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Dear Har17r 

Mary Ann just called. to say that your letter to al.lace bad arrived, and she quoted 
the seoticn concerning the Wednesday meeting and the AEC• s release or testimctl;y. lfall&oe 
ia naw at the .ASA meeting and will no doubt be deeply involved at least for the i-est ot 
the WHk, 110 I'll tell yoo. a little or the many things ! 1'99 been learning., 

The .tull testimouf (992 pp) was dist.ributed b.r th• .&EC to the~ for release on 
June 16# but the atoxy was broken a day earlier by Fulton Lew.ta Jr. Oppenheimer and hie 
counnl are reported to have opposed the release but were obviously in no position to stoi 
it, so Garrl•cm co\Ultered by releasing the text of his brief to the Comuission, which he 
had filed on June 7 • The nnspapen have aid that the real reason for the release -.. 
that Zuckert had taken a copy or the transcript oft to atud;y it and than lost it. AlthOUi 
it turned up in a railroad lost & f'Otllld department a short time later, it was considered 
poaaibl.e a reporter might have had access t o it, and the decision ns then made 'to l."eleaa 
the .t'ull transcript, minus claasi.fied inrormaticm. amounting to about 5%. (I've juat cheo) 
ed. and f'ind the lost document was a 100-page summary o£ the transcript, 1'hich included, 
h01rever, certain classified passages). 

Demoorata on the Joint Committee al.so opposed relN.ling the testimoey-., but i t ,.. 
released anyway - report.a are that~ voted qainat release with everyone eln voting 
for. The AE01 in ma'ldng it public, found & simpler excuses •The Commiesion protect.a the 
pri vac;r or the indi 'Viduals aonoerned in such proceedings it they so desire. In tb1a in­
atance, privacy ns maintained for the hearings before tha Board. Howe-vwr, nr. Oppenheim& 
attorneys, as was their privilege, have issued texts of B(.)DIS documents. In the preaent 
circumatanau, rel.ease of the transcript, within the limit. ot security; will in the 
opinion of the Commusion best serve the public interest.11 In the released transcript, 
howewr, one finds Gray aay1ng to each witne,a as he is nom: • ••• ire ·treat these pro­
oeedinp aa a confidential matter between the Ccmnission and its ot.f'iaiala and Dr. Op­
penheimer and his representativea and wi tneaaea. The Conm uion 1l1l.l 1ni ti.ate no releuea 
with :respect to this proceeding. We are expressing the hope that each witness will take 
the lt8Jl8 attituMde.1-and they all did. 

With respect to our lfedne~ meeting hare, I, personally., felt that in the light. 
ot the new release and lCnowle•s 1ntrans1geanoe that it might be best to follow Seits• 
earq impulse and wiit tor a decision by th$ AEC. I also f'elt that since the APS toma 
the balk or the AIP., much ot the pre88i.ng need for an immediate statement bad been re­
leawel by the rel-.se ot the APS statement. I'm aon'finced1 by the ,ay1 that no matter 
what the decision, there will be ample reason tor a statement la tar on, and there may be 
some advantage in being in the position ot not having said &ny'th1ng publioq it it WhOIJl.d 
turn out later that a stronger and more specific statement {in .full knowledge ot the .tact. 
:aa;y seem. eaaent.tal. It a statement had already bean made on the buis or lees intormatiCZJ 
that f'act might eully become an argument against sa;r1rlg aeything further. Knowles aid 
he would ot course consider the desirablity or saying somethicg at a later date, and the 
matter was J.e.tt there. ¥.ark Zemanaq is comi.ng this nek to borrow~ set ot the tranacrl 
and 1'ill be ready to propoae something defin1 te when the deciaion 1ar announced or shortJ.T 
thereaf'ter. 



Enowlea• point ot view is probab~ lmcnrn by yoa., but I was personally unprepared 
tor what he said1 in spite of being forewarned . His argument wu almost enti.re.cy' 
hypothetical, being baaed on the thesis that one never knon whether an innocent Looking 
person is really as innocent as he looks a.rd therefore the slightest suspicion or m­
dence or political nanoomf'orm:tty mat be accepted as reuon enough for getting the per­
son out. ot a sensitive job. All he knew of the Oppenheiner case was what he learned 
from the majority rep(lll"'t;, which he accepted as gospel, 11'ith respect to the draft state­
ment, he objected to t.ak1ng YDSjority statements •out ot context" (in at l•st one cue, 
I'll admit, quite rightql), but I •s compelled to point out that the majority report 
iteelt was a moat vivid example of a biaaed position built upon statement.a takan out ot 
oontut. { This beoomaa veey apparent, by the WiY, 1f one rcadll the .f.\ul. record. in aaa­
pariaoa with the majority report.) l'JaWleif aicy' ultima.tm (JQ" word) •s tbat an;r atate­
ment released by the Institute should be pretaoed b;y some complimentary YOrds about the 
f'air treatment am earnest impartlal.1ty of the board in its ccnduct of the hearing. '1'h1t 
was armly aeconded by KKD and Pogram. v,y am reactions haw been lea sanguine, but I 
appreciate certain reasons for thinld.nt that such a remark might 1n order,honver daatat 
it 1•• Kncndea, I'm dead certain• would much prefer that no public statement be made, 
but it ia pot1sibl• that the cue ~ deteriorate to suoh a level that even he 'Will changt 
some of his viR'I. 

Colel, tar e:xample, baa .indicated to n8'11R8n that he 1'ill press tor a ruu inquiry 
by the Joint Camzd.ttee U" the Camd.asicm granta clearance, and that one subject will be 
the wq the Comminioners vote. This is supposed to have irritated Zuokert, ,moee po­
sition has never been made public. If it irritates bim enough, 0-ole may- get his chance. 
The N sul t would be a completo cata8trophe in maey 1IAl'Y'•, not the least of which would be 
the oanpl.ete wreckqS of governrJ8l'lt-scientifio Nlat1Clll8. This is estated aa a tact and 
I believe it 1■, al t.1outh I 1mm that the situation could be tempered by pranpt Admini­
stratim action. The feeling of alarm (and rea.l anger, I think) that has spread among 
th• nuclear physic1ats seem, more authentic, and t hve!'ore more nrious, than in azv 
other situation I can recall. NOii' that the tetttimocy is out, furthermore, the intra­
mural fight maW cause sane second-order ~osians v.lolent enough to touch oll a public 
battle af serious proportiCllS. 1he 8USPiciona that personal vindiotiveneas may haw 
pl.qed a part are quite well borne out by the transcript and it see.ms inevitable that 
•wr.rone within earshot having the alight.est stake 1n the JDatter nll. take sidal& - am 
I suspect the ali~t (within physics., at least) will be oxtremacy' lppsidad. 

In view of this line of conjecture, which I !"eel in my bones to be probable, the 
societies and tba Institute may wall be 1n the m:1141.e ot a Vflll!7 tqugh fight. It will 
be important to maintain a solid position on tho society level, but I'm af'raid the APS 
1f'ill be too deepl.y involved (and perhapa even split to saDS extent) to be able to remain 
above the situation. It is :tey" hope, howewr, that t his is not a likelihood, but cml1' 
a poasib1e area ot danger. I n any case, it is perfectly apparent tbat the AIP will be 
in an awkward position ·miles& it sticks to the large iasue - 11W.chJ aa I eee it, has to 
do with the absal.ute need tar good relations betwen the gowrnment and physici•ta. '1'h1a 
•-- to be lost aight or on the part or the Conmission (or at least S11lus3) and is 
rapidly being disregarded by individual physiciata. 

The foregoing is about as good aa I can do in the •:rot descr:1.bing 11'G" current 
teallnga. It 1 • ottered partly because you. may not have heard some of the facta here 
mentioned, and part.17 so that you're clear (I hope) as to ntY' viGWS 1n the •tter. I'm 
admit.tedl.7 biased, but I'm trying ta be logiosl and as objective as possible. 

lnclosed are some clippings you may have missed and pnge proot tor July u it 
relates to the case. I hope it seems about right since 1 t• s too late to change 8.111'­
thing. 

Best roga?'(U, 




