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U. S. Atomic Energy C O I M n ~ . a R i O r I  

Washington, D. C. 20545 

Dear Bert: 

. 

. 
Several  weeks ago you telephoned to discuss  severa l  LM4R.E mat te rs ,  
and t o  inqui re  about the s t d t u s  of the act ion concpming D r .  Lehman'a 
advancenent. The priuiary purpose s f  t h i j  l e t t e r  5s t o  provide infor -  
mation which you and John T o t t e r  msy f ind usefu l  In  any discussion 
concerning the Lehman case. 
w i l l  make i t  a "multiple subject"  l e t t e r ,  I w i l l  d i scuss  and provide 
information regarding severa l  o ther  aspects  of the  outstanding 
quest ions r e l a t i a g  t o  the renewal of the GEN-12 con t rac t ,  

I should say as an as ide  t h a t  Vice President  Bolton is  i n  Washington 
on two weeks ac t ive  duty with the Navy. 
t h i s  l e t t e r  to  re lay  the information present ly  ava i lab le .  

For ease of l a t e r  reference,  I w i l l  s e c t i o n a l i z e  what follows by 
s u b j e c t  heading. 

Secondarily, and d e s p i t e  the f a c t  t h i s  

7 

He suggested t h a t  I w r i t e  

I 

The Merit  Increase for D r .  Lehman. . 

Although I have kept you advised te lephonical ly  of the sequenpe of 
recent  events,  i t  is  probably u s e f u l  to  summarize them at t h i s  time, 
About June 20 you telephoned to  inqui re  concerning the Universi ty 's  
procedures i n  making advancements i n  the Ass is tan t  Research S e r i e s  
from Step 111 t o  Step I V ,  t o  which I l a t e r  gave telephonic r ep l i e s .  

A s  background, and confirming my r'onecon, meri t  Fncreases, i.e., from 
one s t e p  t o  another w i t h i n  the same rank, a r e  not  automatic. 
p r a c t i c e  f o r  regular  ranks f a c u l t y  (Senate members) is to hold a c r i t i c a l  

0 
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review of performance s i g n i f i c a n t l y  p r i o r  t o  the time an Ass i s t an t  
Professor  achieves e l i g i b i l i t y  f o r  promotion t o  Associate  Professor  
by which promotion he would a t t a i n  tenure. Normally t h i s  c r i t i c a l  
review occurs e a r l y  enough so t h a t  i f  a judgment can be reached a t  
t h a t  time t h a t  he w i l l  not  eventual ly  be q u a l i f i e d  f o r  promotion t o  
Associate  Professor ,  he can be terminated e a r l y  enough i n  h i s  ca ree r  
wi th  the Universi ty ,  and a t  3 young enough age, t h a t  h i s  fu tu re  i n  
some o the r  i n s r i t u t i o n  15 not  unduly prejcdiced.  Thus, the c r i t i c a l  
review occurs when he i s  appraised ?or advancement from Ass i s t an t  I 

Professor  Step 111 t o  Ass i s t an t  Professor Step I V .  I f ,  a s  a r e s u l t  
of t h i s  a p p r a i s a l ,  i t  appears t h a t  t h t  Ass i s t an t  Professor  w i l l  not  
q u a l i f y  f o r  promotion t o  Associare Professor  wi th in  a reasonable time, 
he is  held a t  AssiEtant  Proiessor Step 111 and given a y e a r ' s  terminal 

Professor  S tep  111' and aga io  reviewed a f t c r  a year ,  and i f  then found 
wanting f o r  promotion t o  Associate  P r o f z s s x ,  he would a t  t h a t  time 
be given a terminal appoiiitment e f f e c t i v e  one year  l a t e r .  

Since Research Se r i e s  employees do not  achieve tenure ,  these procedures I 

It i s  perhaps t r u e  t h a t  i n  the  past  h i s t o r y  of LNMRB they have not  
always been appl ied wi th  a s  much r i g o r  as they should have been. 
cons ider  i t  a credit t o  D r .  Lunt 's  decermination t o  improve the q u a l i t y  
of the  Laboratory s t a f f  t h a t  he proposes to  apply these  procedures 
more r igorous ly ,  now and i n  the  f u t u r e ,  w i th  r e spec t  t o  the  Laboratory 
s t a f f .  If indeed a s t a f f  member does n o t  measure up to  the q u a l i t y  , 
of work being done elsewhere i n  the  Laboratory and on the  campus, i t  
is a favor  t o  the ind iv idua l  t o  make t h a t  dec i s ion  e a r l y  so t h a t  the  
s t a f f  member may seek employment i n  some o the r  i n s t i t u t i o n  having 
d i f f e r e n t  s tandards of performance where h i s  work w i l l  be more 
competi t ive and b e t t e r  rewarded. I 

Thus, i n  applying these  procedures, the review of D r .  Lehman's q u a l i f i -  I 

c a t i o n s  f o r  advancement from A s s i s t a n t  Research Biophys ic i s t  Step 111 
t o  IV came a t  t h a t  c r i t i c a l  per iod when the  t a c i t  bu t  r e a l  assessment 
was whether he were capable of being promoted a t  some f u t u r e  time t o  
Associate  Research rank, a f t e r  a s u i t a b l q p e r i o d  a t  S tep  I V  of the 
A s s i s t a n t  Research rank. I f  he were t o  be denied advancement to 
Step  I V ,  then ixi t u r n  the normal procedure would have been to  have 

a /  -appointment. I n  a margin31 case m i g h t  be advanced to  Ass i s t an t  

I 

a r e  sometimes applied wi th  oomewhar: l e s s  r i g o r  than wi th  r egu la r  f acu l ty .  1 

We 

* *  , * .  

/ *  given him a one-year terminal  appointment. I 

Because of t h e  e x t e r n a l  s c r u t i n y  of the  proceedings regarding review 
of D r .  Lehman's q u a l i f i c a t i o n s  f o r  advancement, i t  seemed d e s i r a b l e  
t h a t  w e  i n  the  P res iden t ' s  Off ice  have an o b j e c t i v e  review of the 
conduct of those proceedings t o  in su re  t h a t  indeed they had been c a r r i e d  
out i n  accordance with normal Universi ty  p rac t i ce .  

I 

. 
Accordingly, 

C 
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M r .  Mark Owens, Jr. v i s i t e d  the Laboratory on June 24, examined the 
documentation and the h i s t o r y  of the review proceedings concerning 
D r .  Lehman's advancement, and subsequently returned t o  University 
H a l l  and discussed t h i s  s i t u a t i o n  with Vice Pres ident  Bolton and me. 

For the record,  M r .  Owens i s  an Associate Counsel of The Regents, 
and has been f o r  more than 12 years the designated l e g a l  advisor 
f o r  -4EC a f f a i r s  wi th in  the University.  He i s  in t imate ly  f ami l i a r  wi th  
the major and minor AEC con t r ac t s  w i t h  the Universi ty ,  and i n  addi t ion  
has, or. many occasions,  acted as  University counsel,  before personnel 
committees of var ious s o r t s  concerning grievances of employees of the  
Universi ty  . 

,It i s  Counselor Owens'.opinion, and a l s o  t h a t  of Vice President  Bolton, 
t h a t  D r .  Lunt 's  proceedings i n  review of D r ,  Lehman's q u a l i f i c a t i o n s  
f o r  advancement have been fGir,  ob jec t ive ,  and impar t ia l ,  and t h a t  
they have been conducted i n  sccordance w i t h  i ln ivers i ty  regula t ions  and 
procedures. 

I n  the p a r t i c u l a r  circumstances surrounding the Lehman case,  including 
h i s  apparent ly  r e s e n t f u l  and p r i ck ly  a t t i t u d e ,  i t  has been our consensus 

, t h a t ,  i n  order  t o  leave no shadow of doubt as t o  o b j e c t i v i t y  o r  f a i r n e s s ,  
- D r .  Lunt should simply advise D r .  Lehman t h a t  he has no bas is  for 

c. r-: -.I 
recommending h i s  advancement a t  t h i s  time t o  Ass i s t an t  Research Bio- 
phys i c i s t  Step I V ,  and during the ensuing months t h a t  D r .  Lunt should 
continue to  observe D r .  Lehman's performance, delaying any dec i s ion  on 
a terminal appointment. 

Accordingly, i n  a l e t t e r  of Ju ly  10, a f t e r  the l as t  vote  of the committee 
which met on June 19 had been c a s t ,  D r .  Lunt advised D r .  Lehman he 
had no bas i s  f o r  recommending D r .  Lehman's advancement. D r .  Lehman 
rep l i ed ,  i n  a ' l e t t e r  of Ju ly  11, i n  r a t h e r  acrimonious and e l l i p t i c a l  
manner. D r .  Lunc again rep l ied  i n  a memorandum of J u l y  16. Copies 
of these three  l e t t e r s  a r e  attached. D r .  Lunt 's  l e t t e r  of July 16 
may, I be l ieve ,  be p a r t i c u l a r l y  use fu l  t o  you s ince  i t  summarizes' 
the  whole case.  Since these three l e t t e r s  relate t o  personnel ac t ions  
i n t e r n a l  t o  the Universi ty  and a r e  c o n f i d e n t i a l  i n  t h a t  sense,  we . 
would hope you can maintain t h e i r  p r iv i leged  eharactek.  

Hopefully, t h i s  s e r i e s  of ac t ions  c loses ,  €or the present ,  the i s s u e  
" of D r .  Lehman's advanoement. .. 

Grievance Procedures--Non-Senate Faculty.  

When Vice Pres ident  Bolton v i s i t e d  your o f f i c e  r ecen t ly ,  you inquired 
about the Univkrsi ty 's  grievance procedures,which apply t o  employees 
i n  the Research Ser ies .  To t h a t  end I enclose the following items: 
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Sect ion 191 of the Administrative Manual of the University.  
In  general  the Manual prescr ibes  the organiza t ion  and funct ions 
of the University,  s e t s  f o r t h  the  rules for appointment, 
promotion, recrui tment ,  s a l a r i e s  and s a l a r y  adminis t ra t ion,  
and fo r  leaves and vacat ions of academic personnel. Sect ion 
191, l a s t  revised an February 28, 1967, p rescr ibes  the 
procedure f o r  appeals  by academic appointees o the r  than 
members of the Academic Senate.  

Campus Appeai Procedure f o r  academic appointees o the r  than 
members of the Academic Senate,  hos Angeles Campus, dated 
September 25, 1967. 

-,In addi t ion ,  D r .  Lunt has composed a Laboratory Pol icy Statement on the 
'same sub jec t ,  which should be issued wi th in  a week t o  10 days. 
send you a copy as soon as  i t  i s  ava i lab le .  

I'll 

Support of the  Laboratory with UCLA-Budgeted Funds., 

During Che v i s i t  i n  January t o  LNMRB by the s p e c i a l  committee headed 
by Dr. P h i l i p  Cohen, there  was d iscuss ion  with Chancellor Murphy of 
UCLA's  providing support t o  the Laboratory, p a r t i c u l a r l y  by providing 
f a c u l t y  pos i t i ons  paid by the University.  
Murphy appeared favorable t o  the  ides .  I n  an e f f o r t  t o  advance t h i s  
p a r t i c u l a r  mat te r  and because such ac t ion  would be e spec ia l ly  use fu l  
t o  the Laboratory a t  t h i s  t i m e ,  Vice Pres ident  Bolton wrote a memorandum 
t o  Chancellor Murphy on Ju ly  8, 1968, a copy of which i s  enclosed. 

As you w i l l  r e c a l l ,  Chancellor 

As a r e l a t e d  i s sue ,  i n  t h e i r  July 12 meeting the Board of Regents' 
approved the appointment of D r .  Charles E. Young, p re sen t ly  UCLA Vice 
Chancellor--Administration, t o  be Chancellor of UCLA succeeding D r .  
F rankl in  D. Murphy, e f f e c t i v e  September 1, 1968. There thus appears 
t o  be time f o r  Chancellor Murphy t o  i n i t i a t e  ac t ion  on Earl's memorandum , 

p r i o r  t o  h i s  departure;  moreover Chuck Young is genera l ly  f ami l i a r  with 
LNMRB's problems. 

* 

Wording of A r t i c l e  III--Term. 

When Vice Pres ident  Bolton w a s  l a s t  i n  Washington you gave him a d r a f t  
r e v i s i o n  of the sub jec t  A r t i c l e  of the cont rac t .  Since then you and I 
have had seve ra l  phone conversat ions in which the wording of the  last 
sentence of the d r a f t  A r t i c l e  I11 has been discussed.  As I mentioned 
on the telephone, our concern has  been simply that: t he  meaning of the 
.sentence be c l e a r  and understandable and t h a t  any possible ambiguity 
be removed. 
follows: "ARTICLE I11 - TERM. Delete the l a s t  sentence 6f I t e m  1 

I n  our l a s t  interchange on July 3, you gave me wording as 

, 
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r .  .. .. 

. 

' .. , ..- 

reading 'The Commission s h a l l  have the r igh t . .  . ' and replace w i t h :  
'The Commission s h a l l  have the r i g h t ,  based upon the r e s u l t s  of any 
such review, t o  e l e c t  t o  exerc ise  i t s  r i g h t  t o  terminate under the 
A r t i c l e  captioned 'Termination o r  Expirat ion, '  and, notwithstanding 
paragraph I-A of s a i d  A r t i c l e ,  .wittfout giving the advance not ice  
thereon spec i f ied ;  such termination s h a l l  be e f f e c t i v e  upon the d a t e  
spec i f ied  i n  a writtexi no t ice  from the  Comiss ion  t o  the University t o  
t h a t  e f f e c t  received by the University p r i o r  t o  the sa id  spec i f ied  
e f f e c t i v e  da t e  of termination." 

We have three comnents: 

-- There i s  no paragraph 1.a .  of the "Termination or Expiration" 

' Your l ega l  advisor apparently looked a t  the e x i s t i n g  vers ion,  
a r t i c l e  of the cur ren t  new version (Mod. 14) of the cont rac t .  

Mod, 13. Thus the reference to  "advance not ice"  should be 
t o  paragraph 1 of the a r t i c l e .  

-0 We bel ieve i t  would be preferab le ,  again for c l a r i t y ,  i f  the 
word order  following the i n t e r n a l l y  quoted t i t l e  were s l i g h t l y  
a l t e r ed  as follows: ". , .Ar t i c l e  captioned 'Termination o r  
Expirat ion ' ,  and notwithstanding the provis ion f o r  advance 

termination s h a l l  be e f f i c t i v e . .  .I' 

Third, we simply do not  understand what is  meant by the 
wording of the r e s t  of the sentence which reads ". . .shall  be 
e f f ec t ive  upon the d a t e  spec i f ied  i n  a w r i t t e n  n o t i c e  from the 
Commission t o  the Ucivers i ty  to  t h a t  e f f e c t  received by the 
University p r i o r  t o  the s a i d  spec i f ied  e f f e c t i v e  d a t e  of 
termination. ' '  Could you ge t  from the lawyers an explanation 
of what the i n t e n t  of t h i s  las t  por t ion  is? As one hypothet ical  
example: Suppose the Commission were t o  send the University 
a termination n o t i c e  specifying the da t e  of termination, but 
the l e t t e r  were delayed i n  the mail ( the  Post Off ice  being 
what it is these dzys) unti.1 a f t e r  the spec i f ied  d a t e  of 
termination. What then? Please l e t  us have your thoughts, 
by telephone if you wish. 

' not ice  spec i f ied  i n  paragraph I of s a i d  A r t i c l e ,  such 

-0 

. 

' 

j Bert ,  I chink t h a t  wraps up the p i c t u r e  of the  cur ren t  s t a t u s  of a f f a i r s .  
I am mailing a copy of t h i s  t o  E a r l  Bolton, with the thought t h a t  i f  i t  
were urgent t h a t  you d iscuss  any o f , t h e s e  items with him, he might be 
ab le  t o  escape 'the Pentagon long enough t o  do so, o r  even t o  meet with 
you o r  John i n  the evening or  on a weekend i f  i t  were e s p e c i a l l y  

.. ~ . _  important. -. 

I 
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I would hope you might be able ,  with t h i s  ammunition, to  obta in  agree- 
ment t o  send us the  l e t t e r  you and John discussed with Mr. Bolton, 
so t h a t  upon the  Universi ty 's  acceptance of i t  we could a t  l e a s t  
proceed wi th  the appointment of Ray Lunt' as  Di rec tor ,  and l a t e r ,  in 
due course,  wi th  the execution of the c o n t r a c t  i t s e l f .  

Please l e t  me knowaif t he re  is any o the r  information you need. 

h e  t regards. 

' L 1  Sincere ly  , 

Richard D. Wolfe 

\ 
. -. - - - - - - I -  - .  . - ~ _ _  -. -- -- -.-.. . _.. -- 

A t  tachmen t : 
Three le t ters ,  Lehman. case 

- 
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* Dr. Xichnrd L. Lchman . 
Biophygicc Division 
Laboratory of: Nuclear l-iedic.iae 
. and Xiadlation Dioloay 

! ," !. 
. .  

, .  

t 

I .  Dear Dr. Lchmnn: 

. .  Thio is t o  confirn our diccunsion of the resul t  of tlic 
review oE your status fn the Laboratory of Nuclear Nedicina and 

which considcrcd your qualif icat ions for advancewent net  several 
t f W G  on this matter and X was also adviecd by an ad hoc Cornittee 

. using faculty largely outeidc the Lnboratory. 

. .  
' Radiation Biology. Ar; you are marcI the Lcboratory ConimCttce 

The rcconncndotfons of cheaa groups do not provide ne 
w i t h  a b a s i s  for recornending your promotion to Assistant Reoearch 

* BiophyoLciot, Step W .  

f will look to you to keep ne adviccd o€ the status of 
I 

- yoor rs308rch. 

. . .  Very truly youra, 

I. 

.d 

. .  

* - . ,  
Acting Chairman and Director 

0x4 : bk 
bcc: Richard Wolfe 

. .  
. .  
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. .  . . nr, *o! R. Lufit 
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. -. 9 -  Act ing  3 i r e c l o r  ' . ; e -  

. .  -.- 
' ' 'Laboratory of Nuclear. Kedioine . .  

. .  '' . , . L  

. . . . .  . . . . . .  ...- .. . . . . . . .  , . ) _  

. '  . .  

. (  

. .  
' and Radiat ion 33iology 

. .  . ' .  
I .  

. . . .  .' ' *Dezr  D r .  Lunt: ' . .  
. .  . .  

Your l e t t e r  o? Ju ly ' lO th  clczIms to  conf'iru the r e s u l t s  of , .  

+ our 2+ &om? discuss ion  on June 25th with Cr, Taplin. According 
i. 4- -0 ay notes of t h i s  cocversat ion,  YOU iFif.orai2C'Me th:~Cv t h e  r c s ~ l t  - 

. , . , , b u t ' t i ? a t  two v o t e s  rercained to ';e cast .  YOU proaised to 1st zi;e . .  

You also s o i i c i t e d  f r G m  rnc and Dr. Taylin e l i s t  of ay psers . '  
'. i n  x d i o l c g i c a l  science,  res id ing '  i n  t h e  Los Angeics area, who 

. winen you l e f t .  1.t Vias, my 'understanding C?at you plasned. to ,cnll , . .  

.... . of the ZCIC 19th vo te  roiA@I.y. 5 to 3 a.g:ii:*,st x;' ~.-;ts? ~ - z . i ~ i ; ,  

.. . h G i r  the  'final result of t h i s  ' vo te  by the en& of that week. You 
. . . . . .  

. . . . . .  

,. 
. .  

. . .  . .  . .  . .  
. :: * _  . . .  

. _ . .  failerl to do this. 
. .  

. .  .: were well-qualified t o  eva lua ts  ny work. 
anti addresges of t h e s e  radiological scientists nad took  tha liSL ' 

:a m e t i n g  of t h e s e  peers t o  advise  you on the quality of my work, 

c l i r s t e  at .the Laboratory, 30th you and Dr. Tnplin 2cclinkd 'io Se 
counted as peers on t h i s  l i s t . .  

You m o t e  & o m  t h e  . .  
, .  

I . .  
. I. 

I . _..' xhich scened the only fair course, ,considering Cuite p ~ ~ S e n k  poiitic&l 
. .  . .  . .  

' . .  : I .  
I 
I .  

. .  

Therefore your letter or'July 10Yc is i n  no way a ftconflrmationt'  
. .  : .. of . o w  June 25th discussions.  Wny. hcve .you delayed contac t ing  ,me ' t 

'. 
. . .  . . .  . . , ,. - .  

f o r  s o ' l o n g ,  and when did, you change your nind about .4ot;ting up 
. .  

> . '  . , .  . , ' I !  . 
. . . . . . .  . *. . .  

. .  . I  I 

. .  " 6 ' .  . * ""  , ,  , . . . ,. 

. . . .  

, . .  

. . .  . . . . . .  , I  . 

:-..a review by my peers? 

. . . . . .  . .  . . . . . . . . .  

/--. ' .*._ ;..; ; 1 . * . .  

* .  - 
1 .A . .  _' . n 

. .  
Sincere ly  yours,, 8 , , , : . .  . .  

_ * .  .. 
. . I  , .  

- D  
' . .' . (  

4 . .  . . .  
. .  

. .  . .  . .  
. . , . , .  g,<$Y , .  . .  

. .  , I  . . ,  
. _ .  

. .  - 

. . . . .  

. . I  

, f .  *: ' ~ . 

' . ). 
.. - .  I 

8 ,  

. . . . . .  . . .  \ ,  

. L. Lehnan, ~ 

. .  
, , . .  

. .~ 
. .  . .  

. . .  
. *, 

, .  . I  . '  . .  . .  
cy DZ. Nusbam. 

. .  . . .  
. . . . .  

._ : . 

- .  
. e . .  . .  r . 

' I  . .  . .  . .  

. . . .  
. .  

. ,  . . .  
. .  
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.' J u l y  16, 1968 

bkmo t o :  D r ,  Richard Lohman 
From: Dr. O.R. Lunt 

t o  ndna of J u l y  10, 1968, 

- 

This responds t o  your l e t t o r  of Juiy 11, 1968, which was i n  answer . 

Tho yurposo of my J u l y  10 l e t te r  was t o  in fo rn  you that  I had no basis 
f o r  rocor.mending your proinotion. Silica you appcar  to havc d i f f i c u l t y  i n  ac- 
coptinp, t h i s  judgticnt, l c t  mo r e c a p i t u l a t e  ,Cor thc rccord t h e  events  lead ing  
up t o  it, 

-- In March 1968 your work was rcvicwcd by a conmittcc of your pews 
laado up o f  nirmbcrs of t h c  Laboratory staff .  Tnis c o u - d t t c e  voted by a r a t io  
of rnorc*thm 2 t o  1 aga ins t  pronotion. On being  adviscd of t h c  rcsults, you 
objcc tcd  tim tlic ixmbcrs  of t h e  committco woro i n s u f f i c i o n t l y  f a rn i l i z r  with 
t h c  f i e l d  OS your rcscorch work t o  be compctcnt t o  pass judgmcnt oil your 
c a p a b i l i  t i cs  and nccornplishments . 

As you a r c  wcl l  awaro: 

-- Accordingly, I convened a committee i n  Apri l  1968 of  s c v c r a l  
ca incn t  qunl i f icc l  r ad io log ica l  s c i c n t i s t s  from t h e  Canpus and iricludod rep- 
r c scp tn t ion  from tho Laboratory staff  who rcviewed your work and voted uilonl- 
mously aga ins t  pronotion. When I adviscd you of t h c  r c s u l t s ,  you accuscd rrbc 
of p rc jud icc ,  of b ias ing  thc committce, and of going t o  - thc committee bchind 
your back. --1t 

-- IIA an effort t o  be absolutely fair and i n p a r t i a l ,  and t o  remove - 

any doubt t h a t  your work had rcce ivcd  adequate rcview and cons idcra t ion ,  and 
i n  rcsporisz t o  your own wishes ,  s t a t c d  during a meeting on June 5 at tendcd by 
several scnioi-  rzeinbers of tho Laboratory staff, in which statement you wcre 
cqdntic t h n t  you wishcd your work t o  bc  evaluated i n t e r n a l l y  wi th in  tho 
Lzboratory, I again convciicd a coiii~~iitter? of s e n i o r  .la?boratory s t a f f  moin3ors 
( inc luding  your  I)ivisio:i Chief, oinong o the r s )  . As p r t  of t h i s  committcc's 
rovicw, you iicro i n v i t c d  t o  prascn t  a Scniinar f o r  Laboratory staff rnciilbcrs 
which you did on Junc 12th. 
among o t h c r s ,  rcvicwcd your work i n d i v i d u a l l y  with you, ilaving done so, this 
coinnittee ;act again on Junc 19th t o  d i scuss  your work nnd your q u a l i f i c s l i o n s  
for proniotion, 
of J u l y  8th.  
prsitiotion. 

. 

In add i t ion ,  mcnibers of thc l abo ra to ry  conrrrittcc, 

Tho committcc's actual vote was not  c o q ) l c t c d  u n t i l  t he  wcck 
Tho vote again was i n  a ra t io  of morc t h a n  2 t o  1 contra your 

I t  is clear from this record t h a t  t h e  s e n i o r  labozatory staf? and I 
h a w  beoil rti~rc t h a n  f3ir and d c l i b c r a t o  and hove gone to grcat l cngths ,  
beyond the rcquiremcnts of any normal personnei promt ion  action, t o  insurc  
t h a t  your work was knoim, understood, a i d  cvnluatod i n  csr.;pairiscrr. w i t h  that 
Of p u r  peers, i n  thc .Lsboratory a i d  on tho  Cmpus, i n  cxpcricr,cc, lc,igth cf 
s e r y i c ~ ,  and p r o f e s s i o m l  qua l i f i ca t io i l s .  t l i th  this I~~ckgroc i id  it ~ t i o u l d  bo 
clear t o  you thah, 1, cannot rccomir,snd your promotion and do not iritcilr! t u  do SG. 
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l)r, Richard Lehman 

tlriving s c t t l c d  thc main i s sue  i n  tho foregoing paragraphs,  I now 
t u r n  b r i c f l y  t o  your l c t t c r  of  J u l y  11, w!iich is COnliJ1.iSCd p r i n c i p a l l y  of 
t c c S n i c a l i t i c s  i r r c l c v a n t  t o  t h c  main i ssuc .  
d i scuss ion  of Juno 25 a r c  not  i n  accord w i t h  my notes  znd U r ,  Tapl in ' s  notes  
of the nect ing.  
advised you tha'i t hc  vote  r a t i o  was approxinatcly 2 t o  1 aga ins t  advanccmcnt, 
Tic f i n a l  vote t a l l y  and i d e n t i t y  of thc vo tc r s  is pr iv i l egcd  in f snns t ion  t o  
which-you a r e  not e n t i t l e d .  Tho list of your pcc r s  i n  r ad io log ica l  sc icnccs  
which you gavc mc on Junc 25 w i l l  be u s e f u l  t o  me during f u t u r e  cvnlurrtioil 
of your q u d i f i c n t i o r l s  f o r  promotion. 
appropriate tin:: during t h o  cu r rcn t  f i s c a l  ycar ,  between now and Jurla 30, 1969. 
I t  should bc c h a r  t o  you from t h c  forcgoing po r t ions  of this l e t r c r  t h a t  I 
had thzn, and have riow, no i n t c n t i o n  of convening a fourth committcc t o  review 
your work at  t h i s  t i ne .  

t i n e  having no b a s i s  f o r  so doing. 
cise f o r  o t h e r  mcnbcrs of t h e  labora tory  s taff ,  your q u a l i f i c a t i o n s  for  

p r o p r i a t c  timo, and w i l l  be Considered a t  t h a t  time i n  t h e  l i g h t  of tho 
relevant fGcts. 

Your r c c o l l e c t i o n s  of t h e  

I d id  not  givc you a t a l l y  of the  coinnittee vote  but  . 

This eva lua t ion  w i l l  bo made a t  an 

In  sunmory, I do not  i n t end  t o  recom;nend you fo r  promotion a t  t h i s  
I cons ider  t h i s  i s s u e  closcd.  As is the 

* . .  promotion w i l l  again be rcviewed dur ing  t h o  c u r r e n t  f iscal  year a t  art ap- 

' I  

ORL 
bcc: Nolfc 

0,R. Lunt 
Acting Director 

I . .  

h. . c 

. _  ;. . _ .  I . - . . -  
c 

.. . 
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V I A  AIRMAIL 
< , . A  

M r .  Herbert  A. Stanwood, Jr. 
Q s i s t a n t  Director  f o r  Administration 
Divis ion of Biology and Medicine 

Washington, D. C. 20545 
. .  U. S. Atomic- Energy Commission 

Dear Bert: 

Pursuant t o  our phone conversation yesterday,  I enclose a photocopy 
of an unsigned memorandum t o  D r .  Lunt purport ing t o  be from D r .  
R. L. Lehman dated July 19, 1968. As an a s ide ,  D r .  Lunt s e n t  t h i s  
memorandum t o  Dr .  Lehman with a memo asking whether D r .  Lehman was 
indeed the o r i g i n a t o r .  D r .  Lehman returned i t ,  s t i l l  unsigned, 
wi th  a sepa ra t e  (signed) memo acknowledging t h a t  the  July 19 l e t t e r  
w a s  h i s ,  and s t a t i n g  t h a t  i t  w a s  no t  h i s  pol icy t o  s i g n  intra-Lab 
memoranda. 

0 As I r e l a t e d  t o  you te lephonical ly ,  a t  the  t i m e  of h i s  departure  
f o r  A u s t r a l i a  D r .  Lunt had no t  completed h i s  reply t o  t h i s  memorandum, 

D r .  Lehman. He intended t o  mai l  the r ep ly  back t o  the Lab, bu t  a t  
t h i s  time i t  has n o t  y e t  been received. C l i n t  Longwill has s e n t  . 
D r .  Lunt a radiogram querying the s t a t u s  of the rep ly .  

i n  which he intended t o  rebut  i n  some d e t a i l  the po in t s  made by -- 

I n  informal commentary on the Lehman memo of J u l y  19 ,  the f i r s t  
1% pages (through the  second f u l l  paragraph on page 2) comprise a 
r e c i t a l  by Lehman of the al leged accomplishments on which he believes- 
h i s  advancement should be made. It should be noted t h a t  some of the 
pub l i ca t ions  he c i tes  are old (although Lehman does not  s o  i d e n t i f y  
them) and predate  his work a t  LNMRB. 
Lehman's i n i t i a l  appointment t o , a  p o s i t i o n  i n  the Lab, but a r e  n o t  
germane to  t h e  quest ion of h i s  p re sen t  advancement. 

. .  

' - 
They would have supported 

Throughout t h i s  

- . . . . _  - 
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M r .  Herbert A. Stanwood, Jr. August 7 ,  1968 

f i r s t  page and a ha l f  I am advised t h a t  there i s  s u f f i c i e n t  "s t re tching" 
of the  f a c t s  as t o  c a l l  i n t o  quest ion the i n t e g r i t y  of the wr i t e r .  

To cont inue,  the th i rd  complete paragraph on page 2 commencing "Let  
us now consider.. .'I makes statements which a r e  simply contrary to  
f a c t .  On page 3 the second paragraph a s s e r t s  a "r ight"  which D r .  
Lehman d i d  not  have; hence t h e m  could n o t  have been a v i o l a t i o n  of 
i t .  
ex i s  t . 
The th i rd  paragraph on page 3 i l l u s t r a t e s  D r .  Lehman's repeated 
attempts t o  a s c e r t a i n  the coniposition of review committees and 
t o  pry i n t o  the vote count, both of which a re  une th ica l  i n  the 
Universi ty  comuni ty .  

I n  th2 l a s t  h a l f  of the second page and on page 3 there  a r e  u n j u s t i f i e d  
and unconscionable a t t acks  upon the  i n t e g r i t y  and competence of D r .  
Lunr: and of the aembers of the review committees, statements which 
i n  themselves cast doubt on the o b j e c t i v i t y  of D r .  Lekman and on his  ' 

competence as a s c i e n t i f i c  inves t i ge to r .  

Depending on the timing of the r e c e i p t  of D r .  Lunt 's  rep ly  t o  t h i s  
memorandum, I w i l l  probably ask C l i n t  Longwill to  send you a copy . 
d i r e c t l y  so t h a t  hopefully you may have i t  i n  hand if the projected 
meeting eventuates  on Tuesday, August 13. 

Be8 t regards. 

. 

Moreover, he r e f e r s  to  a "University.policy" which does not  

' 

e:, 

E n d .  , ' 

. .  

A I  Since re l y  

. ._ I' . . 

.mm' 
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' z evi s :on. 

There a r e . a l s o  t h e  independen%'evaluations of.-my proressional 7 

* atory-wide' responsibilities i n  those areas, vhich occupy -a s i g n i f -  
IXoaltk Physics, and Safety a c t i v i t i e s .  

icant; p a r t  of ny time. 

As you know, I have Labor- 

Zach year the AX-SA?! Gffice has sect out 
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