
considzar myself a member of any school of thought I have
heard that there is quite a difference of opiniom among
certain groups of physicists.

DR. EVANS: You would =say that if there were two
schools of thought, ycu would say you belong to D-.
Oppernheimer's school, is that it¥

THE WITNESS: I thinl: I would have to have the
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definition of the schocl of thought. If you mean about the
H bomb’-~

DR. EVANS: DNo, I mean about this laboratory we
are talking about -- this summer course, I beg your pardon.

THE WITNESS: Summer study.

DR, EVANS: Yes, the ammer study.

THE WITESS: There I certainly can identify myself
with a school, and that was that it was a very goclil thing
and necded doing. If Dr. Oppenheimer’belongs to thuat school,
then we are joint members.

DR. EVANS: Would you care to name some of the men
besides Griggs that belonged to the other school?

THE WITNESS: If you mean now, people who questioned
the wisiom of the summer study in the scientific field?

DR. EVANS: Yes.

THE WITNESS: The three I can think of most quickly
are Grizgs, Getting and Valley.

DR. EVANS: VWhere did Alvarez fit in thic?

THE WITNESS: I don't recall ever talking te him
about i73.

DR. EVANS: You don't know anything abou? Teller?

THE WITNESS: No, sir. He would not -- in general
the pecowle we would have talked to about this would have been
those more closely associated with electronics bhan with nuclear

weapons. There are some exceptions. So Teller never entered
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znto oryv discussion to the best oi our knowledge.
DR. EVANS: 1 have no other questions.
FR. GRAY: BMr. Marks.
REDIRECT EXAMINATION
BY MR, MARKS:

Q Lr. Hill, when you came from the train taiis morning
to Mr. Garrison's office and met me, did I ask you any
questicns about whether Griggs had discouraged pecle from
working on the summer study?

A I don't recall that you did.

MR. MARKS: I have no other questions.

MR. ROBE: I have no questions.

ER. GRAY: Is it your testimony, then, D, Hill,
that ycu did not discuss with the attorneys this morning
this guestion of discocraéing people from working >n the study?

THE WITKFESS: Sir, I have already given 7ou an answer

X

to it.

MR. GRAY: I don't believe you have givea me a
clear znswer.

THE WITNESS: 1 am trying to clear it uvp.

MR, GRAY: I would like to have you clea~ it up.
That ir ry entire purpoese.

THE WITRESS: I should veally go back to make this
completely clear itwo years, to this time when Zachirias and

I were tying to set up this summer study. At that time we
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felt rather clear that Griggs was quite opposed tc it and doing
what he could to put it in the best light for Griggs to see
that it was in its proper perspective. In talking to each
other we may have used other words. That brings us up to
this morning, and I honestly felt I was here only to testify
as to the "XORC" incident. So I had not reviewed ny memory
at all, and I have been trying to all day, which is why 1
hesitate just a little about when who said what to whom. 1
know after reading Griggs' tes timony, I made a statement that
it looks <o me like Dave was really in there pitching and
trying his best to keep people from joining. I can't recall
that Mr. llarks asked me a question. His question i me was
did heask the question, and I said no.

Now, then, Zacharias and I sat out in the waiting
room together and we discussed it some more about Criggs and
two years ago, you see. So my discussion on thatsubject with
Zacharfais and with Marks, I think, mostly my talking. I don't
recail what Zacharias said except as a sort of nod agreement.
Does thnt clarify my testimony oa this point?

MI.. GRAY: Le: ne answer your question this way.

I am trying to clarify it.

On the direct 4uestion by Mr. Marks, you made the
stateme.t that Mr. Griggs had discouraged people fxom workinz
on the roject, so I have been tcld. 1 would be gl.ad to

have this read back toyou if you wsh.
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MR. MARKS: Mr. Chairman, I don't thionk I asked
him a ¢uestion about that. I think that was a refz-énce to
the general guesticon which I asked.

MR. GRAY: In his direct testimony he mad>» this
statement. I will ask the reporter to read the stz :ement
that has me concerned.

(The rencrter thereupon read the record as follows:

"BY MR. MARKS:

"Q I would like to ask you generally, Dr. Hill,
whether you have any corment to make in respect to <che passages
that I have read tc you.
"A In the first place, I shouldjust like to comment

on Grigss' ideas of what he thought the summer studs was going
to be. He evidently was concerned that the purpose would cone
out with some super masfter plan -- I mean the purpose was to
come oul with a master plan -- of how to divide money between
Strategic Air Command ard Air Defense Command. Such was
farthest from our thoughts. We at no time, to the hest of my
knowledge, considered wcrrying about the problems o7 Strategic
Air Command any way except in so far as they relate to defense
and defcrnse relates to them.

"I don't know where Griggs got this idea, and I don't
doubt tlat he had because I know for a while he was quite
concerncd about this summer study, and about allowiag it to

be set up. I kZnow this only by hearsay. He never came to me
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with his qualms. He did télk to a lot of other people; He
discourzged some people from participating, so I hae been
told, and he evidently talked to my superiors at MIT.'")

MR. GRAY: '"He discouraged some people from
participating, so I have been told."

THZ WITNESS: Yes, sir. If 1 couldretract my words,
I would say that this way. Inferences have been mace by me
and others tihat he discouraged other people from wo.king on
it. When I say I have been told, I meant as of two years ago,
and the thing I was trying to bring out was that this was
completely inference on my part. Does that clear i up, sir?

MR, GRAY: 1I think so.

1 should like to say for the record that “f in my
questioning of this witness I have seemed to impute to Dr.
Oppenheimer's attorneys any impropriety, I have no such intentim

MR. MARKS: Thank you.

MR. GARRISON: Thank you.

MR. GRAY: I should say further that I unders tand
that the witaness did not discuss with Mr. Marks the
question of discouragement of employment at the sumier study
although it is my understading that this matter did come up
in conversation with the witness with Dr. Zacharias

THI WITNESS: That is right.

MR, GRAY: 1Is that a correct statement?

TEE WITNESS: That is correct.
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M. MARKS: I think I need to add to tha :, sir,
that I belicve some remark to that effect about discouraging
people on the summer study was made in my presence hen I first
met with Dr. Zacharias and Dr. Hill this morning. I don't
recall which of them made it. I didn't pay any atéention tc it.

MR. GRAY: Dc you have any further questilons?

MR. MARKS: No, sir.

MR. ROBE: Nc, sir.

MR. GRAY: Thank you very much, Dr. Hill.

THE WITKESS: Thank you.

(Witness excuse.l.)

FR. GARRISON: Mr. Chairman, could we just talk
about rrccedure for a ninute?

MR, GRAY: Yes. 1I have talked with the rnembers of
the Board at the voon recess, and I may say I am authorized
to sayve will allow yer to start your summation ani argumen?
tomorrcw afternoon, rather than tomorrow morning, vhich I
believe vas your request.

FR. GARI'ISON: I appreciate that very muczh., May I
then sry that in the lunch hour which we did not ssend with
Dr. Zacharias and Dr. !ill, I reached the conclusion in my
conscicnce as a lowyer that I just must finish the reading
of the sumrary wh'ch I can do in a few hours befcr2 reaching

a finai decision as to whether to ask Dr. Oppenheimer to ma’xe

a rebu-tal or not. I zm just not quite clear &t this point
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whethe: it is going to be necessary. If I could have sonme
means of communicating with you and with the other Board
members =2ither late this afternocon or very early this evening
as to whether or not I would like to put him on or ask him to
resume testifying in the morning or not, I wouldiike to leave
it in that manner, if it is feasible for you. I realize

the inconvenience that this may mean, but I shoulé certainly
arrive at the decision early enough this evening -- I should
think by dinner time.

MR. GRAY: We will proceed tomorrow afterncon with
your summary.

IMR. GARRISON: Yes.

IR. GRAY: I think I can say on behalf ¢f the Board
that we wiil not insist that you tell us now that you will or
will not c¢2l1l Dr. Oppenheimer back as a witness Tcmorrow
morning. 1 would like to know as eafly as possibie about
that so that we may makte our own plans.

IfR. GARRISON: Thank you, Mr. Chairman

(Discussion >ff the recad.)

!R. GRAY: You have xresented your witnesses except
for possibly Dr. Oppenaeimer?

MR. GARRISON: Yes.

MR. GRAY: I take it, then, gentlemen, ve are in
recess uatlil 9:30 tomorrow morning, If you decide in the

meantime you will not <211 Dr. Oppenheimer to the stand, we
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will zeet at 2 o'clock tomorrow afternoon.
MR. GARRISCN: Yes, sir.
(Thereupon at 3:35 p.m., a recess was taken until

Wednesday, May 5, 1954, at 9:30 a.m.)



