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PAPICHBOW UNITED STATES ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

. ‘ In the Matter of

*% s

J. ROBERT OPPENHEIMER

Room 2022,

Atonmic Energy Commission,
Building T-3,
Washington, D. C.

Monday, May 3, 1954.
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PERSONNEL SECURITY BOARD:
. ' MR. GORDON GRAY, Chairman.
] DR. WARD T. EVANS, Member.
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C. A. ROLANDER, JR., Counsel for the Board.
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ALLAN B. ECKER, Counsel for J. Robert Oppenheimer.
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| - 2863
PROCEEDINGS

MR, GRAY: Mr. Garrison.

MR. GARRISON: Mr. Chairman, 1 would lz!.ke to make a
shortfstatement,_sir.

Over the weekend we have examined Mr. Borden's
letter to Mr. Hoover of November 7, 1953, which he read into
the record at the last session. Mr. Borden in his brief
testimony stated that the letter comnstituted his conclusions, and
that he had nothing to add. It is quite 'clear that the letter
consists not of evidence, but <I>f Mr. Borden's opinions arrived
at from studying FBI reports and other unspaecified data.

These opinions relate essentially to the items contained in
. ' General Nichols' letter to Dr. Oppenkeimer of December 23,
1953, which have been canvassed in the teﬁtimony, and the
documents Before this Board. It is apparent that except for
Mr. Borden's conclus_ions about espionage, for which there is
no evidence, and as to which the Chairman has assured us
there is no evidence before the Board, Mr. Borden's opinions
represent his interpretation of evidoﬁti;ry matters which
this Board has been hearing about for the past three weeks from
persons who actually participated in the particular events
Q which have been the subject matter of this investigation.

In view of these considerations, it has seemed to

us that 11’ wé were now to .'ask Mr. Borden to develop further

his opinions and condusions, we would merely be 1nvit1ng
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argument about the interpretation of evidence.
While the Board has been lenient in permitting
argument by witmesses, it hardly seems to us that we would be
. Justified in provoking or inviting opinions and argument which
‘cold run the gamut of all the evidence before the Board.
For these reasons it has seemed to us appropriate to
respond Fo Mr. Borden's letter in our rebuttal and summation
a8 we expect to do. Consequently, we shall dispense with
cross examination urless - the Board should wish to ask Mr. Borden
questions, in which evemt we would liketo reserve the right
do do ours when the Board is through, |
MR. GRAY: Of course, it is the right of Dr.
. Oppenheimer and counsel to decline to cross examine apy withess
before this Board. Obviousiy there is nothing in our procedure
which requires cross examination.

" Mr. Garrison has stated that this letter constit tes
conclusions of the witness which, I think he has sfated, was
the case on direct examination. I think, however, it
#ppropriate that the record reflect the fact which wouid be
very obvious to anvone who reads it, that there has been a
great deal of testimony here 61 conclusions with respect to
these matters which were contained in General Nichols' letter
to Dr. Oppenheimer, and witnesses called by Dr; Opﬁoppninor,
and his counsel, have repeatedly stated that they had certain

conclusions with respect to these matters which related to
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Dr. Oppenheimer's loyalty, c_:haracter and assocliations..

I think the present witness bhas not sought to state
anything other than these are his own conclusions.

MR. GARRISON: That is right, M. Chairman.

I did not mean to suggest that other witnesses have not stated |
their conclusions and opinions. Of coﬁrse they have. 1
mﬁant merely to say that those conélusions wore derived from
testimony of their own with respect to matters in which they
had participated either with Dr. Oppenheimer or in other
connections from which they derived fheir conclusions.

MR, ROGBB: Mr, Chairman, just one perhaps minor
remark. I am sure Mr. Gar:_'ison_ did not mean it that way. He
. ‘ stated that there was no evidence of espionage. I think

what the Chairman said, and 1 have the transcript before me,
is, "I would say to you that the Board has no evidence before
it that Dr. Oppenheimer volunteered espilonage information
to the Soviets or complied with a request for such information,
that he has been functioning as an espionage agent."
I assume that is what M, Garrisonlreferred to.
MR. GARRISON: That :l‘s to which I had reference.
MR, ROBB: Yes.
. MR, GRAY: lf‘romfﬁe circumstances, I would say
the witness is excused. Thank you very much, Mr. Borden.
I offer the a.polog:l.osr of theBoard for having kept you here

through the weekend or having you required to return for this
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purpose. Thank you very much.
MR. ROBB: That is all the testimony we have to d fer,
Mr, Chairman.

. I would like to talk to Mr. Garrison and his colleagues
about the so-called Pash and Lansdale transcripts. I think we
finally worked out the final version of the Pash transcript.

I would like tohave them appear in the record at this point,
if there is no objection,

MR. GARRISON: I bhave not seen whatever Mr. Rolander
‘and Mr. Ecker worked out.

" MR, ROBB: Neither have I.

MR. GARRISON: Subject to looking it over and

. _ possible conference that might be m cessitated by that between

| us, I certaiﬁly have no objection to its going in. Before
it is considered to be finally in, we should have an opportunity
to look whatever they have agreed to over.

MR, ROBB: Surely.

MR, GRAY? The Chairman would like to make a comment
on this. It certaiﬁly 1s.to be hoped that counsel can agree.
Perhaps I had misunderstood. I thought each of you had
delegated. ‘

1" : MR, ROBB: 1 did, Mr. Chairman.

MR, GRAY: I bad the understanding that whatevor Mr.
Rolander and Mr. Ecker agreed,was to be . If in your

examination of it you think there is some material matter, of
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course you will not be denied the opportunity to bring it to
the attention of the Board.
HME, ROEB: So far 28 I 2m concernad, Mr, Chairman,
. Mr, Rolander‘s decisioen iz it,
iR, GRAY: IFf Mr, Garrison feels compelied to raise
questions, them I think it would be well for you to become "it",
MR, ROBER: Very wall, .
MR. GARRISON: I would just like an opportuanity to
reﬁd it over,
MR, ROLANDER: It is being typod now. Taoere ic 3
poesiblility for g ome typographkical errorg,
{Discussion off the record.)
. MR. ROBB: Mr, Chairman, in the interest of coa-
pleteness of the record we feel that the original_tyﬁewritten
transcript as_preparod in the office of Col. Pash in 1943,
as he has testified here, should also be‘aet out ip the
record following the appanded table, and I ask that be done,
MR, GRAY: Very well,
MR, ROBB: Mr., Chairman, in respect of the so-cslled
Lansdale tramscript, which is also being set out in the'record.
counsel for Dr, Oppenhai-er wish the record to reflect that in
. agreeing to the printing of the Lansdale tramscript of 12‘Sep—
tember 1947 they do not concede its correctness since the
original recording or tape'trq- wvhi k the transcriét was nade

is not avallable to counsel for purposes of comparison.
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2867-A
MR, GRAY: I take it that there is agreement among
counsel with respect to these matters which you have read and
. the record will reflect that.
MR, ROBﬁ: Yes, Mr, Chairman,

MR. GARRISON: Yes, Mr. Chairman,

HN¥ 32835 Docld:364797 Page 9
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STIPULATION

‘Counsel for Dr., Oppenheimer and counsel for the
Atonig Epergy Commission have compared the recording of the
. ' so-called Pash Intervi.ev-: of August 26, 1943, with the type-
written transcript, poriioh@ of which were uged in the cross
~examination of Dr. Oppenheimer., The following is, as pearly
as they can understand the recording, a correct tramscription,
Where porticns did not appear to counsel for Dr, Oppenheimer
and for the Commission to be reamonably decipherable, this
has been indicated byl three dots (, . .). . The appended table

reflecte the changes from the typewritten transcript.

. ' "Unclamsified 4/19/54 CAR
Sam FPrancisco, California
August 27, 1943
MEMORANDUM FOR THE OFP!CEﬁ‘iN CHARGE

Subject: D. S, M., Project

Re: Tranecript of Conversation between Dr,

J. R, Oppenheimer, Lt, Col, Boris T. Pash,
and Lt, Lyall Johnson,

Transmitted, herewith, is the transcript of
conversation between Dr. J. R, Oppenheimer, Lt. Col. Boris
T, Pash, and Lt. Lyall Johnsoﬁ, held in Lt. Johnson’s office
in the New Class Room Building, Univereity of California,

Berkeley, California on August 26, 1843, It is to be noted
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2869
that in some places the conversation was very indistinct and
that the running com_nanta.ry may be 1ndec:|.sfve :I.nthese places,
but the substance of the material discussed is, herewith,
. presented:
P;: This is a pleasure, because I anm 1ﬁterested toa
 certain extent in activities and I feel I have a certain
responsibility in a child which I don't know anything about.
General Groves has, more or less, I feel placed a certain
responsibility in mwe and it's like having a child, that you
can't seo,'by_remote‘control. I don't mﬁan to take much of

your time -

O: That's perfectly all right. Vhatever time you

. ‘ choose.

P: Mr. Johnson told me about the little incident,
or conversation, taking place yesterday in which I am very
much interested and it had me worried all day yesterday since

he called me.

O0: I was rather uncertain as to whether I should or
should not talk to him (Rossi) when I was here. I was unwilling
to do it without authorization. What I wanted to tell this
fellow was that he had been indiscreet. I know that that's
right that he had revealed information. I know that saying
tha t much m:lgh_t in some cases embarrass him. It doesn't seem
to have been @ﬁble of embarrassing him - to put it bluntly.

P: Well, tht is npt' the particulr interest I have.

W¥ 32835 Docld:364797 Page 11
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It is something a little more, in ay opinion, more serious.
Mr. Johnson said there was a possibility that there may be
some other groups interested.

O: 1 think that is true, but I hwe‘no first ~hand
knowledge that would be, for that reason, useful, but I think
it is true that a man,.whose name I never heard, who was
attached to the Soviet Consul, has indicated indirectly through
intermediary people concerned in this Project that he was in
a position to transmit, without any danger of a leak, or
scandal, or anything of that kind, information, which they might
supply. I would take it that it is to he assumed that a man
attached to the Soviet Consulate might be doing it but_since
' . , I know it to be a fact, I have been particularly concerned

about any indiscretions which took place in circles close
enough to be in contact with it. To put it quite frankly -1
would feel friendly to the idea of the CONmander-in-Chief
informing the Russians that we were working on this problem.
At least, I can see that there might be some arguments for
doing that, but I do not feel friendly to the idea of having
it moved out the back door. I tink that it might not hurt
to be on the look-out for it.

. _ P: Could you give me a little more specific
information as to exactly what information you have? You can
readily realize that phase would be, to me, as interesting,

pretty near, as the whole project is to you.
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0: Well, I might say that the approaches were always
to other people, who were trﬁmbled by them, and sometimes came
and discussed them with me; and that the approaches were

. always quite indirect so I feel that to give more, perhaps,
than one name, would be to implicate people whose attitude was
one of bewilderment rather thap one of cooperation. 1 know
of no case, and I am fairly sure that in all cases where 1 hae
heard of these contacts, would not have yielded a single
thing. That's as far as I can go on that. Now there is a man,
whose name was mentioned to me a couple of times - I don't knew
of my own knowledge that he was involved as an intermediary.

It gseems, however, not impossible and 1f-you wanted to watch
. him 11; might be the appropriate thing to do. He spent quite a
number of years in the Soviet Union. BHe's a English . . .
I think he's a chemical enginger. He was ~ he may not be here
now - at the time 1 was with him here, employed by the Shell
Development. His name is Eltenton. 1 would think that there
was a small chance - well, let me put it this way - He has
probably keen asked to do what he can to provide information,
¥Whether he is successful or not, I do not know, but he talked
to a Ifriend of his who is also an acquaintance of one of the

. ‘'mén on the project, and that was one of the channels by which
this thing went. Now I think that to go beyond that would be
to put a lot of names down, of people who are not only innocent

but whose attitude was 100% cooperative.
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P: Now here's a point., You can readily realize
that if we get information like that we have to work in an
';bsolutely discreet manner. In other words we can't afford
to even indicate -

O: That you are concerned.

P: That we are concerned or through whom we get
information., However anything that we may get which would
eliminate a lot of research work on our part would necessarily
bring to a closer conclusion anything that we are doing.

O: Well, I'm giving you the one name that I ﬂ:l.nk. ,

’ is, or isn't - I llaa.n' I don't know the name of the man atta.gl;;d
to the Consulate - I think I may have been told or I may ﬁot.hav
. been told and I have, at least not purposely, but actually
forgotten. He is -~ and he may not be here now. These
incidents occurred of the order of about 5, 5, 7 months ago.
J: I was wondering, Dr. Oppeuheimer, if there ﬁas
a particular person - maybe a person on the Project that fhey
were trying to pump information from - that if we knew who
those were, would at leﬁst know where to look for a leak,
not from the standpoint of . . . , but lodﬁing at a certain
picture.
. P: Her€s the point fhat I would feel
0¢ 1 would feel that the people that they tried to
get information from were mor or less an accident (interpolation}

and I helieve I would be making some harm by saying that
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P:  Yes. Here's the thing - we of course assume
that the pe ople who bring this informetion 'to you are 100%
with you, and therefore, there is no question about their
o intentions. . However, if - | o
\\ o: ﬁell, I'11 tell you one thing - I have known of i;
i two or three cases, and 1 think two of the men were with me at \
Los Alamos - they are men who are i_rery closely associated with me
“P: Have they told you that either they thought
they were contacted for that purpose or they ware actua}ly
contacted for that pﬁrpose? |
o: They told me they were contacted for that purpose.
P: For that purpose.

. O: That is, let me give you the background. The
background was -- well you know how difficult it is with the
relations between these two allies, and there are a lot of
people who don't feel very friendly to Russia, so that the
information - a lot of our secret information, our Radar and
so on, doesn’'t get to them, and they are battling for their
lives and they would like to have ar idea of what is going on
and this is just to make up in other words for the defects
of our official communication. That is the form in which it
was presented. |

P: Oh, 1 see.
0: Of course, the actual fact is that since it is

not a communication which ought to be taking place, it is

~
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treasonable. But it wasn't presentad in that method. (Garble)

It is a method carrying out a policy which was more or less a
policy of the goﬁormnnt and the form in which it came ﬁs
that an interview be arranged with this man Eltenton who had
. very good contacts with a wan from the Embassy attached to the
! Consulate who was a very reliable guy (that's his étory)'and
‘ who had a lot of experience in microfilm work, or whatever the
. hell.

P: Well, now I may be getting back to a little
systematic picture. . . These people whom you mentioned, who
(WO?)l are down with you now . . . were they contacted by
Eltenton direct? |

. - 0! No.
P: Through another party?
0: Yes.

P: Well, now, could we know tlrough whom that contact

O0: I think it would be a mistake, that is, I think
I have told you where the initiative came from and that the
other things were almos t purely accident and that it would
':lnvolve people who ought not be involved in this.
. P: This will not involve the peple but it would
indicate to us Eltenton's channel. We would have to, .now that
this is definite on Eltenton. We of course

O: It is not definite in the sense that I have
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2875
soen him do the thing. He may have been misquoted. 1 don't
believe so. Now Eltenton is a member of the FAECT or not?
P: That's the Union.
. O: That's the CIO Wnion. He's a man whose
sympathies are certainly very far "Left”, whatever his
affiliations,'dr he may or may not have r#gular contacts with .
. a political group.
P: Well, here's how I feel
O: I doubt it. In any case, 1t is a safe thing “\\w
to say that the channels that would be tolloﬁod in this case ":
are those involving people who have been generally synpnthetic 1
to the Soviet and somehow connected peripherally with the i
. Communist Mo‘;enents in this country. That's obvious. I don't
need to tell you that. 4
P: Well, yes, the fact is, this second contact -
the contact that Eltenion had to make wifh these other people |
-- Is that person also a memher of the Project?
0: No.
P: That also is an outsider?
0: It's a ﬁember of the faculty, hut not on the
Project. |
P: A wmember of the faculty here? Eltenton made
it through a member of the faculty to the Project.

O: As far as I know - these approaches were -

there may have been more than one person involved. I don't know.
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: P: Here's how I feel about this Leftist inclination.

I think that whether a man has “‘Ieft" or '"Right" inclinations,
if his character which is back of it - if he's willing to do
this, it doesn't make any difference what his inclinations are.
It's based on his character primarily and not

. 0: A thing like this going on, let us say, with the
Nazis would have a somewhat different color. I don't mean to
say that it would be any more deserving of attention, or any
wore dangerous, but it would involve rather different motives.

P: Oh, yes, sure.

0: .I'm pretty sure that none of the guys here, with
the possible exception of the Russian, who is doing probably
. ) his duty by his country - but the other guys really were

Just téeling they didn't do anything but they were considorigg
the step,which they would have regarded as thoroughly in line
with the policy of this government, just making up for the
fact that there were a couple ofguys in the State Departiment
who might block such communications. You may or may not know
that in many projects we share information with e British and
some we do not, and there is a great deal of feeling about
that, and I don't think that the issues involved here weem to
. the people very different, except that of course, the people

| on the Project realize the importance and that this is a

little bigger and the whole procedure gets away (ﬁarbled)

P: Now. Do you feel that would affect - and there
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2877
‘could be continued attempts now to establish this t&pe of
contact?
O: 1 haven't any idea.
. | P: You haven't any idea?
O: As I say, if the guy that was here may by now be
in some other town and all that I would bave in mind is this -
I understood that this man to whom I feel a xense of
responsibility, Lomenitz, and I feel it for two reasons. One -
he is doing work which he started and which hg ought fo |
continue and second since I more or less made a stir about it
whdn the question of his induction came up, that this mAR DMAY
have been iudincreot in circles whichwould lead to trouble.
() That is the only thing that I haw to say. Becawe I don't
have any doubt that people often approached him, with whom
he has coptact, I wean whom he sees, might feel it their duty
if they got word ot something, to let it go turtﬁer and that
is the reason I feel quite strongly that association with the
Communist movemen:t is no; compatible with the job on a secret
war project, it is just that the two loyalties cannot go.
P: Yes - well -
_ 0: That is not an expressibn-of political opinion,
| . ' 1 think that a lot of very brilliant and thaghtful people have
seen something in the Communist movement, and that they maybe
he}ong there, maybe it is a god thing for the country. 1

hope it doesn’'t belong on the war project
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P: 1 get your point. I don't want to seem to you

insistent. I want to again sort of explore the possibility of
getting the name of the person ol the faculty - 1I'll tell you
for v_nhat reason. Notfor the purpose of taking him to task in
any way whether its non-officially, ofticia;ly, or openly ar
not sut to try to see Eltenton's method of approach. You may
not agree Qith we, but X can assuro'you that that is one of‘
the most important steps.

0! I understand that, but I have to takel the
following points of view: I think in mentioning Eltenton's
name I essentially said about the man that1 think that he may
be acting in a way which is dangerous to this country, and
. which should be watched. I'm not going to mention the pame

of anyone in the sambreath, even if you say that you will make
a distinction. I just can'’t do tat, because in the other
cases, I am convincéd from the way in which they handled the

thing that they themselves thought it was a bad business.

P: These othker people, ves, 1 realize - but if -~ here
the point - if that man is trying to make other contacts for
Eltenton, it would take us some time to try to -
O: My honest opinion is tihat he probably i=n't -
. ) that he ran into hj.u at a party and they saw each other or
something and Eltenton said, "Do you suppése.you could help me?
- This is a very ser:!.oué thing because we know that important

work is going on here,and we think this ought to be made
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available to our allies, and would you see if any of those
guys are will;nz to help us with it - and then it wouldn't
have to be much-ﬁ You see, that is the kind of thing -

. ‘ (remaining statement unintelligible.)
P: Were these two people you mentioned - were they
contacted at the same time?
O: They were contacted within a week of each other.
P: They were contacted at two ditferent.timas?
- 0 Yes, but not in each other's presence.
P: That's right.
P: And then from what you first heard, there 1s
someone else who probably still remains here who was contacted
. as well?

0: I th:lnk‘thlt is true.

P: What I am driving at is that means that there
was a plan, at least for some length of time, to make these
contacts - and we may not have known all the contacts.

‘0: That 1is certainly true. That is why 1 mentioned
it. If I knew all about it, then I would say forget it. I
thought it would be appropriate to callto your attention the
fact that these channels at one time existed.

P: Yes,.

0: I really think that I am drawing (garbled).

P: You see, you understand that I an sort of - you

picture me as & bloodhound on the trail, and that I am trying
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\

to get out of you everything I possibly can.'

0: That's your duty to a certain extent.

P: You see what I'iean.

0: If is also wy duty not to implicate these'people,
who are acquaintances, or colleagues and so on of those
-position I am absolutely certain - myself and.mw duty 1is to
protect them. -

P: Oh yes.

O: If I thought that - I won't say it - it might be
slightly off.

P: Well, then here's unother'point, Dr., if we find
that in making these various contacts, that we get som
. information which would lead us te believe that certain of

these men may have either considered it or are still considering
it (mind you I do mot even know these men, so it cgﬁ't be
persoml) - )
O: VWell, none of them fhat I had anything to do
with considered it. They wafe just upset about it. . . .
(Garbled) They have a feeling toward this country and have
signed the espionage act; they feel this way about it for
I thi?k that the intermediary between Eltenton and the Project,
. thought it was the wrong idea, but said that this was the
| situation. I don't think he supported it. In fact I know 1t;/’ﬂ

P: Be made about a2t least three contacts that we know

of.'
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0: VWell, I think that's right, yes.

P: And two of thase.ontacts are €own there.
That means we can assume at least there 1s'one of these wen

. contacted still on the Project here.

O: Yes, I believe that this man has gone, o is
scheduled to go to Site X.

P: This third man?

0: I think so. /

P: Well that is, as I say, 1f I can't get across
that line, I even certainly appreciate this muéh, because it
0%_ I think it's a thing you ought to know
P: Oh,no doubt. |
. O: I think it’s probably one of those sporadic
things and I do not think - I have no way of thinking it was
systematic but I got from the way in which it was handled,
which was rather loosely, and frankly if I were an agent I
"would not put much conrid§nce in people who are loose-mouthed
or casual. I would not think that this was a very highly
organized or very well put-together plan but I don't know and
I was very much afraid when I heard of Lowanitz' indiscretion
that it might very well be serious. I hope that isn't the case.
' P: You mentioned that this man is a member of this
FAECT. Do you think that, as a representative of the
organization, he would sort of represent their attit#Qe or do

you think he is doing this individually?
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D: Oh, the FAECT is quite a big Union and has got

- all sorts of people in it. IW pretty sure and I don't think
it is conceivable that he could be ropmentink the attitude
of the Uhion. but '.I.t'i.s

P: Well, I don't know enough about it to

0: ‘I think that at ome time - well, I don't know -
they had a strong branch up at the Shell Development Research
.hbofatories, the FAECT - and I believe it is the Union whi.chl
has got organized on the Hill.

J: Yes, 1t has been around for some time.

P: This man Eltenton . . . . . . 1s a scientist.

0: I don't know, 1 wouid guess he was a sort of a
chemical engineer.

P: Would he be in a position to understand the
information furnished him? |

0: I don't know that either. It would depend on
how well it was furnished. 1 meap, he has some scientific
training and certainly if you sat down with him and took a little
time. My view about this whole damn thing, of course, is
that the information that we are working on is probably known
to all the governments that care to find out. The information

. | about what we are doing is probably of no use because it is so

damn complicated. I don't agree that the security proble_m on
this Project is a bitter one, pecause if one mearis by the

| security problem preverting information of technical use to

NW 32835 DoclId:364797 Page 24



] 2883

another country fron escaping. But I do think that the

intensity of our effort and our concern withmtional

iavestment :I.nvolved' - that is 1htormpion whi.éh might alter the
. oour's.e of the other governments and don't think it would have

any effect on Russia . . . it ‘might have a very big effect on

Germnf, gnd I am convinced a.bout that and that is as everyone

else 1is. |

P: Oh.

0: To give it roughly what we're after and I think
they don't need to know the technical details because if they
were going to do it they would do it in a different way.

They wouldn't take our methods -- they couldnﬁt because of

. certain geographical diﬁﬁroncos 80 I think the kind of thing
that would do tho greatest damage if it got out, would just
be the magnitude of the problem and of the time schedules which
we think we have andthat kind of thing. To answer your
quest-ion - Eltenton if you were picking aman which would be an
intermediary he wouldn't be a bad choice, I would mention he
had some kind of ;:hem:lc#l engineering job in Russia. He was
trained in England, was in Russias !pur or five years and
things like that and here

. o P: Does he speak Russian do you know?

| o: 1 don',f know - I don't know. He speaks with a

slight English-acc_ent.

P: If it is mecessary would you mind and wouldit
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interfere with your work much if I would hzve to come down .~
and discuss this with you further. Counter assurance - I |
. mean this is - ah
0: This is important?
P: Oh yes, I not only
O: If£ I may express my own opinion as well as my
conviction this is not common knowledge.
P: No, it isn't.
J: You see a lot of people have rqported it to us .
P: That's why Mr . Johnson called me up yes terday
it sort of
0: Yes. I mentioned this to Col. Lansdale
P: You did
0: Yes.
P: Aha, well of course right now I say - ah - it
is all new and -- it has come to me |
C: Right now it means absolutely nothing but what
you now find ouf at this
P: If - but
0: T would like to say that if I think that . . .
certain affiliations that were incompatible to the best
. ~ interests of this country and this business would die ..
¥: It may bhe necessary for us to - to take certain
steps in trying to trace this down and 80 forth - 1f anything

would develop where we would have to or wouls be interes ted
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in either your place down at Los Alamos or other places,
you feel 1t-wou1d be all right for me to contact you on it
so that -
O: Oh, certainly . . . certain precautions -

P: Oh, yeah, yes - what I mean is instead of going

'ont on certaln steps which may

0: Yeah -

P: Come to your attention and be a littlerbit
disturbing to yai, I would rather discuss those with you first
so that you will be aware of it. I think that, that - well
that - |

O: Well, I hope that won't . . . If I had reason
to believe . . I will if anything ever comes up that I am
convinced - I can always say that everything I know is
absolutely 100% negative.’

P: If we should find any information which would

lead us to believe that there still may be some of that going

on, and 1f it would be impertant for us to then know a little
more in detail who the contacts were and everything and we
could show you and that is important to us.. I hope you will
then findit posé:l.ble to

O0: I am only trying to define our future and I will
try to act reasonably.

P! Fine.

O: As I say I am trying to draw the line here
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between people who took some responsibility and the people
who were purely pushed around and since nothing occurred and
the responses seem to have been 100% negative, I think I am
perhaps justified in - in

P: I am not persistent (ha ha) but -

0: You are pergistent and it is your duty.

P: That is, there is one point in there, that ya
say that the responses were 100% negative. Do you feel that you
know everyone whom this intermediary contacted?

0: Vell, no, but I think it is practical to say
that it is not inconceivable that the people whom he contacted
would be - would have come to my attention but I am not sure
. P: Well, I wauld like to say

0: Well, I think it would be (one word missing) to
say that I just don't know.

P: 1 would like to leave this thought with you,
D:. Oppenheimer, if you at some time find it possible, we
certainly would give a lot of thanks and appreciation for the
name of that intermediary because it's going to - I tell you -
the only reason why I would want it, is not for his sake
but to see who his contacts are

"’ , 0: Yes, I see

P: T can see that we are going to have to spend a

lot of time and effort which we ordimarily would not in

trying to
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"0: Well ~

P: 4in trying to xun him doﬁn before we even>can get o
to these others

0: You'd better check up on the Comsulate because
that's the only oné that Eltenton contacted and without that
contact there wouldn't be anything . . . .

P: You szy this man is not employed in the Consulate?

b: Eltenton? |

P: No, no, I mean this man

0: 1 have never been introduced fo him . . . or

heard'his name o anything but I have been given to understand

that he is attachod to the Consui:zg;_Jgﬁt isn't it common

practice for a Consulate or a Legation to have some espionage

atfached to them?
P: Oh, yes. Military Attaches are really

unofficially

0: Spies

P: That's their businesa .

T

Q: Mayhe this guy is a lilitary Attache - I don't kno

Lt

P: You don't know anything about him?

0 1 don't know anything about him and never have.
I may have been told the name, but it made no impression.

P: Is this member of the faculty in any way -~ Does
he in amy way come in contact with your Project? Why would he

be contacted? Is it because he has contacted thesepeople?
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O: I think that Eltenton must have said to him . . .
I don't know -~ that would be my impression of the thing . . .

P: Well I think that

0O: Well, I am sor:y, I realize that you would like
more information but I have beenunder a little bit of
difficulty. The fact that I did not raise this (one word
omitted) for a long time -

P: That's right.

O: I have difficulty in . . . serious . . , what to
do . . . I think my general point of view is that there are
some things there which would bear watching.

P: That's right.

. ' 0: It is doubtful to me if there is anything there
which can't be uncovered.

P: Well that - I can see where . . . We will be hot
under the collar until we find out what is going on there.

1 mean - that's the point of view we have to take

0: Well, I don't know . . ., Well I would think . . .
that it's conceivable -- that it wouldn't hurt to hve a
man in the local of _this Union FAECT -~ to see what may hapbon
and whathe can pick up.

. P: You feel thsre could be something - not in the
organization itself but some

O: Withino it.

P: Within it
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0: I don't know, I am sure that if they ]:ﬁ.d 20
members, 19 of them might not be involved in it. But I am
" not sure of the 20th, you see. . “
. P: Yes.

0: 40 members correspondingly and -~ let me put it
this way -~ the bonds that hold them together are very strong
you see, and they talk over thir problems with their sisters
and brothers and it is rather difficult to maintain a complete
soéur:lty in an outfirt like that. |

P: Does th:l_s union that is up on the Hill, do they
have members which are mot connected with the Hill at all?

O: Ob yes, they have an international union and

has representatives all over this country.

P: And the sama group fhen, the same mixture

would be of people off and on the Project would be in the

same
O: Obh, I imagine so - I don't know, I don't .know
about that.
P: VWell, we can -
O: Ordinarily I thinkthat they would have their
own local. |
' P: Whkh would be up thers.
. . O: Maybe not. Maybhe it is all one big lor;al. I'm

not sufa, but thet varies with the Union.

P: ¥VWell, that is certainly interesting a - you are

B¢ 32835 DoclId:364797 Page £31



2890
going to be here for some time?

O: Oh, no, I am leaving tonight.
P: Oh, yeu are, are you flying?
. O: No I am not. 1 ha.ve orders not to fly.

P: At lmst you get some relaxation in between your
Project. Well, I think that it may

O0: 1 will be very gla.d‘ to see you there. 1 mve a
feeling though, a fellow can be fooled you see. I feel B
responsible for every detail of this sort of thing down at
our place and I will be willing to go quite far in saying that
everything is 100% in order. Tht doesn't go for this place

" up here
| . P: No.

O: 1 think that's the truth. If everything weren't
being done and if everythinﬁ weren't proper, I think that I
would be perfectly willing to be shot if I had done anything
wrong.

P: VWell, ah

o: I don't say that about this place. It's a very
.different situation, a very much harder situation. I .don't
know the people but :lt"s a hard situation; in particular was

(] put together in 2 casual way and I think that the problem of

being sure that there were no leaks . . . and that pressure
can be brought with discretion.

P: 1 am then, as I say, I may have the pleasure
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of visiting your place because it may

B: My motto is God Bless You.
P: VWell, as I say, if this becomeé serious, thav
@ 1s to say, I don't know anything about it, but if it becomes
O: My guess is that it wouldn't but if I weren't
first absolutely 'sure that it wouldn't,-that it were not
serious, 1 wouldn't |
P: That's right. Well, if it does become serious
1 may come down with some of my persistency -~ I mean I would
hate to -~ I have a responsibility of running fhings down myself.
o 1 ilso think the particular way this was - that

if there is anything going on it would be very easy to find

. out. I am not worried about that - we can take care of that
ourselves.
P: No you wouldn'f
0: Well, 1 can handle in a way . . .

P: But it is a situvation which would have to he

handled very delicately. That's wfnt makes it so difficult.

If it is something that's easy to handle ami you don't have

to worry about it, why you.just sort of bull your way through,
but these things one has to be very c;.reful.
‘ . O: That's always the case - wanting to be very
caré!ul. ‘ -

P: 1 am not the judge to well whether they should

or should not get the information. My business is to stop it
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going through illegally.

O: Well, I think -

0: I don't actually know whether, if you were in
Washington - asking advice on the question how far should
coéperation go. I don't know wherein the right answer lies.

I have hbard of cases with very strong arguments on both ;ides.

P: Yes

0: .. . we don't have to worry about . . °

P: Yes, that ‘s right.

0: Well, I wish good luck

P: We could work a hundred years (I mean) and never
get this information. That's where we start you see - I mean -

. we get this information and we have smtﬁing to start on -
wo have something to run down. 1 certainly appreciate this
opportunity to visit you.

Oﬁ I hope it's not & waste of time

P: Well, I know it's not a waste of my time and ah

O That's all I meant - perhaps as far as the
project is concerned . . . a fair star%ing point

P: Could have

O: Why not take an about face?

"' P: Do youA

O0: and one could do anything about the A%tache -

thgt would be the natural thing to watch.

P: Do you know anyone - and because we like to

|
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eliminate unnecessary work if we have to - do you know anyone
who is on the Project who is connected with the FAECT, Dr. ff
Oppenheimer?

o O: Who would be willing to -
P: That's right.
0: I don't know who 1is in thaUnion at all. I have
heard that a boy called Fox is President of 1t.
J: David Fox.
O: David Fox, but I wuld feel . . . I hope
that the Trade Union isn't tled up in this - and they would
not act like this bdecause I think it would give thom‘a very
black eye and it is no ldve of mine from the start, and it might
. have consequences beyond the reasomblo‘. I doubt whether
anyone® mixed with the Union in good faith would be vory'
sympathetic.

P: Yes.

O: This isn't a suggestion that there is anyth_ing
wrong. 1 have no reason at all to believe thnf fhar. is,
except that it is inevitable that any left w1pgors still
interested in L@tt Wing activity would join such a Union. I
think I can be guite sure of it. And I don't think that it is
due to Unions who are seeking a selected group of people

P: Yes |

0: You might get séno - of course, this is just my

opinion that there is no harm in disgcussing it - well,I just
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don't know.

P: May I just ask then, Dr., if you would please
not discuss this with anyone - so that they would not be aware
of this fact that -

0; No, 1 would not have raised the question if it
had not seemed to me that it deserved :I.ookins into.

P: Yes.

O: And 1if 1 seem uncooperative I think that you can
understand tha‘t it is because of my insistence in not getting
people into trouble

P: 1 can assure you that if gsomething comes to your
attention out there -

. 0: Let we dispose of that statement which camo over
the long distance phone. f‘ran'kly s I got - from that boy a
rprom:lse to stop all this sort of thing when he came on the job.

. . to that promise (garbled) . . . I do not know what he was
doing it for but I thought there was a possibility. BHe said
he understood that . . . I talked to him yesterday. He saild
ho had no connection . . .

P lell,.wha-t'. I mean, if anything does come to
your attention in connection with this phase, if you can

. 0: If won't be really necessary,

P: If, in the first place, you will 10'!: me know,
I will be glad to come down and dist;uls the m tter with you

Q: VWell, I am very glad of that, and we may have
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other problems which we would like to discuss.

P: Yes.

1 0: But I do not fh:l.nk thgt there w:l.:l.ll be any of

. | " this nature because really we have . . .

P: Well, something may come to your attention
relating to this place yp here. You may get it down there and
I would really prefer to ‘

O: There is almost no contact. 1 have official
technical letters but really no pésml letters from I» re.
J don't know what's going on, and I think the chance of my
being useful in that way is very slight. But you ocught Dbhe
able to ﬁndl people hei'e who could have their eyes and ears

. : open and who know what's going on. That ﬁould be, I would be,

I would be fa:lrlf sure that t_hcro are quite a few horé who
would t_:e williﬁg to give you - who would realize the importance
of it and‘--11 can't advise you any further.

p No, 6i:ey, as a mxtter of faét I am not formulating
any plans, I am :]ust. going to have to digest the whole thing.

P: Well, we appreciate it and the best of luck

0: Thank you very much.

S F % ¥ 5N
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STIPULATED TABLE OF CORRECTIONS OF TRANSCRIPT
OF RECCORDING OF CONVERSATION BETWEEN DR. J. R.
® OPPENHEIMER, LT. CCLONEL BCRIS T. PASH, AND

LT. LYALL JOHNSON OF AUGUST 26, 1943

Original Transcript, page 1, line 12 of dialogue:

"0: 1 was rather uncertain as to whether I should
or shouldn't talk to him (Rossi) when I was here

Should read:

“0: I was rather uncertain as to whether I should
or should talk to him /Rossi/ when I was here.

* s

Original Transcript, page 1, line 21 '

“0: 1 think that is the case, but I have no first
hnnd knowledge 'thulz would be, for that reason, ua;ful. But
I fh:l.nk it is usefu] for a man, whose name I never heard, who
was attached to the Soviet Consul, has indicated indirectly
through intermediate people concerned irn this Project that
he wvas in a position to transmit, without any danger of a leak,
or scandal, or anything of that kind, information, which
they might supply. Since I know it to be a fact, I have been

| . particularly concerned about any indiscretions which took

place in aides close enough to be in contact with it. To
put it quite rrankly - I_ would feel friendly to the idea of

the Commander-in-Chief informing the Russians who are working
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on this problem. At least, I can see fhat there niﬁht be _
some arguments for doing that, but I don't like the 1dea of
having it moved out the back door. I think that it might not

. heard to be on the look-out for it.

Shéuld read:

"0: 1 think that is true, but 1 have no first-hami
knowledge that would be, tar that reason, useful. But I think
it 1is true that a man, whose name I never heard, who was
attached to the Soviet Consul, has indicted indirectly through
intermediate people concerned in this Project that he was in
& position to transmit, without any dangué of a leak, or
scandal, or anything of that kind, information, which they

. ' might supply. I would take it that it is to be assumed that

| A maAn attached to the Soviet Consulate might ﬁo doing it,
but since I know it to be a fact, I have been particularly
concernad about any 1ndiserotion§ which took place in circles
close enough to came in contact with it. To put it quite
frankly - I wauld feel friendly tc the idea of the Commander-
in-Chief informing the Russians that we were working on this
problem., At least, I can see that there might be some
.Frzunents for doing that, but I do not feel friendly to the

. o idea of having 115 moved out the back door. I think that it

might not hurt to be on the look-out for it.

& s ¥
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Original Transcript, page 2, line 13
"0O: Well, I might say that the approgcygs were
7 always through other people, who were troubled by them, and
. sonetimes came and discussed them with me; and that the
approaches were quite 1ndire;t s0 I feel that to give more,
perhaps, than one name, would be to implicate people whose
attitudes was one of bewilderment rather than one of
cooperation. I kno;‘of no case, and I am fairly sure that in
all cases where I have heard of these contacts, would not have
ylelded a single thing.- That's as far as I can go on that.
Now there is a man, whose ﬁamo was mentioned to me a couple
of times - I don't know of my own knowledge that he was
. involved as an 1nterned1ary; -It seemn, however, not impossible
and i? you wanted to watch him it might be the appropriate
thing to do. He spent a number of years in the Soviet Union.
I think he's achemical engineer. He was -- he may not be
here now -- at the time I was with him here, employed by the
Shell Development. His name is Eltenton. 1 would think
that there is asmall chance - well, let wme put it this way - He
has probably been asked to do what he can'to provide informa-
tion. VWhether he is successful or not, 1 do not know, but he
. talked to a friend of his we is also an acquaintance of one
of the men on the Project, and that was one of the
' channels by which this thing went. Now I think that tbto

beyond that would be to put a lot of named down, of people who axr
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not only innocent but whose attitude was 100% cooperative.

Should read:

"O:l Well, I 'night saj that the approaéhes were always
to othor- people, who were troubled by them, and sometimes came
and discussed them with me; and that the approaches were
always quite :lndireét 80 I feel that to give more, perhaps,
than one name, would be to implicate people whose attitude was one
of bewildersnt rather than one of cooperation. I know of no
cage, and I am fairly sure that in all cases where I have
heard of these contacts, would not ave yielded a single
thing. That's as far as 1 can go on that. Now there is a man,
.whose mﬁe was mentioned toms a couple of times - I don't
know of my own knowledge that he was involved as an
intermediary. It ﬁeems, however, not inpoés:l.ble and if you
wanted to watch him it might be the appropriate thing to do.

He -spent quite a number of years in the Soviet Union. BHe's
an English ... I think he's a chemical engineer. He was -

he may not be here now - at the time I was with him here,

employed by the Shell Development. His name is Eltenton.

I would think that there was a small chance - well, let me
put it this way - he has probably been asked to do what be cmn
to prov:l:de :lx‘:tornt:lon.“ Whether he is successful or nbt,__ I
do not know, but he talked to a friend of his who is also aﬁ

acquaintance of one of the men on the Project, and that was

‘one of the channels by which this thing went. Now I think

I
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that to go beyond that would be to put a lot of names down,

of people who are not only inoocent but whose attitude was
_ . 100% cooperative.
. » ‘a-
Original Transcript, page 2, line 41
"0: Well, I am giving you the one name that I think
is, or isn't -~ I mean I don't know the name of the man
attached to the Consulate -- I think I may have been told and
I may not have been told, and I have, at least not purposely,
forgotten. He is --and he might not be there now. These
incidents occurred '1n the order of about 5, 6 or 7 months.
"“J: 1 was wondering, Dr. Oppenheimer, if there is
a particular person -- maybe a persoo on the Project that you
were trying to puup,inforuntion from - that if we knew who
those were, would at least know where to look for a leak, not
from the standpoint of fellow hate, but looking at a certain
picture. |
"pP: Here's the point that I would feel
“0: 1 would feel that the people that tried to
get information from were more or less an accident and I woﬁld
7 be making some harm by saying that.
. : "P: Here's the thing -- we of course assume that
the people that bring this informa tion to you are 100% with
you, and therefore, there is no question about tQQir intentior

However, if --
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"0: woll; I°'11 tell you one thing —- I have known
of two or three cases, and i think two of them are with me at
Los Algnoi -- they are men who are closely associated with nme.

Should read:

0: Well, I'm giving you the one name that I thirk
is, or isn't -- I mean I don't know the name of the man
attached to the Consulate - I think I way have been told or I
may not have been told and I have, at least not purposely, but
actually fargotten. He is ~-- and he may not be here now. These
incidents occurred of the order of about 5, 6, 7 momths ago.

“J:- 1 was wondering, Dr. Oppenheimer, if there was
a particular person -- maybe a person on the Project that they
were trying to pump 1nt§rmatiou from - that 1f we knew who
those were, would at least know where to look for a leak, not
from the standpoint of . . ., but looking at a certain pictpre.

"P: Here's the point that I would feel --

“"0: I would feel that the ppople that they tried to
get information from were more or less an accident
/interpolation/ and I believe I woﬁld be making some harm by
saying that.

"P: Yes. Here's the thing -~ we of course assume
that the people who bring this information to you are 100%
with you, and gharofore,thoro is no question about their
intentions. However, if - ‘

"0: Well, I'll tell you one thing -~ I have known
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of two or three cases, and I think tﬁo of the men were with
me at Los Alamos - they are men who are very closely
associated with me.
s 8%
Orig:!.nai Transcript, page 3, line 23
"Oﬁ -Thntis, let me give you the background. The
‘background was -- well, you know how difficult it is with
the relations between these two allies, and there are a lot
of people that don't feel very friendly toward the Russians
80 that the information —- a lot of our secret information, our
Radar, and so on, doesn't get to them, and they are battling
for their lives and they would like to have an idea of what is
. going on and thié is just to make up in other words for the
defects of our official communication. That is the form
in which it was presented.
"p: Oh, I see
"0: Of course, the actual fact is that since it is
not a communication that ought to be taking place,it is
treasonable. But it wasn't presented in that method. It is
a method tpat carrying out a policy which was more or less a
pqlicy of the government and the form in which it camewms _
. that could an interview be arranged with tlﬁ.s man Elteaton who
had very good cont_a.cts with a man from the Embassy attached |
to the Consulate who was a very reliable guy and who had a

lot of experience with microfilm, that's the story.
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"P: VWell, now I may be getting back to a little
systematic picture .... these people whom you mentioned, that
are down thor§ with you now ... were they contacted by

. s Eltenton direct? |

"0: No

"P: Through another party?

"0: Yes

Should read:.

"0: That is, let me give you the background. The
background was.- well you know how difficult it is with the
rolatioﬁs between these two allies, and there are a lot of
.people who don't feel very .friendly to Russia, so that the

. Anformation - a lot of our secret information, our Radar
and so 6n, doesn't get to them, andrthoy are battling for
their lives and they would like to have an idea of what is
going on and this is just to make up in other words for the
defects of our official communication. That is the form in
which it was presented.

"P: Oh, I see

"0: Of course, the nctual fact is that since it is
not a communication which ought to be taking place, it is
treasonable. But it wasn't presented in that method.
/garbled/ It is a method of cirrying out a policy which was
more or less a policy of the gpvurnnont and the form in which

it came was that an 1nt.:viov be arranged with this man
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Eltenton who had yory good contacts with a man from the

Embassy attached to the Consulate who was a very reliable guy
(that's his story) and who had a lot-or experience in microfilm
work, or whatever the hell.

| “B: Well, how I may be getting back to a little
systema tic picturo-... these people whom you mentioned who

/two?/ are down there with you now ... were they countacted by

Eltenton direct?

"0t No.

"P: Through another party?

"O: Yes

* %

Original Transcript, page 4, line 16.

"0: It is not definite in the sense that 1 have
seen him do the thing. -Hh may have been misquoted. 1 don't
believe so0. Now Eltenton is the member of the FAECT.

"P: That's the union.

"O: That's the CIO u;:ion. He's & man vhose
sympathies are certainly very far Left, whatever kis
affiliations, and he may or may not have regular éontacts with

a political group. I doubt it. In ay case, 1t is .a safe

thing to say that the channels to be followed in this case

are those involving pmple who have been generally sympathetic
to the Soviet and somshow connected peripherally with

Communis t movements in this country. That's obvious.. I don't
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need to tell you thatf

Should read:

"0: It is not definite in the sense that ] have
seen him do the thing. He may have been misquoted. I don't
believe so. Now Eltenton is a member of the FAECT? ‘or mnot?

"P: That's the Union. .

"0r  That's the CIO ﬁnion. He's a2 man whose
synp#thies are certainly very far "Left", whatever his
affiliations, and he may or may not have regular contacts
with a politicaljgroup.

"P: Well, here's how I feel

"O: I doubt it. In any case, it is a safe thing

to say that the channels that would be followed in this case

are those involving people who have been generally
synpathetic to the Soviet and somehow connected peripherally
with Communist movements in this country. That's obvious. I
don't need to tell you that.

* %

Original Transcript, page 5, line 13.

"O:.'I am pretty sure that none of the guys here,
with possible exception of the Russian, who is probably
doing his duty by his country -- but the other guys really
were just feeling they didn't do anythinf, but they were
considering the step, which they would have regarded as

thoroughly in line with the policy of this government, just
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making up for the fact that there were s eoupie of’ guys in

the State Department who would block such communications. You
WAY oi' may not know thatin many projects we share
information with the British and some we do not, and there is
a great deal of feeling about that and I don't thihk the issues
involved here seemed to the people very different, except that
of course the people on the Project realize tho. importance
and that this is a little bigger and the whole procedure gets
awvay from them.
Should read:
"0: I'm preatty sure that noni of the guys here,
I’iﬂ'l the possible exception of the Russian, who is doing
. probably his duty by his country - but the other guys really
were juat feeling they didn't do anyfh:lng bhut they were
considering the step, which they would have regarded as
thoroughly in line with the policy of this government, just
making up for the fact that there were a couple of guys in the
State Department who might block such communications. You

may or may not know that im many projects we share information

with the British and some we do not, and there is a great deal
of feeling about that, and I don't think that the 1ss-uuv ‘

. 1nvqlved here seem to the pople very d.i_f-teren__t\, e;&pt that
of course the people on the Project ;'u.l:lzer the importance
‘and that is a little bigger and the whole procedure gets

. AWRY :_@rhlog’
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Original Transcript, page 6, liﬁe 7.

"P: I get your point. I don't want to seem to you
insistent. I want to again sort of explore the possibility
of gatting ths name of the person'of the faculity -- I°'11 tell
you for what rsason. Not for the purpose of taking him to
task in any way wvhather its non-officizlly. officially, or
openly or what but to try to see Eltsnton's method of approach.
You may not agree with me, but I can assure you that this is
one of the more important steps

"O0: I have to fako the following points of view:
I think in mentioning Eltenton’s mme I subsequently said
about the man that I think that he may be acting in a ;ny
which is dangerous to this country and which should be watched.
I am not going to mention the name of anyone in the same
breath, evoﬁ if you say that you will make a distinction. I
Just can't do that, bscause in tha other cases, I am convinced

from the way in which they handled the thing that they

.themselves thought it was a bad business.

Should read:
"P: I get your point. I domn't want to ssem to you
insistent. X want to again sort of explore the possibility

of getting the nams of the person of tha faculty - I'll tell

you for what reason., Not for the purpose of taking him to task

in any way whether it's non-officially, otficinlly,'or opsnly

or not but to try to see Eltenton's mesthod of approach. You
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may not agree with me, but 1 ‘can assure yoi: that is oﬁe of the
most important steps. |
"0: I understand that, but I have to take the
‘following points of view: I think in mentioning Eltenton's
name 1 essentially said about the man that I think he may be
acting in a way which is dangerous to this country, and which
should be watched. 1'& not going tb wention the name of
anyone in the same breath, even if you say that' fou will make a
distinction. I just can't do that, because in the other cases,
1 am convinced fr'onr the way in which they handled the thing
that they themselves thought it was a bad business.
* & &
. Original Transcript, page 6, line 33.
"DP: Were these two people you mentioned - were they.
contacted at the same time?
' w0; Oh mo. They were contacted within a week of
oa‘ci other. |
Should read:
"b: Were these two people you mentioned - were they
contacted at. the same time?
"0O: They were contacted within a week' of each other.
) - |
Original Transcript, page 7, line 12.
"0: I really think that I am drawing a line in the

right place.
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Should read:

“0: 1 really think that I am drawing /garbled/

' I
. ‘Original Transcript, page 7, line 18:

"0: It is also my duty not to implicate these
peol;ale, acquaintances, or colleagues of whose pos:l.i:ion 1 am
absolutely certain - myself and my duty is to protect them.

ﬁP: O yes.

"0: .If 1 thought that - I won't say it - it might
be slightly off.

"P: Well then, here's anothor point, Dr., if we find

, that in making these various contacts, that we get some

[ ) information which would lead us to believe that certain of

these men may have either considered it or are still considering

it (mind you, I do not even know these men, so it can't be

personal) -

"0: Well, none of them that I had anything to do

with even considered it. They were upset aboutit. They have

a feeling toward this country and have signed the espionage

act; they feel this way about it for I think that the

intermediary between Eltenton and the Project, thought it was
. the wrong idea, but said that this was the situation. 1 don't

think he supported it. In fact I know it.

Should read:

"0: It is also w duty not to implicate these people,
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who are acquaintances, or colleagues, and so on of those
position I am ‘abmlutoly certain - wmysel?f gnd my duty is to
protect them.
"P: ©Oh ves.

-

"0: If I thought that - I won't say it - it might be

slightly off,

"P: Well then, here's another point, Dr., 1f we find
that in making these mrious contacts, that w get som
informa tion which would lead us to believe that certain of
these men may have eithex;l considered it or are still
considering it (mind you, I do not even know these men, s0 it
can't be personal) -

"0: VWell, none of themithﬁt I had anything to ﬁo
with considered it. They were Jﬁit upset about it ....
/garbled/ They have a feeling toward this country and have
signed the espionage act; they feel this WAy about it for 1
think that the intermediary between Eltenton and the Project,
thought it was the wrong idea, but said that this was the
-ituation. I don't think he supported it. In fact I know 1t.

* 5 % |

Original Transcript, page 8, line 1.

"P: And two of these contacts are down there. That
means we can assume at least there is one of‘these wen
contacted stillon the Project here.

"0: Yes,I believe that this man has gone, or is
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scheduled © go to Site X.

"P: This third man?

"O: That is right.

Should read:

"P: And two of these contacts are down there. That
means we can assume at least there is one of these men
contacted still m the ?roject?

"0O: Yes, I believe this man has gone, or is
scheduled to go to Site X.

"P: This third man?

"0: 1 think so.

* %8

Original transcript, page 8, line 29:

"P: This man Eltenton . . . . . is a Qcientist?

"O: I don't know, I would guess he is some sort
of a chemical engineer.

"P:. Would he be in a position to understand fho
information furnished him?

"0: I don't know that either. It would depend on
how well it was furnished. I mean, he has some scientific
training and certainly if you sat down with him and took a
little time. My view about this whole damn thing, of course,
is that the information that we are vprking on is probably
known to all the governments that care to find out. The

information about what we are doing is probably of no use
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because it is so damn complicated. I don't‘agroo that the
security problem on this Project is a bittbi one, because if
one means by the security problem prevenint information of
technical use to another country from escaping. But I do
think that the intensity of our effort and our concern of
the international investment involved -~- that is information
which might alter the course of the other governments and
don't think it would have any effect on Russia . . . it might
have a very big effect on Germany, and I am convinced about
thut"and that is as everyone else is.

"p: Oh.

"0: To give it roughly, what we're after and I
think they don't need to know the technical details because
if they were going to do it they would do it in a different
way. They wouldn't take our methods -a.thﬁy couldn't because
of certain geographical differences so I think the kind of
thing that would do the greatest damage if it got out, would
Just be the magnitude of the problem and of the time schedules
'hich we think we have of that kind.

"pP: To answer your question - Eltenton if you were
picking a man which would be an intornodiary wouldn't be a
bad choice, I would mention he had some kind of chemical
engineering job in Russia, ‘He was trained in England, also

in Russia fowr or five years and things like that and here.
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Should read:

“P: This man Eltenton . . . . is a scilentist?

"0 X doﬁ't know, I would guess he was a sorf of a

. ‘ chemical engineer.

“P: V¥Yould he be in & position to upderstand the
inform tion furaished him?

"0: I don't know that either. It would depend on how’
woell it was furnished. I mean, he has some scientific training
and certainly if you sat down with him and took a little time.
My view about this whole damn thing, of course, iw that the
~information that we are working on is probably known to
all the governments that eﬁre to f£ind out. The information

. about what w‘e are doing is probably of no use because it is
so damn complicated. I don't agree that the security problem
of this Project is a bitter one, because if one means by the
security problem preventing information of technical use to
another country from escaping. But I do think that the
intensity of our effort and our concern with national |
investment 1nvolveﬁ - that is information which might alter
the course of the other ¢ovornmonts'and don't think it would

: have any effect on Russia . . . . it might have a vorj big

. effect on Germany, and I am convinced about that and that
is as everyone else is.
| "P: Oh.

"0: To give it roughly what we're after and I think
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they don't need to know the technical details because if they

vire going to do it they would do it in a different way. They
wouldn't take our methods - they couldn't because of certain
geographical differences s0 I Whink the kind of thing that would
do the greatest damage if it got out, would just be the |
magnitude ‘of the problem and of the time schedules which we
-fhink we have and that kind of thing. To answer your question
- Eltenton, if you were picking a man which would be an
intermediary, he wouldn't hq; a bad choice, I woitld mention
he had some kind of  chemical engineer1n§ Jjob in Russia. He
was trained in Englaﬁd, was in Russia four or five years,
and things like that 2nd here.
® ‘e

Criginal Transcript, page 9, line 35:

"J: You see & lot of.peoplo haverput it to us

Should read:

*J* You see a lot 6! people have reported it to us.

* %%

Page 10, Omission beforq l;na 1l:

‘“p:  You did

"Q:  Yes
"' _ ' e

Original Transcripﬁ,-page 10, 1line 6 _

"0: 1 would 1ike to say that if I think that if

there are certain affiliations that were incompatible to the
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best interests of the country and this business would retard-.
Should read:
"0: I would like to say that if I think that . . .
. certain affiliations that are incomptible to the interests
of this country .and this usiness would die . . .
| .
Original Transcript, page 10,_' line 14:
"0: Oh, certainply, it is perfectly obviqus flnt
certain precautions --
| Should read:
"B: Oh, certainly. . . certain prscautions --
% ®
. . Original Transcript, page 10,line 21.

"O: Well, that won't. I most fervently hope
that they are not in any way and if I had reason to believe
that some tecimical men wer; involved I would certainly tell
you and I will if anything comes up that I am convinced I
can always say that I know everything is abo&lutely 100%
negative.

Should read:

"0: Well, I hope that won't ... if I had reason
to believe ... I will if anything ever comes up thatl am
convinced -~ I can always say that evoryt'hing I know is

absolutely 1008 negative.
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Original Transcript, page 10, line 26:

"P: If we should find any informatim which muid
lead you to believe that there may be sme of that going on,

and that it would be impartant for us to know a little more
in detail who the contacts were and everything and we could
show you that that is important for us, I hope you then find
it poss’:lble to

Should read:

"P: If we should find any information which would
lead us to believe that there may still be soms of that going
on, and if it would be important for us to then know a little
wore in detail who the contacts were and everything and we

. could show you that that is important to us, I hope you will
then find it possible to
| l. %® B

Original Transcript, page 10, line 33:

"Q: As I say I am trying to draw the line here
between people who took some responsibility amd the people who
were purely pushed around and since nothing occurred and the
respouses seemed to have been 100% negative, I think I am
perhaps Justifiofl in -~ in

® ‘ Should read:
"0: As I say I am trying to draw the line here
. between peoplo who took some respénsibility and the people who

were purely pushed around andsince nothing occurred and the
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responses seem to have been 100% nogatiia. 1 think:i am
perhaps justified in -~ in
* 5 e
¢ original Transcript, page 11, line 3:

“P: That is, there is one in there, that you
say that the respomses werel00% négative. Do you feel that you

 know everyone whom this intermediary contacted?

Should read:

"P: That is, there is one point in there, that_you
say that the responses were 100% negative. Do you feel that
you know evsryone whom this internpdiary contacted?

PP
® Original Transeript, page 11 , line 10:
"0: Well, I thisk 1t would be creditable to say
that I just don't know.
Should read:
"0: Well, I think it would be /one word missing/
A¥;.say that I just don't know,
| | * % &
Origiﬁal Transeript, page 11, line 1l1:
"P: I would like to.leave this tﬁought with ya,
'Dr. Oppenheimer, if you at some time find it possible we
certainly would give a lot of thanks and appreciation for the
name of that intermediary and I am go;ng to explain to you --

I tell you —— it it is going to ——- The only reason I would
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- want 1t, is not for his sake but to see who his contacts are

Should read:
"P: I would like to leave this thought with you
Dr. Oppenheimer, if you at some time find it possible we

certainly would give a lot of thanks and appreciation for the

nane at.thatbinteruadiary becaume it's going to -~ I tell you --

The only reason why I would want it, is not for his sake
but to see who his contact are |
to*

Original Transcript, page 11, line 20:

"P: 4in trying to run him down before we even go on
this |

Should read:

"P: 1in tr;ing to run him down before we even can
get on to these others

* %

Original Transcript, page 11, line 21:

"0: You'd better check up'on the Consulate because
that's the only one that Eiltenton contacted ard without that
contact he would be inefficient and that would be ny

Should read:

"0; You'd better check up on the Consulate because
that is the only one that Eltenton contacted ;nd wthout that

contapt there wouldn't be anything ...

k. % ¥
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Original Transcr ipt, page 11, line 27
“0: I have pever been introduced to him
*P: Haveyou ever heard his name mentioned?
. . "0: 1 have never heard his name mentioned, but I

have been given h uhderstand that he is attached to the
AR

e e S U
o Y

Comulatg/ﬁnt isn't it common practice for a Consulate or

It T S e
- e

a‘ ugation to have souone attachod to them?
: e T A AT T

"P: Oh, yes. Military Attaches are reany

unofficially.

_rmm T T d R

T wgy uagbe this guy is a H:I.l:lta.ry #ttache —- I don't
know
Should read:
® "0: 1 have never been introduced to him . . . or
ﬁeard his name or anything, but I have been given to understand

that he 1s atta.chod to the Consulato/ But isn't it common

ol

o o wmes o ewuesgepn oo

e

pract:lce for a Consulate or a Legation to bave some

.. espionage attached to thew? ... — ———=_

. -
PR

"P: Oh, yes. Military Attaches are really

unoft:l.c:l.al‘._ly
"O: Sples
_2 'rhat's their bus:lness ena - .

"o lhybe th:ls guy 1is a Military Attache -~ 1 don't

know.
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Original Transcript, page 12, line 8:

"0: Irthink that Eltenton must -—- I said to
him 'what can you do about it?' I don't know -~ that would
be my impression of the thing.

Should read:

"0: 1 think that Eltenton must lmave said to him
« « « I don't know «-~ that would be my impression of the
thing . . .

* %

Original Transcript, page 12, line 11:

"0: ¥Well, I am sorry, i realize you would like nore
information but I am undexr a little bit of difficulty

. ' deciding what to do about it. The fact that I did not raise
this question for a long time -

“P:— That's right. )

"O: I have bheen in difficulty about what to do
realizing how serious it is. I thinf my general point of view is
that there are some things there which would bear watdéhing.

"P: That's right.

"Q: It is doubtful to me if there is anything there
which can't be uncovered.

. "P: Well, that -- I can see where it would be
highly difficult to find out what's going on. We will be hot
under the collar until we find out what is going on there. _I

mean -- that's the point we have to take
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"O: VWell I don't know what a job iike this -~ well
I would tiink its'conceivable -- that it wouldn't hurt to have
a man in the local of fhis union, FAECT -- to see what may

. . . " happen and what he can pick up. |

"P: You feel thare could be something in the
orgahization itselt?

"0: Within it

Should read:

"Well, I am sorry, I realize thatym would like
more information but I have been under a little bdit of
difficulty. The fact that I did not raise this /one word
omitted/ for a long time —-

¢ ' "P: That's right.

"0: 1 have difficulty in . . . serious . . . what
to do . . . I think my general point of view is th;t there
are some¢ things there which would bear watching.

"p: Thaf‘s fight.

"0: It is doubtful to me if ‘there is anything there
which can't be uncovered.

"P: Well that -~ I can see where . . . we will be
bof.undor the collar untii we find out what is going on there.

. . 1 mean -- that is the point of view we have to take. .
| "O: Well, I don't know . . . well I would think .
that'its conceivable —- that it wouldn't hurt to have a man in

the local of this Union, FAECT —- to see what may happen and
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»

what he can pickrup.
*P: You feel there could be something not in the
. | organization itself but some |
l"OB Within it
* & %
Original Transcript, page 13, line 5:
"P: Does this union that is up on the Hill, is it
not connected with the Hill at all?
"0: Oh yes. It is an international union and has
representatives all over this cauntry.
Should read:
"P: Does this union that is up on the Hill, do
they have members which are not connected with the Hill at all?
"Q: Oh yes, they have an- international union and
has representatives gll over this country.
| 2 ¥ =
Original Transcript, page 13, lipe 11:
"0t Oh, I imagine so. 1 don't know, I don't
know about that.
Should read:
“J: Oh, 1 imagine so.
. 7 "O: I don't knbw. I don't know about that.
* %8
Original Transcript, page 13, line 33:

"P: Well, ah
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"B: It's a very different situation, 2 very much
bharder situation. I don't know the people but it is a hard
situation and in particular to put together in a casual way
. | and I think that the probleu‘ of being sre that there aré no
leaks there is a real problem and.that pressure can be brought
with discretion.
Should read:
"P: Well, ah _
"0O: I don't say that ihout this place. 1It's a
- very different situation, a very much kmder situation. I don't
know the people, buf it is a bhard situation: in particular
wag put together in a casual way and I think that the problem
. of being sure that there are no leaks . . . and that pressure
can be brought with discretion.
* % %
Original Trunscript; page 14, line 12:‘
“P: That's right. Well, if it does hecoms serious
I may come down with some of my persistency -- I mean I
woﬁld hate to -- I have a responsibility of running things down
there. |
"B: I alfo think the particular way this way —-
. that if there is anything going on it would be very easy to
find out. I am not worried abut that,--iwe can take care of
that ourselves. ) ‘

"P: No you wouldn't.

HW¥ 32835 Docld:364797 Page 65



2624
"0: Well, I meant in a way which you think best.

"P: But it is a situation which would have to be
handled very delicately. That's what makes it so difficult.
If it is something that's easy to handle and you don't have
to worry about it, why you just sort of bull your way through,
but these things have to be, one has to be careful,.

Should read:

“"P: That's right. VWell, if it does become serious
I may come down with some of my persistency -- I mean I
would hate to -- I have a responsibility of rnpning things
down myself.

"0: I also think the particonlar way this waw -
. that 1f there is anything going on it would be very easy to

find out. I am not wprried about that -.we can take care
of that ourselves.

"P: No you wouldn't

"O: Well, X can handle 1t-1n awvay . . .

"P: But it is a situation which would have to be
handled very delicately. That's what makes it sodifficult.
12 it 1is somthing that's easy to handle and you don't have to
worry about it, why you just sort of bull your way through,

‘ but these things, one has to be very careful.
* s %
Original Transcript, page 14, line 29:

"0: I don't actually know whether, if you were in
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Washington -- . after advice on the question how far should
cooperation go. I don't know wherein the right answor‘lies.
I have heard of cases with very strong arguments on both sides.

"P: Yes |

"O: That's a particular we don't have' to worry abhout,
but in Washington there are more ticklish situations

Should readﬁ

"0: I don't actually know whether, if you were in
Washington -- askiﬁg advice on the question how far should
cooperation go. I don't know wherein the right answer lies.
I lave heard of cases with Qerj strong arguments on both sides.

"P: Yes

"O: . . . woe dan't have to worry about . . .

LI

Original Transcript, page 14

Omission after last line (after words '"more ticklish
situations")

Should read:

Insert: (after words; '"to worry about. . .")

“pP: Yes, that's right.

"0: Well, I wish good luck.

"P: We could work a hundred years (I mean) and never

- get this information. That's where we start you see -~- I mean

we get this information and we have sometiing to start dn —

we have something to run down. 1 certain appreciate this
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opportunity to visit you.
"0: I hope it's not a waste of timo..
"P: Well, 1 know it's not a waste of my time and ah

. ""B: That's all -~ Imeant -- perhaps as far as the

project is concerned . . . a fair starting point
"P: Could have ~
“Q0: Why not take an about face?
"P: Do you
"0: and one could do anything about the Attache -
‘that would be the natural thing to watch
. * * B
Original Transcript, page 15, line 1:

. , “P: Do you know anyone -- and because we like to
eliminate unnecessary.work if we have to -- do you know anyone
on the project who is connected with the FAECT, Dr. Oppenheimer?

"0: Who would be willing to -- |

"P: That's right.

"O0: I don't know who is in the Union at all. I
ha.vé heard that a hby called Fox is President of it.

"J: David Fox.

';0: David Fox, but I would feel that that boy could

o do the trick. I hope that the Trade Union ian't tied up in
this -- am they would not act like this because I think it
would give then a 'very black eye and it is no love of mine from

the start, and it might have consequences beyond the reasonable.
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1 doubt yhethar'anyone mixed with the Union in good faith wopld
be very sympathetic. |
Should read:

. "P: Do you knoﬁ anyone -- and because we like to
ol;ninlto.unuoceesary work 1if we hgvo to -~ do you know anyone
on the project who is connected with the FAECT, Dr. Oppenlieimer?

"0: Who would be willing to --

"P: That's right.

"ot ”I don't know who is in the Union at all. I
have heard thata boy called Fox is President of it.

"J:- David Fox

"0O: David Fox, but I would feel -~ I hope that

() the Trade Union isn’'t tied up in this -- and they would not
act like this because I think it would give them a very black
eye gnd it is no love of mine from the start,'and it night
have consequences.heyond the reasonable. I doubt whether
anyone mixed with the Union in good faith would be very
sympathetic.

* %0
' Original Transcript, page 15, line 27:
"0: No, I would not have raised the question if it

. didn't seen fo me that it deserved looking into

"P: Yes
"O: And if I seem uncooperative I think that you can

understand that it is becuase of my insistence in not getting
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people into trouble
"P: 1 can assure you that if anything comes to
. the attention out there --

“B: Now, wait & minute, let me dispose of that
statement which came over the long distance phone. When I
first talked with this boy I extracted from him a promise
to stop all this kind of thing when he came on the job. Of
course, I can't hold him to that promise. ; . (unintelligible)

"P: Well, what I mean, if anything does coms to
your attention in Zonnection with this phase if you can

Showld read: ]

"0O: No, 1 would not have raised the question if
it had rot seemed to me that it deserved looking into

"P: Yes

"0: And if 1 seem uncooperitive 1 think that you
can understand that it is because of my insistence on not
getting people into trouble.

"P: 1 can assure you that if something comes to
your attention out there --

"0: Let me dispose of that statement which came
over the long distg?ce phone. Frankly, I got -- I thracted
. from that boy a promise to stop all this sort of thing when

he came on ihe Job + . . to that promise . . . I did not know
what he was doing it for but I thoughy that there was a

possibility . . . he said he understood that . . . I talked
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to him yesterday. He said he had no copmection . . ;

"P: V¥ell, what I mean, if anything does come to

. your attemtion in connecfiou with this phase if you can
2 % 8

Original Tramwscript, page 16, line 10:

"6: But 1 do not think there will be any of this
nature becaure really we have very little incentivoe

Should read:

"o=_ But I do not think thﬁ?e will be any of this

nature because really we have . . ,

SASAERSEERBRAV IS REREDD
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2929-1
(The original typewritten transcript as prepared

ip the office of Col, Pash in 1943 is as follows:)

San Francisco, California
August 27, 1943
MEMORARDUM FOR THE OFFICER IN CEARGE:
Subject: D.S.M, Project
Be + Tramnseript of Conversation between Dr, J,
'R. Oppenheimer, Lt, Col, Boris T, Pash,

apnd Lt, Lyz2ll Johnm=on.

Transmitted, herewith, is the transcript of conversation
between Dr., J. R, Oppenheimer, Lt, Col. Boris T. Pash, and
Lt. Lyall Johnson held in Lt. Johnson‘’s office in the New

Class Room Building, University of Califormnia, Berkeley,

- California on August 26, 1943, It is to be noted that in some

places theconversation was very indistinct and that the run-

ning commentary may be 1ndeéisive iﬁ these places, but the

gsubstance of the material discussed is, hefewith;_presentcd:
| P: This is a pleasure, because I am interested to

a certain extent in activitiesa and I feel I have a certain

responsibility in a child which I dom't knmow anything about.

General Grove has; sore or less, I feel placed a certsin
responsibility in me and it's like having a child, that you

can't see, by remote control. I dom’t mean to take much of

your time -~
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2 0. That's perfectly all right. Whatever time you |
choose .

P: Mr, Johmson fold me about the little incident,
of converzation, takimg place yesterday in which I am very
much interested and it had ;e_wbrried all day yesterday since
he called me,

0: I was rather'uncertain as to whether 1 s=hould
or should not talk to him (Rosai) when I was here, I'wu;
unwilling to do it without authorization. VWhat I wanted to
tell this fellow wams that he had been udu;:reet._ I know that
that’s right that he hnd revealed information, I kmow that’
saying that nuéh‘might in soms cases embarrass him. It
doegn't seer to have been capable of enbarras-iug him - to
pyt it bluntly.. |

P: Well, that is not ti:e particular interest I have.
- It is something a liittle more, in my opinion, more serious.
Hr,rlohnaon said there was a possibility that there may be sone
other groups interested,

O: I think that is the case, but I have no firsf-
hand knowledge that yould be, for that rea;on, useful, but I
think it is true that a man, whose name I never heard, who

. _ was attached t§ the Soviet Consul, has indicated indirectly
through intermediste people concered in this Project that he
wag in a position t& tranénit. without any danger of a leak,

or scandal, 6r-§nything of that kind, information, which they
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might supply. Since I know it to be a fact, I have been
particularly concerned about any indiscretions which took place
in aides close enough to be ip contact w;thqit° To put it

. quite frankly -- I would feel friendly to the idea of the
Couuander-in;Chief informing the Russians whb are working on
this problem, At leaét, I can see that there might be some
arguments fof doing that, but I don't like the idea of having
it moved out the back door., I thipk that it might not hurt to
beron the look-out for it,

P; Could you give me a2 little more specific infor-
nati&n as to exact}y what information you have. You can readi-
ly realize that phase would be, to me, as interesting, pretty

. near, se the whole project is to you.

0: Vell, I might say that the approaches were
always through other people, who were troubled by them, and
sometimes came and discussed them with me; and that tﬁe approaéhes,
were quite indirect so I feel that to give more, perhaps, than
one name, would be to implicate people who attitudes ‘as_one_ot‘
bewilderment rather than one of cooperation.: 1 knox of no
cage, and I am fairly sure that in all cases where 1 have heard
of these contacts, wuld not have yielded a single thing. That's

. as far 25 I can go on that, Now there is a man, whose name
was mentioned to me a couple of times -- I don’t know of my
own knowledge that he was involved as an intermedi;ry. It

scens,.hovever, not impossible and if you wanted to watch him
it might be the appropriate thing to do. He spent 2 number of
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i He wag -~ he may not be here now - at the time I was with him

- here, employed by the Sheli Development, His name is Eltenton.

‘ ® ' I would think that there is a small chance - well, let me put

| it this way - He has probsbly been asked to.do what he can to
provide information. VWhether he is successful or not, I do
not know, but he talked to a friend of his who is also an
acquaintance of one of the men on the Project, and tﬁat was
one of the channels by which this thing went, Now I think that
to go beyond that would be to put a lot of names down, of
people who are not only innocent but whose attitude was 100%
cooperative,

. P: Now here's a point. You can readily realize that
1f we get information like that we have to work in an absolutely
discreet manner. In other words we can't afford to even indi-
cate -

0: That you are concerned.
i ' P: That we are concerned or through whonwe get in-
formation, However, anything that we may get which would
! . | eliminate a lot fo research work on oﬁr piqt would pecessarily
bring to a closer conclusion anything_that we are doing.
0: V¥ell, I'm giving you the one name that‘l think
. . iz, or izn't - I mean I donf/t know the name of the man attached
to the Consulat§ ~= 1 think I may have been to;d and I may not
have been told and I have, at least not purposely, but actually

forgotten. He is - and he may not be here nov. These incidents
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occurred in the order of about 5, 6, or 7 months.
| J: I was wondertﬁg, Dr. Oppenheimer, if there is
a particular person - maybe a person on the Project that you
. °  were trying to pump information from ~ that if we knew who
those were, would at Ieastrknow where to look for a lea&, not
from the standpoint of fellow hate, but looking at a certain
picture,
P: Here’s the point that I would feel
0: I would feel that the people that tried to pget
information from vérenore or less an accident and I would b§
wmaking some harm by saying tﬁat.,
P: Here's the think - we of course assume that th@
. people who bring this 1:ifornat:l.on to you are 100% with you,
and therefore, there is no question about their intentions.
However, 1if -
10: ¥Well, I'11l tell you opne thing - I have known of
two‘or three csses, and I think two of them are with me at
Los Alamos - they are men who are closely associated with me,
P: Have they told you that either they thought that
they were contacted for that purpose dr they were actually
contacted for that purpose?
. | 0O: They told me thy were contacted for that purpose.
P: For that purpose,
O: That is, let me éiva you the background, The

background was - well you know how difficult it .is with the
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relations between these two allies, and_there are a lot of
people that don't feel very friendly toward the Russians, so
that the information - a lot of our secr;t,information, our
Radar and so on, doesn‘'t get t§ them, and they are battling
for their lives and they would like to have an idea of what is
going on and this is just to make up in other words for the
defects of our official communication, That is the form 1n

which it was presented. | '

P: Oh, I see.

0: Of course, the actual fact is that since it is
not a communication that ought to be taking place, it is
treasonable. But it wasn't presented in that method, It is

. a method that carrying out a policy which was more or less »a
policy of the govermment and the form im which it came was
that could ap intevview be arranged with thigs man Eltenton who
had very good contacts with a man from the Embassy attached to
the Consulate who was a very reliable guy and who had a lot
of experience with microfilm, that's the story.

P: V¥ell, now I may be getting back to a little
systematic picture.... These people whom you mentioned, two
are down there with you now.. were they contacted by Eltenton

. direct? |

0: No,

P Througﬁ another party?

0: Yes,
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P: Well now, could we know through whom that
contact was made?

| O: T think it would be a mistake, that is, I thiok

. I have told you where th'e. initiative came from and that the
other things were almost purely accident and that it wuld
:lnvolv'erpeople who ought not be involved in this,

P: This would not involve the people but it would
indicate to us Elteqfon"s channel, We would have to, bnow 'l;hat
this is definite on Eltenton. |

O: It is not definite in the sense that I have seen
him do the thing, He may have been nuquéted. I don't
believe so, Now Eltenton is the member of the FAECT,

() P: That's the Union,

. O: That'’s the CIO Union, He's a man whose sympathies
are certainly very far "Left”, whatever his affiiiastions, and
he may or may not have regular contacts with 2 political group.
I doubt it. Ip any case, it iz a sufe think to say that the
chanpels to be followd in this case are those involving people
who have beén generally sympathetic to the Sov:lei: and ‘a:éﬁx'éhow
connected perepherally with Communist movements in this
country, That’s obvious, I don't need to tell you that.

. P: Well, yes, The fact is, this second contact - the
contact that Eltenton had to make with these other people -
Is that person also a member of the project?

O: No.
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P: That also is an outsider.

O: It's a member 6! the faculty, but not on the
Project,

P: A wmember of the faculty here? .  Eltenton made it
through a member of the faculty to the Project.

0: As far as I know - these approaches were -~ there
may have been more than one person involved. I don’t know.

P: Here's how I feel sbout this Leftist inclina-
tion, I thiok that whoether a man has "Left" or "Right" incli-
nations, if his character which is baqk of it ~ if he's -

/ willing to do this, it doesp't make ;ny difference what his
inclinations are., It°'s based on his character ﬁrinariii and
"' not | |

0: A think like this going on, let us.say; with the
Nazis would have a somewhat different color. I don’t mean fo
say that it would be any more deserving of attention, or any
more dangerous, buigit wo;ld'ﬁgioive rather different motives,

P: Oh, ;es, sure, )

O: I'm pretty sure that nome of the guys here, with
possible exception of the Russian, vﬁo is doing probabl;’y‘hh
duty by his country - but the other guys really were just feeling

@ they didn't do apything but they were considering the step,
vhich they would have regarded as thoroughly in 1line With the

policy of this -govern'nent, just making up for the fact that

there were a couple of guys in the State Department who would
block such communications. You may or may not know that in
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many projects we share information with the British and some
we do not, and there is a great deal of feeling about that, and
I don't think that the issues involved here seem to the people
. ~ very different, except that of course, the people on the Pro-
ject realize the importance and_fhat this is a little bigger
and the whole procedure gets away from them,
P: Now, Do you feel that would affect -~ and there

could be continued attempts now to establish this type of

contact?
O: I haven't any idea,
P: You haven't any idea?
O0: As 1 say, if the zuf that was here may by now bhe
() in some other twwn and 211 that I would have in mind is this -

I understood that this man to whom I feel a sense of responsi-
bility, Lomanitz, and I feel it for two reasons, One - he is
doing work which he started and which he ought to continue and
second since I more or less made a stir about it when the
question of his induction came up, that this map may hﬁie
been indiscreet im circles which would lead to trouble, That_
is the only thing that i have to say. Because I don't havo-any
doubt that people often approached him, with whom he has con-
. tacted, I mean whom he sees, nigl:n': feel it their duty 1if they
go@ word of something, to let it go further and that is the
reason I feel quite strongly that as#ociation witﬁ the Communist

movement is not compatible with the job on a secret war project,
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it is just that the two loyalties camnot go.
P: Yes - well - | A
. | O: That i not an expression of political opinion,
I think that a lot of very brilliant and thoughtful people have
seen something in the Communist movement, and that they may be
belong there, maybe it is a good thing for the country. They
hope thatiit doosh't belong on the war project
P: 1 get your point. I don't want to seem to you
ingistent. I want to again sort pf eiploro the possibility
of getting the pame of the person of the faculty ;'l°11't911
you for what reason, Not for the purpose of taking him to task
in any way vwhether its non-officially, officially, or openly
or what but to try to see Eltenton's method of approach.  You
way not agree with me, butl cap ssure you tbat that is one oj'
the more important ateps.”
O0: I have .to take fhe following points of view:
I think in mentioning Eltenton's name 1 subsequently said
about the man that I think that he may be acting in a way which
is dangerous to this country, qnd which should be watched.
I'm not going to mention the mame of anyobe in the same breath,
even if you say thit you will make a distinction, I just can't
. do that, because in the other cases, I am cowvinced from the
way in which they handled the thing that they themselves thought
it was a2 bad business, |
P: These éiher people, yes, I realize -- but if -

here's the point ~ if that man is trying to make other contacts
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for Eltenton, it would take us some time to try to -
O: My honest opinion is that he probably isn't -
that he ran into him at a party and they saw each other or
. ‘smthing and Eltenton said, "Do you suppose ybu could help
me? This is a2 very serious thing because we know that impor-
tant work is going on here, and we think thiz ought to be made
available to our allies, and would you see if any of those guys
are willing to help us with it - and then 1t‘ wouldn't have to
be much.” You see, that is the kind of thi:g_- (remaining
statement unintelligible,)
P:. Were these two people jdu mentioned - wore they
contacted at the same time?
. O: Oh no, They were contacted within a week ‘o:l'
each other,
P: They were contacted at two different times?
O0: Yes, but not in each other's presence.
P: That's right,
P: Apd then from what you first heard, there is
someone else who probably still remains here who was contacted
as well,

I think that is true,

e

. ~ P: V¥hat I am driv-ing at is that there was a plan,
at least for some length of time, to make these contacts - and
we may not have known all the contacts,

O: That i certainly truve, That is why I mentioned
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it, If I kvew all about it, then I would say forget it, I

thought it would be appropriate to call to your attention the

fact that these channels at one time existed.

P: Yes,

0: 1 really think that I am drawing a line in the
right place,

P: You see, you understand thst\; am ;ort of - You
picture mera- # bloodhound on the trail, and that I am trying
to get ocut of you everythlnf I possidbly can,

0: That's your duty to = certsin extent.

P: You see what I mean

O: It is 3lso my duty not to implicate these people,
scquaintances, or colieagues of who position I am absolutely
certain - myself and my duty is to protect them.

P: Oh yes.

O: If I thought that - I won't say it - it might be
slightly off, .

P: V¥ell then, here's another boint, Dr,, if we find
that in making these various contacts, that we get some infor-
mation which would lead us to believe that certain of these
men may have either comidered it or are still considering it
(nind you, I do not even know these men, so it can't be
personal) -

0: Well, nove of them that I had anything to do with

even considered it, They 'ara‘jppset about it., They have a
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feeling toward this country and have signed the espionage act;
they feel this way about it for I think that the intermediary
between Eltenton and the Project, thought it igs the wrong idesa,

. but said that this was the situation, I don't think he supported
it. In fact I koow it. |

P: Be‘nade about at least three contact that we know
of,

O: Well, I think that°s.r1¢ht, ves.

P: And two of these contacts are down there, That
means we can assume at least there is one of these men contacted
s8till on the Project here.

O: Yes, 1 believe that this wap has gone, or is

. scheduled to go to Site X,

P: This third man?

0: That is right,

P: Well that is, as I say, 1f I can’t get across
that line, I even certainly appreciate this much, because it

0: I.think it's a thing vou ought to know

P: Oh, no doubt

e

I think it's probably ope of those sporadic
things ard I do not think ~ I have no way of thinking it was

. systematic but I got from the way it was handled, which was
rgther loosely, and frankly if I were ap Agent I would not put
much confidence in psople who are loose-mouthed o;-caluai. 1
yould not think that this was a very highly organized or very

well put=together plan but I don't knbw and I was very much
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afrazid when I heard of Lomanitz' iodiscretion that it night
very well be erious I hope that isn't the case, -

P: You mentioned that this man may be of this FAECT,
. Do you think that, as = _;‘:;reprosentatiive of this organization,
he would sort of ropreée;t their attitude or do you think he
is doing this individually?
¢} Ob, fhe PAECT is quite s big‘ﬂnion and hasAall
eorts of people in it. I'm pretty sure and I don‘t think it
is conceivable that he could be representing the attitude of
the Union, but it is
P: WVell, I don't know enought sbout it to
O: I think that at §ne'ﬁnn they had a strong branch
. up at the Shell Development Research Laboratories, the FAECT -
and I believe it is the Union which has got orgapized on the
Hill,
J: Yes, it has been around for some time,
P: This man Eltenton . . . « « + . 18 @ scientist?
0: I don't know, I wuld guess he is some sort of a
chemical engineer.
P: VWould he be in a poiition to unﬂerstand the
information furnished him?
' . ‘ O: I don’'t know that either. It would depend on how
well it was furnished, I mean, he has some scientific training
and certainly if you saf.down with hiﬁ and took'a little time, *

¥y view about this whole damn thing, of course, is that the
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information that we are working on is probably known to all
th.o govermments that care to find out. The information about
what we are doing is probably of no use because it is so damn
. ) ‘ conplicated. I don*t agree that the security problem on the
Project is a bitter one, because if one means by the secuig'ty
problem preventing information 61’ technical use to another
country from éscaping. But I do thipnk that the intensity of
our effort and our concern of the ifntornational investment
involved - that is information which might alter the course
of the other governments and don‘t think it would have any
effect on Rumsia , . . . 1t might have a‘ very big effect on
Germany, and I am convinced about that and that is as everyone
. else is,
| P: Oh,

0: To give it roughly wl_:at we‘re after and I think
they don‘t need to know the technical details because if they
yere going to do it they would do it in a different way., They
wouldn’t take our methods - they couldn’t because of certain
‘geographicall differences so that I think the kind of thing
that would do the greatest damage if it got out, wuld just
be the magnitude of the problem and of the time schedules ih:lch

. we think we have of that kipd. |

P: .To answer your question - Eltenton if you were

p:l.cki.ng a man which would be an intermediary he ﬁouidn't be a

bad choice, I would mention he had some kind of chemical engineer

ing job in Russia, He war traiped i England, also in Russia fou
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or five years and things like that and here -
P: Does he gbeak Russian do you know?
0: I don't know - I don't know., Speaks with a
slight English accent.
P: If it is pecessary wouldlyqu mind and would
it interfere with your work much 1if I would have to come down
.nnﬁ discussaigis with you further., Counter assurance - I
mean this 18"; ah
O: This is important?
P: Oh yes, I not only
O: If X can express my own opinion as well as my
conviction this is not common knowledge.
. P: No it isn't,
J: You see a lot of people have put it to us
P: That's why when Mr. Johmson called me up yes-
terday it sort of
0: Yes., I mentioned this to Col, Lapadale.
P: Ahy, well of course right now I say - ah - it
is 211 new and -~ it has come to me
0: hight now it means ahsolutely nothing but what
you now find out at this
(] P: If - bt |
0: I would 1ike to say that if I think that if there
afe certain affiliations that were incoupatible'to thi best

interests of this countr& and this hunineis would retard.
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P: It may be necessary for us to - to take certain
steps in trying to trace this down and so forth - if anything
L would develop where we would have to or be interestedin either
. your place down at Los Alamos or other places, you feel it
| would be all right for me to contact you on it so that -

O: Oh, certainly, it is perfectly obvious that cer-
taip precautions -

; : P: Oh, yeah, yes - what I mean is instead of going
out on certain steps which may -

O: . Yeah -

i P: Come to your attention and be a little bit dis-
turbipg to you, I would rather discuss those with you first
@ | g0 that you will be aware of it, I think that, that - well
that -

O: VWell, that won't, I most fervently hope they
are not in any way and if I had reason to believe that some
technical men were involved I would certainly tell you and I
will 1if anything comes up that I am convinced I can always say
that I know everything is absolutely 100% negative.

P: If we should find aoy information which Iohld
lead you to believe that there still may be some of that going
l. on, and that it would be important for us to know a little
sore in detail who the conéacts were and everything ;nd we
could show you that that is important for us, I hope you '111

then find it possible to
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O: I am only trying to define our future and I will
try to act reas;hably.

P: Fine,

O: As I say I am trying to draw the line here bet-
ween people who took some responsibility and the people who
were purely pushed around and _siﬁce nothing occurred and the
‘responses seemed to have been 100% negative, I think I am
‘perhaps justified in - ion

P: I am not persistent (ha ha ) but -

O: You are pergistent and it is your duty,

P: That is, there is ope in there, that you say that
the responses were 100% negative. Do you feel that you koow

. everyone whom this intermediary contacted?

0: VWell, mo, but I think it is practical to say that
it is inconceivable that the people whom he contact would be-
would have come to» nﬁ attention but I mﬁ not sure. |

P: :_5’31@11, I would like to say.

0: HW‘Ja‘ll, 1 think it would be creditable to say
that I just dn‘'t know.

P: I would like to leave this thought with you, Dr,
Oppenheimer, if you at some time find ."t possi‘blo, we certainly

. would give a lotof thanks and appreciation for the pame of
that intermediary aﬁd I'm going to oxp_lain to yéu - I tell you -
if it is going to - The only reason I would vaht it, is not °

for his sake but to see who h:l.i; contacts are
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0O: Yés, I Bee
P: I can see that we are going to have to spend
a lot of tiwme and effort which we ordinmarily would not in try to
@ ' 0: Well
P: 4in trying to run him down before we even go on
this
O: You'd better check up on the Consulate becausme
that's the only one that Eltenton contacted and without thatr
contact he would bs inefficient and that would be my
P: You say this man is pnot employed io the Consulate?
0: Eltenton?
P: No, no, I mean this man
. O0: I have never been introduced to him
P: Have you ever heard higs name mentioned?
0: I have never heard his name mentioned, mt I have

been given to understand thathho_is Attached to the Consulate.

{ But isn*t it common practica for a Consulata or a Legation to

" have someone attached to them? _

{ . e e —eem
______ e ——,

P: Oh, yes. Military Attaches are really unotfi:\>

i~

01,11y o ) e e e e e SRR

e L R L
e o o

0O: HMaybe this guy is a Military Attache = I don't

. know,

P: You don't know anything about him?
0: 1 don't know anything about him and never have,

I may have been told the name, but it made no impression.
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P: 1Is this member of the faculty in any way - Does
he in any way come in contact with your Proiect? Why would he
be contacted? Is it because he has contacted these people?

O: I think that Eltenton must - I said to him "What
can you do about it?" I don't know - that would be my im-
pression of the thing,

P: VWell, I think tst

0: Vell, I am sorry, I realize you would like more
information but I am under a little bit of difficulty deciding
what to do about it. The fact that I did not raise this
question for a long time -

P: That's right.

. O: 1 have been in difficulty about what to do,
realizing how serious it is, I think my general point of view
is thﬁt there are some things there which would bear watching.

P: That's right,

0: It is doubtful to ne if there is anything there
which can’t be uncovered.

P: Well that - I can see where it would be highly
difficult to find out what's going on. We will be hot under
the collar until we find out what is going oo there. I mean -

. . that's the point we have to take
| O: Well, I don't know what a job like this --- Well
I would think that it's conceivable ---fhat it wouldn't hurt

to haire 2 man in the local of this Union, 'FAECT = to ses what
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may happer and what he can pick up.
-P: You feel there could be something in the

- organization itself?

o
e

Within it
P: Within it
0: I don't know, 1 am sure that if they had 20 mem-
ﬁors, 19 of them lighf not be involved in it. But I su pot
sure of fhe 20th, you‘éoe.
P: fesa
0: 40 wmembers corrqspondlngly lﬁd = let me put it
this way - fhe bonds that hold them together are very strong
you see, and they talk over their probiéﬁl with their sisters
. and brothers and it is rather difficult to maintain a complete
security ip an outfit like that. |
P: Does this union that is up;on the ﬁill, is it not
connected with th; Hill at all?
O0: Oh yes, it is an internationml union:and has
' representatives 21l over this country.
P: And the same g§oup then, the same mixture would
be of people off and on the Project would be in the same
O: Oh, I imagine so - I Aon't know, I don't know
"l about that,
P: Well, we can -
O: Ordinarily I think that they would have their
own local, |
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P: Vhich would be up fhere.
0: Maybe ﬁot. Maybe it is all one big local, I'm
not sure, but that varies with the Union.
P: Vell, that is certainly interesting and - you
are foing to be here for some time? .
- b: ‘Oh no, 1 am leaving tonight,
P Ol;,:you are, are you flying?
0: 'l;lo I am pot. I have orders not to fly.
P: At least you g.et some relaxation in between your
Project, VWell, I think that it may
0: I will be, very glad to see you. I have a-
-foeling _though, a feliow can be fooled you see, I feel respon-
. " gible for every detail of this sort of thing down at our place
and I will be willing to go quite far in saying that everything
is 100% in order. That doesn’'t go for this pl;cc up here,
P: Ro.
0: I think that's the truth, If everything weren't
being done and if everything weren't proper, I think that I
would be perfectly willing to be shot if I had done anything
wrong.
P: Well, ah
. ‘ 0: It's a iery different situation, a very much
harder situation. I don't know the people but it’'s a hard
situation aﬁd in particular to put together in a casual way

and 1 think that the problem of being sure that there are
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no leaks there is a real probien and that pressure can be
brought with discretion.
P: I am then, as I say, I may have the pleasure of
. visiting your place because it may -
| 0: My motto is God Bless You. .
P: VWell, as I say, if this becomes serious, that is
to say, I don’t know anything about it, but if it becomes
O: My guess is that it wouldn't 1_;’.:_1; if I weren't
first absolutely sure that it wouldn‘t, thatlit were not - |
serious, I wouldn't |
P: That's right, Vell, if it does become seriocus
1 may come down with some of my persistency -~ I mean I would hate
. t0 «=== ] have a responsibility of running things down there,
O: I also think the particular way this way - that
1f there is anytling going on it would be very easy to find out.
I am not worried abut that - we can take care of that ourselves.
P: No ;ou wouldn't
0: Vell I meant in a2 way which yvou think best.
P:. But it is a situation which would have to be
handled very delicately. That's what makes it 80 difficult,
 § 4 1t.1s something that's easy to handle and you don‘t have to
. worry sbout it, why you just sort of bull your way through, but
these things have to be, one has to be careful.
O: That's always the cage - wanting to be very

carefh}.
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P: I am pot the judge to tel} whether they should
or should not gat'the information, My business is to“stoﬁ
it going through illegally,

O: WVell, I thipk --

O0: I don'’t actually know whether, if you were in
Washington -~ After advice on the gquestion how far should
cooperation go. I don't know wherein the rightiansuor lies.

I have heard of cases with very strong,arguments oo both sides,

P: Yes |

O: That's a particular we don't have to worry about,
but In Washington there are more ticklish situatioons

P: Do you know any one - and because we like to
eliminate unnecessary work if we have to - do you know anyone
who iz on the Project who is conpected with the PAECT, Dr.
Oppenhe imer? |

0O: V¥Who would be willing to -

P: That's right

O: I don't know who is in the Union at all, I have
heard that a boy called Fox is President of it.

J: ‘David Fox, _

O: David Fox, but I would feel that that boy could
do the trick. I hope that the Trade Union 1sn’t tied up in
this - and they would not act like this because I think it
would give tﬁei a very black eye and it is no love of mine

from the start, and it might have consequences beyond the
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reasonable, I doubt whether anyone mixed with the Union in
good faith wOuid be very sympathetic,

P: yes,

O: This isn'‘t a suggeetion that there is anything
wrong. I have no reason at all to believe that there is, except
that it is inevitable that any one - that any Left Wingers
still interested in lLeft Wing activity would join such a Union.
I think I can he_qutte sure of it, Apd I don't think that it
is due to Unions who are seeking a selected group of people

P: vyes

0: You might get some - of course, this is just my
opinion that there is no harm in discussing it - well, I just

' . don‘t know.

4

May I just ask then, Dr., if you would please not
discuss this with anyone - so that they would not be aware of
this fact that - |

0: No, I would not have raised the question if it
didn‘t seem to me that it deserved looking into,

P: Yes.

O: And if 1 seem uncooperative 1 think that you can
understand that it is because of my ipnsistence in not getting

. people into trouble

P: 1 éan assure you that if anything comes to the
attentian out there - -

0: Now, wait 2 minute, let me dispose of that
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statement which came over the long distance phone. When I first
talked with this boy 1 extrécted from bhim a promise to‘stop

. all this kind of thing when he came on the job, Of t:‘b‘u:‘s‘g,
I can’t hold him to that promise . . . (Unintelligible)
P: V¥Well, what Ifmann, if anything does come to your
attention in comnection with this phase, if you canp

O: It won't be really necessary,

v

I£, in the first place, you will let me know, 1
will be glad to come down and discuss the matter with you
0: Well, I am very glad of that, and we may have
other problems which we would like to diicuss.
P: Yes.
,0: But I do not think that there will be any of this
pature because really we have very little incentive,
P: Vell, something may coms to your attention re-~
lafing to this place up here. You may get it down there and
1 woﬁld really prefer to
- 0: There is almost no contact., I have official
tochpical letters but really no personal letters from here.
I don't know what's going on, and I think the chance of ny-boing
vseful in that way is very slight. But you ought to be able
. : to find i:eople here who could have their eyes and ears open and
who know what'’s going on., That would be, I would be, I would
be fairly sure that there are qu;teva few here who would be

willing to give you -~ who would realize the importance of it
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apd - I can't advise you any further,
P: Wo, dﬁeh, as a matter of fact I am not formulating

any plans, I am just going to have to digest the whole thing,

. P: Well, we appreciate it and the best of luck

O:. Thani you very much,

% 8 B X W 8RB S I
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(The transcripte of interviews referred to are as follows:)
TRANSCRIPT OF
"INTERV IEW wﬁ'ﬂ DR, OPPENHEIMER BY LT. COL. LANSDALE
1?2 SEPTEMBER 1943

"1: Vell the thing I've been thinking very considerably
sbout my earlier conversation with you, then Colonel Pash's
memorandum to we of his conversation with you.

"O0: Vell, the history of that--1 spoke to Johnson briefly
and I hesrd quite a little bit about the chain...sbout the nature
of the fuss that Lomanitz was making, and I thought 1t‘nizht
be a good idea if I talked to him. I thought I might be able
to talk him out of some of this foolishnos; so I asked John-

. son for permission to do thét. .1 had a2 rather long discussion
with Lomanitz which I should describe as pretty unsuccess-
ful, or at least only partially sﬁccessful. And, or‘course{
Johnson had_ expressed the opinion that he was d#nger-ous and
why, and that Pash ought to be brought im on it., So I told
Pash.sone of the rearons why I thought it was dangerous and
1 suppose that is probably what you mean,

L: Well, now, ¥ want to say this--and without 1;tent of
flattery or complimenting or anything else, that you're proﬁably

. the most 1ntell.1gent n-an I ever meot, énd I'm not sold on myself

" that 1 ki&'you sometimes, see? And I°'1l1 admit freely that at

the time we had our discussion at Los Alamos 1 was not per-

- fectly frank with you. My reasons for not being are immaterial
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now, Since your discursion with Colonel Pash 1 think that the
oﬁly rensible thing iz to he ar frank with yoﬁ as I can. I'm
not going to mention certain namer, but I think that you can
. give us an enormour amount of help, and as I talk you uu_
realize, I think, some of the difficulties that have beset uﬁ.
O0: There are =some I think I‘knoﬁ already.
L: That's right. Now, I will say this, that w& have not
been, I mipht say, arleep at the switch, to a dangerous extent.
Ve did miss some things, but we have known since February
that several people_-ere transmitting information about thie
?roject to the Soviet Government.
O0: I might say that I have not known that, I knew of
. this one attempt to obtain :lnforpation which wag earlier, or I
»dOn't, I can't remember the date, though 1've tried.
L: Now, we have taken no action yet except with respect
to Lomanitz.
O: Are they people who would be in a position to trans-
nit substantial information?
L: Yee, I'm g0 informed, 1 don't know personally, of course.
0: VWell, Lomanitz by virtue of being a theoretical
phjqicist would probably have a rather broad knowledge of the
. things he is working on,
L: I get the 1npressio§ that Lomanitz has z broad knowl-
edge of the theory of what you'fo tryiog to accomplish probably,

but apparently 2 rather limited knowledge of the practical
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manner in which it is being done.
0: That's right,
L: Now, which is the most important to transmit?

. ' ' - 0: There are two things which seem important to me.

One is Fhe extent of the interestof this country and the nature

of the commitment, and the probable time scale. Second, it

would be important to transmit when the situation is suited

to the Ruesian industrial machines, which I think maybe we

don't have at all,

L: A1l right, now I'll tell you this. They know, we
know they .know, about Tennessee, about Los Alamos, and Chicago.
O: And the connection of all that?

. L: And the connection, We know that they know that the
method, I may state it wrong, that the époctrograpﬁic method
it being used at Berkeley. They know, of course, the method
involved., They knpw that you would be 1z a position to start
practical production in about six months from ssy February,
and that perhaps six months thereafter you would be in a posi-
tion to go into mass production, Now you and I know, of
course, how accurate those figures are,

0: All I koow is ...

. L: When they were reported to Parh, they may have been

chaded one way or the other. Now, that is the subetanc§ ot

what they know., Now we, of course, have acted, The people

who are responsible for this thing have been willing to take
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some riske in the hope of some return, It is essential that

we know the channels of communication. We never had any way

of knowing whether we have--whether the ones we know about are
. 0: Are the mzine ones,
L: Are the main ones, or whether this nafket yill change
them from time to time and so on, |
0: This information which has been transmitted has not
been .transmitted to the Comsulate or ...
L: Well, all we know is that it's gone through several
hands to the govermment, some through Consular channels.
And, of couree, they have many means of transmitting 1nfofnation
perhape vou know, .The tact that it goes to the Consulate
. today doesn’'t mean that it's going to the Consulate touorrow.
The fact that it goee through Joe Doaks today doesn't mean
it's going through him tomorrow. Of course, that's our problem.

0: %o, the only thing that it does mean im that an effort
is being made to get it,.

L: I can assure you that there's no question of the
effort being made. ¥We know enough to know that., It‘s not
simply the Communist Party, USA off on a frolic of their own.
Now, that, of courre, presente--1 want t; get into more
specific details lﬁter, but that, of course, presents several
problems. ﬁe know, for inftance, that it is the policy of the
Communiet Party at this time that when a man goes 1hto'ther

Aruy his official comnections with the Party are thereupon
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ipso facto severed.
0: Weli, I wag told, I was tcld by a man who came from

. ay ..., a very prominent man who was a member of the Communist
Party in the middlewest, that it was the policy of the Party
there that when a man entered confidential war work he was
not suppozed to remain a member of the Party.

L: That 1is correct. That was just the pnext point I was
coming to. We know that they do that with the Army, ind we
have stronz suspicions that they do the game with any confi-
dential war work. That severance iz not a severance in fact.
It's merely to enable the person to state without lying,
without perjuring himself 6 that he is pot a wember, ''Oh yes,
1 was a member but I'm all over that now, 1'm not s member,
1 Jon't have any connection with it."

0: Well, there are some cases that 1 kmow about.

L: In some cares it may be true.

O: That I'm quite clear about--not to pull any punches,
my brother haé made a2 severance in fact. |

L: Well, we know that he has been a member.

0: Yes,

L: We also know that there has been in recent years no
. | indication that he is still a member.

O:_ It's not only that he's not a member, I think he has

no contact.

0: 1 know I overwhelmingly urged about 18 monthe ago
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when wé rtarted that she should dfop social ones which I re-
gard as dangerours, Whether they have, in fact, done that 1
don't koow.
. L: Well, I'm quite confident that your brother Frank
| haes no connection with the Coununists. I'm not 80 sure about
hir wife.
0: I'm not sure eitler, but I think it likely some of
its importance has left her, And, also, I bslieve it to be
true that they do not have any--I don't know this for a fact--
but £f they had I didn’t know it, any well established contacts
in Berkeley. You se'e they came from Palo Alto and they had
such contactx there, Then my brother was unemployed for three
- . very salutory monthes which changed his ideas quite [ '.lbt,
and when they started‘{b Berkeley it was for this war job, and
I do not know but think it quite probable that his wife, Jackie,
had never had a2 unit or a group to which she was attached in
any way. The thing that worried me ‘as that their friends were
very left wing, and I think it is not alwnfs necessary to
call a uﬁit meeting for it to be a pretty good contact,
L: Now, I don't want you to feel fhat any of these ques-

‘tion® that I'm going fo ask you--—1I'm goin§ to ask you some

. | pretty pertinent and.direct ones---are made for any purpose
of embarrassing you in any way. It's only that I feel it my
duty to. |

O: I'll answer them ag well as I can.
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L: I trjed to explain to you my problem, which as you
can see is due to the nature of the kind of espionage we're
up against, is extremely difficult. |

0: Because it's so ramified.

L: It's so ramified, and afterall we're dealing with an
Allied Nationm,

O: And who are the people in the Project at Berkeley,
are theysy former students?

L: I'm not ready vet to tell you. -As I say, 1I'm going
to try to ==

0: I'm concernsd if they are people for whom I have some
kxind of responsibility.

: . L Well, I'm not going to try to fence with vou or mis-
lead you at all as I did without success, I feel, to some de-
gree at Los Alawmor,

0: Well, I felt there was 2 lot in your mind, and we
were talking around, the conversation was quite clear.

L: It was perfectly obvious that you did read into it
more than was stated. VWell, howéver, to refer again to this
buriness concerning the party, thoge reasons maske it clear
that the fact that a person says they have severed connection
. _ ‘w:I.th the party, the fact that they .have §t present no apparent

interest or contact in it does not show where they have unques~

tionably formerly been wembers that they are not dangerous to

us.
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O: 1 agree with that,
L: That again poses a terrific problem because so many
of the people...you know as well as I do how difficult it is
. to prove Communism. I'm going to discusi yourself with you
in a few minutes, and that will serve to illustrate ss well
ag anything rome of the difficulties involved, We've got to
waigh, we feol, I believe that the first and prisary thing to
do i to get the job done. That is, the Project completed.
Now, if that involves taking some risks; why, of cour?e, we'll
take the risks. 'Afterall, you are risking your lives and
everything else to do this, and everything hag to be aone
with a risk so that we don't want to protect the thing to
. death. But, therefore, all persone who .are essentizl to the
Project in any marked degree, really unless they cease to make
themealves useful there’s no use talking about severing their
connections while they're there whether we béliove they‘'re
Communists, pro-Nazi, pro-Fascist, or what.
O: I won't agree with that, I mean, I think one has to--
L: Yeu have to weigh, fou never know, I wean if vou
know it's compsratively easy. The only question that ;enaius
i= whether we shall wasit awhile unfil we take somebody else
. ' or how we shall go about it, Shall we try to prosecute him
for espionage or shall we just forget about it and weed him
out. I wmean, vou see that once you've made the decision why

then the problem is practical, The difficulty i= making the
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decision. Now, I want to know, In the first place I think we
know nw who the man that you referred to as approaching the
. other col;ege project was, 1 wonder if you te_al that you're
in a position to tell me. |
O0: I think it would be wrong.
L: I°'d 1like to discuss with you your attitude on that
* for a minute, |
0: It i= primarily this, that this cawe to me in confi-
dence and the actions taken were negative, the actions of this
intermediary were reported as essentially negative, aﬁd al-
though it would have been really negative not to have touched
it, I feel that I would implicate, so to speak, one fellow
about whom, who has initiative would be persecuted,
L: You mean Eltenton?
0: Yes, this is the way it came to me straight,
L: VWell now, you see what you stated that he contacted,
I believe it was three persons on the Project, and they told
him to go to Hell in substance, |
0: Although probably more politely.
L: And how do vou know that he hasn't contacted others?

0: I'don'tl. I can’t know that, It would seem obvious

. that he would have.
L: If vyou heard about them they umquaestionably were not

succers ful,

0; Ye=.
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L: If you didn't hear about them they might be puccess-
ful or they might at least be thinking about it, don't you smee?
Now, you can, therefore, see from our point of view fho im-
portance of knowing what fhoir channel is.

0: Yesn,.

L: Apnd I war wondering, is this map a friend of yours?
By any chance.

O: He's an acquaintahce of mine, I've known over many
Years. .

L: Well do you, I mean there are acquaintances and thepe
are frtends. In other words, do you hesitate for fear of
1nplicating a friend?

. 0: I hesitate to mention any more names because of the
fact that the other nsmes I have do not seem to be people who
were guilty of anything or people who I would like to get mixed
up in it, and in nj own views I know that this is a view |
which you are in a position to doubt. They are not people -
vho are going to get tied uvp in it in any other way. That is,
I have a feeling that this is an exfreuoly err#tic and unsys-
tematic thing. .

L: Here is, I want you to in no derogatory way undor-fand

. " my position again.

0: well..,There is 8 very strong feeling. Putting wmy
finger om it 1 did it because of a sense of duty.. I feel

Justified...
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L: :Now, here ies an ipstance in which there is an actual
attempt of esplonage against probably the most important thing
we're doing. You tell us about it 3 months later.

0: JMore thap that, I think.

L: More than that. When the trail 1i-cold it's stopped,
when you have no reason not to suppose that these cases which
you hear about are unsuccessful, that another attenﬁt was
made in which you didn't hear .about because it was successful.

O: Poreibly, I am very very ipclined to doubt that it
would have gone through this channel.

L: VWhy?

O: Because I had the feeling that this was 2 cocktail
. : party channel, A couple of guys who saw each other more or

1lee® by accident.

e

%ell, people don't usually do things like that at
coctail parties, I know., All the stuff that we've picked up
has certainly not been at cocktail parties.

0: Well, that's where...I don't know, there may be many
nany other channels besides Eltenton, and I would assume that
there would be, but I have the feeling that ‘Eltenton's sug-
gestion to this fellow was whether he was willing to do this,

.— was really a potential suggestion and not a systematic one.

L: Well, I don't want to draw this out unduly, but 1
want tb examine that proposition for a few minutes. Why would

Eltenton working for the Shell Development Company be interested
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on 8 frolic of hirs own, as it were, in trying to find out
for the Soviet Government what's going on?

b: I don't think it was 8 frolic of his own, but my

. answer is that be worked in Russia for five years...and had
some contacts. .

L: That'ﬁ right, so what I'm getting at is this--he
unquestionahlﬁ was asked or directed.

O: Depending upon the point of view.

L: To see what he could find out,

O0: I would think so.

L: Which would mitigate againat any conclusion that
this attempt here was a mere casual thing.

@ | O: No, I don't think, I mean let we put it this way.
The reason I mentioned Eltenton's name was because I thought
it waeg likely that Eltenton would persevere in this, But the
rearon I wention no other names is thit I have not felt that

Athose veople would, Thit they were all just accidential,

L: Now, I don't want these names of the people who
were contacted or the pefaon ﬁho contacted them, Let's stick
to the person} that were contacts. To do anything to them
becaure it’s perfectly evident to me fhat they sure as ho11

: . vouu.! never come tell ﬁou sbout ‘1t H they wei-o going to do
it.

0: Yes, that's :right.

L: Now, while 1 would liie to have those names very
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much it’'s not as e.l.menthl ag that we know the contact. Be-
cayse I think, there's one channel, of course, there's other
‘ . channels, we know of. We don't know that one, Now mfje got
no way of knowing whather the onas that we've picked up or the
names that I know of are identical with this man. Now, that's
a simple resson why I want that name, and I yint to ask you
pointblank if you'll give it to we, If you won't, well OK,
Bo hard feelinge.
0: No, I've thought about it a good deal because Pash
and Groves both asked me for the nsme, and I feel that I
si:ould not give it. I don't mean that I 'don-'t hope that if
he's still operatiﬁg that you will find 1t. I devoutly do.
. But I would just bet dollars to doughnuts that he isn‘'t still
operating.
L: -l don't see how you can have any hes:ltancy in dis-
closing the name of the man who has actually been engaged
in an attempt at espionage to a foreign power in time of
war. I mean, my mind just doesn’'t runralonz tho@e channels,
and. |

O: I know, it's 2 tough problem, and I'm worried about it

. L: I cap understand personsl loyaslty, yet you say he's
not a clore friend of yours. May I ask, do you know him

as a Communist?

O0: I know him ag afellow traveler,
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L: You know him as a follow travoler; Course in our book,
.membership ip the Party is vot material, it's whether they
f0llov the party line which is a test.

. 7' - .. 0: Well, I don't know whether the fellow has or has not
k.in 211 detail, but he certainly has so far ag I know about it
in a general way. |

L: He 1s.nov at the University?

O: I don't know that., That 1?, I think, I don't know
the date on thim precisely, but I think it was some time maybe
before Christmas of last year that this matter was brought to
my attention. I don't know how long it is. There was some
talk of his trying to get‘a job elsewhere...

. L: Well, of courge, that's the question. Do you now
feel you can tell me who it is?

O0: I do not now feel that I ought to tell you.

L: In what event would you feel that you should?

0: If I had any evidence or anything came to -; atten-
tion which war indicative that something was tramnsmitted...

L: Well I'm telling you it is. Riﬁht todey, I can't
tell you the lart time information was passed, but I think
it was about = week ago, -

. 0: I mean something that there is a reasonable chance’
is the man whose name I don't want to give to you.

L: VWell, of course I-- |

O: There's n very very strong feeling on my part that X
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ought not to.
L: 1 have no way, of course, of knowing.

Yhat I want to say is this--I'm not kidding you and

Q

I'm pot trying to weasel out. It's my overwhelming judgment
that this guy isn't involved. That isn't judgment which is
bared on hope but his character. If I am wrong, then I am
naking a very serious mistake, but I think that the chances
are very very small, |

L: Let we ask you a personal question--you don't have to
answer it if you don't.want to. Ia part of your feeling based
on the fact, don't‘he tnsulfod please, that you don't
consider that it would be such a castrophe (sic) anyway for

. us 1if they did fipd it out?

0: That is not sy feeling., I thiﬁk it would be a
castrophe (sic) and I made this clear when I talked to Pash.
If Russia found out except through official channels. 1 do
not know whether what we are now doing with the British is
the right thing to do. I do not know whether it would be
right to include Russia and China in that., 1 think we are now
reopening negotistions with the British, in fact that is
why I'm here. X don’'t know-whether that is right.

. That iz a very hard and tough question. I sm sure that it is
wrong for the Rusgilans to find out about those things in any
way except through official channels, “

L: Vell, if you won't do it, you won't do it, but don't
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think I won't ask you again. Now, I want to ask you this,.
And again, for the same reason which implies you're here, you
. Iiy not answer, Who do you know on the Project in Berkeley
who are now, tﬁat's proﬁlbly a hypothetical question, or
have been mexbers of the Communist Party? |
O0: I will try to anrwer that question, The answer will,
however, be incomplete, I know for a fact, I know, I learned
on wmy last viait to Berkeley that both Lomanitz and Weinberg
were members. I suspected that before, but was not sure, X
never ﬁad any wxy of kvowing. 1 will think a minute, there
were other people. There was a, I don't know whether she is
gtill exployed or was at one time a smecretary who wvas @ nember,
L: Do you recsll her nawe?

" O0: Yes, her name was Jane Muir, I am, of course, not
sure she wag a2 member, but I think she was, Ir the case of my
brother it is obvious that I know. 1In the case of the others,
it's just thinge that pile up, that I look at that way.

I'm not saying that I couldn’t think of other people, it's s
hell of a bip Project. You can raise some names,
L: Did Lomanitz--Was it Veinberg or Bohm?
0: Yeinberg, 1 do not now knpv, and did not know that
"' Boha waf a member, |
L: VWell did, you met 5oth Weinberg and Bohm?

0: They came over to Lawrence's office.

L: Ye=, I remember that., I think it was Geperal Groves
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told me about that. Y¥Yell anyway did they tell you at this
recent meeting that they were members?
0: ¥o, vwhat they told me was the following: That they
. ‘ were afraid that Lomanitz war being forced out heéauao he was
active in the union and that their history was also s;uewhat
red,
L: By their you mean the union or Weinberg and Lomanitz?
0: Veinberg and Lomanitz. That they felt that they, as
they put it, would also be framed and they asked my advice
" as to whether they should leave the Project. That is what
they came to discuss. 1 said in wy opinion Lomanitz was not
being framed, that if they were fﬁlfil}ing three conditions
. I thought that they rhould stay on the Project. The conditione
. were first, that they abided in all smtrictuness all of the se-
curity regulations; second, that they had no political activity
or contacts of any kind; and third, that they.....
L: ©Now why isn't that--can you tell me the names of any-
one at Los Alamos that have been or are now Party members?
O0: I can’'t tell you the numbers of any who now are, but
I koow that at least Mrs, Serber was a wembor, She comes from
the Leof family in
. Lt 'The Leof family in Philadelphis,
O: And I know that my wife was a member.
L: That was 3 long time ago.

0: Yes--you haven't found out a lot about my wife.
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L: VWell we might have missed some pointsf ¥a were
fairly confident that she's not a member Dow, ilthough:sh.
was years ago for a very bhrief tine,

0: Yem, she was 2 member for a very brief tile._-Sha
was married to a fo;lov who war working in Youngstown and was
killed in Spain.,

L: Was that your wife's first husband?

0? I believe mhe had an early marriage which was
annulled, s very nasty fellow~--she has told me very little
aﬁout‘it, but I think he was quite talented s musician,

L: Well I'm really not coacerned much with that. She's
8 very attractive girl I think.'

. 0: I feel I shouldn't hesitate to say these things,

L: Now, do you kunow, was Mr, Serber & member of the

O: 1 think it possible, but I don't know,

L: Haw about Mrs. Wbod'ardf

0: I don't know., I don't know them very well,

L: Do you know of anyone who came from Berkeley down
thor§ with .you, by with you I don't mean the same time, of
codrno, whb were members of the Party~

. L: I'm afraid I can't givo yOU 2Ny DANESs,

.0: Rao, there wass 2 Ihole group of people of whom 1 would

be rather astonirhed iAf any of them were, Allison, Frankel,

Kise Roper,
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L: How about Dave Hawkine?
O0: 1 don‘t think he was, I would not say so;
L: Now, have you yoﬁreelf ever beep a member of the
. Communiest Party?
0: No,
L: You've probably belonged to every front organization
on the coast,
0: Juert about,
L: Would you in fact have considered yourself at one
 time a fellow traveler?
O0: I think =0, My association with these things was
very brief and very intemse.
. L: I should imagine the latter anyway.
0: It was historically quite brief and quite 1nt;nse.
and I rhould ray I wasm |
L: Now I have reasson to believe that you yourself were
felt out, I don't say asked, but felt out to ascertain how
you felt about it, pas#iﬁg m little information, to the party.
O: You have reason?
L: 1 say I have reason to belleve, that's as near as I
can come to stating it. Am I right or wrong?
. ' O: 1If it was, it was so gentle I did not know it.
L: You don't know. Do you have any one who 1is close to

you, no that'fs the wrong word, who iz an acquaintance of yomfs,

who may have perhaps been a puest in your house, whom you
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perhaps kpnew through friends or relatives who.is a member of
the Communist Party. By that I mean---

0: Vell, my brother, obviously.

L: Well, no, I don‘t mean him.

O0: I think probably, you mean someone who just visited
for a tgv hours,

L: Yes,

0: Yesm, certainly, the answer to that is certainly, yes,

L: Vell, would you care to give me apny of their pames~

O: There is 2 girl called Eldred Nelson,

L: Suppose 1've got a bunch of names here, some of them
are right and mome of them are wrong,‘you don’t mind treating
"'. it that way do you? |

0: No.
L: Did you know William Schneiderman?
o: i know who he is, He's the mecretary of the Communist

\ Party. I've met him at cocktail parties;

L: You have no real persomal acquaintance with him?
0: No.
L: Do you know a fellow named Rudy Lalbort?l
0: I'm not eure, do you know what he looks like?
. L: No, I've never seen him. He's a .mber of the Party.
Do you know a Doctor Hannah L. Peters?
O: Yenm, I know her gquite well,

L: Do you know that she's 1 Communist?
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0: I certainly kpew that she was very close. 1 did not
know she was a wmember,
L: You don't know what her position in the party is?
. O: No, I didn't even know she was a member,

L; Do you have any more than just apn acquaintance with
0: Yes, I know her quite woll, Her husband is on the

L: How about a1 fellow by the name of Isaac Folkoff?

O: I don't know, 1 knew a Richard Folkolf who was a
member of considerable importance.

L: How about a2 man by the name of Steve Nelson?

. O0: He is a professional party member, he’'s an organizer,

L: Did you know him wall at all-—undef what circumstances
did you know hiwm,

O: He wam 2 friend of n} wife's forwer husband who was
killed in Spain. 1 have a thoroughly unprofessional scquain-
tance with him,

L: How about Haskon Chevalier? |

O: 1 he a momber of the party?

.L: 1 don't know, |
' . O: He is 2 wember of the faculty and I know him well. I
wouldn't be surprised if he were a member, he is gquite a.Rod.

L: Do you know Alexander S, Eaun?

O: 1 know him, in fact I once rented a house from him
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abogt 7 or 8 years ago, but I never had any more relations
with hiwm,
. L: Do you know whether he is a member?
0: No, I don't, I know he's a member of the American
Soviet Council.
L: How about a girl named Jean Tatlock?
0O she is a close friend of mine, and I'm certain at
one time she was a member of the party,
‘Lt VWhether or not she is now or not?
0: I would rather doubt it, I know she dropped out at
one time and I rather think she probably still is,
| L: How about a men by the name of A, Flapiger?
0: I inow who he is, I've never met him but 1°ve heard
- gtories about hl-. .
L: Do you knoi who he is? |
0: No.
L: Is he a professor? |
0: I don'f know, 1 know he was i graduate student at
Berkeley at one time. Gemeral Groves asked me about him,
L: O©Oh, he did,
O0: I don't know anything about him,
. L: Now have any 6:! these people thﬁ: I1've mentioned ever
sa;d inything to you about your work? Snyder, Nelson, Peters,
or Folkoff? | |

0: Vell, 1 think, let's see, I don't know what words to
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use., Obviously Hannah Peters because there was sowe question

of their going to Los Alamos, and I am really rather surprised

that she ir a member of the party.

They have only very

recently gotten their citizenship.

¥hat was her original nationality?
German,

Cigarette?

No, 1'll smoke my plp@.

Did you say there was some question of them going

to Los Alamos?

Yer.
About when was that?

I would think that November would be a good guess on

Have they ever been employed on the Project?
Peters ig on 1t now.
Oh, he is on it now?

Az a matter of fact the reason ho-didn‘t come was

that Lawrence agreed to his release and then at the last minute

changed his mind.

L:

He's quite 3 good mathematicisn,

Now 1 want to ask 'vou to go back to Léaanitz. You

told me when I was down there that when you broke the subject

to, what do you call him, Rossi?

0O

L:

Rossli.

Rossi, When you first broke the subject to him about
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going on thq place you stated that he was uncorfain, he came
up to your house and did what you characterized as a good deal

. of soul searching. I would 1like to know whether fhat soul
searching or di-cusiton of his own teolihjs had any relation
to his work in the Party.
O: None whatever, I did not know he was a member of the
party.
L: Until just recemtly,
O: Yes, and I knew he was extremely Red, but frankly I
thought he was 2 member of the Trot-kyitc‘faction.
| L: Which would ipso factor prevent him from
O: Being a member of the Party. That's what I thought
at that tiwme, 'hat he said h§ uintod at that time was to be
a #oldier and be one of the American people in that way and
help to mould their feeling= by being a soldier, aud wasn't
that more worthwhile than working on this project. I told
hiw he cbviously had 2 lot of talent, he had training that he
wAs throwing‘fight awey and that 1if he could.npke up his mind
and it was a clear cut decision to use himself as a scientist
and nothing elso; that then that was the right thing to do.
L: Now what led you to exact from him a promise, or to
@ mske the condition of giving up political activities? -
o Becsuse he had distributed leaflets and because it
war just genorpliy'obvioun that he was s member of‘thO'union

and radical rocleties,
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L: Now, you have stated to me and 2lso I think to General
Groves that in your opinion membership in the party was incom-
patible with work onm the Project from a loylltylstandpoint.

“' 0O: Yes..

L: Now, do you almo go so far as to believe that persons
who are not actually mewbers but atill retain their loyalty to
the party or their adherence to the party line are in the same
category? .

0: Lot‘me put it this way. Loyalty to the party, ves,
adherence to the party line, maybe no, In thn¥ it need not
necessarily, although it often u‘, be the sign of subservience.
At the present time I don't know what the party line is in too

. such detail, but 1've heard from l_lrs. Tolwan, Tolman's wife,
that the party lime at prement ir pot to discuss post war
affaire. And I would be wiliing to say that anyone who, well
let me put it thix way, whose loyalty is above all else to the
Party or to Russia obviouﬁiy is incompatible with loyalty to
the United Stater, This is, I think, the heart_of it. The
party hap its own disciples, |
L: Now, I was coming to that, I would like to hear froa
YyOU your ressons as to why you believe, let's stick to member-
ship in the Party, is incompatible to complete loyalty to the
Project. Vhen, to state something 2 little bit foolishly
l.nborsﬁip in the Democratic Party certainly wouldn't be.

O0: 1It's an entirely different Party. For one thing...I
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think I‘d put it this way. Thg Democratic Party is the
framework o!.the rocial customs...of this country, and I do
pot think that iz true of the Communist Party. At least, I
think that there are certainly many Communists who are atove
21l decent guys, but there are also some who are above all
Communists., It'sx primarily that question of personal honor
that I think ie involved, 1 don't kﬁov whether that answers
the question but my idea is that being a Denocrlt.doesn't
guaranteé that you're not a floor-flusher (sic) and also it
has no suggestion just by virtue of your being s Democrat
that you would think it would be lll‘right to cheat other people
for a purpose, and I'm not too sure about this with respect to
. the Communist Party,

L: Let wme ask you this--how in your opinion would the
Communists engaged in espionage on this Project transmitt their
information., 1 want to ask it by a qudstibn. Would 1t be
necesrary for them to pass it in writing~

O0: To be effective, It depends, 1 wmean gossip could be
effective but it could only be effective on the first sort of
thing we talked about, namely, the extent and purpose and dates
of the Project and how many people were involved, where they

. were involved, and if it were hopeful or not and stuff no-ething
1ike that. But if it were going to b§ anything of a.techngcal
nature well, I won't say it would be impossible but it would

be very difficult to find a2 method of transmission which would
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preserve the technical details without having some of it
written down.
L: Do you have aﬁy real knowledge of the methods used
. in the Party for the transmission of information® |
o: ﬁo, I certainly don't,
L: Such ae their or dinary industrial espionmage.

I didn't know there was any, I°'ll put it this way,

e

I would assume that it existed because of their pol:léics, but
I couldn't know it existed because I'm not in the Party, Why
do you look mo worried?
'L: Because I'm not getting anywhere,
0: VWell, you're getting, except on that one point, I
. think that you're getting everywhere that I capn get you.
L: Let me ask,
O: I do pot know, and let me just mwake it simple, I
have never been involved in and 1 do not know anything sabout
this Communist business. If there is such an effort, anﬁ 1
asgumse there might be, I would assume that it might be very
different in different parts of the country, 1 don't know,
L: Do vou feel that anything like this would be run
by Party headquarters or by the Soviets themselves?
. O: I don’'t know, my general feeling is that the Sovietm
are too hardhesded to trust it to an organization which is
a= fly by night as the Party. But I don't know, That is, you

understand Eltenton is also kunown to me osly as a fellow traveler
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and I see him around a lot of places where I was, and I can't
from that assume that his,..were prettyrleft wiﬁg and I know
. he was in Russia, I do not know whether the initiative for
what he was doing came from himself or if it Qns something
that he was told to &o or something that he was ordered to do,

Vell, the fact that he would do it would indicate

X

that he was much wmore thin a fellow traveler.
0: Well, I'm saying that now, But my initial information.
L: Well, try to put youfself in our position,
O: All right Lansdale,
L: You're confronted with this situation. You've got
a2 few man that vou kmow are actually doiné it. You've got a
few other men iho are associated with them closely. You can
aspume that if they're engaged in an organized attempt,
they're ardund proagandizing the party. That anﬁ twvo or more
of several people who are engaged jointly in this enterprize
are not going to be seen together. Now, with the idea also
you know what you have been able to pick up that ybq haven't
got everybody. Now,.the only thing we've got to go on are
peoples® associations and prior activitiea. All right, now
to use an illustration which 1s'personal-butrnot pointed, you
-. get wy d:l.efinction, we've got the care of Dr. J. R. Oppenheimer,
whose wifée was at one time a member of the party anyway, who

himself knows many prominent communists, associates with theam

who belonge to a large mmber of so-called front organizations
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and may perhape have contributed financially to the party
himself, who becomer aware of an espionage attempt by the party
6 months ago and doesn't mention it, and who still won't make
. 2 complete d:l.:clocux"e. Now, I'm giv:lng yourself, because by
doing that I'm not giving you information about anybody I
don't want you to know anything about, and I may say that I've
made up my n;nd that you yourself are OK or othérvisc I wouldn't
be talking to you like this, see? wa.

0: I'd better be ~ that's all I've got to say.

L: Well, that's my idea, Noﬁ, wvhat are we to do in &
cagse like that. There are a good many people on this Project
who are somewhat 15 the same position, who we have every

. - foafon to believa have been parfy members, who are certainly

pot now whether for technical reasons or whether actually,
who certainly retain their, shall I say their feeling for the
common map which probably led them to tye Communist Fold in
the first place., Their feeling that all is not right with the
world, and what Wilkie calls the palace on the hill surrounded
by the mud hute is all wrong. Now, what attitude are we to
take towards thesme people. VYhat is our position. Hare we
are, we know that information is streaming out from this place

‘ . every day. We know about some of it, how such of it is there
that we don't know about.

O: Places other than the West Coast?

L: Sure, we know that definite efforts are being made to
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find out, th@y wouldn't be going to those efforts unless they
really wanted it. Noﬁ, what shall we do. BShall we sit back
. and say well, My God, maybe the guy recanted, maybe he isn't
at all, '

O: Hard for me to say because of my own poruon;i trends,
and as I say I know that the Serbers afford a good illustration
of this I would hesitate to say to a straoger ....about
another closeup....person whose history was the same as that of
Mrs. Serber's, sure she's all right but I know the Serbers
and I am confident of them. Now I have worked on rather a
personal bamisg, I don't know the Woodwards are members, I

.' did not know that until Generzl Groves mentioned it the other
day that there was some question of it, I feel that in the
case of the Serbers I could understand that very well, But I
Just don’'t know in a general case, it's imposeible to say. I
don't know aﬁy of these people in Berkeley, I don't know
Weinberg or Lomanitz well enough to swesr ......

L: Why is he moving heaven and earth to keep out of the
Army?

0: He told me that he thoughf he was being framed, and 1
said I think that'c'nons;nso why ibuld you be framed, and he
said, "VWell, part of the general scheme .....maybe they're .
aftof bigger gane than the Party”.

L: Did you ask him what the btggef game was?

O: He said Bhe thought you were after the Union.
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L: We're not.
0: VWell, I suggest you keep your eyes open,
O: ..... I persuaded him, I think, that he should not

. try to stay on the Project there,
L: He's gotten notice of his induction on the 20th of

September. Vell, muppose we tell you, and I'm not telling you
ﬁow, of course, for the sake of illustration which is way of?f
the beam, intentionally mo, say we told you thaf Backus
(Bacher ?) was unquestionably a member of the party, at least
up until s short time before he came on the Project and he's
one guy we don't have anything on, would you concur in his
removal?

. 0: Just on the basis of his having beon-a member?

L: Just on the basis of his having been a member of the

O: That's pretty hard to say. I would try myself to get
some information about him from people in who we could have
confidepce. I wouldn’t take it on the face of that until I
saw what it looked 1like. Because Backus (Bachpr ?7) is a pretty
valuable man and assuming the fellow is .....

L: Yes, that's the reason I used him as an illustration,

. How close are you to uuﬁers of the party? Are you close enough ;

to get any informstion from them?

O: Well, in a way at Berkeley I could. I dop‘'t think

I could get information about this business. But I think I
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could get information about who 19 doing uhat.
L: Could you get informstion about who iz and who ian't
. 2 member of tho Party?
0: 1 don'; know whether I could now, At one time I
could have, I never tried to, |
L#- Would you be willing to? ,
O: sét in writing, I think that would wake a very bad
impression.
L: Xo, not im writing.
0O: I don't inov anyone at Los Alamos who could give
information of that kind, 1 could get partial 1nfor-ation.‘
. k L: Do you think that you'd be in apy position to be of
.aaslstince in uncovering the ramifications of this case?
0: 1t ﬁould obviously depend a hell of 2 lot of where
it was,
L: vell, I was coming to that on the next question.

O: I think it's 1ike this, I think that my being at

Lom Alamor very seriourly interferes with their actions there,

but I wouldn't want to give » general ancwor; I wouldn't
want to ®=ay no in a gemeral way: and I can't very well say
yo2 in a gpeneral way,

L: Hy next question which you have sready partiaslly
anpwered is wicked, and you've answered at least that you
probably would if you uor§ persuaded, but you wouldn't want to.

O: That's it. That isn't my business at all.
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L: It's nmot your business and 1 don't think you ought
to bo asked unless,..,

0: Unless it would be 2 desperate attempt.

. L: Weil, we have of course my job operatively is to try
to prevent the emcape of informstion, and of course since that
i=s my job, although this project is only part of it, it probably
looms iarger in my daily problems ©of course than it does in
yourr, You have other thinge to worry about and you ocught
not to have to worry about this., And the only reason you are
being worried about it is because you do have some information,
Now 1 say this that we have been fairly sure for a long time
that you knew something you weren't telling us.

. 0: How did jrou know about it because 1 ﬁouldn‘t have
known, HOw did you know that?

L: _ Well, you don't mind if I don't tell you. It wasn't
aﬁything you did or said. And don't you think, I'm coninﬁ up
on the other beam now, don't you think that you'd be a whole |
lot happier and have a whole lot less worries if you were in.
the position of having told us everything you know szbout it,
that could poesibly help us, and thern forget about the whole
damn thing, and not be bothered anymore.

. ' O: I would be bothered by thinking it was something I
shouldn't_ have dome, I mean I've told you technically every-
thing except this guy's name. | |

L: You haven't told me his name. Now I don't, # your
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description of your relation with him is 80, I'm in an

extreme quandary as to whether 1 know hims or iot and here
. ve’ve gone to great risks to try and button this whole tht’ng
up, and it's perfectly dbviéus that here's a big hole in our
net that we haven't stopped. |

| 0: I don't know how much you've got, but it geems to me

that you want me to give you more 1nf§ruation about many others
who are not involved. You may have it I don't know. |

L: For inmstance, I don't follow you.

0: VWell, it reems to me that the essmential position you
have - Eltenton for inrtance,

L: Oh, sure, You know the way these things operate.
You have one guy horo., we'll call him the master spy, he has
2 lot of people,.....he may have more people working on the
same thing all unknown to each other, and fhey nay each have
others, That spreads out. They may have missed on these
three men that you mentioned, Let me ask you this question,
HBow did this intermediste contact happen to go to these
‘three particular people? '

O: I would luppbse it was hociuso the way it was told
to me, he.vaﬁ told td. It was well the relations between
. ' Russia and the U,S. are not what they ought to be andwe are

pot giving them half of all q} our technical information that
is important for sn alliance, They know about as iuch'ni they

- can, they're working at great odds and so on. Well, I suppose
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he picked people who might be susceptible to that approach.
L: In other worde people who were apt to be sympathetic
to Russia?

. ' 0: That's right.

L: Who were apt to feel that the State Dept., or whoever
wag responsible was rapidly lesding this country into the |
position of making a break with the Soviet Union, when it was
to the enormous intereste of this country and if not to the
USSR that we maintain the most cordial relations,

.0: I would think it might be.

L: Now, are there three people to your knowledge -ﬁ-boru

: of the Partj or have been? |
.‘.’ 0: No.....No, _

L: Are they in the category of whaf you would call fellow
travelers? ‘ |

0O: I actually do_n't kpow except in one case where 1
would say he was 2 fellow traveler,

L: Now, why did they come to you?

O0: I suppoee for two ressons; one, because I was more or
less responsible for the work, and two, because they thought
I wouldn't hit the roof over it., 1 -1¢§t say I dig,

; . L: I know, of course, that you probably have admini-
.st!;atively the best running outfit, in the Project, and that
| it's largely because of the intense personal loyalty which you

seem to be able to inculcate in the people that work for you.
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0: I have my troubles.
L: Yes, 1 can imagipne you do. 1 can see one of the roﬁeons
. for it--they st'ick by you and you stick by them, which after

all is the smecret of obtaining people's loyalty.

0: I do have my troubles.

L: Let me skip to 8 slight)y different subject, Do you
know anything about any difficulties at the Metallurgical

. Laboratory? Aduinistrative difficulties?

O: Yesm, I do.

L: What do you know?

O: I don't know very much, I den‘'t know mwarly enough
about them to be of any use,

L: Do you know anything about the incipient, I guess
more than incipient, intramural organization, you might say?

0: I know about it., Allison told we ;bout it last time
1 'ns\there. 1 do not know of s single member of it., I know
nothing about it except what Allison told me which was that
there were too darned many jews on it,

L: How do you feel about any intramural organization
1ike that?

0: Personally, it doesn’'t bother wme so much although..,..

. 0: It is not dangerous in the sense in wvhich the enemy

is...how it came into all this becaume of the fact that the
FAECT is organized on this Project, that I kanow that one o_f'

its mort zealour members is Eltenton, and I was frankly afraid
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that I wvar being used or might be used for the provocation qf;
leaks, that is the reason why I spoke of these things.

L: Do you know how ciome the heads of that union aro_to
the Party?

0: Which mﬁon?

L: The FAECT,

O0: Yo, I don't. I don't even know iho the heads at
.Berkeley are. I met once the Intermational vice-president,
or whatever he was called, Scheres, but I do mot know whether
he was a party -oyhor or Qot.

Lf And you just ﬁon't kﬁov apything about any party
activities in connection with that? o

. 0: Yo, 1 would somewhnt doubt whether there were any,
but I don't know.

L: of:_courae, you now know that Weinberg and Lomanitz
are both ne-bors of the Party and members .°t the union,

6: I didun't know ¥Weinberg waa.a meumber.

L: Well, az a matterof fact,-l don't either,

O0: I had a feeling of surprise ...

L: He's probably mixed up. He's close to Lomanitx
whp unquentionably is a wmember,

. - 0: Well, that's certain. Lomanitz said to me that he
had been very idttvo.

L: And, of course, n&body can be very active in the

union and do the union any good or offer anything unless they
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do know considerable sbout the work that's going obn.

O: 1 feel that any place like this Project should not be

. unionized ... I know nothing about the Chicago thing except

that it war being 2 great headache to my good friend Allison,
L: Do you know of any action to prevent the unionization?
O: 1In Chicago or at Berkeley?

L: No, at Berkeley. I'm talking about Berkeley. These

intramural thinge don't bother me, I mean I've got nothing

against unions as such, and as long as its ap intramural
affair why then it can't have the effects. I mean X don't
care whether they demanihigher wages,

O: The union at Berkeley 1 don't thinmk is getting very
far, |

L: I don't seem to make much progress, but I certainly
try hard, VWell, they've got to know 211 of the people who
are working on the damn thing.

O: It would reem to me that thif may strike you as being
a very foolish thing to do, sand I don't want to do it if that's
the case., If I 'oré in yvour shoes I would ask to speak to the

cssss Or counsel or executive committee or whatever they have

in that including the officerw if possible, Also, vho was

inetrumental in getting it started and 1 would make a rather
clear and heip!ul expose of why it was an undesirable thing.
1'm sure that it would have a very great effect, You might

not be able to do it, and if you can't Pidler can do it for
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you, and maybe some civilian could do it for you I don't
know, but I mean, lef me put 1t this 'lywuif the word gets
started at Log Alamos I shall go to the boys and talk to
. ) them, I shall tell them smome of the rearons which .....

¥hether that would be helpful at Berkeley or not I don'f know,

L: T don't think we can get Lawrence to do it.

0: No, maybe you can‘t. And then of course there are
some advantagesthat are of interest to...

L: There are some advantages to what?

O: To having a Red history like mine.

L: 8o they know that you're not anti-union.

O: So they know that I'm not & bapker or —--

Well, of course you're right, you're perfectly right,

o
2

they know from your past history that whatever anyone might
ey ahout'you, you're certainly not anti-labor.

0: Well, I war onlyl.“try:l.hg to say that if I nre. at
Berkeley now, as a matter of fact it wasn't my busipess, but
1 41d tfy to discppragé the PAECT, It was gofting started
before I left Berkeley, but that was in the form of talking
to other people, -yﬂﬁrothor, and.one or two others, and saying
this looks 1ike s bad thimg. I did mothing at all deliberate

"' ' about it, |

L: Can you tell me any more, did Weinberg, it was Veinberg

and Bohm who came to you, wasn't 1t?

O: Yes, they came to me in Lawrence's office.
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L: Yes. Did VWeinberg and Bohm say anythingéi What did
. they say about the Party?
o " 0: They didn't say anything about the Party.

L: They didn't? Did they talk about the Uniou?

0: They talked, well they didn't even talk about the
union., They talked about, I think I've given you 2 fairly
good, I don't know what they might have said if we had met in
the woods some place, but we met after all where thare were
two mecretaries in the roonm.

L: Oh, fhoy were thor;.

O: I don't know whether the door was closed or nmot, but
it was extremely open iaterview. I saw Lomanitz more or less,
well I saw him first at one of the offices of a man and we
walked dut to tolegraph ..., but his discussion was a little
bit more uninhibited thap the others. These two fellows were
concerned with only one thing--they #aid they had worked
clorely with Rorsi, they thought he ias a good guy and that
they thought he was being framed for his activities in the
union and his political sympathies, and‘they thought that be- |

" cause of this they were z1s0 in danger of such 3 nature that
they should get out of the Projoct.tnto some other useful work l
or were they likely fo be treated in the same way.

L} Now let me ask you this. From what you statod to them,
if they were in fact pot fulfilling the conditions which you

mentioned to them, which you =22id to them would have been
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tantawount to telling, then if you are doing that you'd better

get out. '
0: Yen,
. L: That 1is correct, isn't 1it?

0: Yes, that ir if they were viollting apy of the three
rules which meant active in Union, maintaining any contasct
with Reds, not maintaining discretion, they were useless in
the Project. |

L: Now, vyou still don't want to tell me that name?

O: Not if I can help it. | |

| L: What, is there anything else that you bellieve you
can .tell ne that could give us any amgistance? '
. - O: Let me walk around the room and think,

L: Sure, it's gotﬁng warm isn’t it?

0: I have been thinking about this. I can tell you
that I douf:t very seriously whether (I don't know Bohm very
well), I doubt very seriously whether Weinberg would do
anything along the lines of what we were talking about., I ....

L: Well, do you base that on his character or what?

0: Yes, I should‘havo told you before, but I have told
you gince, no I haven't, but 1 -ui fell you now, you said

® o that Mre. Deters was s member of th;Party. I do not |
. | know whether her husband 18 or not, but I know that he was
in quﬁany, and that he was actually ‘:I.p prison t#org and 1

also know that he has always expressed a very great interest
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in the Communists, and I think whether he is i'-anor or pot
would porhaﬁs partly depend on whether he was a citizen or

' . vhether he wam working on a war job. That is, it may Justr "

have happened that he has had no period where he could be and

that he would otherwise be.
L: Is his wife also German?
0: Yes,
L: How recently did they come over here?
0: I don't know, they were in New York for some time,

I met them first, oh, it must be 4 or 5 years that 1 met them

first, they had been in Californis some time before that, I

believe thit they came over very early because immediately after

¥r. Peters was iuprisoned in Dukon (sic - Dachau) tﬁ.n he |
escaped, at least that'’s the story that I have heard from

more than one person and that she was .. and they tried....

L.: By the way, what was your wife's husband’'s na-s'that
was killed in Spain?

0: Dallet, I never knew him.

L; You pever knew him.

O: He was a big shot in the Party....l have beard that....

L: Great for sentimegnt those boys.

. O: O©Oh, they were. Those that went over there were I

guppose .., I've -et two other peoplo one WAS a young nan

called Thompson uho was working in San Prancisco...

L: Let we lsk you a question, I don't want to draw this
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Gut'uuduly, 1 knovryou're busy.

0: VWell, you're having troubdble.

L: But you see, that I'm in, you might say -ontal.
difficulties over thim thing, I feel I have a heavy responsi-
bility and I'm trying to fin& out everything I can that will
help. |

O: I would warn you, you see that the fact that thers
P are some people attached to the Co;lunilt machinery, who may,

or maybe not attached, 'hé may be guilty oprassinz but it's
 a'he11 of a bad reason for suspecting everyone.
L: Of courso,'of course, For the same reason that it's
a hell of, if you're just out for who are Communists and who
. isn*t it's 2 hell of a bad thing to say well ovory,bbdy who |
is a labor union man or everybody who hollers for a second
front or some of the other things which so happen to be samne
things that the Commies are interested in, to say they're
Commies, of course, many people, we have to guard against them
21l the time who want to say just that and of course it's
Just damn foolishnees. At the -.-& time uufro presented with
a thing of such terrific importance that....
O: I think it is in a sense of business and loyalty ;
. | teribly serious t‘hi.ng. 1 have not t@lt that this informa-
tion in the hande of the Russians was likely to be dynamite
in the way of action because of the fact that that....bocgulo

they're io tied up with the Nazis they wouldn't know what to
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do with 1it.

L: There's something I want to ask you about. Do you
believe the Russians having this information would have any
greater effect than perhaps, I might say, guiding their
foreign relations regarding how far they.vould be willing to

~ go to hold the friendship of the U.S.,, let us say. Of course.,,..

O: I think it's like this, I think that once the pressure
‘on Russia is reduced to much that they can turn to..,..that
they like any othe} great nation would probably turn to working
ob this. 1 think that at a time like that that any informa-
tion they had gotten about what we are doing would certainly
have an influence, but I don't know, I somehow don't ree
how in the present war,

L: 1In other words, you ﬁuoltion seriously the whether
any serioun effects could come 0f this. VWe're not interested
in the answer to that quqﬂttou. For instance I don't give a
damn Ihothof Hawkins or Peters or anybody are working on this
thing becaune they thipnk it'’s a chance of a2 lifetime to learn
physics or whether they rupremely an?itious to see this thing
co-pldted above all else, or_wbether they‘re doing it be-
caune they want to give it to their country, or because they

. nnt. to win the war because they're sagainst Germavy and for
the U.S,, I wean, the question really, and practically is

not material,

O: Well, information going to Russia is a very serious
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thing even if that information 1is not used in Russia because
we have no control over what happens to it.

L: And they nafrnako a separate peace.

. 0: I don’t think for this Teason that it's aminor point
by any means, I don't personally have the feeling that they're
working on it,

L: There's this thing to be considered, dealing as we
must yith‘posstbtltties--thoy may next months 6r two months
from now make a -oparato peace with Garuiny.

O0: I don't think that is utterly impossible. 1've
thought about it a great deal,

L: And put themselves in precisely the mame poaition

. they were in when they precipitated the European War by -gkipg
an alliance in 1939, 'hen they did that they did everything
in their power in a neutral way to help Germany. You'ﬁight
alro go mo far am to say that they tolloQod a state of non-~
bolligérency of Allied non~belligerency where tho} did every-
thing in their power to further strikes and sabotage in this
country and propagandize to prevent this couﬁtry from getting
into a position to defend itself, |

O0: I may say that I never understood that policy. Even

. from the point of view which I think is right; namely, that
the intent of Russia is to make 2 strong Ruseia, I just don't
seeo the point... |

L: Now, can I ask you one more theoretical question. Do
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you have apny, d4id you ever arrive at any conclusion as to

what peculiar peychological trait, or what advantage held
. out maker uativ§ born Americans of three generations stock go
wild, be members of the Communist Party and sct in the sole
interest of Russia as distinguished frow the interests of the
United States?
| O: It could be a lot of things, but there have been
examples of this strange loyalty to 1nntrﬁctors (?) which you
might call treachery...It was certzinly true in religious
wars and I think also during a period in which your emotions
or & rather similar situation...vhere people.,.There was
tremendous opporition to this refolution. Remenmbera th@
Jocobins? And 1 think that (sic)

L: You mean allegiance to tﬁo church accomplished the
eame thing ax allegiance to Russia?

O: It's not quite the same,

L: It'r more or less of a religious aspect.:

O: I think that the one thing that I was trying to say
was thaf 2 lot of these people join the Party and would- seen
to have no reason té.ao =0, do 20 out of a very deep sense of
right and wrong which does not express itself,..it's a com- |
. bination of religious temperament and actual relatiou...fhat

probably comes closest tq it. |
L:. Have yoh ever read any of Ruth McKenny's stuff?

0: I've read one novel.
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L: Did you ever read Jake Home?

0: TFo.

L: She continually speaks in that novel of the central

. . character feeling the call, much as you might refer |
"0t To an Evan¢§ltst.
L: To an Evangelist or s minister,
O: There im something like that :lnvo_'.lved, and some of the
~ people whe are on that 1list that you read we or who I know
well have 3 very deep fervor.

L: But I can't understand, here’s the particular thing
about it. They sre not adhering to any constant 1de;ls.

0: No, I wore or less feel. |

. L: They may be adhering to Marxism, but they follow the
twistings and turnings of 2 line designed to assist the
foreign policy of another country,

O: This conviction that makes it not only hysterical
but...I think absolutely unthinkable. My mewbership in the
Communist Party. At the period in which I was involved there
were ®0 wmany positions ip which I did fervently believe, in
correctmente (mic) and aims of the ﬁarty...at that time...

L: Cap I ask you what period that was?

. 0: That was at the time of the Spanish War, up to the

L: Up to the pact, That is the time you broke you might

say?
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0: I pever broke, I never had anything to break, I
gradually disappeared from on; after another of the organiza-
. tions., 1 didn't like the way some came out and wrote letters
to the Republic saying they had seen the light, and I had some
personal loyalty involved.,.and too some of these organizations
which f nay say all pr.tfy well cracked up.

L: Yes, they certainly did let them down during that
ﬁ§fiod.‘ I think 1've about talked myself down.

0: 1 wish, Coloael,_fhat I could do 'hat.you want, I'm
thinking about this apqcific point you want this informstionm.
i can't deny that I could give you that information. I
wish I copld do it. |

L: And don't think it's the last time I'm going to ask
you, caurfe it isn't,

0: I think I believe in what you say that you'd stop
asking that question if I answered it.

L: ﬁbll, I want to say that personally 1 like you very
much and 1 wisﬁ you'd stop being B0 formal and calling me
Colbnel, cause I haven't had it long enough to get used to 1it,

O: 1 remember at first you were z Captain I think,

L: Apnd it hasn't been s0 long since 1 was a First
. Lieut,, and I wirsh 1 could get out of the Arn; and back to

practicing law, where I don't‘ have theme troubles.
0: You've got a very mean job and

L: I want you to know that 1 like you personally, and
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belisve me it's mso. I have no suspicions whatsoever, and

I don't want you to feel that I have, and

O: Well, I know where I stand on these things. At least

I'm not worried about that It is howevere as you have asked
me, a question of sowe past loyslties...I would regard it as
a Alow trick to involve someone where I would bet dollars to
doughnuts he wasn't involved.

L: OK, sir,
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MR. GRAY: You have concluded ﬁitnesses?
MR. ROBB: vés, sir.
MR. GRAY: Mr. Garrison, I feel it my duty to raise
a point with respect to these proceedings upon the conclusion
o teétimony by witnesses called by Mr.Robb. This has to
do with the scope of the Commission lgter to Dr. Oppenheimer
and'the testimony which has beenadduced before this Board.
You will recall that in your direct exﬂmination of Dr.
Opﬁenhnimar and in the examination of witnesses called by him,
there developed much discussion about matters in which Dr.
Oppenheimer participated in the postwar years, which are not
referred to in the Commission's letter, and I have in mind
. ' specifically as examples the Vista Report, the long range
| detection problem, various ngtitudes‘and statem‘nts about
strategi¢ offensive air power, some testimony about relative
emphasis in the use of this new kindréf energy for military
purposes as hetween sea vesseals gnd aircraft, et catera.
These varjous items are the ones I refer to. 1 think that I
should say to you that these hiave necessarily and under the
circunstances become material to the matters under considera-
tion by this Board.
. I think I should say to you that I am quits sure that
the Board willAnot disregard the testimony and other mtporial
before it with respect to these ﬁutters. I am concerned

that there be no element of surprise to Dr. Oppenheimer or to -
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l'_;l:.:l-s attorneys, and I wish to therefore notify you at the
conclusion of the ev.‘u‘!‘ance which Mr. Robb has presented that
these matters are considered ﬁteriul by the Board.
| MR. GARRISON: I think the Chairman is quite right

and we certainiy raise no question of the 'broa.doni‘ng of the
C_oission'a letter in order to avoid surprise. We make no
contention of that sort, Mr Chairman. |

| MR. GRAY: | I want to be sure I understand it. I
believe it was your statement quite early in these proceedings
ttn.t with respect to these matters there would be no requesf-

that the Commission's lstter be broadened. I am not sure we

. were talking about these precise things, but 1 do remember

. your making an observation of that nature. I should want ®

make it perfectly clear that if the Commission's findings |
ultimt ely do concern themselves with these matters, among
other Ath:lngs, that no one be surprised that that has happened.
I wantit to be part:l.culggly clear.

| MR. GARRISON: It is ciear.

MR. ROBB: I believe you said the "Gommission's

findings”; I believe you meanthe Board's findings.

MR. GRAY: I am sorry, I certainly did wean the
Board's findings. | |

MR, RCBB:‘ Excuse neAfor interrupting.

MR. GRAY: BFo, I am pleased that you did.

¥iy I ask whether you have anything to sy with
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respect to this?

MR. -nmnz Not at all. Ve have no objection whatever
to the. issues being taken in that light. The mtter was

. thought by Mr. Garrison to be material. 1 am sure it is. Dr,
| Oppenheimer tes tified about 1t, and a number of his witnesses
did. 1 think those are matters which sbhould have been brought
to light. 1 think it entirely appropriate that these issues
should be taken to include those matters.

MR. GRAY: -Now, Mr. Garrison, 1 indicated to you

the other day that I thought it was likely that the Board
would like to put a few questions both to Dr. Oppcnehe;mer
amd Mrs. Oppenheimer . |

. : I should like now to ask you what you have 1h wind
w:l.t_h respect to anything else you want to offer as attorney
for Dr. Oppenheimer.

MR. GARRISON: Yes, .llr. Chairman, Ve were a little
at a loss to know quite how to plan, because in the first
place, we didn't know whether the Board itself might want to
g0 into matters further with Mr., Borden. Ve also understood
from Mr. Robb that he might have another witness, and that he
would not be able to tell us until late this morning whether

. he would have another witness or not. Sowe iore a little
uncertain whether we would run over this afternocon or not.
We tried to reach Mr. Robb at lunchtime and were unable to do so.

MR. ROBB: I am sorry. I could not have told you then.
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of rebuttal testimony. We have in mind calling Dr. Qpponh.imer,
. ~ naturally. We have some. very short testimony to put into the
" record from Dr. Bush, Dr. Zachariss and Mr. Hill. lMrs. Oppen-
.he:lur will be, of course, available when ever you would
like to quesi::l.oﬁ her. If it would be acceptable to the Board,
it would be helpful to us ifwe could adjourn and commence
tomorrow morning. I th:lnl; we could probably be done by certainly
the early afternoon with our rebuttal. Then if you would like
to have ilrs. Oppenheimer presﬁnt for further questioning after
that we could do it very easily.

) § 4 you would like to put what questions you have to
Dr. Oppenheimer we can, of course, do that. 'l'he only point
is that it would be unlikely to begin rebuttal tomorrow
because of the uncertu-:lntiel of the afternoon and the relative
lateness of the hour. Dr. Oppe-nheimr is available, and he
would be very happy to submit himsell to your questions if you
would like to put some yourself to him.

MR. GRAY: I think we would like to put such
qucstio;s 'as we have to him this afternoon. Would there be
any chance of getting Mrs. Oppenheimer this afternoon also,

. because I don't think these would be long appearances, and
perhaps we could finish up with that, and then let you start
your rebuttal io the nornink. '

MR. GARRISON: May I speak to Dr, Oppenheimer about it?
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MR. GRAY: Yes. We will take a short recess.
(Brief recess;) _
MR, GARRISON' Mr. Chairman, I find Mrs. Oppenheimer
. iz not available this afternocon, but will be in the morning.
I am now putting in a telephone call to Dr. Bush, so when you
are thiough asking questions of Dr. Oppenheimer, I think we
can get him down here on five minutes notice. His testimony
will not be long.
MR. GRAY: All right, sir.
Fhereupon.
J. ROBERT OPPENHEIMER
a witness having been previously duly sworn, ﬁs recalled to
¢ the stand and testified further as follows:
EXAMINATION
BY MR. GRAY:
Q Dr. dppenhéimar, I think it is probablj my duty
to remind you that you are still under oath in this proceeding.
A Thank you.
Q I bave some questions I would like to ask you, and
possibly some other members of the Board will, -
I - want now to go back to the so-called Chevalier
. incident.
A Right.
Q I should like to give you something of a summary of

what I believe .to have been your testimony before the Board.
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;& 4 1; is not an accurate summary in your opinion, or your
counsel thinks it is not an accurate summary, I would likes to
. know about 1t. But on the basis of a summary, then, of your .
testimony, 1 should‘liké to ask somp quosfions.
The summary would be this: You said that Chevalier
Was your friend in whom you had confidence, and that you
were convinced that his remarks about passing information to
the Russians were innocent. Pof these reasons, you testified,
it did not occur to you for a long time that you should report
this incident to the security officers, and when you did tell
them about it, you declined to name Chevalier, because you
were convinced that he was innocent, and in effect wanted to
protect him from the harrassment of an investigation because
ot your?belief in his innocence. |
You testified on the other hand thﬁt the story of
' the Chevalier incident which you told to Colonel Pash in
August 1947, and reaffirmed to Colonel lLansdale in ﬂbpteuher
1943, wvas false in certain material respects. Let me repeat,
you testified here that that story was false in material
respects. I believe you testified that this‘story VAR &
cock and bull story, and that the ihole_thing was a pure
. fabrication except for the name Eltenton, and that this
fabrication was in some very considerable circumstantial detail,
and your testimony here as to your explanation for this

fabrication was that you were an idiot, and that you'voro
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reluctant to mention Chevalier and no doubt somewhat reluctant
to mention yourself. _:
| However, I believe that your testimony indicated |
that you agreed that 4 the story you told Pash had been
true, it showed that Chevalier was deeply involved, that it
was not just a casual convers;tion. that it would not under
those circumstance just have been an innocent and meaningless
contaact, and that it was a criminal conﬁpiracy.

In sh‘ort, with respect to that portiond your
testimony I believe you led the Board to belioﬁe that you
thouzht-thnt if your sfory to Colonel Pash had been true it
looked like a very unsavory situation, to sa& the very best

about it.

Now, here is my question: 1If Chevalier was your
friend and you believed him to be innocent and wanted to

protect him, then why did you tell a complicated false story

that on the face of it would show that the individual was not

innocent, but on the contrary, was rather deeply involved wifh
gseveral people in wﬁnt might have been a criminal espionage
conspiracy?

Or to put the question in another way, I ask you
whether it is not a fair infﬁrenco from your testimony that
your story to Pash and Lansdale as far asg it went was a true
spor&, and that the fabrication may have been with respect to

the current version.
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Q Yes.
® A  The story I told to Pash was not a true story. There
were not three or more people 1nyolqu on the project. Thato
was one person involved. That was me. I was at Los Alamos.
There was no one else at Los Alamos involved. There was no
one in Berkeley involved. When_l heard the microfilm or
wvhat the hell, it didn‘t sound to me as to this were reporting
- anything that Chevalier had said, or at that time the unknown
professor had said. I am certain that was not mentioned. I
testified that the Soviet consulate had not been mentioned by
Chevalier. That is the very best of my recollection. It is
conceivable that I knew of Eltenton's connection with the
consulate, but I believe I can do no more than say the story
told in cifcumstantial detail, and which was elicited from
me in greater and greater detail during this was a false
story. It is not easy to say that,
Now, when you ask for a more porsuﬁsive argument
&£8 to why I did this than that I was an idiot, I am_going to
have more troubl; being understandable. |
I think I was impelled by two or three conceras at
. ‘that time. One was the feeling that I must get across the
fact that if there was, as Lansdale indicated, trouble
. at the Radiation Labora tory, Eltenton was the guy tﬁnt might

very well be involved and it was serious. Whether 1
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eumbroidered the story in order to underline that seriousness
or ihether 1 embroidered it to make it more tolerable that
I would not tell the simple facts, namely, Chevalier had
talked to me about it, I don't know. There were no oth.ex"
people involved, te conversation with Chevalier was brief, it
was in the nature ot\things not vtterly casual, but I tink
the tone of it and his own sense of not wishing to have
anything to do with it, I have correctly comuhicated.

I think I need to say that it was essential that I
tell this story, that I should have told it at once and I
should have told it completely accurately, but that it was &
matter of conflict for me and I found myself, ‘I believe, trying
. to give a tip to the intelligence people without realizing
that when you give a tip you must tell the whole story.

When I was asked to elaborate, I started off on & false

pattern.
1 may add oné or two things. Chevalier was a fiend
of mine,
DR, EVANS: Did you say is a friend.
THE WITNESS: He was a friend of mine.
DR. EVANS: Today?
. ' THE WITNESS: He was then. We may talk later of

our present relations. He was then a friend of mine. As far
as I know he had no close relations with anyone else on the

project. The notion that he would go tb a number of project
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ﬁoople to talk to them instead of coming to me and talking
i1t over as we did would have made no sense vhatever. He wns
. an unlikely and absurd 1ntemd:l.a_ry‘ for such a task. I
think there are circumstances which indicate that there was
no -~ that there would not have been ach a conmspiracy -- but
I am in any case solemnly testifying that there was no such
consﬁ:l.racy in what I knew, and what I know of _th:ls matter.
I wish I could explain to you better why I falsified and
fabricated.
" BY MR, GRAY:
Q of course,thé point I am t:fying to make with you,
ahd that is the reason for the question I asked, is the
inference to be drawn from your motive at the time, as I
think you hi.vo testified, was the protection of an innocent
person, beca.ua;'e the story you told was certainly not calculated
to lead to' ihe conclusion of innocence on Chevalier's part.
These inferences ‘nocosm:lly present themselves.
1ot me ask this: First, you heard Colonel Pash
testify that as a result of the interview with him in -
‘I'hich you indicated that there were three other people involved,
he and his associates uctualiy held up orders with respect to
. an individual who was to transfer to Oak Ridge, I think. Were
you aware of fha.t at the time?
A I was not, not ﬁntil Friday. |

Q I think a few moments ago, you questioned whether
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you had discussed microfilm in this interview with Colonel

Pash.
A Then 1 didn't make myself clear. Iasserted that I
. ~ had not discussed it with Chevalier or Chevalier with me.
When I mentioned to Colonel_Pash, it came in the form bt
microfilm or whatever the hell, that was the phrase, which
is not very precise. May I add a point, Mr. Chaimﬁ?
MR. GARRISON: Just a minute. You are clear he
nieans the phrase in the recording as it was played?
MR. GRAY: Yes, ]I understand.
THE WIT_NﬁSS: May I add a point. When 1 did identify
Chwalier, whiich was to Generall Groves, I told him of course
. that Athero were no three people, that thia .ha.d occurred in our
house, that this was me. So that when I made this damaging
story, it was clearly ﬁth the intention of not révealing who
was the intermediary. |
BY MR. GRAY:
Q Again with respect to Chml:l.gr » Can you recall any
efforts you have ovo;' made in his behalf with resp&ct to
passport difficulties or problems that he may have had? I
think you testified about one.
. A Yes. I remember that at the time when his wife had
divorced him and he was determined ;to go to France, I
recommended counsel © him to obtain an Americanpassport. BHe

had also a French passport, Without discussing it with me, nor
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1 believe with anyone else, while the noéotiatioﬁs or the
effort to secure an American passport were in process, he ﬁ:l.d
. leave on his Fren ch pasgport. .

Q Is it clear to you that in your visit in the late
fall of 1953 to Paris, you‘ did not in any way get involved
in Dr. Chevalier's passport problems as of the present time?

A I don’t believe I became involved in them. I am not
even sure he discussed them with me.

Q  You say he did discuss them with you?

A I am not even sure he discussed them with me. I am
sure he discussed one point with me at length, which was his
contunued eml@mt at UNESCO.

0 You don't remember discussing with him the best
possible way to get information on his parg about a passport,
or the way to obta_in‘ & passport?

A That could well hzve happened and I would have
referred him to the Embassy.

Q Did you in fact do so?

A If I were sure I would tell you.

o I am putting some of the same questions to yoﬁ now,
Dr. Oppenheimer, that Mr. Robb put earlier.

. - ‘A Right.
Q You had luncheon I believe with Mr. Wymans of the
Embassy? | | |

A Tt is right.
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Q I believe you testified on the question of Mr. Robb
youh did not discuss Mr. Chevalier's passport problem with Mr.
Wymans?
. ’ A No, 1 saw Mr. Wymans long before I saw ¥r. Chevalier;
not long before, but well a week before. |
Q Have you been in c;omnimtion with Chevalier slhco
the time you had luncheon with Mr. Wymans? |
A Yos,‘ I saw Chevalier after my lunch with Wymans,
but not the other way around.
Q Have you been in communication with Chcval:lof since
the evening you spext with him? -
A Ths next day‘ we drove out to 'visit ilalraux.
. Q Yes, you testiiied about that. Have you heen in
communication with him since that time?
A No. Well, we had a card from him, just for my
birthday.
DR. EVANS: When did you get that card?
THE WITNESS: Arounx my biri_:hday, which was during
these hearings. I don't recall this. I could have advised
Chevalier to consult ¥ymans with regard to his passport.
BY MR. GRAY: 7
. Q I am sure that you could have, because I believe it
to be true that he did, and specifically stated that it was
11; your suggestion that he do so. 'I wvant again to ask you

whether you had conversations with anybody else other than
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' Chevaliér about his passport problem vhile you were inParis'..

iﬁ the late fsn?v I think I am asking you, is it clear to you
. | that you did not?

A It is quite clear to me. If -~ I believe I saw no
one at the Embassy after seeing Chevalier or no one connected
with the Enmbassy. |

Q Do you have any guess or knowledge as to whether
Chevalier'today is active in Communist Party affairs?

A | I have a strong, strong guess that he is not. I have
no knowledge. H:ls new wife is an extremely sensible, whdly
un—Cémun:lst girl. - The other person we saw together was
2 man who has become a violent anti-Communist and is now
apolitical... I don't have knowledge. .

Q The record shows, I believe, Dr. Oppenheimer, that ybu
continued probably until some time in 1942 to make financial
contributions which went to Communist causes, with money
passing to different people, but among others, Folkoff was one

\who was koown fo you to be a Communist Party officer.
A That is right.
Q  Did you discuss these contributions with Mrs.
Oppenheimer? Was she aware that you were making these
. . contributions?
| A I- would assume that we d:l.scuue_d everything in our
life at that time. |

Q Did she make any contributions on her own account?
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A I have no knowledge of that.

Q 1 see.

A I am sure that everything was quite open between us,
She has toldme that she may have given Steve Nelson some nonoy.
She remembers that not as a contribution for a cause, but as
somethidg she wis giving Nelson for his own use. But I have
no recollection of it.

Q° If you made contributions as late as 1942, and this
fact were known to lrs. Oppenheimar, it was certainly clear to
her at that time, or should have been clear to her af that
time, that these funds were going to Communist Party causes
because of her previous membership and presumably full awareness
. of the methods of operation. |

A I hate to say so, but I think as to this you will
have to ask her. My recollection of her Communist Party
experience was a vory_limited one -~ very hard work with tho\
steel union and mimeogrshing ahd things like that ~- and I
douht whether she was at any time what you would call an expert
on how Coomunists dealt with things.

Q I don't think I have heard suggested at any time
that Mrs. Oppenheimer was politically naive. I don't believe

. that you have made that suggestion, although there has not
been much testimony about her, I night uy'tht anything I lnvo
read or heard in or about tase proceedings would 1ndicate,uczzayﬁ

other than a protty rull knowledge of vhut she was about.
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1 agree with you, however, that some of these questions

should be put to her.
. 1 want to go back now, Dr . Oppenheimer, to a portion
of your testimony which related to this matter of ceasing
politiéal activity by those who came 1nt6 the gctive service
on the project. I believe you testified that as to sowe of these
individuals, whos ¢ names I don't recall at the moment, you
told them ﬂnt they would have to cease their political
activities, and you testifiod‘that by thatyou meant making
speeches, et cetera.

| Now, do you today take the view that ceasing

political activity, whatever is encompassed in that phrase,
is an adeqﬁate safeguard even though you think you know the
individual andrtrust his innocence and loyalty completely?

A Today? ﬁo. Well, I think there is nothing better
to go on than the judgment of a man, but I am not suggesting
that 1t should not be supplemented by jhntever evidence is
available as to what the man is up to.

c Let me put a hypothetical question to yﬁu.
A Perhaps I_did not understand you.
Q Suppose you today had a friend in whom you had the
o highest degree of confidence as to his loyalty to this omntry
and his discretion and his character; assume further that you
could.make the judgment to your own satisfaction that this

man would never yield in the matter of protecting the security

W 32835 Docld:3564797 Page 163 ’



2995
inteyests of this country? Incidentally, you‘happen to have
reason that he was a member of the Communist Party. I am
asking whether again you would say, well, it depends on the

. individual.
| A Let me first point ot an implausibility in the
hypothetical question. I would not today suppose that a man
who is a wember of the Communist Party was now or recently
& member of the Communist Party, whatever his other merits,
could put the interests of the United States above those of a
foreign power. But_it we can relax it a little bit and say
that I know 2 man who once was # member or whom I had reason
to think was once a member of the Communist Pmty, and whom I
. knew well and trusted, and of whom there WS question of his
employment on serious secret work, I woul think it would not
be up to me to determine whether h;s disengagement from the
Communist Party was genuine. I would think that at this time
investigation would be called for. But I could have a very
strong conviction as to whether that disengagement 'ha.d in fact
occurred and was real or whether the man was fooling me.
1 would like that conviction to bhe subported by other
evidence. It should be. In other words, I would not act today
. as I did in 1943 for a whole lot of reasons.
Q, What would you consider to be adequate in the way
og an act of disengagement? What kiﬁd of thing?

A A wan's acts,his speech, his values, the way ho'thinks.
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_the way he talks, and the fact of his disengagement. The
fact that there are no longer any threads binding him to an
organization or connecting him with an ornn;l.zat:lon. | These
would be some of the things. And no doubt his candor.

Q ' Would you expand on -this candor point a little bhit
because I am wondering whether you are saying that his
own statement about disengagement is to be made a primary
factor in a determination.

A That certainly does depend on the man. His
statement that there was soﬁthing to disengage from is
something I should think would be relevant.

E Q  Let me turn now to the eo-called Vista report about

. which there has been very considerable testimony and not . .
altogether consistent. Did you in fact prepare a draft of an
introduction to Chapter 5 of the Vista Report? |

A Yes, I did. It was not a solitary labor. When I

got there, I found a mass of drafts, papers and notes. People
who had written these were Christie, Bacher, Lauritsen,
possibly others. But those were the minecipal ones. Christie
had spent quite a lot of ﬁime at Los Alamos quite recently.

We went over what they wanted to say and sometimes discussed

. . it from the point of view, did they really want to say it,
and were they sure that this was what they wanted to say.

I think my contribution to the 'ritin; of this was that I --
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The principal thing they wanted to say was that atomic
weapons would be wseful in the defense of Europe, in the
anthir campaign, and many other ways that you will know: as
much about as I do, and that for this to happen, developments
of hardware, of tactics, of command stru;tnre, of‘ habits o:l'
behavior, of exercises needed to be gone into, which would
give to our tactical readiness at least a small par_t ot the
training and precision which the Strategic Air Force alreyiy
had. I belisve my contribution apart from 1ncidenta_1s to the .
writing of this report was a notion that ocuoarred very early
and I believe has remained in all drafts, and that is still
basic to my own views, and that is that this is not a very
@ fully known subject -- what atomic weapons will do, either

tactically or strategically, that as you go into battle, you
will learn a great deal, and the primary preparatimmust be
of two kinds. First that you have capabilities which
allow you a lot of op‘t:l.c.)ns, which give you choices that you
can make at the time, and gecond, that you be so set up that
if your guesses have been wrong, your technical preparations
are such that you can cht_mgé quickly in the course of the
battle. If you are wrong about the effect of a bomb on an
. airfield, if you are not getting away with it, that you can
meke the proper reassignment of fissiomable material and hard-
ware and aircraft to do what is effective. 'rhoko were the

two guiding ideas that I believe I brought into the organization
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of the repért.

I then with the help of the others drafted a chapter--
® either Chapter 5 or its introduction, I don't remember which
it was called. 1t was a matter of some 20 pages, I believe,
and had some 20 odd reconﬁundltions.

Q Was there in this draft at any stage the sugges tion
that the United States, this country, should state that it
would not use atomic weapons strategically against the Soviet
Union until after such weapons had been used against American
cities?

A Let me say the best of what I recollect was in there.
It is related to the question you asked but it is not
identical with it. We said that we were in a coalition with
the Europeans and that one of the things which we must be
alert to is how the Europeans would view the de;truction of
their own cities by the enemy. Therefore, we needed to
‘anvisage th§ sitution that would occur if we used our strategic
air as a deterrent to the destruction ot.Europo's cities, as
well as our own, andin'that circumstance vhere was still a
great deal that could and should be done with atomic weapons,
and that we should bo-propared for timat contingency.

Ve d;d not recommend a preclamation.

Q Was there in the language of the draft at any time a

recommendation -~ |

A I believe this is pretty close to the language of
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the draft what I have told you. It was not a recommendation

that this be the course of history. It was the contemplation

of & possible course of history.

Q Did wixt you recall and what you have just testified ”

to appear in the final document? - ——— === -m_.*bﬁww_“,~\\\\

A Not in that form, and the resson should he clear 3

from the testimony we have heard. The suggestion that there
might be circu-stancés under which war would not be initiated hy
the full all-out Stratqgié Air Command was very disturbing

to people in the Air Force, and many other people as well. It
was not directly relevant to the main point we wished to make :

in this chapter. We therefore rewrote that part of it with a

much more detailed listing of target systems in the order

;
|

of the probable priority of the effect of strikes at them on

the outcom§ of the battle in Europe -- priority simply in tiné.

I believe that the draft which I last saw -~ I have had the
final report -- discussed the vast industrial target system

in these terms, these much more neutral terms, rather than
saying there might be circumstances under which they would not
be attacked at once.

L—' " I may say, Mr. Chairman, that I think in the papers

. that were.sent down to Washington, there is not only a
copy of the final Vista Report, but there is a chapter or
draft of Ghapter 5 as we took it to Europe. I have not seen it

for several years, but if these are material points, I think
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that they can be found by you, if not by me.
Q@ I have stated earlier, I fhink, that 1# the course
[ ] of this proceeding the Board has come to the conclusion timt
they have a material bearing. I will indicate to you, Dr.
Oppenheimer, another respect they might be material.
First of all, it is true that the statewment of the
stragtegic use of atomic weapons was very important to the Airﬁ
Force, particularly, and to the Defense Department. So there-
fore it was a material thing in this report. |
A Yes .
Q We have had testimony from witnesses called by you
. of people who should have known everything that went on from
| beginning to end of this Vista Report, who testified c;early
and unequivocally that there was no important change, that it
was only a minor language change and a ninor.chnnge in
emphasis. I as a member of the Board am confused by this testi-
mony. |
A May 1 say a few words more?
- Q Yes . |
A We took this Chapter 5 -~ I will not say as I had
drafted it, but as it had been drafted, and pe?haps amended and
fiddled with a little bit, but with at least some of the
provisions in it which were disturbing and the language which
was disturbing. We took it to Europe. We showed it I think

to Ganéral Schuyier. General Bruenther and General Eisenhower.
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¥While we had been on our way to Europe General Norstad had

been called home for consultation. It was several days later

that we shawd it to Ge;:era.l Norstad. He expressed an ,\
. objection. This ob:jection was in rather rorml terms. |Be '

e a2, — L pzeme g, et T

LM to the distinction between tactiul and strategic

tugoté. He said at the present time any change in the air

plan would certainly he bad, and thnt tm was not an accepta.ble

o ep———— 3. .
- N ——— -

statement of the case.s Thore was so much in the report t!ut

——

wAS gaod that ho hoped we would take out the things that were
not acceptable. He said possibljr in a couple of years, a few
years, the kind of thing you are thinking about will be
realistic, but thisis too early. It just won't work.
. _ We said to him, after recovery, we think that this
may be a matter of substance, and it may be a matter of language.
Let us rewrite this in order to remove from it those phrases
- and those arrfangements of ideas which appear to be bothering
you and see 1f then this statement of the case is one which is
satisfactory to you.
We did so. We showed it to him a day or so later
and he said, "It.I an asked, I will tell the Chief of Staff
and the Secretary that I think this is a fine report and very
. valmble. "
Now, it is clear that our critics thought these were
substanthl cha.nges. It is clear that the authors of the report

d:ldn't think so, or they would not ha.vo made them.
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f  Was it clear to the athors that the critics thought
they were substantial?
. A It was clear to me, sir.

Q You would never describe these changes as mere
changes in language or minor shifts in emphasis, would yam?
Excuse me for putting the question that way. Would fou 80
describe them? |

A Since the principal purpose of the report was to point
out the many ways in which atomic weapong -- or Qt least
relatively new way in which atomic weapons could play a part
in the Battle of Europe, 1 think that the heart of the report
was wholly unchanged. I still think if we are ever called to
fight the battle of Europe, we will have to face up to the
questions of how deep, h& massive and ot what quality will
our atomic source be. I do not think it was necessary to
raise this question in that chapter of ¥ista because our arguments
were solid without it. But th§y were even more solid, - m
reason w§ did was that at the time we didn't have much
armament. Europe was not easy to defend, and the point that
we wished to make was that there was more than one way in
which the atom could be used in what might be a very crit:lcai
. . ' campaign. '

Have I lost your question?
Q Yes, it is all right, but I want to get back to it.

You did not suggest -~ I think you are testifying that yadid
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not suggest -- in any draft that we make a statement that we
would not use these weapons strategically, that is, with respect
to the USSR, unless and until they had first been used against
our cities, and industrial centers.

A We did not recommend such a statenant.

Q - Did you by implication recommend such & positiqn?

A My meviory, and I.probably should be less categorical
than I am, my memory is that we contemplated a situation in
which we would in fact not do this. In fact, we would not use
an all out strategic attack, but consider onr Strategic Air
Force ;s a deterrent to Soviet attack upon the cities of our
allies and our own, |

Q As far as you know, about the final version of the
Vista Report, did that notion appear?

A Yes, there was still a remark that the deterrent
effect of our Strategic Air Command with regard to the
protection of Allied capitals would be an inportant factor
to take into consideration along with many others. This is
from memory, but they were things I was interested in and 1
believe I am‘tulling the true story.

Q As long as your mewory serves, did you at the time
think we should have a policy, whether publicly announced or
not, which would lead us to suffer gfomic attaék upon'our

cities before we would make a similar attack upon Soviet cities?

A I think the question of our own cities, Mr. Gray,
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never came into this report, or at least mms not the prominent
thing. The prominent problem --
P Q I didn't ask about the report, then. I asked in
your best recollection was this a view you entertained.

A That we would welcome an attack on our own cities?

Q No, I don't think that is an accurate restatgpent of
my question. I said that we would suffer an attack upon our
cities with the use of atomic wuaéons before we. would ever make
a strategic strike against the UBSR,

A Oh, lord, no. I wean the very first thing we would

- do against the USSR is to go after the strategic air bases
and to the extent you can the atomic bases of the USSR. You
would do everything to reduce their power to impose an
effective Stratogic attack upon us.

Q Which might includs attacks on cities and
industrial concentrations.

A It might, although clearly they are not the forward
component of the Strategic Air Command.

o Perhaps we are tangled up with the question of
strategic,

A I have always been clear that the thing that you do

. without fail and with certainty is to attack every air base

that has planes on it or may have ﬁlanos on it the first thing.
bolieve.ou: réport said that;

Q I will gry again. Did you have at that time the view '
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that we should not use the atomic weapons against any militarily

promising target which might include cities in the USSR until
after such weapons had been used against such targets in this
. cﬁuntry?

A I think I have never been entirely clear on that. This
seemed to me one of the most difficult questionﬁ before us.
1 am sure that I have always felt that it sﬁould he a
qﬁost ion that we were capable of inmrin: affirmatively and
capable of thinking about at the time. |

Q This is not ¢lear in your mind as to what our
position should be, you say. Have you ever thought about it
in terms of a public announcement as f:o policy in that regard”

. A This has always struck me as very dangerous. |

Q Then you did not advocatoA A public announcement?

A You mean h.avé I publicly advocated it?

Q ¥o. I wean did you feel that the United States
should make a public announcement about its policy, whatever
it might be, with regard to the use of atomic weapons against
the SOViet Union against whatever targets might present
themselves? |

A In the nine years we ham heen talking about these

. ' things, I have said almost everything on almost every side o
every question. I take it you are asking whether in some
official document I unequivocally recommended that we maks a

bublic pronouncement of our policy with regard to this, and
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to that my best and faidy certain answer is no.

Q@ I really asked you what your own personal view was.

A I think that we had better not make public announce-
ments about what we are going to do, if and when. But1l do
think we need to know more about it and think more about it
than we had some years ago.

o- You don't think the import of the originmal draft
of the.introduction to Chaptsr 5 was to this effect?

A No. 1t was to call very poominently to the attention
of the services that there might be cohsiderations agrinet
the then'prosont air plan, and that nevertheless there were
very important things to do with ‘the atom. |

Now, I would feel a little more éom!ortable iz
I bad a draft of Chapter 5 of Vista that we are talking about
before me.

Q I have not_-een it myself, Dr. Oppenheimer.

I have asked you a lot of questions about how the
crash program, as the issue, came before the General Mdvisory
Commi ttee in the meeting in October 1949, Perhaps I asked
you some questions about that.

A I think .you did.

Q But in any eve;t, has the testimony, all that you
have heard in the last weeks, made it clearer to you h&w this
came as the alternative, crash program or not?

A I am a little clearer. I think the greatest
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clarification came from Dr. Alvarez's testimony. It is
clearer to me now than it has been before that in the meeting
with the Commission, the Combission probably through its

o Chairman -- told us what was on their minds. It is clear to
me that the Commission was being beseiged by requests to
authorize this, to proceed with that, all on tﬁ ground that
these were the proper ways to expedite the thermonuclear
program, and all on the ground that ths thermonuclear program
was the thing to do. 1t 18 clear to me that the Commission
asked for our views on this.

(&) Looking back on it, do you feel that the GAC in
consistency and with technical integrity could have recommended

. something short of the ¢rash program, but something at the
same time that was Inde active and productive than the
fRlternate program?

A Indeed I do. Indeed I do. 'We cauld have very well
written the report to the following effect, that th present
state of the program is such and such as we see it. Thix we
did do. That in order to get on with it, this and this and
this and this would need to be done. This we did do. We
could have said that the present state of fog about this is

. such that we don't'really know -J'ust what the problem is that
is to be decided. let us get _to work ax remove as much of
this fog as fast as possible. |

We could further have sald the decision as to
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whether this is the important, the most important, an important,
an undesirable or disastrous ’céurse :lnvolves_ lots of
considerations of which we are dinmly aware in the military and
political sphere, and we hope that these will be taken into
account when the decision is made. w& could have written such
& report.

I think apart from what pe-raonai. things, feelings,
still of the people involved, the best explanation of >why we
wrote the-k:lnd of report we did was that we said what we

thpught, rather than pointing out that there were other people

who could be asked to evaluate {(a) because we thought, and (b)

becauvse the pressure, the tihreat of publid discussion, and the
feel of the-tim was such that we thought our statiﬁg our own
case, which was a negative case, was a good way, and perhaps
the only way to insure mturo»doliberat ion on the basic
problem, should we or shouldn't we.

Q | And your positiion as reflected in the report
upder no circumstances should we?

A I think thatis not quite right. I think the report
itself limits itself to saying that we are reluctant, we

don't think we should make a crash program, we are agreed on

- that, and that the statement in the majority annex thgt it

would be better if these weapons were never brought into being
was a wish, but it was not a statement that there were no

circumstances under which we would also have to bring them
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-

into being.
| Q Wouldn't you say-that the impression ¥bat the
majority annex was calculated to give was that those who signed
. it were opposed to anything that would lead to the doﬁelopmnt
of the hydrogen bomb? '
A That is right, unﬁer the then existing circumstances.
o S0 that really the majority in effect would not have
been sympathetic with any acceleration of the program which
would lead to the development of the bonl?
A Of course. That does not mean that we would not
have been sympathetic to studies and clarification. Thti was
a question of whether you were going to sot out to make it,
. test it and have it.

May I make one other cdnment? This was not advice
to Los Alamos as to what it should or should not study. This
was not advice to the Commission as o what it shouid or
should not build. Some such advice we gave in that report.
fhis was an earnest, if nof very Profound, statement of what
the men on that committee thought about the desirability of
making a super bomb.

: © And they felt that it was undesirable?
" A We “EE;_(
Q@  If the Commission had taken their advice, or if the
government ultimately had taken the advice of the General

Advisory Committee, we would not now have it.
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A I am not certain of that, but it is possible.
Q Your s&vico. it Beeﬁs to ‘ﬁ, has said, and as I
| . interpreted it, the majority snnex was that we should never

have it. . 1 would guess if that advice had been taken

literally the Commission would have —-—

y A The majority annex I still think never said that

we should not have 1t. I think it said that it would be better

if such weapons never existed.

Q " I think this is an important point, and I woull 1like

| to hold on- that.

-

- A A1l right. But could we bave the context which I

|

|

l

5

|

‘ . also have forgotten?

@ |

{ Q Yes., I will try not to take it out of context.
i -

i MR. ROBB: Here is the majority annex.
1

|

|

1

f

MR. GARRISON: Mr. Chairmmn, would it not be heXlful

if Dr. Oppenheimer could look at the report which he has not

seen for some time.

, THE WITNESS: I saw it the othér day.

i MR, GRAY: I will show it to him again. I want to
pick out the portions that I think are pertinent here, and let

him make any observations about context., The security officer

h. cautioned me that I am really getting om difficult ground.
May I interline this? .

, ~ MR. ROLANDER: Yes.

_ ' THE WITNESS: Does the majority annex contain
i : : :

el

£

A
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information which should not be on this record?
MR. GRAY: I do not know.
(Mx. Rolande;r handed copy of report to. Dr. Oppenheimer.)
o THE WITNESS: I would like to quote the entire
paragraph, if that is pernissible. I see something -~ well,
I don't know,
MR. GRAY: 1 see no reason why the whole paragraph
should not be quoted. T
MR. ROLANDER: It is all right.
THE WITHESS: This is the fourth paragraph of a
six paragraph annex:
"We believe a Super bomb should never be produced.
. Mankind would be far better off not to have a demonatration
.of the feasibility of such a weapon until the present climate
of world opinion changes."
That is that paragraph in its entirety.
BY MR, GRAY:
Q That lapgulgo is pretty clear, isn't it, that "VWe
believe a super bomb should never be produced"?
A Sure it is.
Q So that there was not any question that the six
people of the majority were saying that we should not take
steps to develop and produce.

A Let me indicate to you -- ‘ v

MR. GARRISON: Mr. Chairman, could he read it once
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more, because it is the first we heard it.

THE WITNESS: This is one paragraph, The document
iz fule of the word "mankind' and tAis paragraph reads:

"We believe a'sdper bomb should nbver be produced.
Mankind would be far better off not to have a demonstration
of the feasibility of such a weapon until the present climate
of world opinion cﬁanges.” | |

Let me indicate —-

BY MR, GRAY:

Q The question I wuld ask which would be related to
this paragraph is -- I am not attacking the motivation of
those who hel§ that belief, I am simply saying that the belief
is clearly stated there, that the super bomb should bever be
produced .

| A That s super bomb should never be produced. But
look at wpat that weans. If we had had 1ndicat16n that we
could not prevent the enemy from doing it, then it was clear
that a super bomb would be produced. Then owr arguments
would be clearly of no avail. This ins an exhortation -- 1
will not comment on its pisdﬁm or its folly -- to the

government of the United States to seek to prevent the

" production of super bombs by anyone.

Q  Again without reference to its wisdom or its folly,

'is it unreasonable to think that the Commission, reading this .

report or hearing it made, whichever form it took, would
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believe that the majority of the General Advisory Committee
recommended that the govermneht not proceed with steps which
would lead to the production of a super bomb?

. ' A That is completely reasonable. We did discuss
~this point with the Commission on two subsequent occasions.
bn one occasion we made it clear that nothing in what we had
said was meant to obtain should it be clear or should it be
reasonably probable that the enemy was on this trail.

In anothe:; we made it clear that there was a sharp
distinetion between theoretical study and experisent and
invention and prodﬁctim and development on the other hand.
So that the Commission I think had a little more than this

. very bald statement to go on. 7

B Tt

Q  Dr. Oppenheimer, I am looking at ——
A May I see that, too?
Q Yes, you may. I am going to show 1;:; to you.
A Do I have 1it?
MR. ROLANDER: Yes. Part 1.
THE WITNESS: Right. I have it before me.
BY MR. GRAY:
(o May I ask whether all of Dr. Allvarez or if none
of Dr. Alvarez's testimony was treated as restricted?
MR. ROBB: No, sir, it was not.
BY m. GRAY:

Q Dr. Oppenhg:l.ner, in Part 1, paragraph 3 --
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MR. GARRISON: 'Wlu:r document? _
THE WITNESS: ‘I‘his- is a top secret report éf the
. General Advisory Committee dated October 30, 1949. This is
the report as such, as distinct from the annexes.
MR. GRAY: May I read this sentence?
MR, ROLANDER: The difficulty is that I have not
obtained from the Commission the approval fo qudte directly
the minutes of this meeting. It seems to me that if general
statementz  are made with reference to either Dr. Oppenheimer's

recollection or general questions are raised, it would be

proper.
MR.GRAY: All right.
. THE ‘WITNESS: Is it the last sentence?
BY MR. GRAY:
Q That is right.
A Fine. y
Q Again, that is pretty clear, isn't it?
A

Indeed it is. I think this has been read into the
- record by Mr . Robb. |
MR. ROBB: 1 don’'t know. - I was under the same
handicap that Mr. Gray is laboring under. I don't know
. whether I read it to you or paraphrased it, but you and I knew
vhat we were talking about.
THE WITNESS: Yes, it is in the record.

MR. n'cm: It may have been that it was in the
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classified portion of the testimony.
THE WITNESS: We recommended a certain reactor
program, we had a lot of reasons for it, and we said that one
. of the reasons might be that this would be useful for the
super and that reason we did not agree with it, and it was
understood that building this reactor‘!ns‘not a step ;n making
the super. That seeme to be a paraphrase.
BY MR. GRAY:
Q If you will look at page 4 of that document, the
first sentence in the last paragraph that begins on that page.
A Right.
Q Reference to the majority of the Committee there
. 'mhs it clear -- |
A Wait, now. I am not with you. The second paragraph;
page 47
Q No, the first sentence in the last.
A 1 have only two paragraphs on my page 4.
0o There is a sentence that begins, "We are éounwhlt
divided '"--
A Right, I have that.
44 That sﬁnten&e, and the following sentence.
. A Right.
/‘/m'a From that it would appear that the majority of the
mewbers of the GAC at that time felt ungualifiedly that

‘they opposed not only the production, but the development.
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A Right. .

(o So that my question to you is, in this proceeding
there has been a lot of tesiimnﬁ that the GAC was opposed to
a particuls crash program. Isn't it clear that it was oot
only the crash progran that the majority of the GAC found
themselves in opposition to, but they were just opposed to a
program at all which had to do with thermonuclear weapons?

A I think it is very clear. May I qualify this?

Q Yes, you may.

A I think many things could have qualified our
unqualified view. I have mentiomed two of them. I will rﬁaeat
them. One is indicationms of what the enemy was up to. Omne
of them is a program technically very diferent from the one
that we had before us. One of them a serious and
persuasive conclusion that the political effort to which we
referred to in our annexes could not be success&]

Q Now, following the government's decision in January
1950, would it be unfair to describe your attitude towards the
program as one of passive resistance?

A Yes..

Q That would be unfair?'

A I think so.

MR. GARRISON: Unfair, Mr. Chairman?
MR. GRAY: He said unfair to so describe it.

BY MR. GRAY:
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Q Would it be unfair to describe it as active suppxt?

A Active could mean a great many things. I was - not
active as I was during the war. I think it would be rﬁirer

. to describe it as active support as an advisor to the

Commission, active suppoft in my job on the General Adviséry
Committee. Na active support in the sense that I rolled up
my sleeves and went to work and not active support in the
sense that I assumed or could assume the job of attracting

to the work the people who would have come to a job in

response to a man's saying, " 1 am going to do this; will you
. help me."
—
o You testified that you did not seek to dissuade
. anyone from working on thé project.
A Rizhtl..
o Thre have heen a good many others who have
given similar testiwony. It also, however, has heen tostiﬂ.oq
there there would have been those who would have worked on the
project had you encouraged them to do so. |
A There has been testinony that there were people who_
believed this.
Q Yes. Do you believe that?
. A I think it possible. Let me illustrathé. In the

summer of 1952, there was this Lincoln summer study which
had to do with continental defense. On a few limited aspects

of that I know scmething. On most X am an ignoramus. I think
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it was Zacharias thﬁt tesified that the reason they wanted

me associated with it was that that would draw people into it.
The fact that I was interested in it would encourage others.

In that sense I think‘that 1f I had gone out to Los Alamos

even if I had done nothing but twiddled my thumbs, if it had
been known that I had kom out to promote the super, it might
have had an affirmative effect m other p;ople'- actions.

I don't believe that you can well inspire enthusiasm and
recruit people unless you are doing something about it yourself.

Q Furthermore, it was fairly well known in the
community -- that is, the community or_ physicists and pc:oplel
who would work on this -- that you had not been in favor
of this program prior to the government's decision. That
probably was afactor? |

A I would think inevitably so.

o Oo you-think that 1t is possible fhat some of those
individuals who were at Princeton whoee names were sugges ted
for the project might have gons had they thought you were
enthusiastic for the program?

A I don't believe this was the issue. tor one thing,
I know that I said to all of them that it was a very
interesting program and that they should find out #hout it.
For another -- I am talking about a group of people that has
been testifi?d to, but as fo whon I don't know who they wur;,

I don't know what these names are -- but the issue has usually

Wd 32835 DocId:364797 Page 187



3018

be, should a man give up his basic research in science in
favor of applied work, and I believe it was on that ground and
on the personality ground as to whether they did or did not
o want to work with Dr. Teller, and whether they did or did not
’wa.nt to g0 to Logs Alamos, the decisions would have been made.
I don't think my lack of entbusiasm -- I don't believe I
would have manifested a y, nor do I believe it wouid have
been either persuasive or decisive. This is in that period after
we were going ahead.
Q Do you remember at approximately what date it was
that you.oﬂ'erod to resign as Chairman of the General
Advisory COMtt;e?
. - A Yes, approximately. It was when Mr. Dean had
taken office, the first time I saw him. That would have been
perhaps late summer of 1950. X believe I testified that at
the time of the President's decision Dr. Conant told me he
had recently talked with the Secretary of State, that the
Secretary of State felt that it would be contrary to the

national interest if either he or I at that time resigned from

debate on a matter which was settled. The question was how
. soon after that could this be done.
I talked to Mr. Dean, not primarily about quitting
the Advisory Committee, but about qu:l'tti.ng the chairmanship

about which by then I felt not too comfortable. That would
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have been August, September of 1850.

MR, GRAY: I think I have no more questions. Dr.
Evans.

DR. EVANS: Dr. Oppenheimer, you said you had
received a birthday card from Chevalier?
| THE WITNESS: Yes.

DR. EVANS: He is now in France, is that it?

THE WITNESS: Yes.

DR. EVANS: Is he teaching or writing?

THE WITNESS: 1 remember very much what he is doing
because hediscussed this with us. He is translating, and
part of his job is translating for UNESCO, or was. I don't
know that it still is.

DR. EVANS: May I ask you this question; Have ym
received ay cards or Iottoré from any of tho§o other men
like Peters, Hawkins, Weinberg or Serber?

THE WITNESS: We had a birthday card from Mr. and lirs.
Serber, not from the others.

DR. EVANS: Where is Mr. Serdber now?

THE WITNESS: He is a professor at Columbia and 2
consultant to the Atomic Energy Commission establishment at
. Brookhaven. |

DR. EVANS: And you say you didn't hear from the
olers?

THE WITNESS: No.
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DR. EVANS: This has not much to do with this case. .
Did you see a little squib in the Washington Post this -orniné
saying if the English had made a super bomb -- |
¢ THE WITNESS: I didn't see it.
DR. EVANS: I was interested in it. I ddn't put
much confidence in it, but I was interested.
THE WITNESS: I didn't see 1it.
KR. EVANS: That is all.
MR. GRAY: Mr. Robb.
BY MR. ROBB:
Q Doctor, what was the address on that card from Dr.
Chevalier? WUWas it addresséd to you at Princeton or here?
® A I think 1t was addressed to Princeton and farwarded
here. I don't know.
Was there any note with the card?
I thhk there was.

Do you recall what it said?

> O » ©

No, I can find this. It is back —-

Q Do you reéeive a card from him every year at your
birthday?

A No, this was my fiftieth birthday.

o Do you know how he knew.that?

A No.

Q Do ﬁgu recall what the note said?

A Not very much.
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Q Any?

A It didn't say very much and I don't recall it. It
was written by his wife and it said greetings from: our Butte.

Q Oxr what? _

A Our Butte. They live on & hill.

Q Doctor, you testified you didn't feel too comfortable
as Chairman of GAC in 1950, is that right?

A Yes.'

Q@ ' ¥hy not?

A Because on a very major point of policy I had
expressed myself, had become identified with a view which
was not now mational policy. I thought that there coul& be
strong arguments for having as Chairman of that committee someone
who had from the beginning been enthusiastic-and affirmative.

o Did you feel that others of the scientific
community night well feel that you still were not enthusiastic?

A This 1# not a consideration that crossed my mind at
that time. I think 1 had more in mind that when on an
important thing a man is overruled, his word is not as
useful as it was before.

o Do you now feel that others in the scientific
counﬁnity might then have believed that you still were not
very ontﬁusiastic about the thermonuclear?

A I know that now.

Q Do you now feel that your lack of enthusiasm which

|
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iieht have been communicated to other scientists might have
discouraged them from throwing themselves into the prograin?
A I think fiis point has been discussed a great deal.
() " I don't have substantive knowledge about it. I think that
the critical, technical views which the General Advisory
Committee expressed from time to time had a needling effect
on the progress at Los Alamos which probably had something to
do withthe emergence of the brilliant inventions.
Q To get back to the guestion, Doctor, would you
mind answering that question?
A Could you say it again?
MR. ROBB: Would you read it.
. : .' (Question read by the reporter.)
THE WITNESS: I .suppose 50.
BY MR. R(OBB:
Q Doctar, you mentioned the brilliant imnventiomn.

That was Dr. Teller's? _ e

ey T

A _It was indeed._”I should always work Ulam's name

. A F et s

( in, but Tellershould be in bigger type.

o

Q Who- were the principal, to use the newspaper phrase,
architects of the thermonuclear? A

A Teller.

Q Teller. You would not say you were?

A No. There is a part of all these things that I did.

invent. As 1 testified, it is extremely useful, but it is not
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very -hright .

Q Is that the one you got the patent on?.

A This is mentioned in thepatent, but it is conly a
part of what we got the patent on. Most of what we got the
pateni: on WAS Wrong.

Q Doctor, exploring for a bit your work in recent
years on the thermonuclear, I believe you testified previously
some days ago that you bad been thinking about it and trying
to learn akhout te prograui, is that right?

A It would be a reasonable thing for me to have said.

Q When you did do any work for the Atomic Engrgy
Commission, you were on the basis of 2 per diem consultant,’
. were you? | h

A You mean since I left the GAC®
o Yes.

A Yes, sir.

—————

‘_‘—*\
Q And when you did any wark for other agencies, you

were on the basis of a per diem consultant?
A I think with the GAC, with the RDB, with most of
these we were paid for days at work amd in travel.
Q Yes. | B
. ‘ A In the case of the Science Advisory COmitgoe, there
was no pay. In the case of the State Department panel there
was no pay. But there was some kind of suhs:lstenée allowance.

Q Any work that you may have done on the thermonuclear

W 32833 Docld:364797 Page 193



3025
program would have been done for the Atomic Energy Coim:lss:lon,
wouldn't it?

A Any traveling around or anﬁthing lilkes that . I:f I
® thought about things at home, that would not be charged to
the Atomic Energy Commissim
0 No. I mve before me a record showing that in 1953
your total compensation - received from the Atomic Energy
Commission was $250. Would that accord with your recollection?
A It would be consistent with it. I would have no
recollection,
o That would amount to some —-
A Two and a half days. This would certainly
. correspond to a visit to Los ‘Al].a.nos or Sandia.

Q Did you in 1953 go to Los Alamos or Sandia in
‘connection with the thermonuclear program?

A I did in 1953.

Q But that amount of work would fall within the scope
of your statement that you did not take your coat off on
this proérun, wouldn't it? |

A I was thinking of the earlier days when I was a
member of the GAC.

Q Yes.

A I still didn't take my coat off.

o Doctor, I would like to return briefly to Vista.

That was a project which wascarried out in Pasadena?
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ities I know of were in Pasadena. No, no. There were things

Q
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The headquarters were in Pasadena, and all the activ-

that I didn't participate in, field trips, inspections.

But your connection with it bad todo with Pasadena.
It did. |

Did you go i:o Pasadena in November 19517

I went out in the fall. I don't remember the date.
How long were féu out there?

Not less than a week nor more than two is my best

guess. Perhaps only sixdays.

> O » O

Q

Was that toward the end of the project?
It was toward the end of the writing of the report.
Did you complete your answer?

Yes, 1 answered the question.

While you were there on that occasion did you propu'u

a draft ot an introduction to Chapter 5 of the rpport?

A
helped to
Q

I prepared what I believe to be a draft or had

prepare a draft of Chapter 5, not the introduction.

Was that presented to the people who were there by

Dr. DuBridge?

A As to that I have heard only his testimony or your
. quest:loning. I was pot there.

c You were not there?

A No.

Q Let me ask you, 'Doctor, in order that you uy have
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& chance to comment on it on the record, and that the record

will be plain, in that draft that you prepared was there |

anything about dividipng -the stockpile of atomic weapons into
. three parts?

A There was indeed. I think again the phrasing was

| not quite that. This was something that I found in the warking
| papers when I goi there. It had been worked over with
great elaborateness. I believe that the'phras:l.ng was, ve
iny consider, or we may think of, our stockpile should be
thought of as divided roughly into three equal parts. I
think that is the way it went,

Q One part to be held in reserve, one part assigned to

. the Strategic Air Command, and the third part assigned to the
tactical defense of Europe, is that right?
| A To tactical air.

Q That was in that draft.

A I believe so. It was certainly in the talk, in the
papers that I found there. I am not even sure that it was
nissing from the final Vista Report.

Q That was my next question. First, was it in the
draft of Chapter 5 which you testified you prepared ater you

® . got there?

A I believe s0, w=.
| o Was that in the final report?

A As to that, I don't remember.
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Q The best evidence of that would be the final report.
A That is right. - |
Q -~ Did yoq'._’into_qn yourself as to what the final report
‘was? | |

A I read it. I hadrun awful time getting it. Everybody
bad an awful time getting it. I read it long after it was
submitted.

Q That sugges tion as to the division of atomic stockpile

was A pretty important matter, wasn't it?

A Ve thoﬁgh‘t of it as rather important because we
tbought it diverged from the existing policg and would mlmost
certainly not be accepted in full, bhut that the directi on

. in which it wbnt was 2 healthy diroct:l.on.-
~ It represented in effect some restriction on the
freedom of action of the Air Porce, didn't 1t? |
A  Very little, because the main emphasis was that
whatever you thought, you should be able to-convert from
one to the other at & minute's notice.
Q But if the Air Force could use its atomic weapons

in any way it chose, it was triction to say that you

| ought to diide it up (into three parts ) assign each part
. to a particular function, wasn't :l.t?
A I think this is quite a misrepresentation. We were
ndt- given an Alr Force wh:l.cl; could use its atomic._quns

in any way it chose. { We were given an Air Force at t::ED
TR e _,_W-;x—
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TSt S
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(:Eggg\quite incapable of using atomic weapons tactically.

[ T s

Q  Given an Air Force which had no such testriction,
this certainly represented a change in policy.

. | A If the Air Force had no restrictions, any
restricfion would be & change of policy.

r Was there in the draft of the report which you
prepared or your visit to Pasadena in the fall of 1951 any
suggestion that the United States should announce that no
strategic air attack would be directed against Russia unless

such an attack were first started by Russia, either against .

the EBuropean Zone of Interior or Against our cities or against
our European allies?
'.J | A 1 have testifed on this as fully as I could in
response to the Chairman's questions.
Q I want to have it specific, if I may, Doctor --
a specific response to.that particular question.
MR. GARRISON: Mr. Chairman, is Mr . Robb reading
fromthe record?
MR, ROBB: No, sir, I am'not., I don't have it.
This is a draft, and we can't find this draft.
THE WITNESS: I can tell you where you can find it.
BY MR. ROBB:
Q Before you do that; would you mindransworins the
question?

A I would mind answering it, because I have been over
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this ground as carefully as I know how. When you say suggest
I don't know whether you mean recommendation or conéiderutioﬁ.
Q. Was there any language in the report to that effect?
A To what effect, that tis might be the state of
affairs? '
o That this might be a good idea.
MR. GARRISON: What might be a good idea? I am lost.
BY.MR. ‘ROBB:

) Was there any language in the draft to the effect
that 1t would be a good idea if the United States should
announce that mo atomic sttack would be directed againmst
Russia unless such an attack was first started by Russia
either against oﬁr 2one of Interior or against our European
allies. .

A To the very best of my recollection, we said we oAy
be faced with a situation in which this occurs.

Q We may be faced with a situation in which that
was desirable, is that right? |

A ?bs, in which it is wise, or in which it is done.

¢ Was thar; any language in the final draft or the
fioal report which said that?

A In the final draft of the final report it said that
in the conaideratbn of the use of ouﬁ strategic air power,
one of the factors should be the deterrent value -- I have

not got the words -- the deterrent value of this strategic
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air in the protection of European cities,

r Do you consider that to be different from the language
we have talked about befare?

A it is manifestly dirterent'lanuuage.

Q Yes. And don't you think the ditference is important?

A It was very important to our readers.

(o Was there any language in the draft of the Vista
Report when you were out fhere to the effect that at the
present state of the art the value of the thermonuclear
weaponscould not be assessed, and therefore they were not
included in your study?

A This is something which I found written when it
was out there. It is not something thﬁt I myself wrote, and
I don't know whether it was in my draft or not.

Q Did you agree with it?

A As far as tgctical thinzé, quite definitely. I was
not present during the discus?ions to which Griggs referred
at which Teller had talked about it. I don’'t know whether
the value of thermonuclear weapons as tactical weapons has beop
or can be assessed. ’ |

Q You restrict it to tactical weapons. Suppase you
take that restriction off. Was there anything in the report
that the value of fho thermonuclear weapon could not be
assessed? |

A As to that I don't remember.
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Q Doctor, you test:lfiéd that Mrs, Oppenheimer has

told you that she may have given some money to Steve Nelson,

is that correct?

A Yes.

Q Did she tell you how muah?

A No.

Q Did you ask her?

A Yes.

Q 'What did she say?

A She saidshe didn't remember. Not 1;ht she had

told me that she had given, but that she may have given.

Q Did you ever give Nelson any money?
. A I don't believe so.
o Mr. Gray asked you some questions about your

contributions that you made from time to time that y;:u told
. us about before. Let me ask you, did you ever receive any
receipt for those contributions?
A I don't believe so.

Q Did you ever sign any pledge to make contributions?

A OCh, no.
r Did you ever make any moral agreement with respect
. to the amount of your contributions?

A No, I don't think so,

o Vere these contributionr made at any regular interval?

A ‘ Ther_e may have been some sometimes when they were
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more or less regular, but over the time they were not regular.-

o You say th_ey-my have been more or less regular.
You mean monthly?

. : A I have no rqalion to think that,

Q You say you have no reagon to think 1it?

A Right.

Q What was the basis for your suggestion that might
have been the case?

A Because I don't remember the timing of it.

Q It could have been, mybe,‘or_mybe it wasn't; is
that your answer?

A It could not have been monthly over years. It

. might have been nmonthly dver a few months.

Q There are one or two things in the record I would
like to clear up a little bit. Has Paul Crouch ever been in
your house?

A I think not.

Q You mentioned having seen Miss Tatlock on various
occasions. Were any of those occasions meetings of
Commmunist groups?

A No.

. Q Or left wing groups?

A If you are willing to include Spanish bazaars. 1

never saw her at a political meeting.

Q - Did you ever see her at a meeting where a Commurist
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talk was given?
A I certainly don't remember.
MR. GARRISC!.H What kind of a talk?
MR, RCBB:@ Comunisi:.
MR. GARRISON: A Communist talk?
MR. ROBB: Yes.
THE WITNESS: We went together to some CIO affair,
but I don't remember who talked. _ -
MR. GRAY: Could this have been the FAECT?
THE WITNESS: No, it wasn't. It was in San
Francisco. I don't know what it was.
BY MR. RCBB:

" Did you ever go with her to any meeting of any
kind"ut which literature was passed out?

A The only meeting at which literature was passed
out that I recollect is the one at my brother's house, which
I described. |

Q Was Mies Tatlock there?

A No.

¢  What kind of literature was that, Communist
literature that was passed out?

A I think so, yes.

© At tha,t‘ meeting were any pledges of contributions
made by any of the people present? |

A 1 am not certain. My impression is that it was
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some kind of a duess gathering.

Q I believe you testified to that.

A I am not certain. _

Q By the way, you mentioned the meeting you went to
at the home of Miss Louise Bransten. Do you recall tht?

A Yes. |

Q Who invited you to go to that meeting?

A I don't remember. I can presume that it was the
hostess.

Q Do you recall how you happened to hear the meeting
was going to be held that particular time?

A Ve were invited, whether by phone or by personal
in‘v:lta.tion, by letter, I don't know.

Q You knew Miss Bransten 'fa:lrly well?

A Not very well, not —-

Q Beg pardon?

A Not well enough to know the things you said -a.bout her.

Q Doctox, did you ever notice a man named Albert lang
Lewis?

A I don't remember. Can you tell me hov or where I
might have known him? The name means nothing as yu read it.

[ Who lived in, I think, Los Angeles.

A It means nothing to me so far.

Did jou Enow a manmmed Allen Lnno?

A It also means nothing to me.
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Q Did you ever know a man named Melvin Gross?
A The name doesn't sound as unfmilnr as the others
. ' but it rings no bell..
‘ Q You mentioned the other day a man named Straus.

A Yes.

& 1 believe you mentioned him as perhaps having been
prosont at one or more of these meetings you attended., Do you
remember that?

A That is right.

Q Was he a businessman in San Francisco?

A Or an attorney, I don't know. He was not a college

Q Did you see him around rather frequently?
A No. I believe I once had dinher at his home,
n_yb_e my wife and I had dinner with them once. I think that
iz the only time. '
Q Do yau recall w.hon that was?
4 A YXo.
A Q Why did you think perhaps he might have been prno'ut
1 ) at one of these meetings that you went to?
A My recollection is that he said something very
. foolish, but if you press to try to remnbdr who was at
these meetings --
Q I was curiouls because you searched your recollection

as to who might have been present, and he was one of the men

) L 32&35 Docld:364797 Page 205



3037

that cameup and I wanted to ask you how you happened to
remember him. |
A I think either he was inwvolved in an argument or
._ he and my wife were involved in an argument, or he said
something that made an impression,

o Do you recall what the foolish thing he sadl waas?

A No, I certainly can't, ‘

Q Was it before or after that meeting thﬂt you had
dinﬁor at thelhouso?

A I don't remember.

A Did you ever hear of a man named Bernard Libby?

A I don't think so.

Q Doctor, is it your testhony that you told a false
story to Colonel Pash so as to stimulate him to investigate
Eltenton?

A That appears not to have been necessary.

Q Was that your testimony?

A No, it is not. I testified that I had great
dit!icn%ty oxplainiqg why I told him a false story, but that
1 believed that I bad two things in mind. One was'to n.ko
it clear that there was something serious, or .rather I thought
. there might be something serioug and the other was not to tell

the truth. .
Q? Did you have aﬁy reason to l:':eline that Colonel Pash

would not .be active in “investigating the story you told?
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MR. GARRISON: Mr. Chairman, isn't this covering
ground that has already been gone over this a!torpqon with
you, and already over again in cross exgminltibn?‘-l mﬁan do
we have to go on and on with this?

MR. GRAY: I think that clearly this is one of th
important things 1# the Commigssion’s letter. I think I will
ask Mr. Robb to proceed unless he feels he is simply covoiing
ground that has already been covered.

MR. GARRISON: I thinkls ought to try &s much as
possible not t® put words in the witness' mouth.

MR. ROBB: I am cross examining him.

BY MR. RUBB:

a 1 asked you whether you had anv'reason to believe
that Colonel Pash would not be active in investigathg your
story?

A 1 had no foason to believe anything. I had never
met Colonel Pash before.

Q Are you really serious, as you statad to the Chair,
that you told Colonel Pash for the purpose of stimulating him?

A I hgvp been very seriocus in all wy testimony and
certainly not less in this very bizarre incident. |

Q  You would agree that testimony is somewhat bizarre,
wouldn't you?

A That is not what I said.

MR, GARRISON: Mr. Chairman, he is arguing with the
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witness.
| MR, ROBB: No, I am asking.
MR, G&RﬁISON: You are asking, wouldn't you agree,
. and this and that, wb:lch geems to me to be argument. I let

it go if the C‘ha:lrun thinks not. But it seems to me to be
an attempt to make him say what does not come from him in hiw
own natural way.
MR, ROBB: The word "bizarre” was his, not mine.
THE WITNESS: 1 said the incident was bizarre.
BY MR. RGBB:
Q Dr. Oppenheimer, you testﬂ:lod in response to a
question by Mr. Gray that you told General Groves that there
. ' were not three men, is that right?
A That is righ.
c To whom did you make the firast disclosure of the
:I.dent:l.ty of the unknown professor?
A I believe Genera?. Groves.
(o What were the circumstances?
A I think that it was at Los Alamos.
Q  If you told him that there were not three men,
would you give us your thoughts, Doctor, on why it was that
. | . the telegrams th&t went ocut announcing the name of Haakon
Chevalier all referred to three men?
A I found thia quite comprehensidle when you read them.

Q Havve you seen Dr. E. U. Condon since 19517
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Oh, surely.

Frequently?

No.

O > o >

_Did you see him in 19527
A 1 would assume so. He is a member of the Visiting
Committee to ths Physics Department at Harvard of swich I am
Chairman. Ve smsee each other at meetings. I would assume
I n;v him in 1952, but I don't recall.
Q 19537 .
A As to that I am much less sure.
o Have 'you received any other letters from him other
than the letters he wrote you about Peters and the one he
. wrote you about Lomanitz?
A Yos, 1 have had other letters from him.
¢  When? '
A He has recently been having his clearance reviewed.
Q His what?
A His clearance reviewed, ahd he wrote me a letter
about that.
MR. GARRISON: Mr. Chairman, I wonder why we have
to go into h:l.é relations with Dr. Condon., Are they a part of
. this case?
MR. @u: Dr. Condon —-
MR. GARRISON: I don't know what this is about.

MR. GRAY: Dr. Oppenheimer testified earlier --

i
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THE WEITNESS: I have no reason not to anﬁer the;le
questions.
ﬁn. GARRISON: I.wii:hdraw my objection.

. MR, GRAY: I would like to complete my sentence
that it was probably duve to Dr. Condon's frantic -~ I am not
sure about the language ~- at least Dr. andon's disturbance
about Lomanitz that he made the representations on behalf of
Lomanitz. I believe that was your testimony.

MR. GARRISON: I think the testimony was that was

Bethe --
THE WITNESS: No, that was a d:_lt:l.’erent matter.
BY MR. ROBB:
. Q I think you said that Dr. Condon wrote you about

his clearance.

A Right.

Q I was about to ask you whether he asked you to
testify in his behalf.

A .Be did.

Q How long ago was that?

A It was shortly after my own Case Was opened'.

L 1 assume you wrote him buck‘you had troubles of

. your own, is that right?
A No.
Q What did you write him?

A 1 think he asked me not to testify, but to write
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him a statement. I wrote h:lm & letter outlining a s'_tatonnt
that I could put in the form of an affidavit. | In the meantime
it seemed only fair for him to know about my sitmtion, or at
least for his attorneys to know about it. I tried to_ keep
this as quiet as 1 could. i‘hﬁretoro, my counsel got in touch
with Dr. Condon's counsel. I bol’:l.efe that they explu:l.t;ned
the situation to Dr. Condon's counsel. This is --
Q Your statement that you submitted to him, I suppose,
was favorable to h:l.m, was it?
A I am sure it was.
Q By the way, speaking of coursel, Doctor, there
has been some mention here of a Mr, Volpe in connection wih
. th_e review of your matter in 1947. Has Mr. Volpe represated
you since that time?
A Yes.
o Is he now representing you?
A No.
r  VWhen did he represent you;?
A He represented me along with Mr. iarks in
connection with the government's action against Weinberg.
MR. GRAY: Against whom?
. THE WITNESS: Weinberg, where it seemed possible I
| might be called as a witness.
BY MR. ROBB:

Q That was in 1951 or 19527

"32835 DPoclId:364797 Page 211



3043
A 1952 and 1953.
Q Did Mr. Volpe conduct the investigation in New Mexico
to determine youwr whereabouts during the month of July -~

. A Mr. Volpe and Mr. Marks had joint responsibility
for finml ing out where I was.

Q Just a cosple of more questicns. I am not sure
if the record discloses this. If it does, I am sorry. -

' When you saw Dr. Chevalier, in Paris, as you
testified, in Noveamber or December of 1953, how did you get
in wuch with him?

A I had a letter from him bhefore we left home saying
that Professor thr -

. Q I believe you did testify.

.A -— had told him we were coming to Europe anﬁ urging
that if we were in Paris we try to bave an evening with them.
My wife called Mrs. Chevalier, found out that he was away,
but that he probably could arrange to return before we left.
We then did have dinner with them,

MR. RGBB: I think that is all.
MR. GRAY: 1 have one question. Back to Yista, Dr.
Oppenhéimer. Is it possible that some of these witnensei

. who felt there were no material changes in this draft were in
effect saying that the draft really was not changed, and the
military only thougyt it was being changed, or that was the

essontiﬁl notion?
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THE WITNESS: X will simply quote what either

DuBridge or 1 said to General Norstad. ¥e said we were much
. : disturbed by what you said yuterda.y. Ve don't know whether

there is a difference between us as to real things, or
whether there is a difference betwveen us as to the words that
are used. Ve bhave therefore sought to put ocur views in a
form which will bhe as litflo irritating to you as possible and
8still keep them our views. We don't know whether you will
like ;hltwo have now written down or not. This is not a
literal quotation. I should think that was as good an
expression of what we thought we were doing in that change as
we could give.

MR, GRAY: Do you have some questions, Mr.
Garrison, because if you do, I wvant to have a short break.

‘MR, GARRISON: I think, Mr. Chairman, we would
like to have some rebuttal testimony, but it is now five
o'clpck, and I wonder if we might not do that tomorrow morning.

MR, GRAY: You have already indicated you would
probably call Dr. Oppenheimer tomorrow wmomning for rebuttal
testimony, and that is quite all right.

MR. ROBB: May I ask one gestion?

"' - MR. GRAY: Yes,
BY MR. ROBB:
Q Was Dr. Condon's counsel Clifford Durr?

A In this recent undertaking?
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Yes .
No.

I thought it was,

> O > 0

It was not at least the cbunsel my counsel saw. My
counsel saw Hayes. I think I should not testify --

MR. MARKS: I should state for the record it was I
who saw Dr. Condon's counsel, and his counsel was Mr. Henry
Fowler, and Mr. Alexander Haas.

MR, TRAY: Ve will recess now until 9:3Q tomorrow
mnorning.

(Thereupon at 5:05 p.m., a recess was taken until

Tuesday, May 4, 1954, at 9:30 a.m.)
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