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SERIES '0 and D 

t. !he arc in the terminal curTe of the lmall letter Mt· 18 

wider in BOlt of the 1mpr1nt8 of th18 letter in the Hls1 

Standard8 46-s, 37 and T.T tlwl in the impr1nts ot th1s . . 

letter b1 #1230099, "and the llne ot the curTe tollows & 

d1fterent pattern. 
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SERIES a and D 

t. !he aro in the terminal ourTe of the Imall letter Nt" 1s 

wider in most of the 1mpr1nt! of th18 letter 1n the Hlel 

Standard! 4G-B, 37 and T.T than in the impr1nts of th1s 

letter b,. 111230099, and the line of the ourTe follows II. 

41tterent plI.ttern. 
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" ') 

§ERIIB E 
1 

u. the angles where the lower •• rlph and t'he loop, 

r •• peot1.,..l" meet the rlght leg are dlt:t'erent in 

the 1mprint. ot #N23009,9 trOll those in the Hi •• 

Standards lI.6-B, 37 and 'IT. 
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SERIES r 

n. The dltterenoe. between the laprint. ot tbl. letter 1. 
o ,. 

the Hiss Standards 46-B, 37 and TT, and the l.p~lnt. 

in the typing trom #1230099, are 80S' clear17 shown 1n 

the angles where the serlphl Met the lett and rip' 

leg and where the loop aeets the lett uprlsbt. 

0' 
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SERIES A and B 

~~ 'he olear-out sbsrp ansle. whioh are almost alwals apparent 

at the JUDCture ot the .erlpbs and the legl ot the small 

letter '1' in the Hlss Stand&l'ds 46-B, '37 and T'l' are al.most 

alw&1' blurred and 1ndi,stinot in the i.prints ot this letter 

~1 N230099. !he lett leg ot the Imall letter "1' appears to 

a •• ' the main Itaft ot the letter at a hlgner point 1n the 

laprintl ot thi. letter in thl Hl11 Standards than 1n the 

iaprint. 1I&4e' bj' #H2)0099'. '!hte 'di1'terencemues ·t·he 
. " 

d •• a.Rder ot the laall letter '1M longer 1n the HlsB Standards 

than it doe. ln the laprints from #5230099. There il a break 

or cut 1n the type taoe ot the terminal arc 1n the descender 

of tbe lmall 1etter '1' ,ln #N230099 which doe. not appear 1n 

the other two •• tl ot doou.entl. !hl. detect helpl to 

obsc.ure th •. d1ttereno. between the length ot the deecenaer 

ot the .,.- in the IH230099 Jlaohine and that ot the 'y" in 

the Bi.1 Standards where the type taoe is oontlnuoul 1n 

t~. t8J'alnaloUl'Y'. .It allO tendl to contule' microlletrl0 

,,,,,apari.on. b.tween the letter "J" &1 it appearl in the 

_al'laore Doouaentl and a.' lt appears in Ipeoiaens trom 

'"230099. 
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SERIES r 

n. The dlfferenoe. between the l.prlnt. of this letter 1ft . ". 

the Hiss Standards 40-8, 37 and TT, &nd the i.print. 

in the typing from #1230099, are BOst olearl, shown in 

the angles where the serlph. .eet the leti and rlBht 

leg and where the loop .eets the lett uprlSbt. 
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§ERIIS J: 

u. !.be angles where the lower •• riph and the loop, 

r •• pectlTe17, meet the right leg are different in 

the imprint. ot #N230099 from those ln the Hl •• 

Standards lI.6-B, 37 and ''1'. 
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SERIES '0 and J) 

t. the aro in the terminal OurTe ot the .mall letter Nt- 18 

wider 1n DOst ot the 1mprlnts ot thls letter in the Hlel 

Standarda 4G;-B, 37 and T.T than in the imprints o~ this 

letter b7 #1230099, and the line of the ourYe tollowa & 

'41tterent pattern. 
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'.the aN 1n the , ... In&1 oQrYe of the .tI&ll letter "t- 1. 

wl_r 101lO.t: of the laprlntl ot thi. letter tn the Hi •• 

. Standard- 46-B. 37 and '1'1 ttwl in the imprint. of thie 

letter bJ 'M230099, and the ltne of the curye follow. a 

41tt.~nt patterD~ 
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~ERIE! A and. B 

,. the clear-out 8.b~p sn81es whlch are almolt alva,s apparent 

at the Juncture ot the .eriphs and·the leg. ot th~ small 

letter '," 1n the Hlss Standards ~6-B, )7 and TT are almost 

alwa1s blurred and indlst1nct 1n the l.prints ot th1s ~etter 

by N230099. The lett leg ot the s~all letter ',' appears to 

meet the maln staft of the letter at a higher polnt in the 

1mprlnts or this letter ln the H1ss Standards than 1n the 

.imprint. made by tlN230099~ Thie d1fterenoe make. the 

deseenoer ot the small letter M, " longer 1n the Hi.1 Standard. 

than it doee 1n the lmpr1nts trom DN230099. There i. a break 

or cut 1n the t1pe tace ot the term1nal aro in the deBoender 

ot the emall letter "," in #N230099 whioh does not appear in 

the other two lets ot documents. !his detect help. to 

obscure the ditferenoe between the length ot the deaoender 

ot th8 ',' 1n the #N2)O099 maohine and that ot the ',' 1n 

the Riel Standards where t~e type taoe 18 oontlnuou. In 

this terminal ourYe. It aleo tends to oontu.e .1oroaetrlo· 

co.parilon. between the letter ",' &1 It .appears 1n the 

Baltisore Doouaents and as 1t ~pp~ar8 in speolaene from 

#N230099. 
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SERlE! A and B 

,.. the clear-cut shsrp an!1e. which are almost alwI!l71!1 s.pparent 

'------

at the Junct.re ot the .erlphs and the legs ot the I!Imall 

letter '7' ln the Hil!1l!1 Standllrds 46-B, -37 and TT are almost 

alva,.. blurred and lndi-stinct 1n the 1mprlnts ot thie letter 

~7 N230099. The lett leg ot the small letter My' appears to 

.ee' the main .tart ot the letter at I!l h1gher polnt 1n the 

1.prints ot thl. letter 1n th. Hlss Standards than in the 

laprliit'. ade' 'bT '111230099. 'h1-8,d1tt~r.e.nce Dll!lk~s the 

de.oender ot the .aall letter '1" longer ln the Blss Standardl!l 

than lt doe. 1n the i.prlnts tr.om HN230099. There 111 a break 

or cut 1n the t1Pe tace ot the term1nal arc in the del!lcender 

of the smal11etter '1' .1n #N230099 which does not appear 1n 

the other two .etl!l ot docuaents. !his detect helps to 

obscure the, ditterence between the length ot the deecenaer 

ot the '1' 1n the #H2)o099 maohine and that ot the 'y" ln 

the H1 •• Stl!lDdsrdl where the type taoe i9 oontinuou. in 

t~. twa1nal OUl'Ye. ,It also tends to oontuse' m1orolletr1c 

.eoapaJlll0nl between the letter "7' ae 1t appears 1n the 

1.~.1.ore Doouaentl!l ,and al 1t appears 1n specimens trom 

*"230099. 
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SERIES A and § 

,. the clear-out 8hsrp sngles which are almo.t alvaJs apparent 

at the Jqncture ot the lerlphs and·the legl at the small 

letter ',' "In the Hlss Standards 46-B, 37 and Tf are almost 

alwQ's blurred and lndistlnct ln the i.prints ot this letter 

by N?30099. The lett leg ot the sm~ll letter ",' appears to 

meet the maln Itatt ot the letter at a hlgher polnt ln the 

imprlnts ot thil letter ln the Hies Stan1ards than ln the 

lmprints made by #N230099. Thil dltterenoe makes the 

desoenaer or the small letter "t" longer 1n the His. Standard. 

than it doe. 1n the imprints trom UN230099. There i. a break 

or cut ln the type taoe ot the terminal aro 1n the desoender 

ot the small letter "," in #N230099 whioh doee not appear in 

the other two lete ot doou.ents. !his deteot helps to 

obacure the ditferenoe between the length ot the delcender 

ot ths .,. ln the #N2)O099 maohine and that ot the ',' 1n 

the Hi8S Standards where t~e type t&oe ls oontinuous in 

thl. terml'nal ourYe. It aleo tende to oontu.e 81oroaetrio 

co_parlson. between the letter ",' SI it .appears in the 

Baltimore Doouaents and as lt ~ppeare in speolaens from 

#N230099. 
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.' . : ' _ , .... , ,~$lil. . . ~ .~ 4\117 .. : ' " , ' 

" .ad . " ,, " ~," .. ;.'.: . ,~ . 

:.', . _11;" ~ •• 1~ ·!.1't~~ :~11Oh. ' '-t 11".~ 
, J~.1' •• on· st" .• ', ... toll.. ~ ., ,lIUJIi1.~ ~ 1 •••• 1J,11~~" : _11_. ' J; .... a: "~t. 'of ' ~ tJn1 ... .r..i~ or 'l'.~tl ... ~a 

' ~"l'et.tu.dl.4 ~tectlU'e '.u~ · ~o.~Jv"d the' dtigea' ()t 
"t:It> ~ .. . -

sub.ior ot Pine A~k U1 1929.. Bxoept~ t'~ two tear. 

d~ ~, .~. hom 193i&. ,.tU 19.$'1-1 ••• on' the aWt 

Qt the. -VOSS !~ •• _, g.t' Art, ~,,"Ard Unl?er.lty, 'as a pert 
, i 

. t1m.~ ·.orbr. ~l. ~ere~ a. a member or the Department 

~t Cona.~Qtlon and R.~ •• rch. m1 epec!al tleid 'of activ1ty 
.. ), . 

·and. !n ..... tigatlon .... concerned .1 th tho t(';tchnloal oxam1na-

tlon and co~e~atlon'ot printe, dr.winge, ~8cr1pt, and 

'. ' ' .' t3'POgx-~,.., In the course o~ t!rJ work and tinder tlle &UlJp10 •• 

'ot ' ~ Po~ £M8aUJa. I w.'. engaged from 1940 to 1951 in an -

.1ritenal ... e tnve'stlgatloD concemed with the 'detectloJ'l 0.( 
. . 

' ,Q~loU8' p~lnt.. In this conne'ctlon I devoted pa .. t or TIrf 

work to: the' ,f1evelopmant ot viaual techniques of p:resentat!on 

. to Illustrate the pert1nent technical ,detail. in· the 

det'~tlon ot deceptive impr1nts and typography_ 1 have 

8U!'1f1Z1e rlzed tht. print research project in a book C)ntitled 

"!ho DetectIon of Spurious PrinteR which 1s now 1n manu-

8c:rlpt form In· the hLtnds ~t HarVal.'d Un1vera1t.,:. 

An utlclo -bJ.@ l' wro'te and lllustrated des­

cribing t ·he '1180 of photomicrography as a roaearch, tool f(J'I:' 

tho dotec,tion of dec,eptlve rare book 1'~a1m11e8 w~s pub­

lished in t~ Bal'9'«rd Library Bulle tin, Vol. -IV' # 'uo. 1, 

wlnte~ 1950. and •• s r~cently ~prlntod in the JQurnal 

.. :of the Ict,l,ohal Al'Chtv •• of Indlft·, . Vol. IV, Yo. 1. 
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. 8. :te14, _ . ~, ._ -... to · ,..' .. , '~b'I ''' '~: .,. lJ"la#~f",:, ·>1 .- ~_d.~' ." _~~' .. , ..... ~ '~ w . .'.·;: :h ,~~" ~ /:l 
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I __ bdl_ '"'~ ... ~ ... ""'In ..u ' ,~_. _: ..... :_.. .' 
\be " .... s. ... r.hJ& _. a..,'taS4, ..... . MYl ................ ,..... : 
., '.~,~ ' 1II'l,ta - l' '-..al~ ~ adda4' _~'.:a'l_ J~ ... ,' , I 

It .... ate. ,,,.. .. t;.. '., ba4 ........... Be au _'.~ ;.' . 
. . " . . 1 . ' . " ...: '.\' • ~.-: 

had 1D W ' Po ..... loD , .. 1roo4etook ... >as. ,u.._.", ., .', I • • I 

• . , ' I " 

, to haft ~ ~. tba lilt .... . ad ' ... __ ........ ' " " ' .. ' 

aaotbep ... toe", ~eh'~ .... 1fOf4. h ~~ '. ' , .:' ,'.'.',,' 
_11o.~ 'the tJ»his ,. Use ..... .u.a ....... ,... ' .. 

• ' . " I . ' 

told _ tlaa, \he won oD. tlae __ 1_ '1!IU.' i&t " tiaI'." . . ", 

" 

010 •• '- bellas.'. parr.. apl1oaUft, aM ... ~,,"~"'. 

ft-eeh e" to "'p blm .... ave .. ..,. tilt ... OB ,,', ~ ': ' . 

~k. Be •• b4 .. wllethel' .% tnnil4 " dU_ *0 ,'_S-
, • y .. "'1 . 

epeolaeM hom' the ..... ~~ ....... ~.~ , .... 

DMaeaqlN ___ . 14. itA; .... 
: I ' . 

Lane .8 .... 0lIIe '.amplea 'JP84 OIl the ~aJl" ..... ...u~ 
J r ' .. 

an4 the tao.lIiaU. mao.b$_ -Sob ba4 bMIl alteN4 ~ Wa. 
It. fhe •• · lIImlPl.a -,.. no' IIlIrlIad or .., ... ~ 1D .. at . 
to lndleate ililieh maohli1e 'had. ''''ea, 11884_ trP. ..,. . 1Dd1rt~ 

dual dooUUDt. . \¥hen I .-.11'104 tba I ... ' .truok 1»7 the 

flXtno1'41lUU'7 -pee Dr e1m11arl',. Uh1eh ha4 beeIl' Mht ..... 

lD the 'J'pef"ao. or · tho.. two maahS.a. aowev........ I 

eDBae' the _ampl •• _,.. oaN~ Ull4er •. 1Il ....... 

hugnS,tloaUoll JOlt) I to1lll4 a 1' •• • cmai.teIlt _.' 18 or 
. \ . 

Cllrr_,,_8 .h1ob appeued to __ l' .... u.1e __ eepan._ 
th •••• ample. lIlto no 8,..· ••. ' Aput. 1'.- tibMe .'" ....... 

• cop!c detall. I found tbat aD _.J.aal,. tdtbN. ......... 
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'1_ ot ... . ~~ 111 •• maeh1ae ¥d heeD. talIrie& ... ·b 

.,.., .. ..,. ft..-'_ . 
% made. a .1mi1ar •• mINI'!n rd' r.tlaer ample. ' .. 

uIdeIl _. ~ .. at to .. OD l2MeuJler Sl. 19S1. ,., ...... , 

........ enol_lOll.' I upaate4 tbe • .,.. lnto .... . . ' . 

.' .. ...,. •• 4 tat .... ,.. LIme .~ WI Nnlta • . Apia' I telt . . . . . ' ~ 

ilia,. I had ..... ~7 dltr.~t~_" "- .• Jplaa _ • . 

two _btu_ • . bu'. Gall ~" ~ b ..... aI .' a. .... ~. 
• ~ u 

... 

i . I 
J 

...... ~'10 •• ' ...,. ra.~_ .. u. •• ".,I.·ft1aA· : .. .. -
Cbs' UIct ai.,. ... ~ .uta,lou OIl " ... ' .thIM ...... . . , . 

. • - .0- . .... . 

... il ...... _ale·o~ ... ·td~_I ·.t_~ : .... ' 
...' . .. : . . . 

MlSi1ft4 it ~b1e U! .. 4 _, bMD lafWiaa ... t- _ : 
. . .Ib!._ .... 1An1 ...... . .' .. ' . . 

iftlIr tiM .. P~""17 eapna.ll..llllS _ .. 

~. _ .,.Soh __ '~",,= ..... Qpe4 _ .. 1INh' . .... 
. . 

ft •• fa. Mae ·0 .... (~ tbe __ -... , ... 
. ,..' :". 

alftad7 ....... , .... - --...". 19$2. ~_ .w. ... -. 
__ HeaUfte4 • ..,1 .. ,.. _til •• ll .... * ...... " . 

,- ' .' . . . . , . 

. ~ ~ tbe ..... ",Ad .,. " .. .- 1'1 ....... ' . '. 
. " . ' 

.'. 

_.11 ... vuSa'loa ot~· t'or _til · .... ·01 .~~ .• "·1 '· 
~ ..,. WeJ:". GbaIU~ .. . ~ Ia ..... ..... ,.. .. 

.. • ~* to _81 .. · __ to~· ( ·7 •• ) ot:· .... ~ .. _ : 
. . . 

•• 1.ttNnt s..u, 1W .au ....... ot ............. ~~.::' 

__ ... "1 _ ••• bl_ and .... b7 tbe otl»r. 

!lie" '-__ 'ef'OSNPbil ·C7.6X)i WblOb De 1Ml .... 
. . 

laeJlftlUl .. 80riea " _" .... with. Wt •• t ...... , 
, ' . 

..,.,. nuo .... eat rale .... ope table 1-., ad • Ia4 . . 

Poluo14 ''''ft. JIaoh of .. Mrs... of let .... tawl .... 

••• pbo~ ade. 1"'1081 ecm41tl0D8 of III8I"ltaoau... 
W .. lnet1oQ. and. pbotopaphle pJlOO..... and DO ~ 
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" 
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~: • I 

, .. '-1 ' ' " 

, " " . 
•. ' I'" , " 

( ... '~ . 

,.~ ~Ut\4 ' p~1tm.)!4 :O~. .:n,'d rl).Jt .1i~ •• a ,tal" '. .ex-1~jJ, ". 
, ~ "' .' . . ~ ':.,. '.' , ' , . .' ~'" ,,' , ~r'.~r. 1.,t,~:r.. ~ .•• 10\1.*· ,~C,. .. t1t8 ~o 1>8' t>hPtcgr.ph~4 . . 

• ': " ', ' ' ;/ .. ' ' \ .. ", ' ' ".. " • . h, 

',\1.1'14."., 4tmcU.tl~. :_. ne..r11" 'ld.~ttoa). '8 ,t .• :po.,.1l>rLe. B7 
, '. 1 • 

"taldns th..' ,ph~~tr~P~l' or t.h... detaU*,' througll tl mlcro~c,ope, 
1~ w~. po.~tblo to ob~dn a '~gnltled lifl&ge ot e~ch ls'ttel' 

, .. . • • I ... 

~1th9ut 'the ua~ :kfnd or dl8to~tlo~ which i. 'inbe~nt i~ 
.1Itoat, t,pe. ,o~ l'~tograp~ic' e:ril.arging ,and C)opilng; proC'~8se~. 

" " ~' . . 
. ' 

Duplicate prints or· Series A were al.o r copied 

nth a po1ar.old .camera and· polaroid tUm., Thls' :was done 

.. ~ tho~t any further' eDlarg,ment or the 'phQtQDlicr;ogr.ph, and , . 
made it. po.aib~e tor all duplicate prints to b~ ~~de with 

~ .ame .prese'ialon controla of 'printing .• nd dev$loping as . ' 

t~ orlg1n~l~. However~ it w1l1 be noted that the dupli~.te, 

,( &s 'in 'all photographs 'pf photographsl do not' show some o.t 
the 'tln~ details which can be seen on the original photo-

microgr.aphs. 
The brig1n~ set of t~se photQl11icrog~aphs ot 

simUar. characters from both machines 1s attached to the 

original ot this affidavit and a set ?f the duplicates is 

att~ched to ,an executed carbon hereof. 

'I have not 1lldlcated whieh machine w~~ u8~d to 

'type these individual ch~8eters 1n Series A. Howeyer, 

,eaoh,ot the photographs ,1·8 identified by a numb~r and I 

have carefully. noted the machine used tor its typing and ' 

the ,document trom .hieb the detail was made in ls·code book 

whiCh is' in my p~sse •• ion, 
• 

;'!"t~r this experiment was made Mr. Lane suggested 

tbat I read the testlmoDJ given by the Governm~nt's expert, 
~ 

v~. Ramos C~ Feehan, in the second trial in the Hiss case, 
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~,1 r t . .. . ; .~ " ~. ' .' • • ;"t . 't " · jY ~.1.N1- " ") 
" " • 1 ' ·1· ... ';" " 11"f1 '''~ , .,J '" I)V~lI '" ,j : ' 

•

'. ',, : • • •• " .,'~ f' .: . t'I " " ~ ' . r • ~ .. - : ~ ~ .. 1 •• 

" r '\ " ""~' " ' "' ' : 1'1...r.:J!" • • i .. " , '~.' .' "" '_, II, '. '1' ' ' l.t .,~ ' I.~, ~,.. . 

• • I • , ~ 'II 
' . ... j : I . . 

~ .. J - Of " ,. ' ,:' ,- ' I 1°., " ~..t,',... ' 
' . .: , . '1 f '\* ", ... ' I ' ."~ : • 

, :r , :' " . ~ . s .' '#J I ' ''~ . , . 
. ... ~ \. ~ . • 01: , .. ~, ~ J \ ""r !'" . 

..... ' " . ; 1" ..... ' ,: .' J' ' 1ft .. ,,, •• ,,,, .• t' " 
• , . ,.'~ 1~ , : . ,. ~.' I' t 

, 1. Ii • . ~ . ;11 1 ''1~ ', ~ . ,,' 

' . .. ,.. , " .. .... .. '. " ... .. " <,<'. '. : ,,:,::.,; ;J .... '.' " ':: ~ '.,: " " 
... ~·;r.UI ........ i .. ,,,. til. ~·", .. I:Jtt\ .. ~W · . : ,' · , 

.. • f , . : "f • ' ... 1 C " .. . ': ~ ' . ' • j'" ~ J.. ,. ~ 

' ..... l!W h I ..... ~,,~ .. :-":~: '."2· i ...... _ .. . 
~ .a1~ II •• :· ..... till .. · ..... illdl' . ... _ ... . 

• . ' I 

t;'" _ ~ ........ bS,.. l...we '.~ -.: ....... :~.' ..... , 
o.PD1- $b&~.~"~_.' ... "-.......... · l'.~.~;tia· 
.~j.1rl\O ._)tit ... ........... o~ .. * .. ~ .,1-:-.:t~· · -, 

& • t: I . .. _ b,. 1rP • . ~ ....,.. ft .... .;....-t. t&w.\ . ......... 
:: .... ~ bat' b._ .~ ~. _ .u .1!'tb'" .... ':hIb. ' ... 

. '~ . .. • • , ~ ., , I 

Q1L ~"~~ .ap_s. .... Ja_ .w..u~i1. 
• ... " ' . ~ " # . • ~ , • • , r~ 

:DoW"ll:b .. '1n ~'1I1 ... hJ.l. "fl' ... po"",:.o .saD. 
: d"1.Ucma. ~, .... two ~ • . Qf ....... ,... • ..... Ml ..... . . . 

be eotalu.dH tP.t •• 1~le .. hi. bill --. ..... I' ltJ.,. 

ot»1nlon that •• I.aIaie"a , ...... 1n ........ ...,. ..... 

• 1Jdlar dn'l.tlona' tbaa' ~ 1;a' *14 .~ . ~ "'J'lh4 
r" .. . . . 

1» .t-at;u,. hi. _.t~ at \be- tJ«d. .,.. _1ft .... ~t 
. . 

lndl ... 14aal. ehaNo-te~ holt. .. ~ .. .-s.a ~ a. •• J. 

ar. Qea to 1l1.otrat •• r_. or the .~u.J- de.na,to.... , 
It' would b. -pOe,Soble ·to pl'*W'l4e, • ·.lld1u : •• '1-1 •• ~ 'alao." 

" ' . . . 
·e'Y.ry cha!'acte~ on ~ -..ehl'.a • 

.., ' . ... 

A ••.•• cond ,p~l". ,J(r ... ,. ,lADe •• _4 .. to ,..u • 
·a.tudy "or spect.en. rro.. the .~alb~ m •• .acmi_' -.ut~ to 

• + 

. coapare tb~. it ~.~~bl..,. -1'th .~ Or '~· PhotHOP~~. ~,t 
, 

th. .Ba1 tiliON Doo;u.u:ta :and 81.0 the pbOt()co,ua ot tbe 
I 

. 
ataa .doeuaetita .h1ch ".re ~.d •• a...rn..n.t .• 't".~... Poz-

th!s purp,08e :r .. aa styp lJhotoc.o:pl •• of· ·til. n.l~~' ..... 
. . 

•• nt • . dated Beriin. Feb. 12, '1936. ''''~1 •• l'ttb .• 16. '1938. . 

and ~.~i., Feb. ' 16 .• . 19)8. .1 ••• .tao .s!.-IJ photo4l~l •• t)t 

the tour .Hi.. doC~ent. _blah ... " 11 •• 4 ' •• ·Go ........ t , 

atandard •• 

certain kind, of d1:tt.J'eDC •• · .. JJld .W1~ltl ... 
, . . 

in a q~.tioned .docUJilent can b. 4t4u .. 4 n-o. • pb.c)~oP1 
of' the docuaent u •• d •••• tandax-d, 1 •• e:. All,1sr-_Dt. alanto , ~ 

8pa~lng, ~d po.itlon ot the . . 1ett.lIe, B01re .... ~. '1 'bell ••• 
Kisseloff-24352 
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~ _t ....... to .... ~ .'1iUl'~ .• ~ ,. .... 1 .,,--. 
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I • , 
4, I 

,~ 

. 1 .. _. ,.. .. ",1_ ... t.11"b& ct!tr.,..e ••• 
~ ,~ . 

7,.' •.• n · U _ '~,~ tn. the t,-petac. ·or tbe 
.......... t ·~. ·..-all ~UQt . ''''' bl.u, Qt _ 
~~ ·.r. tbi. 1.·'t~r 'brth. ,.~a11.4 Hi •• · .... s. • .;e ~lW~. no app.ar~t b"ak 1lt t.~ . 
........ r .~ ~. 1.~tf~ -..,. t~ in the bapr,lnt. 

· or ~b.1a l •• te .a..u hl the pho,tooop,. o~ ~ u. •.• t~ 
. ~ ~t.l~rogN.p~ 881"1 •• , B .... 1· •. 

. , ,e · ... 8 i. '. oa.pl.t. b~,,- 'in the, ".c~nc:le.r · o-r tM 
_bt .l..attti. ol'. the .. 11 let.ter .p. in about 90~ 
or ~ .~. Wb1ch. thl. letter ap~a.r. in the 
.... 1 •• -.. .. :bT the ~al1.d H~ • . _chine. The 
photooopl • .• . ot·the Sa. ~~uunt gl •• no lDCiioatlon. · ::w~. p".1.u1a:r de~loratlon in the' small le~tel' 

-. 
.. 

,8M. .pbo:to.iloroarapha, S.rl •• , B-.2. 

lD atmo.', .u or ~ 1:.p1'1n~ ot ·the letter _.Ii in 
ta. photocopy or the Hi ••. doctaent tho higheat 
~ 01" ~. lb~~ app •• rw to b. -r~er to the . 
~1P,t " ' .• 11gb..~lY c11t~erent in shape than the 
..-z.e ~4 looP. or the -U letter -m'" in the 
*a.p1 •• : tJP8d b7 '=tb* .o-called. His. machine., 

s. •. phot4B1cl'Ographal Seri.es B-3. 
u. !lw 1.el- -xelght . •• rlph ot the .. 11 lette;r "u"' 

appears to be horl~ontal 1n almost a third of the 
~~. ·Wb1~hthl.· x.tt.~ appears in the photoCQPY 
o£ the! m.. ,doeUlilentj whll.e ' 1"t appears to be ,con ... 
·1I1.tent1y .slanted -downward at an angl_ ill the 
~rtat. ot thia 1.~t.r made by the .so-called Hiss 
...,hiM. '!he attacbmeilt or thia lower. rl~ht' seriph 
to tl1 .. ·1ft.in elem$nt or 1;h.& letter appears! abnormal 
til th~ .o-c&11ad' lIia. machine. Th~ pl·lnting aut-tace 

'o~ ~18 .~r1ph aeema to be .et on * lo.or leTal 
than the 'tJpe;raee or the. Nst ot the letter. The 
upper serlpha ot 1;bia ~ett$r alao ot'ten ~pJ)e.r 
.lanted at a dltt.~ent angle in .the impr1~ts of 
-thill' letter in t~ Hiss ,dOCUIlent :tram tho.e made b,. 
the ao-called Hl..machlD&. . 

s •• Photomicrograph., Series ~~4. 

•• !'he afriph a.t the .root o~ the tenn1nal el_an t of ,be amall. 1.·1;1?er -4- 1a .. nltest horizontally, 
appaftntl.,. at ~1 length#., in about a th1:rd of the 
1mpl'in.t.· or this 1etter' in the. Hiss document. This 
•• ~lph-at th. -root ot'the right side of the letter -ct- 1. manlfe.t onl,- occasionally. and then very 
.hort In length, in, the 1mprin~8 of thi~ letter 
tQun¢ in the samples typed by the so-called Hiss 
m,achine. ' 

, . S't!J. 'photom1erog~aphs, Serie s B-5. 
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. 6b •• n.ll .... ou14· .. _" .~._ It t -" b • ,..1"_ 
t~ .xa1'M' ~ o-rllbal .. J( •• t.~ ~ ·tlwal4 M4 ~~ ht. 

.:QI'b1q ~ .1Jd1.~ a.na,tOQ; .. _\10 ... .,. _. ,. .... 

on tt. photocGP7 or- the lIi ... 400 ...... Mob. ... ~ 0Jl1, 0_ , 
ot tho •• ;f1u-.n~d tic ..... ~, .~ •• o1.~ .1I01*P pbotoeOP7 

~o." .. t01lUlt. ~ uae; or. I .••• ~ .t::l1-.~ 'b .s.YlatlODt. 

I de8Crlb.d .top .QIle ·ot 1Ir. ·"'ebiml ••• e ,.xampl ....... llOt 

coi1a1 .... nt throUPUt thia .b11darc1. ~. ·or- b' uTl.t.iona 

, YeN ttot OOQ1.t~t .toJ!' OTelt' ~h1~,.r .c,en\ o~· .~ u... 
the le.tt.r •••. uaed.o t"al' •• .••• .PPP.'ellt. ~, th1a 

I • 

. . 
'. -

'" 

Sworn 'to '1i.f'oN· .. tb1a 

.2!i!!. dar of: JI!!lIlu'T. ,S2. . 
, :2l.tMjtW./rt:!Qw-xq 

MAItGAREr L IUItW . 
IkUrY Publit for the Stfteof NewM 

Qualified in New V.k ~ 
No. 31·~15250 . 

Cei1S. Filed with C:). CI!G., Kinl' ~ 
RoeklaolJ and \//lt l1 Clh R~~ s. N.Y. and ' 

CoIO 'oli','inE, ,,,\ "llfctl3O,1953 

.' . . 
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SECOND SUPPLEKIDITAL AFFIDAVIT OF CHESTEn T. LANE 
IN SUPPORT of 110T1011 FOR !fE-Ii TRIAt . 

ON GROUnD OF nEWLY DI!wovEt~w l:iVIDEilcE 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

SOUTHSRlJ DIS rRICT OF NEli YORK 

- - -- - - - - -- - -- - - - -
IDTIT}t:!D STATES OF AM -:RICA, 

• .. 

.. • I 
-a£ainst-

ALGER EISS, 
• • Criminal ;fo. C42 J-40, 

Defendant. 
.. 
• 

.. .. 
- ~ - - - ~ -- - - - - - - -

~ 'f;\TE OF :i'E"AT ""[(,RK . ) 
: ss.: 

CO-J~TT~: O;"? !F~-t{ lURK ) 

CR . ;S~rER T .. U'I1IE, bei~ d--ly s~orn, c:cposes ancl. says: 

I a:n an attorne7; at law, a 'r.ember of the firi.',l of ::'eer, ! 
Ric ....... arcis, Lane .... Haller, attorneys for ~.l::er ~iis,s, tile 

defenaant here in, anu a.'1l in charGe of this case for my firm. : 

This is my second supplemental af,fidavit in Bil.pport of the 

d9felldant's pendinp: 7"'otlo11 for a. new trIal on ·tile f round of . 
I 
I 

ne'Nly discovered. evidence under Rule 33 of the "Jeaeral Rules, 
I . II ! of Criminal Procedure. Kisseloff-24357 

·1 

II 
II 
I 
I 

!IRE BALTnmRE DOCUM:t5~TS 

The t:.a.-nnin3 evio.ence in this case--t:1e evidence wi th-

out w_lic.ll there \'loald have been no case worth cO~1siderinL-- , 

was t~e so-called ':alti 'ore Documents. rhese f'o'lr s::1all 

. 
I 
I 
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action which Alger Hiss had brought against htm tn the 

federal court in Baltimore. They were part, he said, ot 

the rrults or an espionage ope~tion in which he ~nd Alger 

H1ss had been engaged together rrom 1934 to 19~8. The 

handwritten notes (Baltimore Document. 1-4) were apparently 

in Alger Hiss's handwriting, and Alger, he clatmed, had giv­

en tnen to him; the typewritten pages (Baltimo~e Documents 

5-47) he ss,id hag, been typed by Priscill.a lilsa for Alser. 

on the 1'amily typewriter from state Department docume~ts 

. Al:;er had brought home overnight for the purpo.$e. The 

defense conceded Alger Hiss's hnndwrit.1ng on the rour small 

nemoranda, and did not contest the Govern.'11el'lt' ~ expert testi'; 

:r:ony that ti.!.e typed si."leets hA.d been typed on the same machine 

as had been used for the so-called Hies Standa~ds--letters, 

etc., unquestionably writt~n on the Hiss famil., typewriter 

1'rom 1931 to 193i. 

There was, of course, other evidenoe. T~ere were the 

two developed mioro.film strips that Hous'e Co~jlttee investi­

r,ators found, wrapped one ip. another in wax paper, ° in the' 
, 

hollowed out pumpkin to whion Chambers led the~ at his 

:lest~linster, i;~aryland, farm on Deoember 2, 1 94{3' (H. 703-9, 

713) • Ea.C~l of t":le .fi.fty-eight frames in the two strips 

was a t)!iotosrapned paGs of an oriGi~al state Departrll.ent 

t~ocu:nelnt. These iiilcrofilms W€ll"O raelodrame.ticajlly ef1'eotiv,e; 

documents of state, found at ni;:::ht by Concressitonal investi­

Ga tors in a pumpkin pa tc ... 1., presen ted such an eocc i tins in­

concraity that all of Chambers's "proofs" of hits charge, 

inc1udinc the t:"Ped nnd handwri tten sheets he produced ~ 

tbe Dalt'i l'lOre libel suit, became popularly and: inaocurately 

-2- Kisseloff-24358 
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known as the "Pumpkin papers". But intrinsically, and 

evidentially, the m~crofil~ strips were insignificant. 

There was only Chambers's word for it that tne or~ginals 

which were photographed had come to.him from Alger Hiss. 

Ten frames (coverin3 Bal~i!nore Exhibits 54 and 55·) were 

photographs of co~ies of three state Department cables 

which had passed, through Alger His s. s offic'e and been 

initialled b:.:r him. The other fOl·ty-eir;ht vlere photOGraphs .. 

of a group of papers related to a proposed trade .aGreement 

with Gel"l1lany; 'elle s'"..1.bject matter fell in the province of 

Al~er niss and his c~liei", Assistant Secretary Sayre, but 

the particular copies ilhotoSl'a ... Jhed were not the onas which 

would normally h~ve eone through the Hiss-Sayre office (see 

Defendant's Brief on Appeal, pp •. 14-20). The ~lcrofllm8 by 

themselves would have been negligible as proof t~at Alger 

Hiss was giving out stat~ Department secreta; they were 

important only as the c.ap8tone of the edif'lce which Chamber. 

h~d started to build with the typed ~altimore Documen~8. 

There was the typewrIter, too.. In ttry rirs~ and second 

affidavits in support of this motion I have spoken of how 

the Government used the typewrit~r aa dramatic v~sUQl ev1-

p,ence of Hi~s f s gull t--even though t11e Govermnent made no 

effort at the trials to show that this particular typewriter 

in evidence (Woodstock i~~r230099) lIyas the oI·iG.1nal. Hiss 

typewriter. The typewriter '-IaS awfully effective. 

And there was Edith };lurray--the .-:1ysterious maid kept 

under wraps by the Gove~~en~ until the last day of the 

aecond trial, when the defense would have no cha~ce to find 

out, and show the jury, U'b:ether what she said wa~ truth, 

or imagination, or dis'torted recollection. Eliitb. I1iurray 
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said she had seen the Hisses and the Chamberses vieit. 

together fourteen years earlier; she said she ~aw Alger 

at Cha..--nbers's home for three or tour minutes, Q~ce" tl1at 

long aBo, and certainly remembered him. She w~s effective, 

too. 

3ut these evidences were only effective because they 

tended to coni"iMt Chambers's basic proof's, fIle Baltimore I 

Documents--the typed 8:lQ .l.12,ndwri tten docU!:1ents t:Ult Cha..~bers I 
finall~" :)'J.t '.l.p at tile libel suit d.eposi t:ton hea;rin~ inl 
Eal ti~ore. H2.J.l.dwri ttcn no tes 1 V(S ::.'81 timore :10CUI:1ents 1-4 
mi,3ht ens:''..ly have been stolen off sO.leone' s d.esk, or out of 

sor:eone 's wastebasket; bu t ~1l6 t~ pewri ttSIl sl.!. ets '1lere r-eally 

important. ThcJr seemed to have b~en typed on t J19 hiss farl11ly 

typewriter--tile Oi.1.e l'r·iscilla had been ziven by her fa.t~1.er 

in 1932 or 1933 a~1d W_tlich she a~"1d ~_li3er had certainly had 

around until late 1937 or earl:' 1933! 1:he 2-overunent- expert 

I said tl.e:l had been. ? l16 defense hE! d. no proof :t.la t t':l6;:' had 

. not heen. 'rho jur ol-.~viousl;T concluded tha t th~~r had been, 

and t'I)Y' that reason cO!1vic ted Alcer r:iss. , 
J 1[~' earlier af ficlavj ts in sU9f>0rt of t:.i.is ; ,~otlvn ~ : E'_ ve 

II . 1(1(,0,'1 t at len':t ,lit:. tna t:-pe\'!riter. I .uav·e s ~91m t:J.at 

I CLa::-:lbers co ;tld n~ve c~·ec. ted a fa ke t7ipeWl"i te:;." t ~ for:o ·.d s 

: T)altj.~ore ':·c,ci.Ui.cn-::e '. ; :it:-i, .oLd. LIO!! .. : e could have dO!'l0 so. I 
I 
l"ave o ::':'ered proof :lot o!lly t )-:at ti~e !:!ac:line in evidence, 

~ 

writer, h·'t t:1Clt it is itself a deliberately faclrlcated 

rn.aciline--Ieavi 1'" no posslble inferenc3 but thu t t4_0 ty[Jed 

I. 
I Fal timore Docu"nenLs are forceries. I h ave tend~red evidence 

I tha t Edi tIl : '':lrraj' , 3 recollec tion is, to sF!-Y the 1-:l8st" un-
! 
tru9 twort~1.Y J p."ld t.i"lP.. t Chambe "9 hims'elf nad Gone into hiding 
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from the Co~unist Party weeks before the dates. or many ot 

the state Department documents which he claimea Alger had 

had copied for him on the iYood~ tock. My . earl1-.,r affidavits' 

e.re~ I believe, compulsive towards the granting of a new 

trial. 

But in those earlier affidavits I could ~ot present 

proofs based upon study of the Baltimore Docum~nts them­

selves. The defense had photographs or some or them; but 

these had been taken e8l!'ly in the case, before my experiments 

had exposed the tec:i.niques by which forgery by typewriter 

could. be--and i~ this case undoubtedly was--ac~omplished. I 

had asked the Gover:nment for access to the ori~inals for 

expert examination and photography, as well as for testing 

of their paper content and condition. My requ$st had been 

refused, and in my first supplemental affidavit I gave l?-otiCE 

that at the hearinG on the motion I would move in open court 

for an order allQwine :me to make su.ch an exall1i~tion. 

After my first supplemental affi( .. avi t wa$ filed, the 

United states Attorney asked ide to consent to '~n adj,ournment 
• 

' of t~le hearing on the ,~round that he needed more time to 

study the affidavit and its supportinG ula-ceriaJ,.. I said I 

had no ob jec tiol1, but felt tllat .r should not b~ requ11"ed to 

defer ny subsidiary motion for leave to exal'llinQ the 

orir;inal docunents. I su··rested that ' we take 1;>oth points 
'. oJ Kisseloff-24361 
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At our conference with Judge Goddard 1n ¢hambers on. 

1!arch 21st a new time sched1.1le Vias sat for the hearing of y . 
the motio!l_ a::d ti~e United ~tate3 Attorne:r wj.thdr~w his 

objoc tion to LlJ" requested eX81:'Linatiop.. The documents were 

accordincly proeuced ~t ~y request in Boston o~ April 1st, 

an~under continuous ?EI supervision and subject to reason-

able li:!<1itatio!ls as to fforkinc; hours, were made: available 

to ny experts ~h\3n and how they were needeci, fo:r 8 period 

of. Po .little over tw:> weeks. I ~ommend the coop:eration with 

which toth the United scates Attorney and the FiBr carried 

out the spirit of the agree~ent under wnich the documents 
Sf 

Here to be made available for examination. 

1/ 'Tile motion W3Q originally made on January 24, 1952. re­
turnable for hearing on February 4, 1952, the n~,xt regular 
available criminal moti9n day. I 'consented to ~n adjournment 
to February 25th, and later a conference was he~d with Judge 
Goddard in c:lambers on the United states Attorn~yl B request 
for a rurther adjou~me~t. At this conference, on February 
19th. the ijlotion \~as se,t down for argument on April 8th, the 
Government's counter-a£fldavlts to be filed and served on 
llarch 24th, and memorar .. da · of law to be filed ang exchange on 
March 31st. 

At the conference l':lentioned 'in the text, at which the 
United stutes Attorney withdrew his objection tQ my proposed 
examination of the docu,'llent's. he requested that he be given 
not less than four weeks an which to answer such further 
supplemental afi'ldavi ts as I :;,i::h t rile as a ro 31J1 t of' the 
e:{ar:lino.tion, as well as my earli,er affip.avits. This arrange­
ment was acceptable to ~e a~d ~as approve~ by J~dse Goddard, 
and at & furtlJ.er conference in cha.'1lbers on ~!arc4 31st, after 
r had had an opportunity to consult with my ,experts, the 
dates wer~ sat as follows: 

?urther affiJavits in support, 
of motion 

Government t 3 countel~-a1'fid&vi ts 
Interchange of memoranda of law 
Hearl~3 on motion 

J\'Pril 21 
May 19 
May 26 
June 2. 

, y Three subs idi ary roque s ts I lUade 0 r the Un! t :ed S ta te s 
Attorney were refused by him on what seemed to me to be 
uqnecessarily tee~ical grounds. These will be ~entioned 
below. 
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RESULTS OF THE EXA11INATION OF THE DOCUMENTS 

This, my second supplemental a~fidavit; deals wIth 

the results of the eJrrunlnation of the documents. 'file exam-
ination has been I':OSt fruitful. I believe that it leaves 

Back1round: Chambers's stOry of ·the 
Or gin a·d History of the Document~ 

As I havo saia, Priscilla 1a88 was supposed to hav'3 

typed the doc.uments on the family machine, as Al,'3er was no 

typist.. AccordinG to Cl1a.llbers' s story, "CLe opd~_nar:} .. ;lan 

was to have Alger brine' llome oric:il1.;:1 , ... ocuMants overni,).J.t:.. 

II so that Priscilla could ",""e t;-ped cop19. or s""",,frIes. 

, Every ten days or L\1O weeks C: ... aJ:lbers woald co':w arOl1!ld to 

pic;1{ u.? tr .. e t:"ped material, 

; 1\1-a1" ill ).J.t iw.ve :'>r01.1.'::lt ,:,~o:'1e 0'1 tJ:a),t- pal"ticJ.laY' C<'\.·:-. 
" 

I! C;lani.:.e.L'S wo ..tId ta:..:e t.~e co:;>ies and ori.:-:inals to 7n.1 ti~ora 
.' . ~ i 
\ that !li~.":.I.t~ to ~lave ·th.em .):lOto'-:ro.i):lGdj lat~n~ th$ as:'0 nl.;ht 

I
i :le \Voulci cone back too 7ashLl:·ton :m" l'etur,' t;,e orl, InnIs 

ito ".l:cr. I't3 Jc7ped co?ies or S'.l?~t:·arie~ ,110 wO . .lJ.d 'c;urn. 
"I 
I 

!I ;"or so:ne reason never yet convincirl-:;ly e·XI.:le.ll1ed, 
Ii 
( the Cl'OP of tjpeC: papers 1.Vhic~l Chambers produceq. in FJaltLuore ' 

I ; he kept, instea< of burllin,; t,~em. Be broke with tile Part:!, 
I 

j: and abandoned .'.i~ dOCUUlent cOl1spiracj J around. Aprll 15, 1933 •. 
:1 
\; Ti.-.Le papl?rs which e hac';. kept, instead of l..t1.rninf':, he put 
II I 

: into an envelope, wolich he gave for s~fekeepin:; to ~lis wife' 81 

"I 
I. nenhew iat!'lsn Levine, in ~:aJ or ,rune 0:: that year. Levine 
) f ... , -

L 
'; pu.t t~lC envelope in ar.. old dumbwai tar s ... laft in .:.lis "1lothor t s 
i-
l' house 1n '?rookl~'11, a:'lQ !'or. 'ot about it. :'113 l.Lad no idea 
\: 
I what was in it • 
. 1 Kisseloff-24363 
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There the documents are said to have re8t~d ror more 

than ten years. On November 4, 1948, at the deposition hea.r­

inc; in Baltimore", Chambers \las asked to produce any correa-" 

pondence or ot~er papers" that he miGht have reee~ved £rom 

any member of the Hiss family. He produced non~ the next 

I day, a.nd tl\16 hearin~ was adjourned. It was resWiled on 

November 16 for testimony by Mrs. Chambers. On the follow-

inf!, day Chambers res:?peared" with the doc1..tments. Now, for 

the firs t ti:rre in his ~11any official stories, ,~le asserted 

that t.le 'conspiracy had actually invol '~ed the c9Pying of 

official ;;ta te Depart",1Jent papers. He told 1:011 >e had ;r-ecol-

Ilected t.:.:.e E:xis'\;ence 01' trJ."l envelope t:ll=l.t he hna :~!.ven so 

l'lan:.r ;.-ears be -('ore tc 1::.:' 1~ ,('.'1 Levi 'YlE!; hc:>w he had asko(i Levine 

I ~ or it; .')w thc"\T ~~c"c.: ':~'~e tOGet,~er on ',;ovembex' ~LI.th to the 

!illJuse in Frool.{l:-n and TJGvi.~le _.l.ad pulled the dust-encrusted. 
! 
ior.velope out ()I' t;-.f-) dWlliJwaite"':' S 1;::':['" 8.111.1 r:i~e\~ it to .!.dm; 

~ !.!.o·"" e ~.\?d opene~ i t 1~~t idmself in tne kl tC,~len.t while Lavine 

I wu~ cleaninG J.p t1-).e dust; th:?t 11aa. fallen on th.e floor; and 

I how ':!0 was £lI~s.?ed at findin,v: that the envelope :contalned 
I ~ I tlF! f:e t:,. fJewr·i tten sheets, wJ .• icl"J. he llad 1'or:.;otte:n all about. 
I 

I I ThcHe 
i 

::i·tl ... t:16 typewritten sheets \Vere other th,lngs, he s~id. 

wer'e the snort handwI'i t ten roemors'1da. 11here \1ere some 

; 7tellow shE.O ts supposedly in the hano.wri tin~~ of Harrj Dexter 

~lite. Tlwre were two str~ps of developed mic~ofilm, and 

: three cylinders of microfilm, unaeveloped. ~nQ, according 
I I 'Lo CJ.J.artllJGrS t s article in t; .. e 3atUl'd!l~ ~venin~: ..t'ost for April 
~ .! 19~~2, t ,lore ,",ea e I' one cr' tvlO smaller :!- te ·~s of. r,lO particular 

I, iy.~po ~o tanc e " • 

I, -------.-----
·1. Y 'rids accoun1J 110CO ;:".sarll~l tel..- ~copeB Clla.:'::tbe~e'o Y8.rj'-ing 
Ii stories ill t . .l.O J~,a~ti·. '1:'0 .... eposition l~wurinG~ t!116 f'lrst and 
,! seCOHt\. Ll:'ials, ana. l!J.3 Saturua:y ;iveriPl:: L'OS'C a:-ticles. 
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Nat.t.~n Levine !:1!lde clear, !l~~d Chambers ha!$ repeatedLy 

made elea:;," for 1:.i:n, t!1at Leviae never knew what went into 

the envelope, 8;}d ji.e'Jer :Ja~ what C8!ne out of it. lie knew 

on.ly tha. t ::e ~lad pn t , i t in t h e dumbwai tar shaft for ' 

Crlari1bers In 1933; t::'at lole had gotten 'it out for him ill 

October, 194) (en cross-exa:nin.ation he corrected this to 

lfoV9mber 14, 19~1); tnat it waa sealed; and tha-q it was 
W 

bulky. 

The hand~ritten ~~d typ3written papers Ch~mbers pro-

ducoti in I!~~l tl..101'O trlree d!lJ S 1s:t3I', on rovembSl' 17th. The 

developed !llicrofilrl l'LO ,did notj he held it for- 4~.I.a :Llouse 

Committee, hidden in the pU..tilpJdn. Why, if ~~ r~ally round 
$/ 

the .... l all to.1e'l.her in tho envelo~e, 1~ still a. mY:Jtery. 

bI ~.eo Lovine r s testimony at H. 726-731; also his t3stl­
mony on Dece'41ber 10, 194J, before the House Comm;ittae. 

r5/ As in so mllny ether respects, Chambers iLea IiUlde a 
belatf-d l\tte ,:lpt in 11:'s naturda;;- Evening Post art.icle:! to 
plUb t·'lis particular' hole in. his story. :iiyst.icEI,lly, he 
explains that If the L"Leaning of the pumpkin" is nthe hee.r.t 
meaning of the casan , and t.nat ila was "move':: by So ~ub­
conscious il1tuiti~l1'fto put i;ile microfilms in it. (Satur­
Cay "c:vo:'1.inr,.; Post, April ;;. 19~2, p. 72). Gtrsl1coly 
enoueh. ovon thi3 explanation deals only with the ,three 
cylinders of' undeveloped. micl'ofil:n; for ·Lis <1eo1:oio11 
"on tho ltH"cl of consciousness" was to divic:.e' ti:.\.o ev idence 
"L~ order to try to find out what was on tho 1;.no,~voloped 
film M (ibic .• ). Thore Is still no explanation ot his 
failure to produce the developed fill'l1 in. , Ba.l timore. 
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Foreground: What the Doc'lDlent~ 
Themselves Show 

If Chambers is telling the truth, ~the typed Ealtimore 

Documents must havo been typed by one person (Priscilla 
. . !y 

Hiss), on one typewriter (the Hiss family ;loodstPck), 

currently over the three m:)nths period represent~.d by the 

de.tes of the underlying ~.te.te Department docum.ents (Janu­

ary 5, to April 1, 1938). They must have been k~pt together 

in one envelope, a specific envelope, for ten years, over ' 

a disused dumbwaiter in Brooklyn. They must hav~ rested 

there., in that envelope, with three cylinders of w1developed 

microtil~ and a "little spool of developed film (actually 
11 

two strlps)lf, as well ns witl1 the "101'l:: r!er:1O ,")!1 ~'ellow 

foolscap in the hand\fritin:~ of Harry Dexter .Vnit$ La~ 

one or two snaller i te::ls of no particular ir:lportance. n 

y ~ ,al timore 1.0, a precis of a lon!.; ',j' lJr ::epn.rt!re!.1t. rn:p 
, report routed. to ~T. Ha!;:ilton, or th(. '~'ar ~~astern lJivision 

of tUG ~tate vepart~,1ent, 1;,&5 o~··vlouslj :lot wri ~ten on' the 
sar.1e typewriter a.s h .. e others, 3110. the uovern.'I1lent rwde no 
contontion tllat it was ' (:1. 10<)7-1101); bl1t .... hamcers s'till 
pI·esSec. ~J.is recollection: "1 celievo il1:-;er hiss ~ave me 
that paper". (a. 6.55, 'CO!ltrast R. 532). '-

I 11 This particular description comes fror::. pa,;~e 136 of an 

I advance c0.9:;'" of Chambers's apoloGi~, ";':i tness 11, s...lortly to 

I 
be published. liis April 5, 1952, article in t:le <:.aturday 
Evening .(lost speaks of It two strips of (,.eveloped microfilm". 

I His second tr:lal testi 'f,ony (H. 292) em9nasizes tb. nt while the 
I undeveloped til::1 Vias i:'1 cylinc.ers, tl:..e developed film was 

not. ',hen'~ ·e.~t Ar.oe11 of the JilI ... r reached in .ancl fOlli"'1.d It 
in tne ~:re"3'1. '[nunpkln on lJoce.uber 2, 1943 (or when Chambers 
"took O'.lt t i le documents and r ... anc..ea tlle:.! o'lor" --wnichever nay 
be the fact--see R. 709-714; ~. 29$), tney were qti11 not in 
cylinders; accordin: to A:.:ent Appell, the:.r \-Ie:'e I!\"lra~ped one 
in a !lother', wrapp0d in wax paper". 

2j TJ:is clescrip~ion is from his i -1)ril ~, 1';52, saturc..ay 
;;:Venin.r- Post art:cle. l'! ... e text of tho "meno 011 :'"0110\'/ fool­
scap" ascl"il:.ed t:) Larr:r '::exter '{Lite \Vas read Int.o the 
Con~ressional Jecord for January 30, 1950, by ~e~lesentative 

I :Iixon" ~·H .. c.le rner:1orandum ,'las ti.lere describea as consistinc 
of ei~>lt pap.:es. 
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" I atts.ch affidavits. of experts who have alt' 'l-sat ~d 

an opportunity to examine and anaiyzethe origibals of: -t~e' 
Baltimo;~ Doeuments and the Hiss "standards. ,eIr qualIf"1-

cation.s have be~n set olit. before,' in my earl-ie7i af1.'id~vlti! 
I 

e.ne. i'l1 ·their affidavits which I annexed to mlneie Mrs. 

, ~velyn s. Ehrllc~ is an expert in the use o~ pHo.tomiero­

~raphy to detect prlntinc, rorgeries. Miss E~i~abeth 
I ' 

:"cGarthy 1s an expert in ,the e::crunination or quei ~tiO'D,ed 

document,s, ~la..tld·J.rrltten a\1d typewritten. Dr. D,niel Pe, 
I 

lTo!":"an '.!.c an expert in physical and chemical artl:rs18 of. 

paper., metals and other il':.~ter1als. $.1.ey heve' ~xam~ed ·t~e ' 
Ealtimorc Docmnents, separately, according to ~lheir ~avaral 
expertn-;:sses. They have recorded their findinds in their 

affid'avits, 'which; I number .> 

I 
I 

Exhibi t 23-I:' Elitabeth llieCsIithy 
Exhibit 23-11: Evelyn S. ~~l~ch 
E~libit 23-1I1: Daniel P. NOl~dn 

(1 .' ! n Tne7'~ fine.,. ,and will testify at a lle\'~ triall,!' 

1):, ~r 1. T:.lS b t"e Baltimore Docullients "ere not typed by 

J
. r1r,.: >. Y one' person, but b~~ two,. and pl"'obably l~lore, and' that' there-

If'OI GharJberssaij.o£.e did. (Exhl"it 25-I) 1 

~ ~~Y' "" fore .21"iscilla :li8s ca~lnot nav·c typed a'll of tl1er.l, as ', ' 

\ )J tv4"" \1 I ' , ~ P I 2. "fi'lat Pl"iscllla ,:!1ss ~5.d ~10t type any 101' -the 
:~~v : 
T'" Foal tl:nore DoctUuents. 'O£7";li01 t 28-I) 

" 

2~i.cllln no~'Al:er rri~ 1 made • 

on thH :2,al timore Documents e- (Exhibit 

3. I'.':la t ne 1 the!' 

correcti'Jns 

4. That the I!s.lti1110l:'0 LOCU1(i.Un. ts, physically ' ob-

;' served, 1'all into two ca.t~c;oriE>s 
- ! 

0':: sizo, one of Which is' 
• I 

mado up .of SLwets apparent.l:! C\lt down to a. par~icu+a.rsize' 
,! : 

-11;" 
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(approximately 8" x lOQIt) after the typing had been done, 
J/ 

[but before the penciled corrections viel's'made. <.mxhibit 28-

III) 
5. f~hat the same two categorIes show such different 

chal'tacterintics of aeinE and discoloration that t4ey cannot 

have been stored together for ten yeal's in a single envelope, 

and therefore cannot all have been kept in the envelope 

which Chambers recovered from the dumbwaiter. (~ibit 28-111 

6. That the envelope iIi which Chambers said the docu­

ments had been kept i,s most peculiar in itself; l~s observa­

ble stains, coth outside and in, and the condition of its 

flap, and of the two parts of the label which pre$umably 

onc~ sealed it, pose 'questions which defy logic'al explana­

tion. (Exhibit 28-11I, especially illustrative Figures 5, 

6 and 7). 
7. That none of the Baltimore Documents ca~ have' 

been kept in that envelope; they are devoid of th~ stains 

and pressure marks which they WQ'lud have had to show if 

they had been in the envelope. (Exhibit 28-111) 

8. That t~e absence of stains and pressure marks on 

the Bel ti.11lore Doctunents carLnot be exp,lained by 'the presence 

2l Spectrographic analysis of the typewriter in~ at the 
edges of the pages which were cut off in the middle of 
line-end letters might have enabled us to prove more effec­
tively that the cuttlnr, was done after the typing. The 
Government would not let, us make the excisions, ne:cessary 
for this analysis. 
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or other protective 

have held all these 

material, since the env~!o~e could not 
19I_ 

&ud the microfilms- too. . (Exhibit 28-

III) 

9. ~lat the Baltimore Documents are a tr1cIDr set of , .J 

papers, typed on a Ir.e.chine, or mElcb.inos, clos~ly' res6::J.blinc· 

the orir:inal IIiss l'Uachine, but witl~ miscellaneotl.s1J clit'fer-

ent typewri tel" ri':>bons and faked t::--po !~l"aphical errors, 

plainly degi~ned to confuse. (E~libits 23-1, ·25-11 and.2S-

III) 

10. ?hat tf-le t,?pc'::l"i tar in evi<':e.!.1.ce ('Noo~~s tock 

,;/!T230099) \~as certai"1ly not the original Hiss ma!chine, 

a1 though it probably \'Tas the ~le.chjne :;:;tada to fo!'ee the 

EaltL~ore DocQ~ents. (~7~ibits 28-I1 and 2S-III) 

In snort, the typecl ns.lti!·ore Docu.llents Vle;r.e not 

typed b-} Priscilla riiss. or by an:r one porsl)n. ·,rile.)" \-Jere 

not l:;iven to Cnambers by Ur~er Hiss. The.y were not pu_t 

in t.l.le envelope and kept in. the dur.1bt'l:li tor .tor t¢n long 

year s. T.l.ley are an in~enlou '3 net. . f' !'or~eries. 

co~rcLJS IOU 

After ell ill;' investi.:ation, I still d'o Ll0t ltnow 

exactly what C~J.aw.bers did, or Low J~e did it, or exactly 

what :1otivnted Hi::, to i'ra:'10 ."l r-ar :Iisn. 30-1e Si :"~lS point 
- , 

10/ I have !:1yself 0xa:-:lineci t:.~ .?n"Jelof,l6, ai-L£l ~eG,l1 in it 
narkiilLs w~ic.u r.1i '-:ht '· .... 1311 havo bsen ,:uide by the cylinders of 
tmdeveloped !Idcrof'il~. 'fhere is a:-~otber markin~', made ap­
pare~tly b::- ·J.,he presAnce oJ: a squarisn box or carton, =:pp:r'OX-1 
imately 3" x 3". T;ds :nar1:, fro1;; lLs snape and si.ze. cannot I 
be tho Mnr!{ of ChB.lTll)f.3rs' s nl~ ~ tl~ spoo~ of developod filmll; I 
Bi1d there.fore even tILe tfpurll~K~.L1 rspe .. :s' microfilm rr.ay wol1 
not have heen iIi t ,u8 envelope. unfortunately, the United 
states AttorneY' would not· permit us to split the envelope so 
tbat '{ie coule. demonstrate I?boto ~;raphlcally the inlterior . 
markings and stains~ The 7J!lited states Attor:'ley would {!Ot. 
elther, let us see the 3 paGes of "foolscap" on t He cround 
that it had not been formally admitted aS'an exhibit at the 
trial--even though it had been produced in court, and its 
text has sin~e been made public by Representative Nixon in 
the Consressional Record. . aheti.l.er or not tIle foolscap shows 
staln~ or pressure, marks, it could not J.iave adequ~tely pro-
tected the Baltimore Documents,. Kisseloff-24369 
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to the conclusion that, though hia pe~sonal' ~nt~rest ma7 

have been largely to protect hims~l~ in the libel suit, 

the availability to him of the means for such flalr-protec­

t,ion may have been part of a much lal'ger scheme" involving 

other people, and far larGer objectives tl1an the mere 

framinp, of Alr:er Hiss. This, however, is specuJ;.atlon. 

For purposes of this ''!lotion it ~~ould be enoueh that I 

present proo~ that every inportant point of tho ~over~iment's 

case at the trials is vlllnarable. Chambers was the Govern-

men t 's wi tne s s, its only real vii tne s s; and eva rythlng 

that i.l~' said, or did, or said he did, is tainted with 

fraud and forcery. The Government may present ~vidence 

to countervail some or my proffered proofs; if ~o, that 

''I'ill create issues: Those btsues should he eonf3idered. anew, 

by a jury. ~'/herever the truth may ultima tely b~ found, 

jin all its details, we have surely borne the burden 

of s ,1owil1[! that on the proofs that went before the last 

jtU'~.,. a crave .Jiscarria[;o or justice has oceurre!:1. . :'le 

SilO:ll<i be, riven a chance to r,ectlf'y this at a new trial. 

Sworn to before ~e this 
Kisseloff-24370 
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cormty OF SUFFOLK 

ehuQp.tts. on oath d."P09<11 am! 8SY.: 

I r~sld~ ~t 16 Portar at~~~t and hnVp. an otflcp. at 40 

Court Strept, both !n said B08tOft. 

I Qnt B. qua~ tried ~Y.J\mtnfll' of qu~etion~ aoctDIen1:e. I 

hnY" ~tpted mT qualificatlon. itt 'ht" r~lJ":)ect 1n an atflday1' 

executed Januar,r 22, 1952J, tor tiling in oonneetlan with •• Gtion 

tor e. n~ trial of Alg~r Hies on 1ih~ ground o't nil'!w17 d18coyere4 

fW~denc~. 

, Ky e.rrldavlt of Jamts.!'1 22nd d&alt ".lth Ihe r~8ult" ttf 

an exper1~~nt being co~duot~d bf the at'orn~. t~:r Alger H18ft to 

determine the extent to whioh It would ~., pt)8tt!bie a' a practl,oal ' 

matter to build or a~pt a 'yPewrltQ.r wh1ch woul~ .0 near]~ 
'dupllcatf!, the tyPing ot anothlOl' lIaehine that qu.).ltl~ dO_lItm' 

~xatQ1npl", OOllpal"ing IJP~cl.,m'i\ ot tYl'!1ng trom th.., tVI"l _oh1n~., 

would be 'led b)' 01"41n&17 .. tandard. ot oOlppar1eon to oonclude 

tha.t only a single aachln ... had b~~ us~. 

When. I tll'et agrE"l!d ' to •• 81tt~ in the ~,l!r1llen', I to14 

Hr •. Lane, 1~~. Rlle'" attt}me~, that I d01lbt.,t1,.~ JJII1l8h1fheth~r 

8Uch 11 1Iach1n~ oould be Made, but that 1t ii .ould the knowle4«e 

th& t sueh R. thing was 'Poast bt.- vt)U1.d b@ flO l1!J'ortant '0 tit .. 
, 

prot~ss1on of docum~nt ~xam1ne:r8, a8 wp l1 a. to the Dublio At 

l11.rg~, that ;r thought. I w"'lld 'bp. do1np; Ii public '~J"Y1ee bJ !t1l!!1.'­

ins in th~ ~xp~r1ment. 

Aft my ~nrl1~r affidavit ehow8, Mr. Lan~'~ ~xp~~imp.nt, 1n 

t~rma ~f n~~o1ep. dUPlioation ht the typ1ng ot Qn~ maohin8 by 

8.nothe~, tllI.S r.ll%T1~ to e. pOint or ppI't raot1on whlch r had not 

Kisseloff-24371 
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l!Uppot!oo po •• 1ble. I 111ulttl'atft4 thte bY I!lttac~~.,g tn rttI aft!­

dQvl t 8pec 1ao.ne of tJplng t'l-0'I!t 'h~ ttJO l!'II\~h1n~ It. It ron1 b" th(;l t 

Gov,::lJ-nm~nt d()o~II~nt exarn.1n .... r8, Etpp!'oooh"n~ thp~~ It .. ,,, APtll! ",t 

apeompnfl! w1th the knowl('1dg~ that som(l! ot thptl lrlP:rc: tynpd on Ii 

m~ch1np dp11bprately rabr1e~t~d ~(} 9~ t~ pr~1uc~ 'typ'n~ r~~~bl1ng 

thnt ot anoth€r", maoh1ne, have bee~t'l.!; p of. th""l:r for ~~ .... ;arn1 T"~ t,:-pn 

ablo 'to (1ist 1 ngulshthp products of th~ tllO ms~ehl'np~; t=H3 or now, 

of c ou-r~w. I h~vp no ~/t.tY of know lntr ht:')w far thp-y m,f''Y h!<v p be>pn 

SUO()P.fH~tul in malt'n@; Fuch a d1p.t1net1ort. r dn.be1 1 p v"', howpv~' r, 
. . 

that tho exp~l"lr~nt ~IP!' c~!'r1..:>(l t" t' r..,tnt $',{) clo~'" to c-m,.,lpt p 

URPd ar, t~p ~tpn~~~ mpch'n Q ~n th~ pxp~rlH~nt nf tr.\1ing t~ 

Cl"rr.t ... ~ ';blnl1o;::.t r •. Ep. ~t\ 111 r!'> ¥mnt~ my C'i'J1n 1 f'\rI ::- q t" wh~thQl" . 

Kisseloff-24372 
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',,,hlah caee, o~ course, the IDl!lohlne would 'Deces.~tlJ be the eo­

cplled Hisl maohins--or whether more than one maohlne W •• Uled, ' 

~nd, if 80, hO"1 urlJ. 

I have never examined MI'. 1",&n. 's' so-oalled Hi'.! &&ohin., 

my work 1n oonneotion with tho· oonstruction or the duplioate 

hn.vlns:r been 11mi tat! to examination of !Specimens :ot typing trOll 

it a.nd frQm the duplioflte maoh1ne. 'Ho",e",,!', since the txperl •• nt 

'.n duplin~t1on 'fras tinlAhed and I lIlad~ my Januar;)' a.ttlda"lt ·.b~t 

1 t, I have :r~~v' ' )1". Dan1eJ. f~orm~ Ie atrl<lavit ot' I'1e.roh 7th in 

\o1h1oh hq' {tesorlbee, and il1uBtr~te~ the reetulte ot h1s pb,.1oal 

exct.mi n"::tt1on of the m·-achi ne, and the grounds for hi., oonolu.lon 

th~t it 1~ ~ deliber~tely slt6l"ed m~chine. I h~Ye made mJ 

t':'I:R.ffllnD.tion of the three sets or documents in t.J:\~ 11~~_ot· ~ 

knowlef\cm of Dr. ~ · oTm.9.n'~ tlnrlings, 1lJ.J well as I\Y own experienoe -in IJtudy1 n~ thp. typt 11&.1: rf!sul ta or a. maohine dell!b8ratel, ore,a.ted 
iOWU 4" ua .... 

possible. 
~ '2 = ' ft 

';:1 thout oonqlrletri ng the posslbl1i ty. of fo:rgery, I should 

h~! vc:] concluder'l, by all 8 t .c:ln~lqr 'i. tOl!Jts ordlnar11~" applied by 

oucat1oned document exa.mln.er~,· tnc:1t all three Berta or docUIlent. 

tJ.l'ere typed. on the 9~IQ" mfitohine. I Rhould not h..!liV(l) baced this 

oonolul31 ')I1 tnnr~ly upon nn "nconsoquftntl1l1 number or :rsl1l.tl vel;y 
!I . 

1den·.;1c~, l peoull.su-1 ties, but upon the moro oon!Y1nclng taot that 

!I I h~ve In mIn-:!. the ten similarities or typing lmpree.19n 'be­
tv'een thp. I331tlrjl(l7'~ Documents nnd the stan<.1.ards :wh1ch Mr. Fe.hu, 
th('O ~~ovp.rnment' s expert nt th~ neoond trial, reliled on aB a' ba.Rl. 
for his o!,ln1on that they wern typed on tho same' maohine. I oall 
th~m ~ nOOngeC'ltlFmt' p..l not only beNlUBft l·ir. Feehan gave no testt- , 
mony ~~ t~ th~ l1entlty or l1Rft1mil~lty of the other SeYent1-
fcuT' oh~r.,ot(tr", hut beCQUl:1p. elttht of the ten pflCu111.1r1 ties which 
he I'ioktltrl ",.." or '1 k1n .. 1 N'hlcp ,q,re rnout l1kely to· ocour in old 
tY'--I"" 'rr1tAl"A, nllrt1cul~.rly Hoortstookt'! or this "lnltage. For· ex­
amplA, I h.:tvp. seen 'It leRfJt foW"te~n Woodetook~ or th1s period, 
"Ill of '#rt~lch h-::}.tl ~~mf!wh~t !1m'1~r tlam'.l,ge at the rt§ht aide ot the 
l..Q.wer loop of the 11«':._ 'rho t1n~1 upetroke of . the fj1I-la one or­
th@ "'l,o~t vu"trforfib'" p. ~ro!tll p1~o~~ of tY'Pe in the whole keJ'board, 
'ln,l ": ~ nften T"uC!lll-"!'l to the :r1ght or lAt't out ot' l t~ perteot, .Arc 
in rnuoh-uA~n ~,ohln~~. _I could ~~rule the oatalogue in detail. 

If M/-~t." -~'ifS--5"et3Tf-~~ 'Ttt,t..~r I 
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I find no substantial oonsistent deYintlons in, type impressions 

as among the three sete' ot documents. Ho"re.,er, 011 own expe~1enc. 
• • IE .... 

has" shown me tha~ It 1B pose!:bl~, by oaretul 'tlork, on 4. m&chlne, 

to eliminate almost oOalpletely the de.,iatlona whl:oh would nor--
m!llly have developed between its typing .and that ,lot another 

maohine, Mel theretore, while I cannot say detint,telJ' ~~ 

three eet!' or ttocuments were not typed on t~et .. !.~, __ ~chi"~~, I 

belleye it Just as possible, ln the light ot the oboerY&bl. 

taots,. that the Baltimore Documents were typed on a machine 
, . .. 

whioh vae, not the original Hise 6l8.~hlne used tor the .tttn~ar<l." 

but another Mchine ma.de to type 11ke ,the or1g1nal Hiss maohine. 

, Sinoe the typing ot the Baltimore 'Dooumente 80 ol~ose11 refl.abies 
") 

'1f1"\'ttit th~ typing ot the speolmens from the eo-oalied Hi,s! machine, and 
!J-l (" , 

11..,l/:#v
J r.,l(~Y 111no. Di". NOMlIW hEle ,furnished .y1denoe tha' that: maohine 1s a 

"vI;\! " ,; j.>V" :1 
i .tw"" '"';;.,c:tlY': deliberately tabricated one, loan onl, oonolude 'that, ... be- II 
U~, 
~~~/.,~t.;) . tween the ~.,o posllbili ties, the torgery ot the B,al tlmore J)ocu-tot ,. iVJ?' , .,I'v ., ~::. J ment. 1. th.'·more likel,. ' It. the Baltimore Docua:ents are torged, 

I • 

C, - ~J.-\ 
/\'1-.j;~ the, forgery is a good one, but it 19 no better th:an I know would 

~l'.> 111 . 
A~J >,=,"'/,,# b lbl ith ~~. l' • pOlS 0 W c~~etul vorkaan.hlp. 

*t'?#'lf, 

~ haye not,oonfined my exam1nat1on of the doou •• nt. to a 

comp,arleon ot the typing tor purp~.e., ot try1ng, to reach an 

opinion as to how many machine! were used. When ~~. Lane aaked . 
me to make thlft oomp'ari!Jon he told me that, there !Were additional 

point~ on ~lc;h he wanted ray opinion. 'H(} sa.1B. thrlt, whlle the 
" 

defense he,d on e~ller 00c£1810rul been allowed to phbtograph the 

document~ 1n one way'or another, the originals h~a neY9r, eo tar 

as he knew, been mane,nv~1lnbla tor close and det~iled expert 

Atudy. He told me that acoordjng to Chambers's t~Atlmon1,at the 

tr1al all the typewritten B~ltlmore Document9 had been typed b, 

Kisseloff-24374 

,-4-



' •• J'", • a ..... 

~~ I 

~ 

\ 

" 

. . 

Pr1so1lla. Hiss and glyen to him by Alger Hls8 a:t 80Al8 t1me be­

tween J8.nuary 5 and Apl-l1 15, 1938. He aaked me to examine the 

orlg1nlll documents 0108e11 .t.nd gIve him my opinion &I!l to ~"htlth"r 

this testimony val correot. 

I have done 80, J;tntt run eatlsf1t,1 th:n..t (l~&mt·~rs '8 tfjatl­

mol1y on th1s point oannot possibly be oorroot. The following 

are my more algn1flcn.nt conolusions; I am l;l'epfJ'rcd to '1upport 

nnd illustrate ell.oh of them in detail on th~ l!.t.v.j'~d 1t ~1 van :::In 

opportunity. 

'''8'''0 oel'tainly t~ro typ1 nta, lThoB9 work ~'t\J'1 ed ~'harply in even-

ness of !,rer.13ure, tY'Pln~ sk1l t, meoh~nlcRl UrF~e'}~ilt-9.n(l~n~ ·md 

oontrol ot the, maOhin,a, style hab,l ts, qnd othel" si ni Inr res:;~\eot8. 

No one n~rnon'tt 'fork oouliimc:h1b1t 1uoh ~lif'feranc~lJ. It iq 1ulte 

('. 'H noe oert!l.inly ~o'!"e th'1.n on~ }If-)1'90n tY:)13'! the 

trul"therr.'ore, the ch~9.cterlqtlc9 of hf'!l' :t:r"l:1~ l!:-=:'L0 1 t. nl:H'f~ctly 

cl(!tl3r th'1t IJhA ~1P..e not ~i,ther of the t 1'10 rrincir.-'1.1 tyt'i!3tr. in­

vol ved. I b:tae thl q oonolup.ion to '":" con~1iler;;.bil.ro f'txt"r.t U ~m 

'locumentn, A,Il tynlng rhythm, !)J"eseure hab1 tl3 ':'.!1 1 v11'i.::.tlon';, 

~uRl1ty of touch, pAce of typ1hg, rel~tivp C~~?At~nce of the 

two hnn1s, ~'n'l the 111tp. 't'-y ~or£Cll)aio:. from thl"!'3fl ft}ctora ~ ~ 

borne out by filQny oth€lJ" 11rferentlA.tln~ Ch'1l"- ctp.1"1 ~t ieq 1 n ,,;uch 

mJ)tt9r~ "lR ~tyleJ r.1~OII'lJ11r.1\1 ~ldll. q,n-l h11.blts of ".·in'l. .I."ri~-

0111'1 H1f:ls:! Ind Hot in my op'n~on tyT'P 'J.l1Y of ttl"> I~lti"ore 

nooument~. 

Kisseloff-24375 
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The respeot! •• tend.nole. toward.· oertsln kinde ot' 

arrors end oorreotions are also .xtreme~J i.~rtan'. 

18 ' 8truok, to push the o~r1ag. back and stP1k~ OYer the wrong 

letter w~_th the right one. The normal Mid alm~.t unil'el'8al 

tendenoy, in doing this, is to gtrl~. the ,.cond, oorreot, 

letter m'Ore heaYl1y, 90 O,FJ to obil tel'a.te the t1.rs'., lncoJ'l'eot, 

i!i'i.pression. 

In thp. Baltimore Documents I , tlnd from ,xamlnatlon ot 

the or',f;1n::t.1R n., lese thl3.n twenty-s$Yen lnltanc)ee wheN the 

ord1n~ry hab1t is reversed, and the inoorreot letter is struck 

'lJore hp,Slvl1y thrm the oO:r'l"eot one. There 'is $ UOb1nntlDCt 

in ~ny of the Hiss stanrl,q.rds. ~~ 
1(" '! G 

'!'hi" differenoe ~oes tar to support the conolusion 1'/; ~I 
'7 , 

th~t rri.Rcl11p.. Ftl~s (lld not type the Baltimore Docul1l.n~.. But' ~/<~~i 
\2 1iI 1 t hf\1~ 't,n ail.'1 t1onal, f'U"-reach1np; qlgnlfloanc,. The phenomenon >~" . ./. 

, I- . 

1A not lso1~ted; it ~~pp,~rs on Rev~nteen -p~ge9 o~ the Baltlaore I f 
~ \/.~ ~ ;.. 

POOUMllnt,:;, !In-l in the work Qt both of the ,cleRtly difterent - """". 

tyr,1tttQ, CJO t~!1t 1 t oannot be $\ persC)nal 1d'.o8tnOrA.SY. It 18 

tmch' ~n extrao:rd1nlll'Y phenOlft8nOn, eo laoki ng in ra.tlon:al explana­

tion in th~ "ToJ'l~ of 'lny o7'd.111ary tYl)19t, that 1 t can eC~J'o.ly 

'be> px"'.la1ned on 1\ny' othaJ' b)).l=J"g th·";tn th,o\t the typists ot the 

B~_l tl r::Ol'P DocurnentJ.1 ai the,.. were p,ttempting to ~alte preois., .Mld 

:tnt~nt~ OClHl copi~q of 90ineonp else'g unintentional typing errore, 

cr lolftrp. '1ttez:lptlng to simulata the work of 8orn~ other rel.'ltlvely 

lnt\ccurflt~ typ1 qt. Kisseloff-24376 

JJ. ~1hl1e Otl the subject ot typing errore, I feel I ehou.ld 

oor: mp.nt nn the ~t"teroont of the proseoutor, t.~r. l~uJ'phy. to the 

Jur~;, th t~t the juJ':V could dr~1W ~oncluelons 9.S ~o the identity 

of thF1 tYPiRt by ob';p'l"v1nP.' th~p.~ "oornmon typi'ng errors", namely, 

thlll! ~omb\n<1t1on~ ttrfl fol" "1", "t" tor "glf, :In'-1 "1''' for "tl"~ p..nd. 

~"t1n~ th~t thoy ~ppa1~~n both 1n the Baltlmor$ Doouments nnd In 
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tvo ot the standards, Goyernment ExhibIts 3~ and 4~B. 
In tn,. opinion this obserTa.t1on was grosily CI~eleadlng.' 

. The comb1M.tlon fir!! tor ,i1" doe! not appear at 1111 In :the 

standarde, 1n the sense of being ~ contuelon b.twee~ the tvo 

letters. The Instanoe 1>~r. Y-urph1 obylouftly had 1'n .1n4 19 1n 

the "ord "transcript" 1n Goyernment Exhlb1:t '3~, where t'bs 

typlRt, haTing orIginally written the letters "traner1", notioed 

the omislion at the wo'," and went baok to tIP. the letters "cp' 

oYer the letters "rl", thus 9u~·er1mpo81ng the Mpi on 'the -1 ~ • 

T~e "combS-nations" 't" tor M'g" on~ tltM tor .~ .. Sl'e the 

commonest kind of typing errore, oomaltted by eYery typi.t 

because or the proxImity ot the letter. on t~. k.7bonrd. EYen 

It Nr. ~urphY'8 lelection ot what he caU. "comllon typing 

errors" were corr.ot~whlch the, are not--or ve~e ~usua1-­

whioh they art not--theyare totally In.1gnlt1cant against th. v 

taot that the Baltimore Docusent. contain at leMs' ritty t1ping 

.~o~. ot a kind whlch do bear on the per.onality dt the typist 

and which do not &ppear anJWhere 1n the atandaPde, while on 

the other hand nlne error. ot thnt nature appe~lng 1n the 

.tandarda never occur in th8 Baltimore Doousente. OnlJ tour 

errors ot thi! k1nd are co.mon to the two sets ot 4ocualnte. 

5. Entire11 apart trom th~ t1.Plng'ot th~ B~it1more Doou­

l1e1'1tl, -1 examination ot the originals n'iB given me an oppol'tun1-
, . 

t7 to draw certa1n oonclusione from the pencllled ~orreotlon8 

8fld proot,,""re~dlng m1il"i,s appearing ~etJifHI4377' 

A striking fact 1s that, whereaa the Baltimore Document. 
, . 

~re cl.q,imed to have been typed ourrently from d~y to day OYer a 

period ot about three. months, the penoilled oorrections g1Ye 

the ~ppe~~ance of h&Ying'been,made in one cont1nuO~8 ope~&tion 
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rather than at the separate times when the separate pages should. ' 

h~.e been tJPed. The oorrections and proot-r~~d1ns mark~ vera 

made wi'h a ' 8ott, gr~ylgh-blaok peno1l, 1n ap~oxlm~tely the 

flame condIt1on or lrOrnne8fJ and bluntnea!J throqghout, !Uld are 

quite inconsistent wIth the ide~ that th~ eame or dlfferent 

pe,ilc11s ~e:re used at n. nnmber of 11fferent t1n+es over a three 

m<>nths period. 

A., to the handwr1 t1n~ anrl th" co~rftoti~n.Rl or proot­

rAlld1n~ hllblte, they ShOH that the penoil not;tt!onq '·1fn·~ Oq.r~­

fully done, a.t on~ t'me, by one per90n, ('tult~ nrobably with 

AtAnOO;l'"~l'ohie trainIng.. I have 9tuitl,,<'t numel"'OUlg CJ!lmplea of the 

h~nd.wrl tlnR ot' A1:~e:r !l.nd Pr1Aol111l H1RS, as \,letLl 115 l3amplee 

of dOCUlnOnt8 furni)Jhe1. to ma~9 taken f:rom ·.lp-'~Y'. Hl'~~'~ til'es 

in the 1930's and sho~lng his correct1on~1 QniPl'"OOr-re~Qlng 

hq,b1 ts. In my opinion neither AlRel' nor l·:d.sclllq, Hlt)s coul·'" 

haye l.one t~e pencil marld.n~ on the documents. 

6. Although the pencil cOl'reo~lons '4'oui'i ~ppe;-1l", £\'!l I 

h~ve q~l~, to hQve bAen mR~~ 1n one oper~tlori, ex~mln-tlon of 

the ribbon iro-prln t a: T~aring on the ol'lg~.n ~"d d<>cUl,ilent~ makes 

1 t ~aem extremely unlikely . thFlt th~ tJocuments war ty,'er]. 1n 

a norrCA.l elnt;le continuous operq·tion, or even Qonsecutlvely by 

thF! i."Il'1r.'e rerson over a peY'lod of three roonth3. I bq,ge thl ~ 

ob~pl'v~tlon o~ the fqct th~t t~e lnk on ~ocumentq d,ted on tte 

gome color. ,'\.t lR~st rour, ~n' l')robq.bly '=,ora, ,..ibbon~ ':1P.:re ufJe1, 

onA 'f t~~ documant·c; ~lel'a t:'fT.'f't~ consecut1vely :;tccord111~ t:· t~js~r 

r'lfltee '- t ?"1ou1 '~ fippea.r that theA~ f0ur or mo""e 'ribbons were 
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(1 ally, 01" eve!'T day or 80 • 

:\lnd. olesrcet lmpres91on., 'ITa" uled only once, in: !)al1;lllore Doou­

ment No.9 •. 1 do not undertake to fU~g··fIt.t anT expl.anat~on. as 

to why this alternation of ribbons may have taken place, but· 

MSl"'!,ly point out thnt it appoars entirely 1noon,t1stent with tbe 

norm.sl use ot A. tY'9t'"Wl'1tar. 

~~orn tn h~rore mA t~1s 

.1 9r( i~r::.y of April, 19?~. 

21, 

My commission expires November 7, 1953. 
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KC1In1T 23-111 

COMMONWEALTH or KASSAOHUSITTS ) 
: .IS.: 

COUNTY OF ESSEX ) 

:"" ','./ - ' ~ 
~ 

.~ 
DANIEL P. NORMAN, being dulr sworn,. depoSes and says: 

I am President ot Skinner & Sherm~, Inc~, 246 Stuart 

Stre8t, Boaton, ~la.ss. My tirm is engaged in th~ business ot 

testing and analysis, both physical and chemioa~, of .pa?er, and 

other mater1als, tor the United States Armed ~ervioea, Federal, 

State, end 'Municipal Departments, and ma.jor ind\;tstrial firms._ 

My qualifications, ancl these ot my organize.tion,· i11 this and 

related fields are set out 1n detail 1n ari aftil.lavl t whioh I 

executed on l·i~.roh' 7, 1952, for filing in connec'tlon with a motion 

tor a ne", trial of Alger Hiss on th~ ground of newly discovered 

evidence. 

In the latter part of !-farch, 1952, Cheater T. Lane, 

attorney tor Alger Hiss, informed me that the Unli ted St~tes 

Attorney had tinally agreed to make ~vqil~ble to him for physical 

examination and analysis the originals of the so~called Baltimore 

Document S which T,Tere introduced in evidence at the Hiss trials, 

~nd he requested me a~d my 'organization to examipe these docu­

ments by physical and ohemical teRts in an atte~pt to obtain any 

possible information ,as to their souroe a.nd history _ He told me 

that he was partioularly interested in tiny con(11)sions \',Thich I 

could nrRW from such an examination which would b~ar upon the 

truth of the claim thE!. t Eal ti{l~ore Documents 5-1q 1Io191'e all docu­

ments typed by one person on one machine in the period of 

approxim~tely the first three months of 1938 Rnd ha& ~11 been 

k~pt together, lftth 'other matE'rlal, in R. single elnvelor.e from 

the m1dclle of 1939 until ~!ovember 194,s. 
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Baltimore DOous6nts 5-47 and Governaent Ixhlblt. 34, 37, ~ 

39 and ~6-B (the Hlls Standards) were m~d. available to me and 

my organization under FBI guard in Boston on Ap~11 1, 1952. 
Shortly thereatter, at mJ request, there were aleo made available 

the envelope (Goyernment Exhlbit 19) in whloh'Z underetand 1~ 

h~B been claimed that the docuaent. were stored between 193! and 

19ttS, as well as Baltimore DocUllente l-~ (the h"ndwrltten notes) 

~nn Government ExhibltA 66 and 66-A (the paper ~n which Mr. 

McCool typed in court) • 
• 

I was permitted to out a eeotion ot the blank portions of 

eaoh ot the typed Baltimore Documen~s, a 8eotlo~ ot page 3 of 

Government • s Exhibl t 46-B. a,nd a sectlon ot the completely blank 

page at Exhibit 66. In most in~tances the eectlona were approxl-. 

mate1y 1" sau~e but in a tew instanoes as larg~ as approxiaatelJ 

t~" x 5". I' was not permitted to take anJ seotion on whioh there 

w~s typing or writing ot any kind, and whereTer an abnorma11ty 

of any kind, such as a stain or spot, was obserted I had to leaye 

at least halt or the abnormality. 

I was also permitted to' out slx 1" 8quar~s trom the 

envelope, one from the tlap, three trom the tro~t and two trom 

the b~ok, the sect10ns in each instanoe aga1n b~ing 80 selected 

that at le~et halt or each stain in which I w~s interested wal 

lett intllct on the envelope. (By "baok lf 01' the envelope I mean 

the side on which the clasp and. label are found; by "tront'· I 
, 

me~n the opposite eide--the aide on whioh the ~4drege would 

normally be written.) l;lhen the epeoimene were taken, both trom 

the documents and from the envelope, I would ln410ate the portion 

I wftnted ftna. an FBI agent would then cut it ott, the agent" and I 
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would initial the maln part ot the dooument, and we would then 

photograph the docuaent' and the portion out ther~rro~,llmu~­

taneous,ly, approximately .!a J!1q. It was not pos$1ble to photo­

graph the markings on the inside ot the enyelope without slit­

ting lt open, and I was denled permission to do 'bil.' 

Exoept al Just lnd1ca'e4, I was permltted to photograph 

the doeua.nt •. and t~e en •• lop. treely_ 

W~lle I val allowed to tske &War and ule ~8 I saw tit 

the .ample. cut trom the docuaente and trom the ,DTelope, the 

balsnce ot the' papers were at all tiaes kept und~r surTe111anoe 

by one or more repre.entatiTes ot the raI. 

As a result ot direot obserYatlon ot the papera and atudJ 

of ., photographs ot th •• , &8 we.ll a8 elleal'o&1 apd other anal, ••• 

ot the speoimens vb10h were turni.hed to a" I h_TI been able to 

reaoh a. nober ot detlnl t,e eonoluelons bearing on the question. 

which Mr. Lane asked us to o~nlid.r. 

1&. Ph1ilcal11, the t1ped Baltiaore Doouaents exoept Noa. 

9 and 10 tllll 1nto two d1tterent lile oat.gorlell:. 

A. 8iM x 11' (B~lti.or. Doouaents number~d 5 6 7, S, kiL 13" 15, 37, ,S, 39, 40, "'1, It-.2, 4l3·, 4~; 45,'~, 

B. gw X iOi" (Baltimore Doouaente number~d'll, 14, 16, 
17, l!, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23 t 24,. 25,' 2,6, 27, 28, 29. 
30, 31, 32, 3~, 3lt-, 35, 36/. . 

lb. From the arrangellent ot tbe t1P1ng o:n the pagel ot 

the document. In category B~ including the obserTable narrow 

margins and the trequent 11101ng ot the edge ot 'the paper through 

the typed letters at the right margin, it app~~1 probable that 

at eome tille after tne typlng was done all the e,heets 1n this 

category were cut down trom eome other s1ze or sizes to the 

present gw x lOt" slze. I 1llustrate this obeer-Tat1on by a 

photograph marked F1gure 1, whlc~ 19 a 0.4 magnl.ticat1on ot 
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B~ltlmore 22, page 1, shov1ng the entire dooumen~ r1ght out to 

the edge ot the paper. Figure 2 1s a 0.4 aagn1t~oat1on ot 

Baltimore 17, page 1, !how1ng similar orowding at 'the r1ght 

m&rg1n, and psrt10ularly the cutt1ng at the end ot th~ 25th line. 

Fl~re 3 is a JX enlargement ot a portion 'ot the right margin 

ot the same page, !howlng how the last word 1n tije 25th 11ne 

ot the text was cut off and the missing portion pencilled in. 

Figure 4 shOvTS a 3X enlargement ot the upper rIght margin ot 

Baltimore 11, page 1, showing partioularly the wQrds in the . 

23rd and 25th lines whioh have been out otf at tije edge of the 

paper. 

Phenomena ot this kind are present on many' othe~ pages 

of documents in oategory B, but are not present ~n any of the 

pages ot doouments in category A. 

2a. The majority of the typed Baltimore Pocuments are on 

paper 't-Thioh meets present-day Federal speoificat~onB for white 

manifold papers of types IV ~nd V. That is to s~y, they are 

compoRed wholly or predomin.~ntly of ohemical wooc1. fibers. i·jone 

of the papers shm-r ~n abnormally hi~h acid! ty (the pH of ~1'ater :1 

extracts 01' the paper V'll'Y betl'leen 5.0 ~d 5.5, 't>'Thile the 

speoifica.tions merely reauire tha.t the pH be not less th9.n 1\-.2) I 

~n~ there is no evidence of abnormal chemical 9rqperties in the 

many samples tested. 

2b. All documents 1.n category A (g~:1 X Ii") are heavily 

j 

\~ yello,ffld and show marks of age over substantial portions ot 

their area to ~ degree not apparent in any ot the documents 1n 

clltegory B (gil x lO~"). The appearance of the paper 1n the 

category B doouments is very s1m11~ to th~t of Government man1-

fold paper kno1'Tn to ha.ve been stored in ordinary .offioe files 

from i937 to 1952. The a -pearanoe of the paper 1.n the category A 
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ii' documents is 'that ot sheet! whloh haye been •• bJ.otea to .. 
deteriorat1ng oond1tions whioh were not un1toPm aoro •• 'he 
area ot the sheets. 

It 1s we~l known that the oond1tIone of .tora!. of 

pa~er haTe a considerable lntluenoe on 1ts degree ot per.an.~o., 

v~riat1ons in heat and humidity being 1n par'~oular repon.ibl. 

for v~r1at1one in the rate ot aging and 1.1low~ng ot paper. In 
view ot the tact th!lt moet ot the paper. -1n both oat.gor,. A 

~nd category B ,nre ot the same general ol~~. (predoalnant17 

chemioal wood pulp) and show no chemioal id1081norasles (suoh 

~s abnorma.l alum. ooncentratlons whlc'h would be ~etleoted in 

abnormal acid1 ty), I conclude that the tlfo cat_sor·le' ot .doou­

ments could not· haye been Itored together under the .am. atmoe­

pherlc ,coniltlons tor most ot the1r exlstenoe. 

~xperlmente which we n&ve oonduote4 w1th paper ot oompar­

able quality known to have oome trom Government tl181 1n the 

1.9. tter part ot the 1930 's have satisfied us· tMt the pr.eaent 

appearanoe ot the typed B!llt1more Doouments oannot haTe be.~ 

cau.sed by the handling and exposure to llght , to which these 

doouments have nresumably been subjected since ~hel w~re flrst 

turned over to the Government in Noyember 194eJ. Particularly, 

suoh handling nnd exposure .to l1ght could not e~laln the varJ­

in~ degrees of aged ~9pear~nce ehown by the doo~ent. in the two 

c~te~ories, A and B. 

3. What I haye sald indioates that it would ha •• ~e.n 

imposs ible for all the ~yped Bal tlmore Doouments: to haYe been 

t:3tored together over the 10 year period trom 193:g to 19lJ.8. lJ'om 

this it tollows that they oannot hay. been all stored together 

durlng thqt ' period ln the envelope in wh10h they ~e alleg.d 

to have been stored. 
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I haTe carefully examined this enTelope (G()Yerllllent 

Exhibit 19) tor the purpose ot determining whither it would 
, ' 

neYerthelesl haTe been possible that some ot the 40cument. 

might haTe been stored in it. My examination leads to the . 
conclulion that it would not baTe been po.slble. I ba.e thii 

obserYation on analyses ot certain stains appearing on both .. 
the tront and back ot the enyelope, snd both inside and out, 

as vell as upon obserYat1:on ot the ettect .'ade on: the enyelopi 

br the presence ot oertain hard physical obJeots whioh &s, have 

been microfilm containers ot one kind or' another. Thes. ob­

serTations lead me to oonclude tha~unless Yer, elaborate pre­

oautions had been taken', no let ot papers, could b;&Te been 

enc10se'd tor a period ot 10 ,eare in this enyelope wlthout .hov­

lng .taiDs or pressure ,!larks whio'h a~e totall, absent 1n all the 

typed Baltimore Documents. In Tiew ot the size ot the enTelope 

and the presumed size ot the microtilm container.: OJ' othlr 

ph,.ioal obJeots whioh were enclosed in it, I am .atisti&d that 

there would not haye been room in the enYelope tor additional 

material suftioient to proteot the Baltimore Doo_entl'. 

At a7 suggestion Mr. Lane requested permi~.ion to examine 

the g sheet. ot yellow paper which were marked a~ the ~lal as 

Goyernaent Exhibit 20 tor Identification, and wh~oh Ohambers 

testif1ed were also enclosed 1n the enT.l~pe. . This permillion 

was denied, so that'I haye no'knowledge as' to whether tho •• 

lellow sheets reflect the type ot stains or pre •• ure mark. to 

which I have reterred. Howeyer, it they do, I a~ satistied, that 

no ~ sheets ot ordinary paper could have been 10 erranged as 

completel,. to proteot' any let ot papers, ot th,e type used tor 

the Baltimore Doouments, ~om markings ot the kin~ I haye . 

described. 
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I do not undertake to present at this ti.~ detailed data . 
on the results ot the exaainatione and anallses ~hioh I and m7 

or·ganization haTe made ot the "tains and pr-es.ur~· marks' appear­

lng on the enT.lope. I do, howeTer, illustrate the oondition 

ot the envelope by ,the attaohed photograph8--Fi~res 5, 6 and 7. 

For purposes or these photographs the envelope was held down 

by two rubber band •• 

Figure 5 1~ a photograph of the front of the envelope 

w1th the flap open so that the stains on the out$1de of the' 

enTelope are visible. 

F1gure 6 is a similar photograph showing the back of the 

enTelope w1th the flap open. 

Figure 7 shows the baok of the envelope wtth the flap 

olosed. It is interest1ng to note that the port!on of the label 
, 

which is still attached to the flap shows ~n enttrely different 

degree of disooloration and staining than does the port1on'of 

the label ~dher1ng to the back of the env~lop~, although they 

were clearly once part of the s~me label. Unfortunately, I was 

not perm1tted by the FBI. to slit open the envelope so th~t I 

could take photographs of its interior, part1cul~rly photogr~phe 

illustrating the internal sta1ns which I have ob~erved and 

~nalyzed,and the ch~raoter of which precludes th~ir being Que 

to seepage or penetration from· the outside. 

4-. Mr. Lane asked us to make a. separate ~ftudy of the 

ribbon thread oounts visible on the typed BaltimQre Doouments. 

This study has established to our satisfaction that ~t least 
I " \: .1 

,c tour ribbonR i·rere used in the typing of these doouments. Al-

ternation in the use of the various ribbons be~rs no di90ernlble· 
. 

relat10nshi'" teo any poss1ble grouping of the doouments 1)y4 tnelr 
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dates; in ta~t, in a numb~r ot in.tanoe. two d~.u.ent. da,.4 

some time apart are t1ped with a ribbon ot a g~yen tbread ocmnt ~ 

while other docuaenta with date. 1n between ~. t7ped with. a 

ribbon ot a difterent count • 

5. I report the result of one fUrther •• para'. experi­

ment which I conducted at Mr. Lane's request.- He adyls.d st. 

that Ira Lookey, from whom the derense had acq~1red WoOd.'Qe~­

No. N23bo99, had testified at the second trial that when he 
, 

originally acquired the machine in 1945 1t was out in a heaY1 

rain in a Washlngton backyard. He asked me to determlne wh.ther 

No. N230099 could have been exposed outdoors t~ the element. 

for any length of time. As a basie tor reaohl~g a conclu.10n 

on this point I exposed a Woodstock t:f!;)ewrlter ot the SMle 

general 01$3.81 and approxims.tely the same serial,. number outdoor. 

ln Ips~tT1oh, Masl., for a period of ttfoweeks. For the tirst 

week, on d~ys ln whioh we dld not haTe rain, w~ wet the type­

writer down with water. In the second week, wb1eh was relatiY,17 

dry, "f-Te did not. At th~ end ot the first thre~ days thi8 oom­

parison Woodstock maohine showed appreoiable s~gn. of oarro.lon 

~nd damage in the form of paint flaking oft 'an~ ruet appearing 
• on v~rious parts 01' the meohanilm. At the end 01' tw~ weeks ~he 

type face, the type bars, the carrillge waYI, tije slotted segDl.~t 

in whloh the type moves, and all the unpainted ~etal por'ione, 

showed heavy rusting and the paint on the carr~age baok and 

sldeB of the machine showed substantial tlakln$ and spottlng. 

No traces of rust or of flak1'ng ot the Faint ot the nature we 

have observed in this exposed oomnarlson machiQe oan be round on 

No. N230099. It ~ppears to be merely a somewh.t dlrty maohine. 
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In my opln1on Woodstook No. N230099 could not be 1n Its present 

condition it it had e.er 'been exposed to a heaTY rain, unleas 

atter 8~ch exposure 1 t 'had been oompletely reco.n<\1 tloned. 

OOMMONWEALtH OF MASSACHUSEtTS 

1.lex, .s. 
S,ubsQrlbed and:"f~~rn to betore ae, tb1. tt,t-1 da7 ot 

April, 1952. 

IM7 c0Jm11L1[181on • plre. Noyember 7, 1953. 
oj 
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OO~mONWEALTH OF l·fASS.\CHUSE!TS ) 
• 

COUNTY OF SUFFOLK . ) 
88. : 

~ EVELYN SELTZER E'HRLICH, belng du17 sworn, deposes and 

sa7s: 

Ml· name ls EvellD Seltzer Ehrlich. I l1ye ~t ~17 Beacon 

Street, Boeton. Malsachuaettl. My backgro~d ahd training ln 

the detec tion . ot Ipur10us and decept 1 Te imprint. e.J1d typograph7" 

e.s well ae m7 experience in the use of photoalcrographl ln the . .. 
d.tectionand ~11ustrat1on ot docuaent&r7 torgerie~ are outl1ned 

in an attldaTit whioh I executed on Januarl 2~, 19~2, tor tl1ing 

1n connectlon with a motlon being made tor a new trial ot Alger 

Hle. on the ground o~ newll d~leoTered eTldence. 

In ., earlier e.ttldaTit I dealt wlth tvo problems whloh 

Mr. Hl •• l e attorn'7, Chester '1'. ~e, had asked lIIeto oonslder. 

1. I· examined sample. ot t7P1ng tat.n, fro. a Wood,tock 

t1P~wrlt.r whlch Mr. Lane told·me va •• uppo.ed to ~ye b.loDle~ 

to, the Hls1 tamily in the 1930's, apd contra.tedtbem w1th ... pl •• 

ot t1P1n~ taken trom another mach1ne which Mr. Lan" told rle he . 

had had aade with the obJect ot duplicating a. Aearl7 as po •• ible 

the typing trom the so-o81led Hiss, aaohin.. !he o~Jeot ot thl. 
.. ' 

.x .. inatlon va. to deter~ln. how nearly pertect a ~upl1cation 

had be.p aohleTed. On the ball. ot m7 exam1nat1on I tound that r 
i could .uoee.stul17 ditterentl~te the typ1ng ot the two maohine. 

! \ OD the bad', ot a tev specUlc ciuu'aotel'l.t1~e, but', as I atatel1 

1n 87 attldaTit, exo~pt tor theee subtle d.talls I tound tbat the 

81orosoopio Tarlat1on. on one maOhine had been dup11cated on the 

other 80 taithfully that I mlght not ha'te belieTed lt poss1ble 

that two separate maoh1ne~ were lnvolyed it I had hot been .0 
intormed 1n adyanc •• 
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In addition, atter Itudying the testimony given by the 

Goyernment's expert, Mr. Ramos C. Feehan, in the seoond trial 

in the Hiss oase, I expressed the op1nion that any doo~ent 
expert, aoting with reasonable oare, who applied the criteria 

ot comparison used by Mr. Feehan to the sampleg $ent me by 

Mr. Lane trom his two maohines would reaoh the conclusion that a' 

single maohine had been used to type &11 ot. them. 

2. The seoond problem whioh I oonsldered in my affidavit 

ot January 24th 1nYolved a three-way oomparison petween the .­

typing in (9.) speo1mens trom the so-called Hiss machine in Mr. 

Lane IS possess1on, (b) the Baltimore Doouments, and (c) the 

doouments 1ntroduc'ed as Government standards at the trial and 

adm1 ttedly typed 1n the 1930 I S on the machine tJ'le:n ol·med by the 

H1sse4J • 

For purposes of this comparison I was furn:ished ~.,i th 

original specimens trom the so-oalled Hiss machine, but only 

with photooopies of the GOYernment gtandards~-known as Govern­

ment Exhibits 3~, 37, 39 Rnd 46-B--and of three of the B~lt1more 

Doouments. ~~. Lane explained to me that the original Bait1more 

Documents and. the orig,=-nal Government etandar rls l,.mre in the 

possession of the Government and th9.t he dld not· have access to 

them for oomparison ourposes. 

The photoco.pies thus eupnlied to me 't{ere in general so 

distorted by the oopyln~ prooess that I found the~,too In­

~ocurate to work tram. However, one photocopy--th~t of movern­

ment Exhlblt ~6-B, one of the standarda of Hiss typing--was 

sufficlently clear to enable me to form a tentative conclusion 

that the machine on which that document was typed might well not 

be the same as the so-called Hias machine ln l·ir. Lane IS poss~s­

slon. I attached to my affidavit a series (Se~le$ B) of photo-
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micrograph! made at 15" and 17X .&gnifloation.,,: v~loh .1n ., 

op1nion te,nded to suppOrt thle tentatlT. Judgment" A. I , .ta,.a 

in my aft14&Tlt, ,I Va! unwilling to $xpr~ •• any t~nal Ju4s-'nt 

regarding the e1mllarltiesor the lnooneiatenolea betw.en the 

two sets of typing without aooes. to the orig1nal ot the aaterlal 

used as a standard. 

In the l&tter part ot Maroh, 19,52, Mr. Lan. ,~nfor.e4 .. 

that he had had a oonference with the United Stat~. Attorn.,' 

Aond with 1;he Judge ', and that the GoTerrilient had &$reed to allow 

him to haTe acoe8S to the ori~lnal Baltlmore Doo~ent. and the 

orlglna~ Government .tandard8 ot H18S typing for detailed exam1na~ 

tion and oomparison with each other and with apeo~.ena trom the . 

so-called Hlss machlne'. Mr. Lane asked me to make' auch a de­

tailed examinatlon and oomparison, with a Tlew to eeeing whether 

8tudy of the origlnals would 8upport any more p08l:tlYe conclu,81on 

than I had been able to reaoh on my earlier examinatlon ot the 

oopie8. 

The origlnal doouments were put at my di8posal 1n Boeton 

under FBI guard on April 1, 1952, and I haTe been allOwed to make 

an lntensive study of them, and to 'take such photographs 'and 

measurements ~8 ~ might w1!h. I haTe also been able to make a 

slmila.r study of the original 'of \ Defendant t e EXhib!t TT. .. le,tter' 

app~rently typed on the Hips Wqodstock in 1933. Fpr comparlaon - --
purposes I have haii a la.rge. number of specimens f~nlshed me a. 

hav~,ng been typed on the so-oalled Hise machine (whlch I will cul 

IIN230099) at Tarious times and with varying ribbone and operator.,' 

from the date when the maohine was first disoovered in Aprll, 1949, 
down to th~ present. 
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In studying and oontrasting theee three s,ts or doouments 

(Baltimore Doouments 5-47; the Hiss Itandards ~9yernment's 

Exhibits 34, 37. 39 and 46-B and Defendant's Eih~blt T17. speol­

mens t~en since April 16, 1949, trom ~R230099), I tound 1lWI1 

ot the. dlttloult to work troa. The Bai'lmore Doouaents were 

all on poor typee ot paper with inadequate sllin~ and a high 

degree ot ab8o~benoy. In aan1 1nstanoe. the rlb~on8 were 

~pparen;l' motst •. Tbeae taotors relulted ln obsQurlng th. exaot 

({ \ characteristici ot the type which .lght haYe been obsery&ble on 
/VI .,\~_LI _. 
(~~J .1croscoplc examination it the doou •• ntl. had bee~ on other kinde 

,~lijl,:(t\ lL ot paper. 'two 'or the Hli. standllrdl--GoYernaent Exhibits ,4 and 

39~-are likewise inadequate tor comparilon pur~O$es; the latter 

i8 an ~nexpenslye and extremely absorbent ~on4. ~d the tormer, 

though with a good el&lng Burface, has a highly irregular 

8urtaoeoontormatlon; and both sre t,ped with a beaY1, aoist 

ribbon whlch ·turther alter.s the measurements to _uoh an extent 

~hat preolse oomparisons are almost Impossible. In th1s connee- I 
I 

" ~, :tfv "r ~ lon, X hay. noted that wilen 1Ir. 'eehM, in hls testimony at ;he, , ~ ! 
Cf\. .... ilt(..~ ")0- 1\ seoond trlal, vas illustrating to the Jury the ten 1i1~/~Jlq31 i 
...,.(}.;Vli»"~ A~J characterlstio! whioh he sald supported hil opin!loJ)". ~llat the rJ.. r 
I~ ;tt;"S"11.. t ~ I 

. d .. £'/,!·"c \ 0;.U- I ~ \ sa •• IUlchlne typed both the BaltlmoreZcWl nts IB.nd the B1s11 _( ,..,.1·J.1 
110;" \.... p..t:·9" ..... r_'" I 

", .. \1: u.i!~'-\. . '''-::--- (,,,,'~l1 
v
J
. ,-.J il .. J..} Itandarcls, h~ used letters appear1nj/. the •• ~l-ur2'ed tl,,-r.JIC(} I 
~,\.'(~' t S~-\ /_ . ~_ .. ~ ... 
\\cl~\.('-ttY) l..,J :exhiblts--Goyernment Exhi~lts 34 and 3~-to 11lttstrate eyery one 

.. }.. '- .... I, ( . J\ 4\tl.\I.... oJ 

~ O.A'V' 1 __ ~ :\~"'~ ot ~il! ten oharaoterlstic!, with onl, two supporting reterences 

~\~ \;;~~\ 1.J·cV~t\(to GoYermaent Exhibit 46-B, andlt)ne at all to' Go"ernllent Exhibit' 
\ "t\ """ '1 ..... l '\ ., t , 
I,. \.~~ .k~ '\ 37 or Detendant' s Exhl 1 t TT. 

)':~~ The onlJ re1!, 1e oJmparl.8on I haYe tound po.l1b1e 18 

bet sen the three rast-menLloned standards, and the speclmen. 
I 

I turn ehed tro #N2:30099. On the baSile or thi·! 

~. -4-
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ooap&rlson I am nbw prepared to oont1rm the tent.tlve J~dg.ent 

I tormed earlier on the basi! ot my study ot a P~otoo9PY ot 

-Goye~:nt Exhibit 46-B. 

~ ~n my opinion, #N230099 oannot be the .am~ maohine that 

typed ~Ternment Exhlbits 37 and 46-B and Defend~ntts Exhlbit TT., 

I base this opinion upon certain differenoes in type impressions 

between many ot the letters In' the two sets of abouments, these 

differenoes appearing with such a high degree ot regularity as 
... "1, r It '/ 
'~I./~ 'll~~~:~; \' to preolude the possib111 ty of thelr being due t¢ variations ot 

< ,ti,f' ribbon, typing pressure, or other peouliari ties Or operation, 

and being of such a nature that differenoes 1n 1$print cannot 

.. 
• t 

o {I t~ . 
,,/' 

be due to age" or wear on the maohine. 

~on the other hand, I have not found it-po~sible to form 

, a definite opinion as to whether the Baltimore Documents were 
~' */ 

typed on #N230099.- I.observe certain subtle det~1ls of difference, 

" but these are of a k1nd wh1ch might a.u1 te possibliy be due to the 

particular ribbons and the absorbent quality of the low grade of 

poorly sized paper which ."ras used for the Baltimore Documents. 

The same is true of a oomparison bet'oTeen the Baltlmore Documents 
.' f\~t, \<\J\ 

and the Hiss Standards 46-B, 37 and TT. As to tnese comparisons 

I can only say that the observable peculiar1ties in the type 

of the Baltimore Documents in ~y opinion more ne~rly resemble 

the peouliarities 1n the typln~ from #N230099 than they do the 

peouliarities in the Hiss Standards which I used for oomparison. 

I am attaohing photographs Inte~ded to iltustrate the 

grounds for my opinion. ~es A, C, E and F show oomparisons, 

at 15X magnification, of the Hy", II til 1 tlu" and "n;!f appearing in 

*/ - Baltimore Dooument 110. 10 '~::as not included 1n the group ot 
Baltimore Documents used for this study. 
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all three sets ot doouments. the partioular 1~prl~t8 whloh I 

haYe ChOS8~ to photograph hayS been seleoted no~ beoause the, 

l . r J were unusual,. but because atter caretul studJ I toun~ the. 
"', 1,/ h." 

(if," ~ t typical examplel, tor photomlorographic; purpose8, ot the par-
• -./'-'. t'" 

J >/ •.. )'-'':.'' t10ular peouliar1 ties which I obserye 1n thele ~stterl throuS~out 
.... ,'tli ." ,k';,~ ,I - W' 
. - , , .''2-: the three sets ot doouments. Nor are these tour letterl the' 

i ' " ::: .. ~. ~ . I. .v~I .. "> I 

_ ~.J .. ' . only ones whioh could be used to illustrate my opinion. 'the 
,. 1" ,,) __ ' If 

~ ~ +{IJ \""" kinde ot distortione which I have' illustrated, particularly bT 

; -1~'1""J the "u" and th..- "n". oould be equall;r ",,11 1l1u~tr .. ted by photo­

graphic stUdies ot many of the othe~ ch~raoter. on the keyboard. 

The photographs in Series B and D are entargment. of 

details of the "y" and "t" appear1ng 1n the thr~e .eta ot docu­

ments, at magnifioation 261. The photomiorograph. ln Serles A-r 
were made 1n the same way as those wh1ch were ~~de tor Ml 

e~11er 'qffidav1t, exoept that polarized light was used tor 

~aat of the photomicrographs lnolu1ed with th1s attldaT1t,..~ 
. • ~tlo:~r. 

.1 ~-:;;"'" 
A~ .""rwA"~. r ... .: .... IJ~~·"" ""1 t.... ..,.. .. 

. 1.wi-1' . 
r('t'I.~ 

SERIES A and B . 

y. The clear-out sharp angles whloh are a most slways apparent 

leg~ot ' the small at the Junoture of the serlpha and t 
• 

letter l1 yM in the Hies Standards 4&:B, . J 77 and TT are almost 

al~i'ay8 blurred and indistinot in the 1mpr1ntiS ot th1s letter 

by N230099. The left leg of the small letter "y" appears to 

meet the main statf of the letter at a:h1ghe~ po1nt 1n the 

impr1nts of this letter in the Hiss Standards than in the 

impr1nts made by #N230099. This (Utterance ~lIJ.ke8 the 

dE-!sceno.er of the small letter My" longer 1n the HisI:' Sta.ndards 
. . 

than jt noes in the lmp~1nts from #N230099. There ls . a break 

or out tn the type faoe ot the term1na.l arc tn the desoender 

of' the small lette~ "yn in !/N230099 whioh' do~s not appear 1n 
Kisseloff-24394 
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the other ~wo 'sets ot dooument.. !hll deteoti helps to 

obloure the dlrtere~oe between the length ot 'the ,deso.nder 

ot the ' ",." in the .#N230099 aao'hlne and that o't the' ",' in 

the'Hils Standards where the tyPe tace 1s c6ntlnuOUI 1n 

this terminal t'SUJ'Ye. It also tend. to oontul:e 8lcro •• trio 

oompar1sons betw.en the letter ,," as 1t appears ip the 

Baltimore .Dooume,nts- and as it· appe&l'S 1n speclmenl tro. 

HN230099. 
SpIES 0' and D 

~. The aro ln the'term1nal OurTe ot t~e small 1.tter ",M t. 

. ~ ~ wlder 1n most ot the i.prlnt. ot this letter in tbe Hi •• 

~~o St~ndards 46-B .• 37 and TT than in the ll1prln~. ot thi. 

~ letter by #1230099, and the line ot the OurT. tollows a 

dlfterent pattern. 

§IRII8 E 

u. The 'angles where 'he lower ser1ph and the lOQP, r'lpe~t1ye11, 

a.et the r1ght leg are d1rterent in the 1.pr~nta ot 11230099 

trOD tho.e 1~ the Hlel Studard8 ~B, 37 u4. H. 

lESllS r 
n. The d1tterenees between the l.prlnt. ot tnil letter in the 

Hl.. Standards ~-B, 37 and ~'f, and the 1 .• pr~nt. in the 

t1Plng trom #N230099" are most 01e&l'11 .h~vn 1n the angle. 

where tbe aer1phs meet the lett and right 1e$ and where 

the loop meets the lett upright. 

Sworn to betore me this 

/4 It dar ot April, 1952. Kisseleff-24395 
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STATE OF NEW YORK.- 1 
Cotm:n' ~F NEW YOBK-,sSS.: 

• 

~XHlBrr I·B 

, I, EI~beth, McCarthy, of Boston, Sliffol~ Cou~t¥, Mass~Qhusetts, 
ott oath deppse and say'; ' .' 

I reside at 16 Pofter Street a~d have an ofti~e at 40' Court Street, 
both in, said B()ston. , 

I am a qualified e~iner of questioned.' doc~e~ts. .' 
j WaS grad~.ate.d from .-Vassar College with a degree of A.J;i~, from 

Simmons College, 'and 'from .Portja Law School with $ degree of ILL.B. 
I . 

. _ I am ,an attorney at law. ' , , 
During the last siXteen years ;r have testified frequently 'in lstate 

and federal courts in many parts ~f the CQuntry ~ Cases involving 
questioned handwriting, typewriting, in~ paper, rubber stamps,. im­
prints, et ·cetera. I have frequently heen employed as a document 
expert by both federal and state prosecuting officials and law enforce­
ment agencies; and pursuant to such employment have examined docu-

, ments, prepared reports, rendered exPert opinions, and presented ex­
pert testimony h:t court <?n behalf of both federal and state governments. 
I ·have lectured at vario~s·law schools and before bar associatjons a~d 

. banking groups on the subject 'of document identificat~on, and on the 
pre.sentation of testimony on the subject. J have qualified as an, expert 
in' tlieexamination of disputed typewritten documents in many courts 
in various jurisdictions and have been consulted by many judges of 
such courts, I am at present the document expert for the Police 
Department of the City of Boston and for the Massachusetts State 
Police. I have ~ad occasion in many cas~s to make intensive studies 
of questioned typewriti~g and to make comparisons with samples taken 
from other machines. . 

He1:etofore, so far as I am aware, it has been the underlyipg as­
sumption of, all qualified d,ocument examiners, inclu,ding myself, that 

, 'no two typewriters could -ever, merely by: a~citlental coincidence, make 
identical.'impressions, and also that it, wo~ld · be as apracti~al matter 
impossible to ch~nge ·or adapt anyone machine to ·the extent n~cessary 
to, enable it to dupl~cate the product of anQther machjne in all relevant 
respects. .Kf? aconsequence it has been the practice of doc~ent ex­
aminers, however hIghly qualified, to" concentrate their e~amination' , 
upon the pI:esence Or absence of a substantial numoet. of identical 

, peculia:ritie~ or irregrilaritie$ u,,' th~ questioned ~d known typing, in 
the be1iefthatif ~~y consid,erable number of such id~ri~ic~1 peculiarities 

. or ii'regul~rities was· found, the;re would be ilo posl\libilitY that -even the 
laws of chance .couid have 'produced such peculiarities in two sepa.rate 

' .. machines. ,' This evidently was the b,asis· of the opinion given by the 
Governll1ent's e.xpert, Ramos C. Feehan, in ·his t~stimony at the second 
tdal; si~ce he, te.stified solely 'as to the existence of te.n specific identical 
peculiarities in ~he ' type iIppressions in the .two ,sets' .of ·d.ocuments. It 
could not have . occurred t9 Mr. Feehan, any more. than it would have 
occurred to any Qther qualjfi,ed document examiner, that ev:en a. pos­
sibility existed of a machine having be~n fabricated, to such an extent 
of perfection as to be able to produce ,as many identical peculiarities 
of type as ~ppeared in th~ two sets ofdoClinients. 
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In the earlier part of this year ~ was consulted by Chester T. Lane, 
Esquire, attorney, of 70 ~ine Street, New York City. He told me he 
was conducting an 'experiment to determ~e whether it would as a prac­
ti~, matter be possible to buil<I a typewriter which would meet the 
standa~ds of identity accepted· by dOcument examiners as grounds ~or 
a conclusion tha;t a single machine had been used in two sets of docu­
ments. He said he had for a long time been looking for a qualified 
expert who could assist in the . experiment by checking the results but 
that aU. the experts he had so far talked to had refused to have any 
part of it. ,I said I doubted that such, an experiment could iii aliy 
large measure be successful, but I expressed my willingness to ~­
amine the products of his experimental machine as 'the experiment 
continud, and to ,119int out the respects in which the att~pted duplica­
tion had not yet been successful. In undertaking this assignment 1 had 
in mind that the profession of document examiners, ali., wen ,as , the 
public at large, were entitled .to learn whether any slJch ~experiment 
could be successfully conduct~d, since if it could, .general'knowledge of 
the fact would -be essentiall;ls a means of preventing large nUin~r8 of 
forgeries which otherwise might be successfully carried out. ' 

It was agreed that I should confine any examination to samples 
frOin the two machines without at any time inspecting the ~e! 
themselves, or any duplicates of their type; and my work throughout 

• has been confined .to typeq samples. 
The experime,nt has now been completed to the greatest extent' 

possible in the time allowed. I am not prepared to say that the dupli­
cation btween the two machines is even yet complete to the highest 
degree of accuracy, and. in fact .I know that there are still a small 
n.lJIDber of characters sufficiently dissimilar so that in the light of the 
careful observation I have had occasion to give to sample$ from tle 
two machines during the progress of the experiment I should myself . 
lind it possible to distinguish 1)etween the products of the two machines. 
Nevertheless, it is my opinion, based upon my long ,experienCe in 
methods of questioned document examination, that the 'duplication !has 
progressed to such a degree that an expert in the field, however highly 
qualified, would' find it difficult if not impossible to distinguish ,be.tween 
samples from the two machines. 

I attach samples of the writing 'from, the two maclllnes, which I 
beli~ve will demonstrate tlJe soUndness of this conclusion. I liave a 
k~y showing which samples were made on which machine, and shall be 
glad, to furnish it to the court should it be desired: to check the a~ul'acy 
of the results of any·test to which the o.overnment may ~hoosE} t,o sub-
ject the samples. . , 

I shoUld add that even if it can be demonstrated that 1,tly above 
conclusion is unfounded, it is my opinion as an expert h,l th~' examine,­
tion of questioned documents that the duplication ha.s progressed tQ a 
point where any <iocument examiner n~t forewa~ed (as anyone now 
examining these samples'lIlust necessarily be) that a deliberate attempt 
at duplication of machines had been made, woul~ 'be 4~ceived into ' 
thinking that all the -samples were made on ,a single machine., In 
particular, the success of the experiment shows that any such testi­
mony as that given by the Government's , expert, ~r. Feehan, at the 
secona trial, basing his conclusion of identity of machipes on the iden-
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tity of only .te~ characters m the two $ets of. dOc~ents, is , absolutely., 
worthless. 

Swom to.before Die thjs 
2~d day of January, 1952: 

MABGABET L: Bl1RW~ . 
Notary Public for the State of New York ' 
Qualified in ~ew York County 
No. 31-0;;;15250 " 
Certs.Filed willi Co. Clks., Kings and 
Rockland and with City Reg's. N. Y. and Kings 
,Co~ssion Expires M~lr~h,30; 1953· 

(Seal) 
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Copy f~r i'De;;m Appl'eby 

CAl\NEOIE ENDOWMENT POR INTERNATIONAL PEAC~ 

ALGER HISS 

PRESIDENT 

522 FIFTH AVENUE 

NEW YORK IS. NEW YORK 

CABLE ADDRESS, INTERPAX NEW YORK 

TELEPHONE. VANDERBILT e-!$!$25 

'Hanover~ NevI Hampshire 
August J:.9., 1947 

Dear Mr. White: 

When you called on the telephone last F 
afternoon I was with some qne and. so had the ,0 
only of covering' the essential point of our de 
you help us on the problems and on the basis y 
had discussed at lunch. . I wanted tO~f~~~lr~ 

·da~ 
rtUnity 

. r'e ,to have 
and I 

v ith you a 
ss;istance 

y phone 
Ich. 

little more concretely than we had ~r't:ot:r-.~ 
on the writing end. I wasn't ~ - ~o 
later Friday ?ft~rnoon and so end Y9 

ady knew 
. od Vlorking' relations. 

ul~ John Russell and 
xed, subject to pOints 

session and ,in the 
ge f the revision to 
, h ever, that I was so 
ha ve 'i;>een in a la t:er talk 

at you were available and 
§;:S. to tlle k'J:nd Of' 

we will need •. 

put, i it isn 1 t a ghost-writing as:signment 
job. Rather it's advice in'the re-writing 

llecting of suggestions made on August 25 
, We will have a stenographer to help in 

mak:i,n~ _ of the August 25 meetl.ng and I rea1.ize that 
you will u ~lize that session .J..argely to acquire background 
and to orient yourse.J..f in the fi~ld. Nonetheless I think 
it wOu..ld help greatly if you could attempt to keep I10t0S of 
your ovm of the main suggestions made. This ~ould supplement 
John Russellts notes as he will have to be free to partiCipate 
with Paul fully in the substantive discussion, ~ith the result 
that his notes may necessarily suffer. 

, If in addition you and PCi:ul and ,Jo,hn can work out 
arrangements whereby you can ai?tuatd-~e~ff-l44?O~r re-drafting 

'. 

.' 

},t. " -l' ~ 

,~:. ',;.,;.' .' <. -' .:- ',. - - • 

", 



·1 

""f"l!" • 

• 
, 

port~ons of the text ~- ~ the introduction or recommend~tions 
.so much the better •. But that must, I think, be lef~ up to Paul 
to cl~cide as to the most efficient wa,y of proceeding at the t~me 
when the three of you sit· qown together· next Monday night or 
TuesQ.ay !llorning after the session with the consultants.. I·'m 
sure, in any event, that you and Paul w~ll work. out afrangements 
th~t will be helpful to Paul ~ the grind of getting this baby 
born. 

I'm going to ask Miss S~yre to ma~e a copy of this to 
. forward to PaUl for his information so that we can all keep au 
courant of each other's thinking. 

Mr. Llewellyn White 
92. Grove Street 
New York 14, New ¥ork 

Cordially, 

ALGEH .HISS 
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