U.S. Department of Justice

Federal Bureau of Investigation

Washington, D.C. 20535

December 28, 2023

FOIPA Request No.: 1475149-000
Subject: BARLOW, LESTER PENCE

Dear

The FBI has completed its review of records subject to the Freedom of Information/Privacy Acts (FOIPA)
that are responsive to your request. The enclosed documents were reviewed under the FOIPA, Title 5, United
States Code, Section 552/552a. Below you will find check boxes under the appropriate statute headings which
indicate the types of exemptions asserted to protect information which is exempt from disclosure. The appropriate
exemptions are noted on the enclosed pages next to redacted information. In addition, a deleted page information
sheet was inserted to indicate where pages were withheld entirely and identify which exemptions were applied. The
checked exemption boxes used to withhold information are further explained in the enclosed Explanation of
Exemptions.
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251 page(s) were reviewed and 228 page(s) are being released.

Please see the paragraphs below for relevant information specific to your request as well as the enclosed
FBI FOIPA Addendum for standard responses applicable to all requests.

Based on the information you provided, we conducted a main entity record search of the Central Records
System (CRS) per our standard search policy. For more information about records searches and the standard search
policy, see the enclosed FBI FOIPA Addendum General Information Section.

This is the final release of information responsive to your FOIPA request. This material is being provided to
you at no charge.

Duplicate copies of the same document were not processed.



Please refer to the enclosed FBI FOIPA Addendum for additional standard responses applicable to your
request. “Part 1” of the Addendum includes standard responses that apply to all requests. “Part 2” includes
additional standard responses that apply to all requests for records about yourself or any third party individuals.
“Part 3” includes general information about FBI records that you may find useful. Also enclosed is our Explanation
of Exemptions.

Additional information about the FOIPA can be found at www.fbi.gov/foia. Should you have questions
regarding your request, please feel free to contact foipaquestions@fbi.gov. Please reference the FOIPA Request
number listed above in all correspondence concerning your request.

If you are not satisfied with the Federal Bureau of Investigation’s determination in response to this request,
you may administratively appeal by writing to the Director, Office of Information Policy (OIP), United States
Department of Justice, 441 G Street, NW, 6th Floor, Washington, D.C. 20530, or you may submit an appeal through
OIP's FOIA STAR portal by creating an account following the instructions on OIP’s website:
https://www.justice.gov/oip/submit-and-track-request-or-appeal. Your appeal must be postmarked or electronically
transmitted within ninety (90) days of the date of my response to your request. If you submit your appeal by mail,
both the letter and the envelope should be clearly marked "Freedom of Information Act Appeal." Please cite the
FOIPA Request Number assigned to your request so it may be easily identified.

You may seek dispute resolution services by emailing the FBI's FOIA Public Liaison at
foipaquestions@fbi.gov. The subject heading should clearly state “Dispute Resolution Services.” Please also cite
the FOIPA Request Number assigned to your request so it may be easily identified. You may also contact the Office
of Government Information Services (OGIS). The contact information for OGIS is as follows: Office of Government
Information Services, National Archives and Records Administration, 8601 Adelphi Road-OGIS, College Park,
Maryland 20740-6001, e-mail at ogis@nara.gov; telephone at 202-741-5770; toll free at 1-877-684-6448; or facsimile
at 202-741-5769.

Sincerely,

Michael G. Seidel
Section Chief

Record/Information Dissemination Section
Information Management Division

Enclosures
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FBI FOIPA Addendum

As referenced in our letter responding to your Freedom of Information/Privacy Acts (FOIPA) request, the FBI FOIPA Addendum
provides information applicable to your request. Part 1 of the Addendum includes standard responses that apply to all requests.
Part 2 includes standard responses that apply to requests for records about individuals to the extent your request seeks the listed

information.

Part 3 includes general information about FBI records, searches, and programs.

Part 1: The standard responses below apply to all requests:

(i)

(ii)

5U.S.C. 8§552(c). Congress excluded three categories of law enforcement and national security records from the
requirements of the FOIPA [5 U.S.C. § 552(c)]. FBI responses are limited to those records subject to the requirements of the
FOIPA. Additional information about the FBI and the FOIPA can be found on the www.fbi.gov/foia website.

Intelligence Records. To the extent your request seeks records of intelligence sources, methods, or activities, the FBI can
neither confirm nor deny the existence of records pursuant to FOIA exemptions (b)(1), (b)(3), and as applicable to requests for
records about individuals, PA exemption (j)(2) [5 U.S.C. 88 552/552a (b)(1), (b)(3), and (j)(2)]. The mere acknowledgment of
the existence or nonexistence of such records is itself a classified fact protected by FOIA exemption (b)(1) and/or would reveal
intelligence sources, methods, or activities protected by exemption (b)(3) [50 USC 8§ 3024(i)(1)]. This is a standard response
and should not be read to indicate that any such records do or do not exist.

Part 2: The standard responses below apply to all requests for records on individuals:

0

(i)

(iii)

Requests for Records about any Individual—Watch Lists. The FBI can neither confirm nor deny the existence of any
individual's name on a watch list pursuant to FOIA exemption (b)(7)(E) and PA exemption (j)(2) [5 U.S.C. §§ 552/552a
(b)(7)(E), (j)(2)]. This is a standard response and should not be read to indicate that watch list records do or do not exist.

Requests for Records about any Individual—Witness Security Program Records. The FBI can neither confirm nor deny
the existence of records which could identify any participant in the Witness Security Program pursuant to FOIA exemption
(b)(3) and PA exemption (j)(2) [5 U.S.C. 88 552/552a (b)(3), 18 U.S.C. 3521, and (j)(2)]. This is a standard response and
should not be read to indicate that such records do or do not exist.

Requests for Confidential Informant Records. The FBI can neither confirm nor deny the existence of confidential

informant records pursuant to FOIA exemptions (b)(7)(D), (b)(7)(E), and (b)(7)(F) [5 U.S.C.8 § 552 (b)(7)(D), (b)(7)(E), and
(b)(7)(F)] and Privacy Act exemption (j)(2) [5 U.S.C.8 552a (j)(2)]. The mere acknowledgment of the existence or nonexistence of
such records would reveal confidential informant identities and information, expose law enforcement techniques, and endanger
the life or physical safety of individuals. This is a standard response and should not be read to indicate that such records do or do
not exist.

Part 3: General Information:

@)

(i)

(iii)

(iv)

Record Searches and Standard Search Policy. The Record/Information Dissemination Section (RIDS) searches for
reasonably described records by searching systems, such as the Central Records System (CRS), or locations where responsive
records would reasonably be found. The CRS is an extensive system of records consisting of applicant, investigative,
intelligence, personnel, administrative, and general files compiled by the FBI per its law enforcement, intelligence, and
administrative functions. The CRS spans the entire FBI organization, comprising records of FBI Headquarters, FBI Field Offices,
and FBI Legal Attaché Offices (Legats) worldwide; Electronic Surveillance (ELSUR) records are included in the CRS. The
standard search policy is a search for main entity records in the CRS. Unless specifically requested, a standard search does not
include a search for reference entity records, administrative records of previous FOIPA requests, or civil litigation files.

a. Main Entity Records — created for individuals or non-individuals who are the subjects or the focus of
an investigation

b. Reference Entity Records- created for individuals or non-individuals who are associated with a case
but are not known subjects or the focus of an investigation

FBI Records. Founded in 1908, the FBI carries out a dual law enforcement and national security mission. As part of this dual
mission, the FBI creates and maintains records on various subjects; however, the FBI does not maintain records on every
person, subject, or entity.

Foreseeable Harm Standard. As amended in 2016, the Freedom of Information Act provides that a federal agency may
withhold responsive records only if: (1) the agency reasonably foresees that disclosure would harm an interest protected by one
of the nine exemptions that FOIA enumerates, or (2) disclosure is prohibited by law (5 United States Code, Section
552(a)(8)(A)(i)). The FBI considers this foreseeable harm standard in the processing of its requests.

Requests for Criminal History Records or Rap Sheets. The Criminal Justice Information Services (CJIS) Division
provides Identity History Summary Checks — often referred to as a criminal history record or rap sheet. These criminal history
records are not the same as material in an investigative “FBI file.” An Identity History Summary Check is a listing of
information taken from fingerprint cards and documents submitted to the FBI in connection with arrests, federal employment,
naturalization, or military service. For a fee, individuals can request a copy of their Identity History Summary Check. Forms
and directions can be accessed at www.fbi.gov/about-us/cjis/identity-history-summary-checks. Additionally, requests can be
submitted electronically at www.edo.cjis.gov. For additional information, please contact CJIS directly at (304) 625-5590.
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EXPLANATION OF EXEMPTIONS
SUBSECTIONS OF TITLE 5, UNITED STATES CODE, SECTION 552

(A) specifically authorized under criteria established by an Executive order to be kept secret in the interest of national defense or foreign
policy and (B) are in fact properly classified to such Executive order;

related solely to the internal personnel rules and practices of an agency;

specifically exempted from disclosure by statute (other than section 552b of this title), provided that such statute (A) requires that the matters
be withheld from the public in such a manner as to leave no discretion on issue, or (B) establishes particular criteria for withholding or refers
to particular types of matters to be withheld,;

trade secrets and commercial or financial information obtained from a person and privileged or confidential;

inter-agency or intra-agency memorandums or letters which would not be available by law to a party other than an agency in litigation with
the agency;

personnel and medical files and similar files the disclosure of which would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of personal privacy;

records or information compiled for law enforcement purposes, but only to the extent that the production of such law enforcement records or
information ( A) could reasonably be expected to interfere with enforcement proceedings, ( B ) would deprive a person of a right to a fair
trial or an impartial adjudication, ( C ) could reasonably be expected to constitute an unwarranted invasion of personal privacy, ( D) could
reasonably be expected to disclose the identity of confidential source, including a State, local, or foreign agency or authority or any private
institution which furnished information on a confidential basis, and, in the case of record or information compiled by a criminal law
enforcement authority in the course of a criminal investigation, or by an agency conducting a lawful national security intelligence
investigation, information furnished by a confidential source, ( E ) would disclose techniques and procedures for law enforcement
investigations or prosecutions, or would disclose guidelines for law enforcement investigations or prosecutions if such disclosure could
reasonably be expected to risk circumvention of the law, or ( F) could reasonably be expected to endanger the life or physical safety of any
individual;

contained in or related to examination, operating, or condition reports prepared by, on behalf of, or for the use of an agency responsible for
the regulation or supervision of financial institutions; or

geological and geophysical information and data, including maps, concerning wells.
SUBSECTIONS OF TITLE 5, UNITED STATES CODE, SECTION 552a
information compiled in reasonable anticipation of a civil action proceeding;

material reporting investigative efforts pertaining to the enforcement of criminal law including efforts to prevent, control, or reduce crime
or apprehend criminals;

information which is currently and properly classified pursuant to an Executive order in the interest of the national defense or foreign policy,
for example, information involving intelligence sources or methods;

investigatory material compiled for law enforcement purposes, other than criminal, which did not result in loss of a right, benefit or privilege
under Federal programs, or which would identify a source who furnished information pursuant to a promise that his/her identity would be
held in confidence;

material maintained in connection with providing protective services to the President of the United States or any other individual pursuant to
the authority of Title 18, United States Code, Section 3056;

required by statute to be maintained and used solely as statistical records;

investigatory material compiled solely for the purpose of determining suitability, eligibility, or qualifications for Federal civilian
employment or for access to classified information, the disclosure of which would reveal the identity of the person who furnished
information pursuant to a promise that his/her identity would be held in confidence;

testing or examination material used to determine individual qualifications for appointment or promotion in Federal Government service the
release of which would compromise the testing or examination process;

material used to determine potential for promotion in the armed services, the disclosure of which would reveal the identity of the person who
furnished the material pursuant to a promise that his/her identity would be held in confidence.
FBI/DOJ
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F. D. R. IMPEACHVENT DEHAKDED BY NAZIS IN GUISE OF PATRIOTS

Citizenst! Protective League Fails to Realize Own
Indictment in Preamble

Wlth the earnestmess of children playing house, the assembled
audience at a rally of the Citizens' Protective League lines up
to sign a petition asklng Congress to impeach President Roosevelt.

Circulated nationally by Lester P. Barlow of Stamford, Comnn.,

the petition opens:

"We, the undersigned citizens of the United States of Anerica,
recognizing our obligations as Defenders of the Republic when 1t
is faced with threats of destruction, rise to the challenge of
political terrorists and preachers of foreigh "isms" who ere noW
beating at the foundation of our Republice.

"We are shocked at the ruthless willingness of too many of our
present elected and appointed publlc servants to encourage and
accept financlal and political support from those who would
supplant .our tradlitional sAmerican system of free people with a
dictatorship built upon a theory of national reglmentation and
the "isms" of old Europe™

Joining Nazl liovement

Apparently the members of the Cltlzens! Protective League were
in such great haste to obtailn the Presibnt's impeachment that they
falled to read this patriotic preamble, failed to reallze that they
were engaging ln scaldi:g self-critlame.




Juno 16, 1938

llomo ro cngo of LESTER Pe BARIO.

e Yobor, on Juno 10th, objectod to a bill on the private
calondar for the rolicf of Darlow. DBill woo recomaltted to
war Claims Commiltteo, of which !r. Belter is chairmone On
June l4th, !Ts E. s Colladay and !re. Borlowv, accompanied by
a 1. Ilnworth, ettorney for Darlow (tavorth is former celerk
of the Var Cloims Cormitteo at tho time Conge Strong of Konsas
wao Chalirmon). Ve wont aver the reccord in the case, including
tho opinion and findings of faet from the Court of Claims, At
gbout 6:350 Pl on the 14th., Conge. Beitor told Yr. Taber that
Barlow had boen in his offlca and threatened 'r. Tabor with
soze mesgage walch ho would givo to tho press if !r. Taber
didnt't withdrow his objection 40 the bill and allow l'r. Beiter
to bring it up againe. A couple of hours after that, lwr. Colladay
and 'r. lavorth denied to . Tgbor and me that Darlow had rade
eny such stateriont.

On Juno 156th, [T. Tabor was goling oveor the informstion that
hod been loft with me and phoned me to try and get froam lr.
Colladay o copy of tho transcript of ovidence submitted to the
Court of Claimse I phoned "r. Collada¥'s office for this and
then went to the Capitol and when 1 arrived found I'r. Eaworth
ond !T. Barlow walting thore for mo. Iavorth had just been In
touch with Colledayt's office and kunew of the roquest 1 had made
a feuw nminutos beforc. e sald that those perors made a very
largo rackage but secemod willing to got them as soon as possible.
7orlowr, hovever, sceomed to "blow up" and said that !. Taber
was unrcasonable and nocdn!t let tho bill 5o through if he
didn't wish to. Larlow sald he was not going to allow any member
of Congcress to hold hinm up for money to got this bill through,
and that 1f it did not go through he was going to give to the
Loooclated Fross a statozont which would be apread all over the
country and which would ruln ly. Taber. I told him if that was
the way ho feolt and that if he was going to rake staterents that
any morbor of Oongresa kad intimated that any bribe was to be paid
that lr. Taber hod no cholce but to oppose the bill and would 4O 30e
I aglzod hin to namo such merbor of Congress and he refused to Ao 80
.0 thon pulled a picco of rapor out of his pockot and said he was
on the way to glvo it to the fssociated Ireas.




TO THE HOIORABLE WILLIAM &@P Y
WR oF THZ BOUSE OF

UHITED STATLRI CONGRESS:

)
District of colu:.bm; o8,

I, lester P, IDarlow, of Stamford, Connootiocut, being firat duly
gmorn, doporo and aay: That during Uonfay of this week and since there
hawo beca widespread runors passed armang tho Lecbors of tho Rouse of Congress
to tho offost that I an paying or will pay to ooZp ono Locbar of the Houce of
Conarosa U5,000,00 if tho b4ll wihich coacerns me, ond which 15 nor baforo the
House, is paased at this session of Congress; theot ancther atatement being
widoly oirculatod amons the llarders of the Iouns ig that I stole the ideas
upoa which I roceived numBrous patents and upon which I have bheen given a
dooision by the United Stntes Court of Clainms to the extent of approximately
:600.3%.003

That upon recchins the oity of Unshinzton early Tueslay moming
of this week, I was informod of theso widesproad rumors ia the House of
Coazrsas. I frmadiately procseded to ran thess rumors dowa to hedr source
end found that they are emnating from a Yorder of Congress whom ‘T heorewith
-nome: 4o nome 45 slvin J, Unas, Repressntative fron iiinnesota. Ur, la2s
hag ocatinued to ciroulate rmora of this character up until yosterdsy after-
rood. I on cexding thio offidovit to you at this ting bacause I believe it
is ry duty to protect tho noses ard charaoter of the Eembers of the House of
Raprosontatives acainat sush slander and uatruthful staterwnts. A smber of
the Houso of Laproszontatives, and ons lienber oaly, hns propessd to mo to
indireotly participate in a fee which I would pay t0 a cortain attorasy whom
ho wsuld nomd to handle thiso rattor before the Congress, and that Derber of
Copsros3 4o Ur. Delvin J, Laas, I rofused to consider chanoing my attorneys,
as sussasted by Lr. Heds, for an attorney he would name, o nade this
Popozal o o durin; the hoorings of thoe Haval Affaira Comnittos of the Houss
on tho Naval expansion di1d cnd while I was riding as hic gwead in a taxicad
botwesm ko ational Press Clubd cnad the Capitol tuilding.

I roapootfully rojuest thnt scoe propexr action be ¢tohen by the
Coparess watoh will pomit ©p to brin to the attention of tho Coacroas the
£2980 in rofercacs o nu=erous odtenpts to “cheke ra dovn™ for a part of the
ronsy vhich tho Court of Clains kas cllowad me in o dooinion and which X
cannot recoivo wntil it hoo boen outhorized by Canrress. £800,000,00 is a
congidorable oun of oAy, bat more izmportont thoan that I roocive it 45 ¢hat
attempto to wark raokots through tho Concreas be expocod cnd the cullty
partios thoroughly prosecuted and properly punished, and thsyeforc I om yealy
to rua tho risk of loaing all cheonce of ovoer Iccoverine on tho Court's decision,
I ca rexly to bosk v ny statements obout Ly, Laas, ot loast in some respeots,

with roopoasidle witnosses acd T doaire to do it bat the proper official
tritanal, W
Cubsoribed and aworn to before ro

tgh 8 dey of %-_-_klm.
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world support international di cission tending (o lnatarma-

ments <hould he lost: and

Whereas Lester P, Barlow, a citizen of the United States and
aceredited military anthority and engineer, has acquainted
Members of Congross with his desire to present certain plans
and ~pecifications peraining to future possible major military
cetine, - 1d, and prophoses sueh may be built by the major
military. powers unless the infernational armament race IS

halted by sane international cooperation; and

Whereas Loster P Barlow has tecently veceived a unaninous
decision in his favor Trom the United Statex Court of (laims,
as recorded in 82 Court of Claims Reports 360, in reference
to a series of ordnance patents used by the United States
military forces and the accounting on same of the (‘ommis-
sioner has heen rendered to the court showing approxi-

mately %700,000 is due him for the use of such patents; and

Whereas Lester P. Barlow desirex an advance of S15,000 {rom

tiie royalties due him for the parpose of compiling general

specifications and information relating to the military con- .

~trietion program which he says will result unless interna-
tional armament limitation agreements halt the present world-
wide military preparations; and

Whereas Lester P Barlow states that he believes e can have
such specifications ready for study by the Clongress and the
administration hy January 1, 1938, provided such funds are

immediately available to meet the expenses of assembling
data; and

Whereag he agrees (o waive all patent rights and compensation;
and agrees (o keep o dotailed record of all monceys spent, up

to and including the total $15,000; and place finished general
plans in eustody of the chairman of the Clommittee on Military

e ——— A e
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Aairs of the United States Senate hy January 1. 1938:

Now, therefore, be it
1 LResoleed by the Senate and House of Represenlatives of
: 2 the United States of America in (Tongress assembled, That
3 tho s ]iorohy authorized to be appropriated, out of any

4 wmoney in the United States Treasury not otherwise ap- -

5 propriafed, the sum of $15,000 to he innediately made avail-
6 able to the said Lester 1. Barlow for the purposes herein
7 outlined; said sum of $15,000 as used for this purpose not to
8 he subject to Federal income {ax; ‘and be it further

9 Resolved, That all nonseeret information as may be avail-

N

10 able in regard to military equipment be made available to =

i S i S % B g i 7 e
RO

11 Lester P. Barlow by the Departments of National Defense

12 from time to time as he may request: Provided, That all

Py A aal o e T ae e P PSRRI Sy et smmiat ey
P

13 expenses incidental thereto be paid by said Lester P. Barlow.




"o ) 3. J. RES. 156
JOINT RESOLUTION

To promote plans for limitation of armaments.

By Mr. Frazier

JUNe 1 (calendar day. JUuxe 3), 1937
Read twice and referred to the Commitiee on Military
Affairs




it CONGRESS 3
1s1 SESSION 1 6
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IN THIE SENATE OF TIE TINITED STATES
Juxe 1 (calendar day, Juse 3), 1937

Mr. IFrazier introduced the following joint resolution; which was read {wice
and referred to the Conmitiee on Military M airs

~ Mo promote plans for Tmitation of armaments,

Whereas there is now in progress a vast world-wide armament
race; and

Whereas the United States Government has appropriated ap-

- proximately £1,000.000,000 for the carrent nilitary hudee
of the Army and Navy; and-

Whereas, unless intelligent plainning and international coopera-
tion results in a greatly redueed arnament expenze. hank-
ruptey and/or a military erisis will vesult: and

Whereas there is now an embryvonic movement tending toward
an infernational conference for. the establishment of a line-
tation of armanents. which nmay he ealled within the conning
vear: and

Whereas no opportunity for availing the Government ol the

United States of information. technieal and eeneral. which

1




Coples from "Explosives Components of Drop Bombs!

Production Data. Of the various HCDDB which were designed,

only the Mk, I and Mk, III were in production, A few of the other

size bombs were loaded experimentally but none on what could be
considered a production basis, At the cessation of hosgtilities
records showed the following bombs produced;

Itemsg Total Total Bale
loaded to 1iel4e18 incl, floated on hand

H, C. Demolition Bomb Mk, I 20,719 6,000 14,719

H, C. Demolition Bombd Mk, III 20,082 94000 13,082



COPY - Extract "History of Bomb Unit Engineering Branch of the
Adrcraft Armament Section, Engineering Division, Ord. Dept.,
OKD 314,72/ET12

TESTS: BARLOW HEAVY DROP BOMBS

Conducted at La Ferte Allais, France, on September 2nd, 1918, on the
testing field of the Section Technique Aerenautique, Four Barlow Bombs, Nos.
7899, 7948, 7975 and 7981 and two (2) Cooper Bombs werzs released from a Captive
balloon at an approximate altitude of 1000 meters, on a target comsisting of
100 Mannequins, set up in five rows, twenty deep. In each row the mannequins
were five meters apart and the rows were spaced twenty meters apart.

Following the dropping of each bomb a count was made of all penetrating
fragmentse .

The results as set forth by the reports, wers that the averags
efficiency of the Barlow Bomb to the Cooper Bomb was ag 6 is to 7 and that the
comparative unit efficiency with reference to their weights is as 1 is to 6,

On September 26th and 27th, 1918, additional tests of the Barlow bombs
were conducted at the Ordnance Armament School, St. Jean de Monte, France,
Eight Barlow bombs were dropped over land from an airplane at altitudes of
1000 feet, 1750 feet and 2000 feet: in addition, four bombs were dropped over
water, two at 1500 feet and two at 3000 feet altitudes, Total nmumber of
Twelve bombs tested,

. All bombs dropped over water functioned properly and of the eight over
land two were failures,

Largely for the following reasons, it was recommended that production
of Barlow Bombs be discontinued: ’

(1) That the practice of ‘the English, French and Germans, established
by experience, was to employ a large number of small fragmentation bombs,
rather than carry a few larger omes, It was held and proved Dy practice that

the latter method was more effective in results,
(2) That the time required for operation of the extrusions of the

Barlow Bomb was such that these could not be advantageously employed at the
lower altitudes at which bombing was often carried out, )
(3) That the time required to prepare Barlow Bombs for use mitigated
against 1ts practiczl use in the field, added to this was its more
complicated mechanism, Comparativély the Barlow bomb could be far more
eagily injured in handling, shipping over seas and in transportas
(4) Thet ons single bullet through the thin alr reservoir of the

bomb would cesuse failure to function.







BOMB EXPERT
RAPS BARLOW

Prof. Ewell of Worcester
Tech’'Sends Warning

To gggg;ress

_ 1852ciakDispateh to The Herald]
WORCESTER, Feb. 20—Breal

20 years’® silence about World
(;’ombing experiments, Prof, ur
chnic

W. Ewell of Worcester Pl
“Institute, {rar-ti big,v:tﬁet £ the
A, EPmealrecrgsbomb unitYtoday

issued a statement w Con-
gress about lester P. Barlow, Cone
necticut invertor“$¥RGEIs description
of ¢ new aerial mine startled mem-
bers of the House ngval affairs come-
mittee.

Prof. Ewell said Congress ought to
know that reports of Barlow’s bomb
inventions had been in the War de-
partment “files since 1918 and that
Barlow “belittled the United States
in the face of her allies” at demon-
stration conducted in France during
the war.

-

HAD PULL, HE SAID

He said Barlow had “such & tre-
mendous pull” that the ordinance
depariment manufactured bombs of
his design only and that these
proved inferior to those made abroad.
and were never used in combat over-
8€as.

The invenfor last week told the
naval affairs committee the new
bomb could devastate large lang
areas and would explode under
water. He said its use would forze
the adoption of new military and
naval tactics,

The committee postponed final ae-
tion on the administration’'s $1,030,-
000,000 naval construction program

|

f(mble correzpondence, he sald, it!bombs used by tie aliles which
svas agreed Barlow would bring scme

of his bombs to France for a com-,
parative test with those used by the,
alljes,
his test, he stated, was made at
ae Frerchh afr service’s proving
grounds at La Ferte-Alle, south of
Paris and, according to Prof, Ewell,
Barlow invited some 200 officers of
the allied powers, althouzh the dem-
onstration was o Lave teen sccret.
Prof. Ewell said the test proved
Barlow's bomb “far inferior” and o
scheduled second test was corcelled
after his unit and the French ex-|
perts had made their reports. .Bar-
low’s bomb, he aszerted, weighed 110

" TR orgnm-to hear navyexpetts, Gur-
ing the coming week, on the \u.t]
nerability of battleships to such at-
tacks, The committee is also con-
sidering recommending that*part of

& naval experimentsl fund.be used
kbo test. Barlow's aerial mine.

/, WHY HE BROKE SILENCE

Prof. Ewell said .he had read of
Barlow’s testimony and had decided
to break his silence regarding “war-
time secrets” only for the purpose
of preventing a repetition of “the
costly and most embarrassing in-
cident of 1918

“This man who appeared before
the House committee on naval af-
fairs last ¥Friday and told of 2 new
aerial mine that he has invented is
the same Lester P. Barlow who had
such a tremendous pull with Con-
gress in 1918 that the ordnance de-
partment was compelled to manu-
facture only a bomb of his design,
which later was proven inferior to
allled bombs and resulted in set-
ting this country back several
months in the manufacture of aerfal
bombs,” he sald.

He said he and other American
officers protested against the manu-
facturing of bombs which had heen

{ure as compared with 22-pound

| hounds and cosh $135 to manufac-

-
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untried in warfare. After consid-

were produced for $25.

caplive balloon at &ihouetis
jand Barlow's mode 15 hale to 33
for theze of foreign make, Prof.
Ewell dexlored.

fictals ceriainly was embarrassing to’
the Americans when the test showed
Baricw’s bomb to be o Inferio: to!:
the Prench, English and Italian
bombs,” he added, and he referred
to the inventor as “a gocd mechan-
ical enginecr with an extraordinary
aptitude for pelitics.”
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the Secretary of Wary (3) two officers of the Navy to be
appointed to the Commission hy the Secretary of the Navy;
(4) the Chief of the Air Corps of the Army; (5) the Clief
of the Burean of Aeronautics of the Navy; (6) one Mem-
ber “of Congress from each of the following committees:
The Committee on Military Afairs of the Senate, the Com-
mittee on Naval Aflairs of the Scnate, the Committee on
Military Affaivs of the House of Representatives, and the
Commuiittee on Naval Affairs of the House of Representatives,

such Members of Congress to e appointed to the Commis-

‘ston by the chairmen of their respective committees.

(h) .\ member of the Commission shall hold oflice
during the pleasure of the authority which appointed him
to the Commiission.

(¢) Each member of the Commission appointed by
the President shall, while so serving, receive a salary at the
rate of $8,000 per annum.

(1) Vacancies in the Commission, so long as there
shall be nine members in office, shall not impair the power
of the Commission to cxecute its l""unctions, and nine of the
members in office shall constitute & quoram for the trans-
action of the husiness of the Commission. .

(e) All members of the Commission shall he appointed
with due regard o their special fitness for the efficient dis-

charge of the duties imposed upon them hy this Act.
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TECHNICAT: AND CLERICAT, STAFF

See. 8. (a) Without regard to the civil-service laws
or the Classification Act of 1923, as amended, the Commis-
sion may appoint and preseribe the duties and fix the
salaries of a secretary and a total of five each of special
experts, attorneyvs, and examiners: Provided, That no em-
ployees so appointed may receive an annual salary at a
rate In excess ol that provided under the (lassification Act
of 1923, as amended. .

(b) The Commission may, subject to the provisions of
the civil-service laws and the Classification et of 1923, as
amended, appoint snch other officexs; cngineers, inspectors,
attorneys, -examiners, and other cruployces as are necessary
in the execution of its functions. ‘ .

FUNCTIONS OF ‘MIE COMMISSION

Snc. 4. (a) It shall be the funetion of the Commission
to receive, review, and pass upon the merits and suitability
of all inventions, discoveries, and  other devices, whether
patented or otherwise, submitted to the Government for pro-
posed use for p’urposos of national defense. To this end pro-
posals or suggestions made to or veceived by hranches, depart-
ments, agencies, and instrumentalities of the Federal Govern-
ment for use in the national defense shall be referred to the
Commission for study. The Commission shall investigate the

merits of all proposals or suggestions referred to it, taking all
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reasonable measures necessary (o arrive at an accurate deter-
mination of suitability and value for national defense.  The
Commission is anthorized to huild and test modelx of devices
believed to warrant such treatment and expense, and to
develop devices useful to and needed by the national defense
ars of the Government to the point of readiness for produe-
tion for service use.

(h) The Commission shall, through its xecretary, keep
a true record of all its meetings, and the yea-and-nay votes
taken therein, on every transaction approved or disapproved
by the G()n.nnissi(m. The Clommission ix authorized to adopt
rules and 1'0gL11z1ti01i.< in regard to its procedure and the con-
duct of its husiness and such as are necessary o carry out the
powers, duties, and functions vested in it by this Act.

(¢) The Commission may make such expenditures as
are necessary in the performance of its functions from funds
made available to it through appropriations which are hereby
authorized.

(d) Each member, any employee of the Commission,
and any person detailed fo it from any other ageney of the
Government shall receive the necessary traveling and sub-
sistence expenses, or per diem allowance in licu thereof,
within the Jimitations preseribed by law, while away from his
official station upon official business of the Commission.

Txpenditures by the Commission shall be allowed and paid

)
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ot the presentation of itemized vouchers therefor approved by
the Commission or a designated employee thereof,

(¢) It shall be mlawiul for any member, officer, or
cmployee of the Commission to he in the employ of any other
Pexson, firny, or corporation, or to have any pecuniary inter-
est I, or hold any offieial relationship with any other person,
firm, association, or corporation with whoni the Commission
has business relations.

RELATIONS BETWEEN THIE UNITED STATES .\NDVINVENTORS

See. 5. In suits against the United States for unlicensed
use of an invention or for infringement of a patent, where the
mvention or thing patented has been used by the Department
of War or the Dopartmm‘lt of the Navy, it shall be competent
and suflicient for the United States to show as a special matter
of defense in such suits that officers of the United States had
personal, though unpublished and unprinted, knowledge of
such invention or patented device prior to the plaintifi’s sup-
posed invention or discovery thereof, or more than two years

.

prior to his application for a patent therefor.
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A BILL

To create a National Defense Commission on
Inventions, and for other purposes.

By Mr. Maas

JUNE 14, 1938

Referred to the Committee on Military Affairs and
ordered to be printed
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IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

JUNE 14,1938

~

Mr. Maas introduced the following bill; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs and ordered to be printed

A BILL

To create a National Defense Commission on Inventions, and

for other purposes.

1 . Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representu-
2 tives of the United States of America in Congress assembled,
3 That there is hereby established, as an independent agency
4 of the United States Government, a National Defense Com-
5 mission on Inventions, hereinafter referred to as the “Com-
6 mission”.

7 COMPOSITION OF THE COMMISSION

8 SEc. 2. (a) The Commission shall be composed of
9 (1) two civilians, one of whom shall be designated and
10 shall serve as chairman if the Commission, who shall be
11 appointed to the Commission by the President; (2) two

12 officers of the Army to be appointed to the Commission by
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LIBRAR
Almost a GIFT!

Containing 13,000 pages . . .
3,000,000 words . . . Weighing
33 pounds! ., , ., Primted from
clear, large-faced type on select
quality, “non-glaring” paper
+ « » Encased in a luxuriously
embossed and gilded "Life-time”
binding.

Thera cen he no truly  Americom
family that has not jonged to own
the complete works of America’s beste
foved, gmreatest  writing  genius—
Americe’s Prince of Lavghier-—our
swn MARK TWAINI  Thers csn
be no fsthers and mothers who have
not wanted to let their children thrill
over Tom Sawyver snd Fuckleberry
Finn, just sy they did at the- same
agal There can be no fover of brosd,
uprosrious  American  humor, of
senderly  drawn, heartbreaking re-
mance, ©of breathless, hercic sdvan-
fure or uncanay mystery who has not
dreamed owning & complets
Iibrary of tha works of Mark Twain,
Brery word the immortal Mark Twain
prar wrote-ein 24 superb volumepw
offered 1o you praclicsily for the ash.
ing! Yes! That is the miracle 1937
cod.will presentation from the NEW

ORK POST to i readers. Here
are hooks to read and reresd and
traasure all vour life . . . bookas of
proud, enduring besuty . . . books
po truly American bhome can aiford
o ba without!

You MUST NOT deprive yoursell
me vour family of this glorious op-
portanity!  Thess priceless volumes
can be vours for s song.

ACT AT ONCE!

Mail the Reservation Form
below for Privilege Vouchers
entitiing you to qualily for the
superd Mark Twaln 24-Volume
Library, and the simple rules
governing this great Reader Re-. |
ward, DO IT NOW! B

2se this Reservation

T Onder ANY oz AlL of
iz POST GIFT-0

EQ’o New Yoark Pos?,

[ Presentation Dept..
%5 West Bireet, New York, N, ¥.

_ Please eet aside especially for me the
Presentation Libraries or Volumes which
have checked below., I understand 1
an seflre them almost &z B @4 e
8 Van Gogh Psintings & Portfolio
12 Vol. Wonderland of Knowledge.
Dr. Morris Fishbein's 344-Page Mod-
ern Homa Medical AdViser.
Webster's 2,010-Bage Giant Unlveraal
Unabridged Dictionary,
Rand: McNally Unabridged World
Atlas and Encyelopedic Gasetlesr of
the Universe,
Complets Works of Charles Dickens
in 20 volumas,
Complete Works of Mark Twain fo
24 volumes,
Plaase send me FREE br return mail
{1} Privilege Vouchers enabling me 10
gquality for ths wolumes indieated
ahove. {27 Exact Instructions {o fok
low to obtain my reserved volumes,
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VINCENT VAN GOGH

PORTFOLIO 0F EIGHT PAINTINGS
NGO, 23
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wilh (18 8 full.colorad paintings, g
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Citizens’ Protective League Fails to

Realize

Own Indictment in Preamble <

i

“Primoarily we gre not

comrades. t—Josef Huenerfowh, leading Nazi philoso-

pher.

“In admiration and deep faith, our. racial comrades
in foreign states look up to the Reweh and ats Fuchror”
Peoples League for Germonism Abroad,

How the Nazi movemert tn America, while not de-
vthrow fthe American Gore-
ernmoent, Hves hke a state within the state, always aping
Hitler's Reich, is shoun in a serics of which this 15 the

maonstrably  secking to ore

final article.

Copyright, 1937, by

With the earnestness of children playing house, the assembled panaws wns
audicnee at a rally of the Citizens’ Protective League iines up to ! flatticshurg, Miss,

S— arards

citizens of states but racinl

[r—.

RO

New York Pogt, Tne,

sign a petition asking Congress to impeach President Roosevelt. last night,

Circutated nationally by Lestews

P. Barlow of Stamford Conn, the
petition opons:
“We, the undersigned citizens of

Cthe 1inited States of Americs, rec-

ngnizing our obligations as Defend-
ers of the Republic when it 1s faced
with threats of destruction, rise o
the challenge of political terroviais
and preachers of foreign ‘isms” wha
are now beating at the foundation
of our Republic.

“We are shocked at the ruthless
willingness of too many of our pres-
appointed public
gervanis o encourage and accept
financial and political support from
those who would supplant our tra-~
ditional American system of {ree
people with a dictatorship built
upon a theory of national regimen-
tation and the ‘ismg’ of old Europe”

Joining Nazi Movement

Apparently the members of the
Citizens’ Proleciive League were
in such great haste to obtain the
Fresident’'s impeachment that they
failed to read this patriolic pre-
amble, failed to realize that they
were engaging in  scalding  self-
criticism.

¥For the Citizens’ Protective
League was itself conceived in the
sin of a “foreign ism,” being nothing
jess than one of the adjuncis of the
Nazi movemgnt in America. It was
meeting at the moment in the New
York Turnhall, in Yorkville, and
the chairman was Kurt Mertig, a
leutenant of Fritz Kuhn, the Nazi
Fuchrer in America,

Iix major function is tfe guides
national

German-Americans in
State and maunicipal elections so
that they may vote against candi-
dates unsympaihetic to Nazi prin-
ciples,

Except for this unprecedented
slip, however, the numerous organ-
izations that spring from the Nazi
movement in America might easily
e meeting at any given moment
4,000 miles away in Germany in-
stead of in Yorkville,

Draped With Bwastika

For instance, a Deutscher Feler-
abend (German festival evening)
of the German-American Vocational
League, which is the domesiicated
American version of the German
Labor Front——

A thousand happy celebrants
crowd the Yorkville Casino. Down
in the front scats are a delegation
af a hundred children {rom the
American equivalent of the Hitler
Youth, The house is draped with
the Nazi swastika flag.

From the stage and the balconies
hang also banners with insignia of
the German Labor Front — a cog-
wheel within a wheel, and in the
center of the cogwheel the letter
“D"  for Deutschland,  Posters
tacked on to the halconies at inter-
valg bear single words—"“Strength,”
“Jov.,” “Justice”—which are slogans
of the Labor Front in Germany.

Bremen Crew in Cholr

Music Master Elenschneider raps
hie baton sharply and calls to order
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generosity” the League was )
Cable to send him to a Bavavian san-
Citarium for five monihs, Applause. !
- The League started only a couple
cof vears agoe in one lttle office. |
Thriving on a formula of music, |
‘recitations,  conviviality, mmtaigiai
cand thrift, it now needs a six-room
- suite at 21 East Reveniv-fifth Street
to aecommodate national headguar-
Cters. It claims a membership of 20,-
000 with branches in tweniy-two
- other cities.

. OFf the substantial dues it col-
‘lects from  German Labor Front
members, It retains only enough to
cover administration costs, sick and
i death henefits. The remainder goes
| as & gift to the German Labor Front
in Berlin,

A major function of the League
i to provide s memberzs with a
“reading lisl.” Once a month each
member reccives a copy of
Deutsche im Ausland (The Ger.
man Abread), which is published
by the foreign division of the Labor
Front in Berlin, Clipped {o this im-
ported  publication is a copy  of
Der Deutsche in  Nord-Amerikay
published by the League.

Trade Papers Listed

In addition Lesgue members may
choose from among the eighty-five
official trade papers published in |
Germany the one covering his own |
occupalion,

Examples from the reading list
{or League members:

The September issue of Deutsche
im  Ausland carries a leading ar-
ticle denouncing Marxism as “Jew-
ish,” Another arlicle acclaims J. E. |
Joos, gwner and publisher of the
Pittsburgh  Sontapsbote, for  an
editorial on the need of Germanizm
in America.

Othep articles praise conditions in
the HRelch, describe the achieves
ments of the Italian press under
Muszsolind, deiail ithe Nazi Party
convention in Nuremberg.

Reprints From Ley Book

| The October issue of Der
‘Deutache  in Nord-Amerika  re-
sprints part of a book by Dr, Robert
Lev, leader of the German Labor
Front, which 1s entitled, "We Al
Help the Fuehrer” II carries a
number of items about crews of
Perman hiners who have partici-
pated in fetes of the League.

The July issue of one of the frade !
Journals  the  Traveling Sales-
man, urges that Jews be denisd
permisgion to sell farm machinery
to peasants. It attacks Chrisiiang
who employ Jews or in ahy man-
ner help them and cites a firm
which emplovs 8 Jewish salesman
and has refused to fire him.

The July lssue of the German
Merchant goes  even farther It
devotes 1ts whole front page to an
attack on the French Popular Front
Government,

Denies Political Activity !

But HMerr H, H. Vollbers, sccre-
tary-treasurer of the League. is dis- |
treszecd when anvbody  character-
izes the League as engaging in po-

csuccessiul, Thanks in a large meas-

amportant news for every

cgood humorediy,

von Brettholtz of Sweoden, whom e
marvied in 1913, woas af s boedeide,

Ay

He will be buried in New Britan,

Conn. Funeral arrangemoente are
incomplete,
Fellows  was  siviy-siv, art

He h

spent forty-fve vears fouring the

Unitted Stntes and Cannda as press
Cagent for
Lo WS,

cirgusos and
He was the
press agéent

Woild Wert
most widedw
in the waorid,

Friends by the Thousands
Fellows's friendships
uncounted ihousands. :
The New Yok “tent” of the Cir. !
cus Saints and Sinners, u benevo- |
lent organization, is named {or b |
Members, all of them intimates of
Fellows, include Lowell Thomas, |
Gene Tunuey, Babe Rurh, Georoe
M. Cohan, Hendrik van Loon, Fd- |
dig Rickenbacker, Rudy Valiee,
County Felix von Luckner, Generad |

known

into

ran

Smedley Butler, Carvelh Wells, Doy |
Chapman Andrews and Tonv Sarg, |

Reporters and editors cvervaheore
greeted Fellows affectionutely {rom
vear to year as he preceded the
circus on its transcontimenta! rooes
Fellows returned their affeciion,
and invariably called them all by
thelr first nemes. T

He wrote the story of hig life in|

E;lgiﬁﬁ, in a book titled “This Way .
to the Big Show,” and wrote an the

fiy leaf: “To newspaper men
women wherever dizspersed.”
No press agent ever was more

rid

ure to Fellows's adept minisira-|
tionsg, the circus Jong apo became

NewWss |
paper, rating columns of free space |
CApril brought Fellows to New
York each vear from his New Dipite
air, Conn., winter home, He always
was two weeks ahead of the annual
arrival of the circus at Madison |
Square Garden.
He would come wearing waxed
rmustachios, a gay topeoat and pock-

eis full of passes :
“Bpring s here!” feature wryiters
of the New York papers wonld ox-

cuit, The papers bloomed with Feol.

lows stories as {anlastic as
authors could concoct.

CWhv don' they write ahoul e
circus?” Fellows would complain,
“Thes're mak o
a myth of me- Jjust an adicciive.
slinging legend”

The Spirit of Spring _
It always was g prodigious, onlos.

ey

fapl, gargantuan pilece of humor (o

Fim that & man grown grar, wiimne |

kled and corpulent should be held

{orth as the suirit of spring.
In a cubbyhoele office

nt the

CCrarden, Fellows would frnce a bars
Frage
H >

Csonal visitations,

of telephone calls and per-
!
He always was in 1o newspaper
writers,  He sirove desperately o
dodge Imposters,
SA Fellows

he will not be

i and

not  hoere
back,” ho wouis
N £ L e e

EY e

Fallr
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66-Year-Old Press Agent for 77

3 .

Barnunm’s Spent 45
Years on Road
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Spring  will have a new v o

Phinger nost year, For Dextor Felo, &0
Tows, fthe mon e v onewspaper O
wrier and  nearly o oesery oetregs
lover kuiew, Is e, H

Siriekern with typhoid Tever Do 000

Cher T owhile the Rinpling Drothors- 70
Barnum & Baley eiveus was on the 7

- < g.’ H

homestreteh of  ite annual toar, 0O

as placed Byoa hospital in 777

\ . . R

where he dued

it

Sesty

| Physicians said a bidney athment g}(i

coniributed 1o b denth, He :’z;’swf%x‘ﬁ
‘peared to he recovering recently. i, '{;

tbut the complication of allments re. Ve

sulted in a reinpse e
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ALFRED N, PHILLIPS, Jr. VINCENT CALLAHAN
41H DisT, CoONNECTICUT SECRETARY

Congress of the United States
‘ FBousge of Representatibes
Washington, BD. €.

COPY

of
Ilon. Curl Vinason, Choirman,

Yavel sffairs Committceo, LETTE.R

House of Represontativos,
aschington, D.7.

f‘arch 2, 1938,

Doar lr. Vincon: . R8: Lostor I, Barlor, “tamfo.d, Conn.

Lostor i« Barlow carmo to Stanford, Connecticut, seven or
oight yearn a~o. Bofore thon we have a recoxrd of his living in
Kovr Havon, Connoc%¥icut, sane few years dbofore that. ™e have heen
told in Stenford that he was one of the organizers, with Senator
Frozior and ocur colleague Eon. Honry G. Teigen, member of the
Houga of Reprosentatives, of the farmer tabor party out in thec north-
west. Barlow also olaimg to have boon an air officer undor Fsncho
Ville in LsexieoJ Prccumably at the tine he was fighting erd killing
hzoricans.

Barlow aleo claims to have a number of inventions to his
crcdit from which he gots his income. However, within the last
twanty~four months the testinmony before a cvourt in Connecticut shows
that his tax paid to Tex Collector in Stamford, Connecticut, on
local recal proporty was less than a dollar (I bolieve forty-eight
cents, though I have forgotten tho exeet arount).

During the lattor days of Senator Huey Long, Barlow clairmed
to bo the northecastorn ropresontative for Long and attempted to ar-
range one or nore racs nectings foxr Long in Connecticut. Kone of
thooo raterializcd,

On the dcath of Senator Long, Barlow issued tho statenent
that he was tho political legateo of Long and his share~the-wealth
follovwers. CSozoticzo after that ho announced that he was going to
run for Conzrocs, on what ticket I do mot recall, but later he an-
nounced that ho was not going to runl

Juat prior to the 1934 munleipal olection in Stonford, Con-
necticut, Barlow orcanized vhat he thousht wms a Pausion group. He
oubgejuontly crdorscd tho Republican cendidato for Layor against
tho undorsisgnod funnins on tho Dosooratic ticket. Yhen the votes on

i
[ Y ST



ALFRED N. PHILLIPS, Jr. . VINGENT o
4rr DI1sT. CONNECTICUT T CALLAHAN ]
SHECREVYAKY

Congress of the Anited States
PHouse of Vepregentatives
Washington, D. €.

iir. Vinson - 2,

%he votiné cochine were counted it was found that Barlow's Fusion

elate drew a Fusion party vole -of somothing like 350 votos, out of
a total of same 14,000 votes cost at that muniocipal election, Throo
years later Barlow entered the Republicen prizaries for layor ard
there again drew about 350 votes out of a totdl of sazo 4,700 votes

casnte

About thé year 1930 Borlow was pnid - urder what arrangement
I do not know -~ by the Yale and Towne Lanufseturing Company of £ tome
ford, Connecticut (manufactursrs of Yale locks) to work on & non-
refillable bottle which he had in mind. The bottle hod a motal caop J 1
and hence the interest in this by the Yale and Towne Hanufacturing N
Conpany. The Yale snd Towne lanufacturing Company kept Barlow work- (@‘
ing for it for a number of weeks and is roported to have spnt all
thousands of dollars on the alleged Barlow invention. Nothing-cormo
of this except the following: A4t o hearing before a Senate cormittoe
presided over by Conator Clark of illascuri, Barlow rmade tho statexzcnt
that the National Distillers Products Corporation was in league with
bootleggers, or vords to that effect. Uhen Barlow was asked to give
his grounds for this staterment he refused and appsrently was so vitu-
perative that Cenator Clark requsstod that he be cited for conterpt.
Apparontly this contempt was not carried further, horover, possibly
because 1t was thought that Burlow was just endeavoring to mako tho
heoadlines in the newgpapers. .t any rate, Barlow later wrote out a
rotraction of his staterment re. National Distillers IroductsCorpora-

tion as por copy attached.

In the spring of 1937 2% a lationznl Laobor Relations Board
hearing in Fftemford, Connecticut, Barlow stated that the members of
the Board could "tell the Prosident of the United States to go to
holl for kin". He then stated that should he bo arrested for thio
statement he intended to file charges sgainst President Roosovelt,
the Honorable Jeomes A, Farley and the Eonorable Homer Cumzmings ard
others "assoolated with the Dexocratic national political machine®
charging them with “eortruption of public office and political con-
opiracy assoclated with eriminal labor sotivities and graft on the
part of high officials of the United States Govorntent”.

About this tirmo Earlow eddreassed o letter to the lresidont
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asking the rexoval of a numbor of govornment officiale, including
tho Honorable Hoxer Curmings, ladanm Frances forkins, the Hororable
Jemes A. Farloy, etc. In connsction with thero National Lebor
Relations Eoard acotivities of Barlow kindly note coples of news
clippinzo attached, these fron tho Stamford Advooate, Ttamford, Con~
necticut (please return the clippings to oy office when they have
cerved their purpose).

Regarding Barlow's rore recent activities - before the Housse
Raval Affairs Committee - he came into my office e few days before
his Iirst appearance before the Navsl Affairs Committee of the Houce
ond suggested that he be allowed to testifyfifor:said Committee in
cennection with his so-called "aerial nine", or something to that
offect. I told him that I would send him out to that department of
the Navy which "2if4s out"” new mechanicsl devices of use for offense
and defense by the lavy. Barlow said no ke would not &llow that be-
cause he would not get a “square deal™ - or words to this effect. I
then told him that I had gone to boarding school years ago with the
Apsistant Fecretary of the Navy, the Honorable Cherles Tdison, snd
would gladly cend him to lr. Idison with a letter of introdustion to
sve that he got a square deal and that his-dsvice or devices would
kave a thorough hearing before the Havy Department;and investigation.
DBarlow ongain repented that he would not get a "square deal” - or
words to thot effect. I then told him that I was not interested in
diccussing the matter with him any further. Shortly thersafter I
was accosted by the Honornble Jeanneite Rankin, professional paid
lobbyist, wko had Barlow with hor in the corridor outside of the
Kaval Affairs Cormittce meeting rooms E£he pleaded with me to have
Barlow put on to testify bofore the MNaval Affairs Cormittce. I
£ave hor no answor.

In connection with Barlow's politicel activities as out-
lineé above, it should be stated thut he endeavored organize in
Stamford, Connecticut, an organization known as the "Modern 76ers”.
I bhave heurd thet this organization -~ {f the few stiragsling members
of it in Stamford can be colled that - was a branch of a national
organization with hegdquarters in the General kotors Building, New
Yorkx City, this organization having oome kind of an ideca of setiing
up scie kind of o Fesoist group or organization or gotivity in the
United Statos of Amorica. Howovor, regarding this latter roport,

I bave nothing bat hoarsay evidense and just what that is I have
forgotten, in dotail.
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In Stenfard, Connecticut, Barlow has been on so nany sidos
of so rany fences, pudlicly, that people are not nmush iaflucnocd
by him, I understand that in 1932 he took the atump for rosi-
dont Roosevelt but that aftor one speasch he was called off by thoe
Bational Democratic Comnmittec or sosieonoe roprosenting such Commitice.
He 1s thought of in Stemford, Comnocticut, as a ran of divergont
views and 1deas. As stated above, he has boon in ocur carmunity for

a period of less then eight years to my knovledgo.

I recall that Barlow caxe into By cffice hore in "“achington
last fall with s rough sketch of a 2200 ft. long batiloship - alrost
2 helf nile longt - in which he was tryinz to interest rmes. Apparcntly

his transition from deing a big battloshiy wmen to an "alr baxmbox®
has besn abruptl

I underatond that after the liaval Affalrs Comaittes cdjourncd
on February 28, Barlow was magered by the Cormittee not letting hin
tostify dbefore it again end made the public statement "lot'o sink
the Ravy" - or words to thot effect - and then later gave out a
staterent that he waus going ¢o csll warious militury and naval attaches
in Weshington together and give out his "scereti! - or words to that
offect.

It oscurs to me that in looking into Barlox’s cctivities and
findingsout vhether or not his inventions in the past havo been of
valus, it might be intoresting to the Ccrmittee to know fron vhat
séurce he darives hic income.

1 havo no poracnsl feelings ogoinst Barlow, ovon thoush ho
has publioly assailed mo many times. As for oo I can oo every
tire he hes cisailed ko he has psde votes for co.

. I furnish this information for use of Cubcomnittce of tho
Houge Haval Affeirs Cormittce becouse it may be helpful to said
Subccrmitteo in determining the crodulity of Barlow as a witnoog.

Raopectfully oubmitted, \

ANE Jx*L Alfrod N. Fhillipo, Jr.
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GIFT OF WAK DEVICE TO SOVIET
TO ASSURE PEACE ANNOUNCED

U.S. Inventor Returns, Claiming Discovery
- of Means to Render All Arms Futile.
Charges U. S. Refused Offer.

By the Assoclated Press.
NEW YORK, August 26.—Lester P'f
Barlcw, military engineer and inventor,

of tSamford, Conn., announced yester-i

day he had given the Soviet government
the secrets of & war device so terrible it
makes a'l armaments futile.

A wmilitant pacifist, the engineer said
he explained his invention to Russian
technicians because the Soviet govern-
ment was the cnly one of the major
powers to take a stand for complete
disarmament. He returned from Mos-
cow a few days ago.

He went there, he said, as guest of
the Soviet government, with the under-
standing that Russia would use the
krowledge he t-ok them as a “big stick”
at the Disarmament Conference in
Geneva to emphasize the futility of all
present armament programs.

Have 1,000 Miles Range.

But the Geneva Conference ad-
journed while he was still in Moscow,
explaining to a corps of 20 government
technicians how high explosives, phos-
phorous fire and Lewisite gas could be
dropped on a city from a secret base
1,000 miles distant.

“Much to my surprise,” he said, “the
Russian govermment representatives
then urged me to return here and re-
port in full to the United States all the
negotiations, )

“Because they are very eager to win
recognition for Soviet Russia, they said
they preferred to avold embarrassment
of having sole knowledge of the plan
with several months’ ‘head start’ over
this country.”

Barlow asserted he asks no money
for his invention, which he sald would
cost apout $6,000,000,060 to put in ap-
eration, would require a year to pre-
pare here and about 18 months in
Russia. He has an independent income
from patents, he sald.

Inveniion Refused Here, 4

He would “one hundred times prefer,”
he sald, to have the invention go to the
Geneva Conference from this counfry

fthan from Russia, but declared the

Government here refused his offer with
its stipulated condition that a stand
for absolute disarmament should ac-
company it.

He has written to Washington re-
peating his offer, but again with a de-
mand for explanation why the United
States delegates at’ Geneva have not
proptosed complete universal disarma-
ment,

Russia 1s shipping more heavy oil and
gasoline and less Iubricating oil and
kerosene than a year ago.

S

[ T S ——

D N




4 South Street,
Stamford, Conn.
February 12, 1938

To the President of the United States. .

To the President of the Senate of the United States.

To the Speaker of the House of Representatives of the United States.

To the Chairman of the Military Affairs Committee of the Senate.

To the Chairman of the Military Affairs Committee of the House of Representatives.
To the Chairman of thé Naval Affairs Committee of the Senate.

To the Chairman of the Naval Affairs Committee of the House of Hepresentatives.

To the Members of the Congress.

To the Editors of the American Press.

Honorable Sirs:

The United States Court of Cldims on June 7, 1937, furnished me with
the credentials that I offer here as an evidence exhibit of my qualification to make
the true statements to follow.

On the above date, the United States Court of Claims rendered a
decision against the United States Government and in my favor. That decision says
that the Government of the United States owes me more than $600,000. on a contract
between the Government and myself which was signed by the Chief of Ordnance of the
Army on August 3, 1917. That contract gave the Government the rights to make and
use aerial bombs of the Barlow patented type. The Court has held the contract and
the seven Barlow patents relating thereto valid, but unless Congress intervenes to
force the Government officials to respect those patents and the contract, I will
never be paid as the Government's contract promise of 1917 led me to expect.

) The citizens of the nation are now conscious of the intense drive on
the Congress to authorize nearly $1,000,000,000. for the increase of our national
defense organizations, and the greater part of the money is to be expended for
additional super naval units. VWhether thé increase in the national defense program
as called for is necessary is not the point in this letter. But this writer
believes that the Congress should be informed now that a new kind of aerial attack
upon all naval craft is now possible, and that naval tactics will be greatly changed
in order to.meet this new form of aerial warfare.

This writer contends that'all nava¥ craft may be effectively attacked
from altitudes of fifteen thousand feet or more by the use of aerial mines launched
from aerial bombers of the Martin type. These aerial mines are very much of a
departure from the present types of aerial bombs, and because of their design, a
high percentage of destructive hits are assured. I believe that with an adequate
air force, and with ample aerial mines available to the military forces of the
United States, enemy naval craft could not successfully invade, for attack maneuver,
the 500 mile limits from our coast lines.

Due to the prevailing hazards of contract relations with the national
defense departments, this new military device cannot be presented for the consider-
ation of our Government through either the War or Navy Department, but if the
Congress and the President will respect my patents and my contract with the
Government for the use by the Government of my patents during the World War, now
that the United States Court of Claims has held both the contract and the patents
valid, I will assign to the United States Government all patent rights on this new
military device to which I may be entitled, and no financial consideration will be
required by me for such assignment. This is my way of attempting to bring the
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citizens of the nation to realize that the real planning for our national defense
must come, after all, from the civilian experts of the nation, and that the con-
fidence of those experts must be respected by all Government officials who are
sincerely interested in the safety of America.

Many of America's finest civilian technical men have become the
victims of the contract red tape of the Government, especially in connection with
the national defense departments. The present lack of confidence of civilian
experts in contracts with the Government pertaining to military device patents may
lead to a serious breakdown of the national defense. The Congress and the citizens
will be given a real jolt if the facts on this point are revealed. The situation
here referred to is a real danger to the nation, and should be looked into by the
Congress at once.

If the Congress will accept my offer, I will construct at my own
expense a proper number of the new aerial mines, and I will direct a regular
military demonstration of the aerial mines in an attack on naval targets placed on
waters where the demonstration may be made with safety to shipping and persons.

It should be understood that the aerial mines will be dangerous to unprotected
persons within a radius of two miles or more from the point of action.

I respectfully request that the Congress establish a committee of
two nationally known civilian military experts and one United States Senator, and
that the following men be selected: The Honorable Lynn J. Frazier, of the United
States Senate; Mr. Glenn L. Martin, President of the Glenn L. Martin Company,
builders of the famous Martin aerial bombers; and Colonel E. J. W. Ragsdale
(retired), formerly Chief of Aerial Bomb Design Section, United States Army Ordnance
Division, and designer and director of construction of the famous Zephyr streamlined
trains. I request that if the Congress establish such committee, the members be
instructed to make no report, and release no character detail of the aerial mine
designs, and that their report to Congress be limited to the probable military value
of the aerial mine.

Yhen the committee has made its report I will, if the Congress
desires it, go ahead with the construction and demonstration of the aerial mines
for the benefit and information of the members of Congress.

I will be in Washington February 15, 16, and 17, and if any member

of Congress wishes to reach me, I will be at Senator Lynn J. Frazier's office.

Respectfully,

Lester F. Barlow

P. S.: The Editors of the Press can be assured that if the Congress will accept
my offer, I will make good as I always have.
' L. P. B.
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Officials Jittery
Over What to Do
About Bridges

By THOMAS L. STOKES

Pershing
Holds on

to Gains

By United Press

A bundle of political dynamite, in the wiry person,
of Harry Bridges, Pacific Coast C. I. O. leader, has]|
landed kerplunk in the Capital and is causing jitters
in several quarters. ' .

The Labor Department is expected to decide soon
whether to order a deportation hearing as recom-
mended some weeks ago by Raphael P. Bonham, in
charge of the Seattle office of the Immigration Service.

The case
charges that Bridges, an Aus-
tralian, is a member of the

Communist Party and there-

fore deportable. Bridges has
said repeatedly that he is not a
member.

For months he has been 2
burning issue along the Pacific
Coast because of his labor ac-
tivities, which have eulminated
in a fierce war with the A,
of L. led on the coast by Dave
Beck of Seattle. Ilis name is
anathema to shipping men axd
businessmen generally and fo
ihe A, T. of L. All these groups
have joined in the attempt fto
run him out of*the country

CALLS PRESS CONFERENCE

The C. 1. O. leader set himself fup
in a hotel her: and calfed a pipss
conference today to discuss the ke-
{usal of .the Senate Commerce C
mittee to give him a hearing uptil
the Labor Department has. decifled
what it will do.

The committee, which rece
hcard Bridges' foes criticize his la
leadership, avoided the issue nes
by falling back upon Labor Secret)
Perluns' statement before it a mo
ago.

Aked at that lime for confiden
department files on Bridges, she
jected to having them made pu
¢a the ground that this might ing
fere with whatever action the La
D.purtment decided to take, Sub
quently the files were subniitted jon
a cenfidential basls and examined fhy
Cha.rman Copeland (D, N, Y.) ¢
Scen. Vandenberg (R, Mich.).

FEAR MARTYR POSSIBILITIE

On the ground that the Jlabkor
Jcader’s appearance might bring a
a discussion of the Labor Depart-
ment investigation the committee de-
clined to hear him until after the
department’s action, tho some sena-
tors outside the committee thought
he shiould be given a chance to an-
swer the charges made before the
committce,

The Bridges affair has numerous
political ramifications. The Admin-
jstration has handled it cautiously
thus far. It recognizes that deporta-
tion might make 2 “martyr” q[
Bridges and that political retaliation
—if nothing more disturbing—might
follow.

VANDENBERG IS LEADER

Sen. Vandenberg, the outstanding
aspirant for the 1940 presidential
nomination, has chosen to lead the
anti-Bridges movement. He has par-
ticipated prominently in Senate on
the labor issue, beginning with de-
nunciation of the sitdown strikes in
the auto plants in his state. He also
has proposed amendments to the
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revolves about?

‘d4the case to court,

'which inventor Lester P, Barlow
, clalms can be used to devastate areas
. up to 160 square miles.

bor | aerial bombs—as yet untested—also
tly | could be used to blanket cities with

fWagner Labor Act for the protection
'of employers. He voted against pas-!
cage of this act in 1935. Whether!
'Vandenberg has got hold of a good!

‘iz ue naticnally remains to be seen.
If the Labor Deparement decides
to act it will Issue a deportation war-
rant, whereupon the whole case will
be thirown open fo hecarmgs at San
‘Franciseo with both sides represented,
|After the hearings the department
would decide whether to order de-
1 carry
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Martin Plans Test

: ‘ L] . ’
£l
of ‘Aerial Mines
By Uniled Press
BALTIMORE, March S—Glen L.
. Martin, des.gner of the great com-

mercial clipper flying boats, yester-
day agreed to test the “aerial mines”

Barlow, testifying before the House
Naval Affairs Committee, said his

deadly gas in time of war,

Martin told the committee this
week that he believed Barlow's in-
vention was warthy of investigation,
He did not specify where the tesis
would bz made except to say they will
be carried out somewhere along the
Atlantic seaboard. He indicated they
would be conducted over land, rather
than over water. |

Rep. Parsons Faces
Traffic Court Today

Rep. Claude V. Parsons (D, I.)
will face Judge Hobart Newman in
District Traffic Court today, charged
with leaving the scene of an acci-
dent,

On trial with Parsons is Albert B.
Nesbitt, Cleveland attorney, charged
with failing to give proper signal,
Nesbitt was driving the car involved
in a collision with Parson’s .auto on
Feb. 19.

Claiming that Parsons failed to
stop long enough to give his name,
Nesbitt and his sister, Mrs, Margaret
Ellis, pursued Parsons thru Rock
Creek Park. Failing to catch him,
they brought a complaint against
him,

A, K, Shipe, Parsons’ attorney, said
today he doubted if Parsons would

poisoned kidneys,

years Pershing's personal alde, sald
old spirits back.”
against a relapse, similar to two

week, A 24-hour watch was kept in
the brown stucco cottage in which

! the hardened soldier made his stand | ;7
agalnct death and Dr. Roland Davi- |

son, his personal physician, remained
within calling distance.

Davison warned that continued
progress in the General’'s condition

rcould not be expected, that there

would be fluctuations that should not,
however, cause undue alarm,
“While kidney function has been

function of the kidneys can be in-
creased to a level sufficlent to clear
and ticsues of the polsonous
bstances which had accumylated in
em.”

Pershing's sister, May, and his son,
ancis Warren, remained near the
ick room, buf his nephew, Frank
ershing, returned to his home in

7]

e would recover.

Meantime, Maj. Gen, Herbert J.
rees, Ft. Sam Houston, sent here to
irect funeral arrangements, and
feut. Col. Shelly U, Marietta, Army
doctor also of Ft. Sam Houston, called
éis a consultant, refurned to their
ﬁeadquarters. Three railroad cars
1
Y

5

nat had been held here nearly a

ere released.

Pressmen to Speak

P. L. O,, will speak on “Labor on the
¥conomic Front” at the Federal

:30 tonight.
ADVERTISEMENT

[o0 Weary From
Work To Play

isgentlebile-producermight help*

Sdme people are always worn out.
Their work is a strain, They seem
always too tired to play.

They miss much happiness. .And
often needlessly. For frequently it is
constipation that is sapping awa;
strength. Early fatigue, mental dull
ness, sleeplessness, can all be the re-
sults of constipation. .

So keep regular. And to assist Na»
ture, use D¢, Edwards’ Olive Tablets!
For, in addition to definite, gentle re«
lief, they give mild stimulation to the
flow of bile from the liver without the
discomfort of drastic, irritating drugs.
That’s why millions use this laxative
every year. Get Olive Tablets at your
druggist. Only 15¢, 30¢ and 604

* *Your liver secretes from 20 to 30 ounces of
bile ecery day to aid in the digestion of fats and

system, Dr. Edwards’ Olive Tablets, besides
@ient which definitely assists in the secretion

demand a jury trial. Nesbitt is rep-
resented by Atty. Alvin Newmyer,

of bile. That is one of the reasons why Olive

Tablets have unsurpassed effectiveness,

the 77-year-old General had “got hig 7

Physicians and nurses guarded| 7

which Pershing survived in the last| %"/

re-established,” the doctor said, “it}{# ¢
has not yet been demonstrated if{:

alm Springs, Calif.,, confident that :

Lee Pressman, chief counsel for the Z

helping keep you regular, contain an ingre- | %
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Gen. John J, Pershing gained|’ 74
strength today in his {fight],.
against a damaged heart and|; ..~
and hisjz 7/
friends talked cheerfully of con- |77
valescence and ultimate recov-|: 7
ery. g
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eras Coure,
Repuablican  comuniiiesxoman,  who
st e dislranchised . Repubaten
vole e for 8100 that Was pad by
Jamres Pendergas’ a nephew of T J.
Peosherpat, dal Democrate e ader
M G Brvpe teaiified last night
ot she and Teoer LAugliur, Hee

puslican committeeman of the lah
ward  had betraved thor party in
the 1036 general eieclion.

Churles A Appel ol the Federa) |
Porewg of Trve thratieey, sawd e had
cxaononed bollons from the questioned
precinet an e

were 441 strmght

5
Wk

4

Democratic and 129
Pepublicann  ballots. There
were only 21 <plit ballots. The elec-
tion officials certificd that € Jarper
Bl

groos reestivert 856 votes.  Testimony
has shown that there was no count
paede and that a pad of 101 voles in
the mecinet was made.  Appel said |

T4 hallols were marked by the same

persun.

" Landlord Convicted
* of Murder by Jury
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Derr Is lndlcted
in Chinese Killing

T
Y

cranpilsion marder of @Quan
Sa-vear-cod Dnetrner jaundry pro-
g Em

prictor ’{ ticay was charged
t %‘mmwg Derr. 26 of Fall River,
Ao o oan ;:x:{:‘ms‘::t returned 1o-
day e Dierrier Grreand Jury. Mo-
e foro e rrone ut 1405 Hest one

Doginy wre e

Y hody was found by an employe,
, hiis et ponnd and & rope pulled
tirh around b neck. Knife wounds
Lwere f{, i Ai& neck and a knife
blade wo- bred tn his shoulder, His
wiute oalid 320 i rash had not been

Lot

Pooce iearned that Derr and Yu
Lad been acguainted in Fall River,
T pelonged 1o the same tong. Derr
i naxd o have vistted Yu the night
bniore body was found, but has
corcastentiy denled  any  connection
wiil crime
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bombs. but

that akrm{i can §ink any other
Ctypes of vwarships,

1 The baV\ i igvulnerability, he
said, s Wy the pgotection of their

‘ neavy arm
P the ellicicl

§ ' , mmzm of au‘ and
atile, the Admiral
the ability to de-
v oexplosive power a

bt the proper time,
daid, makes it diffi-
Ahout qualification,
areymore useful than

surface oraft y
sald, "depend ¥
liver *he neces
the right place
This factor, hyg
cult to state,
that auplancg

at

Warship Over Plane

hat battleships |

o

satddled eve
The epide
nevs in
"weeks ago
tweert Mair
is not to ak
Ellender of
ol Rhode
pumbo and
the  {reate

5 Today S:.
eciipsed At
Duffy's gle
nouncing  a
champagne
announced.
- “Mpr, Pre:
have testu

P nteman few #h



" Britain to Spend

"THE WEATH

minimum, 36.

Rain and colder today; tomorrow fair

Maximum temperature yesterday, 61;

ER

- Was

=

Washington’s H

Jo TR

TIUEINAR

ip '1_[\” o

g me——
ome Newspaper

6 A. M.

FINAL

32 Pages ’

_.VOL. XVI, NO. 100

* THURSDAY,

MARCH 3, 1938

THREE CENTS

25 DEAD ASF

1,716 Mi

Defense

Huge Boost in 7-Billion

Defense Program to |

Give England 12,000
Fighting Planes

LONDON, March 2 (UP).
Great Britain tonirht announced;
her greatest defense budget in|
peacetime history, amounting to
£1,716,250,000, nearly 55 per cent
greater than the outlay for wary
preparations last year when a fev.
erish five-year armaments program:
was launched,

The 1938 defense estimates will'
greatly increase the 7.500-miltion.
dollar fipure which the govern,
ment had decided upon to build:
the army, navy, air force and sup-|
plementary forces to the peak of;
their strength by 1941.

Answer to War Threat

" The estimates were Britain's
answer to'the threat of war and
the world naval and arms races,
and came on the eve of projected
“peace” negotiations with Premier
Benito Mussolini of  Italy and,
Fuehrer Adolf Hitler of Germfny.|

The new expenditures were ex-
pected to give Britain a total of
'12,000 modern first-class fighting
planes and the world’s greatest
navy by the end of the 1938 fis-
cal year besides equipping the en-
tire nation with gas masks and
air defense protection.

Sixty new warships will be com.

missioned between April of this|

year and March, 1939.
1939 To Be Peak Year

More than 7,000 men will be
added to the Navy personnel be-
sides the 10,000 added during the|
last year. Twenty-five thousand:
men will be taken into the alr:
force. ,‘

But 1939 likely will be the peak
vear, the government's official
white paper said.

It said that new types of anti-
aircraft weapons and equipment
will be issued soon, that “gpecial
attention is being given to vulner-
able points” and that the plan
for protecting London by balloons
trajling milelong wire nets has
“made & successful start.”

Recruiting will begin in May.

513 Million for Aviation

Long before the $7,500,000,000
is spent, Britain will lead the
world in air and sea strength.
Her army is small in proportion,
put it is almost entirely mechan-
ized and forms the nucleus for a
wartime army of more than a mil
lion men.

Air force estimates alone totaled
$367,500,000, an increase of 85
million dollars over 1937, itself a
record year. Adding appropria-
tions under the defense loans act
of 1937, plus interest, the full
amount reaches $513,600,000, an
{ncrease of $101,100,000 over 1937.

Army estimates, expected to ex-
ceed 500 million dollars, will be
announced tomorrow. Naval esti-
mates, more than 575 million dol-
lars, may be released Friday. The
grand total for the current year
thus will reach $1,716,250,000, or
$543,650,000 over 1837

William Powell
Operated Upon

HCLLYWOOD, March 2 (U.P.).
willlam Powell, suave film star,

[ +

JENATE BILL

Kidnap Gang

TOGIVED. G, ||Seen Ready
47 MLLIONG | To Free Boy

Deficit of $4,000,000 Scen in1 Pledge to Return
Child Revealed
By Editor

NEW ROCHELLE. N. Y., March
2 (IN.S).—A puzzling statement|
that Peter Levine will be returned!
“sometime Thursday,” was studied!
by authorities tonight after it was:
disclosed that the .kidnaped 12.!
yvear-old boy had written a pitif\xl!
plea to his father-—a postscript tof’
the $60.000 ransom demand of his
abductors. |

Two men who said they were!
Leroy Downs, editor of the Nor-;
walk. Conn., Sentinel. and Ray!
‘Bridges, reporter, told New Ro-
struction of underpassc: at DU chelle police the missing child’
“would surely be returned at Fair-:

field, Conn., sometime Thursday.”

llion For
This Year

MorganAsks
TVA Probe

Chairman Says
Colleagues Are
In Conspiracy

Subcommittee Budget Plan;
Two Underpasses Banned

Ry THOMAS E. STEVENS

Marked by a sweeping revision:
of highway fund items, a District
budget bill of approximately %47,
250.000 will be reported today to
the Scnate Appropriations Com-
mittee by the District subcommit-;
tee on appropriations.

The bill, it was learned, will

Arthur E. Movgan, chairman of carry a general deficit of four
the Tennessce Valley Authority, million dollars. Stricken from the
last night issued a scorching blast w11 is an appropriation for con-
at his two associates on the board’
and demanded a congressional in- .
vestigation into all phases of the: Pont and Thomas Circles.
agency which he heads. Items Balanced

Morgan's statement followed al'
decision Tuesday by a special]
three-man commission rejecting a:Mmeasure the item for construction
claim of Senator George L. Berry!'of the Pennsylvania Avenue Bridge
and the latter's associates for ss.-;across Anacostia River, and :uso:t
000,000 for marble land inundated, gqded funds for building a bridge’

through construction of the TVA!across Rock Creek Park in line
Norris Dam.

with Massachusetts Avenue,
; Three hundred thousand dollars
Ninrgan threw the :searchlightiaddltional were appropriated for)

diréctly on the conflict which has:miscellaneous street improvements,
raged for two years between him-
self and the other two members

" . > . "
The group placed back in the Definite Promise

They were questioned at police’
headquarters and then permitted
0 gO. !

Although refusing o give news:
papermen the basis of their infor- |
mation, they said:

“1t's definite. The boy will be
returned tomorrow.”

Peter's own plea, disclosed as!
ha -ing been in Yir hards of his
father since last Monday, Was:
serawled in pencil and said:

“Dear Dad: Please mive these
men the money. I have a bad cold.
Peter.”

Life Threatened

It was written on the back of;
the original $60.000 ransom de-!

h

Raged ;or Two Years

| while the grade separation struc-
iture at K Street and Rock Creek
of the TVA t?ga;:d.u"i.r. It{h ‘;\ Mor- and Potomac Parkway, proposed
ga‘x}Tand Davi dile 11(‘"’ ak go' DY the House subcommittee, was

o a steadily increasing de- .\ .nqonaq.
gree,” he declared, “I have con-

Cost of new items almost bal-
ter.lded with an attitude of con- ance those stricken from the bill.!
spiracy, .

o All of the above items come under, |
“The real difficulty has been ;he njghway fund and will leave mand, which, it is now revea.led,'
in the effort to secure ‘honesty, that fund virtually the same as|specified that the money in 310.}
openness, decency and fairness inji was when the bill left the House. |$20. $50 and $100 banknotes was|
Government.” to be wrapped in a bundle and|
dropped at the base of a Third;
Avenue elevated pillar at 172d St.:
Morgan asserted that 8Imost items is as follows: in the Bronx. |
from the moment Berry and the, Ttems cut from the fund: No time limit for payment was:
Senator's associates presented pupant Circle underpass ... .. fcs0.000 ' SEL, DU the boy’s life was said tof
their claim for damages, he (MOI‘-}T}“"“*‘-‘ Circle undetpaas s2a0.000 |have been threatened unless the:
gan) tried to persuade the other X Street grade separation..... $170,000 i terms were met.
two members of the board that "
they should learn whether or not
the Senator was acting in good

Highway Measures
Sought Out Purpose g Y
The setup in the highway {fund

Total cut from fund ...,

New items placed in h.u.:(;.:mo,n""‘New N. J. BiShOp

Pennsyivania Ave. bridge...,., $R7N, NON

faith. Raock Creek bridgse . ..., $4hn ann Named b r PO c
Mi llaneous street jtems...,. 3 g
Desplte his insistence upon Lhis, iacellaneous street jtems $300,000 ) ) p
however, the chairman declared,|Total added to fund...... +....t13sn0s0] Pope Pius XI has appointed the

Very Rev. Msgr. Willilam A. Grif-
fin, pastor of the Church of St.
Michael, Jersey City, N. J, &
hishop, it was announced last
night -by the Most Rev. Amletc
Giovanni Cicognani, apostolic del-
egate to the United States. Msgr.
Griffin was designated to serve
as auxiliary to the Most Rev.
Thomas J. Walsh, archbishop-
elect of Newark. He has been as-
signed the titular Sce of Sanavo.

his associates refused to consider
the Senator’s purpose in acquir-
ing the property which was later
flooded.

Instead, he asserted, the other
two members of the board entered
into a friendly agreement with

Berry to consider the validity of
the claim,

Amendments Due

Observers pointed out the bill
is almost certain to be amended
in conference between Senate and
House members, since as now
written it cuts almost every high-

(Continued on Page 4, Col. 2)

Does Roosevelt Work?

House in Uproar Discussing
His Son, Book Sale, Forgotten Man

Whether President Roosevelt$Utah, from $100,000 to $350,000.
ever did a lick of honest-to-good-| That was too much for Repre-
ness work in his life—and is it|sentative Robert F. Rich, the
work to sit in the White House—|Pennsylvania Republican, who
plagued the House, and especially had %een futilely trying to cut
the Democrats, yesterday duringidown the appropriation all day.

Col. House Fails
To Recognize Kin

NEW YORK. March 2 (U.P).
The condition of Col. Edward M.
House, 79, was such today, accord-
ing to physicians attending the
wartime statesman and confidant
of the late Woodrow Wilson, that
only “for short periods does he

a withering crossfire of red-hot|He began to sputter like the fuse récognize relatives,” but they
talk during consideration of thelon a cannon cracker, and up rose S8id he was in no immediatel
Interior Department’s $125,000|Representative Zebulon Weaver d8nger.

000 appropriation bill

Also discussed, in loud and an-
gry voices, were such subjects as:
“How ethical was the Democratic

(D.), North Carolina, to answer:

“The gentleman cannof say
that the President never did a
lick of work in his life!”

Kennedy Visits
Viscount Halifax,

party’s sale of autographed cam.- Yes, He Worked LONDON, March 2 (I.N._S).

palgn books for $250? 1 ich " Joseph P. Kennedy, new United
“wrell,’ qualified Rich, *he ,

? States ambassador to Britain.

Forgotten Man? never worked except at a political carried out the first of his official

“Does James Roosevelt, the job.” duties here tonight by paying a

Representative Weaver inquired
whether Representative Rich

President’s son, possess a passion|
for anonymity? Is Roosevelt the

courtesy call on Viscount Halifax.
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Army and Private Planes and
Ground Parties Turn Back
From Search Sierras

b

LS

in

FRESNO, Calif, March 2.
Hampered by hard.driving rains
and thick soup-like fog, search-
ing parties late tonight victually
abandoned the ground and air
hunt for the missing TWA Sky-
liner that disappeared with nine;
persons aboard.

crn s i ent o w0 Action This Sesston

angular formation over a wide}

arcea in the section where thel
giant plane was believed to have
crashed late Jast night, tonight’
reported they had not found the'
plane or any indication of wreck-

age,
Fear Nine Killed

Three Army planes from Ham.
ilton Field and eseveral private

‘rﬂam’s likewise returned from the of New Deal legislation.

area with a “no trace" report, |
Rescue expedition leaders to-
night expressed open fear that|
the luxurtous skylounge plane,
had crashed and that its six pas-!
sengers and three crew mombcrs'
were killed. .
‘Most Iikely?j?un to.fhe fate of!
the airliner, which took oft frofn
San Francisco last night for Albu-!
querque by way of Los Angeles.

was the word that came late today|
from a road construction crew on'
the west side of Shaver Lake. !

“Around 9:30 last night.” they

reported. “we heard a plane pass’
over, Then we heard a crash.?
We thought it might be a tree
falling. This morning, when our
radin sounded the news of the lost
plane, we remembered that after
the crash, we no longer heard the
sound of the airplane motors.”

Search Delayed

The sound of the crash came,
from the east side of the lake.!
Toward that point, the few search-
ers, who had not abandoned the!
hunt because of darkness, were
warily making their way over an!
almost impassable trail tonight.

Not alone weather, but the diffi-
cult nature of the terrain balked,
the search parties’ efforts at speed.
Precipitous grades, cliffs, chasms
blocked their paths everywhere.

(Continued on Page 6. Col. 2/

Federal Judge
Injured in Auto

MARTINSVILLE, Va.. March 2.
When their car overturned at
Koehler, near here, last night,
Judge W, E. Baker, of the United
States Court of West Virginia, his
wife and their young daughter
were injured. Mrs. Baker suf-
fered internal injuries, while the:

jurist and his daughter escaped|
with bruises. and scratches.

robAY’S

Washinpton'a Home Newspnaper ‘

FIRST SECTION

Page 1Gen. John J. Pershing

Clubs ...... . . vocvivuen.... 3T
Drama and Music ......
Editorial
Radin ...
Saciety
Vagabondia ...........
‘Walter Winchell ..

Woman’s

AD

land all signs indicated that the
jsturdy old soldier had won his
Itight against death, His mind Was mobile for Palm Springs, Calif,,

00D SWEEPS LOS ANGELES

s

Four Perish in Collapse

Of Bridge; 5,000 Homeless;
~ Hollywood Stars Maroone

V.City Faced By Major
‘\VAGEBILL DOOMED Disaster; Property
BY LABOR SPLIT"  “Siom”
Supporters Give Up Hope

Leaders’ Report (o President:

1.OS ANGELES, Calif., March .
This ¢ity prepared for a major
flrnaa disaster after torrential
rains. which late tonight had
‘causcian estimated 25 deaths and
1£5.000 000 damage.

By JOHN O'DONNELL AND DORIS FLEESON

. i . ] Mnre than 5.000 persons were
The final quirtus has been put on wage-hoar lexiclation af o i
) s hnamelcse or marooned in f{looded
this session of Congress,  Admimstration Teaders have thrown areas, and additional thousands
up their hands and told resident Roosevelt action at this ses. Were sndancered as rain-weakened

dams threatened to collapse.
Perish on Bridge

In nearbv Long Beach., many
spectaiers watching razing walers
of the Loz Anzeles River, were
swept oyt tn sra when a bridee
over 11> stream collapsed. Four
bodies vere recovered. but wite
nesses sald possibly 15 persons
tent on fighting cach other than were on the bridee.
on securing wage hour lerislation. U. &. battleships at anchor in
President Rooseveit has been de. the harbor turned on their search-
- sively told no wagshour Ml can hights 1 a hunt for the victims,
William Green. "pass the House. Police identifird as among the

Lanor, beneficlary of the pro drad: John Croft, 50, Long Beach:
posed wage and hour legislation, ‘P E. Kav, 24, Long Beach; Lvan
is. they assert, its m‘”‘""-“ enemy. ‘Stewart. 24 a tourist from New

Becausp. labor is Spl,lt into war York., and Thomas W. Munday,
ring American Federation of Labor 40, of Long Beach.
and CIO encampments, more in-;

sion {s lhopeless, .

Rewctantly the Democratic
party must go :nto the 1938 elec-
tions without having kept its
pledge, to enacy this major piece

The House, scorning aan
rulc, prepared to take up to.
day the revised tax bi!l el |
the Wavus and Mcans Com- |
mittee dumped i ats lap nrs-
| terday. The bl retains a
i | modificd tar on undistroh.
tuted profits and penalttes on
closely held corporations,
(Details on page 2./

Rooservelt Plea Futile

Administration leaders including
liberal members of Congress whose
fidelity to labor s interests can not
be questioned, place the blame
squarejy upon John L. Lewis and

Reply to President

Se~king to put White House
steam behind the liberal drive to

(Continued on FPage 2 Col. I}

Ten Inches of Rain

Oklahoma Loses Niemoeller Seized iz in o g rom pas

( it todav—and more was predicited.

. . i . ! The Xciusiv vi
U.S.PensionAid | By Secret Police ' =7, o s
! from ali communication. A num-

ber of mouion picture residents,
meluding pretty Madeleine Carroll,
were believed marooned and a
Coast Guard cutter was sent to
their rescue.

Security Board Cuts Anti-Nazi Pastor Again

Off Grants Because ' In Gestapo's Custody

Of Maladministration After Trial
George Marshall, film director,

The Social Security Board _\'(‘s-‘ BERLIN. March 2 (INS8)H. .o reported missina, after leav.
terday shut off Federal grants The Rev. Martin Niemoeller. anti 50 jyis Malihu homo‘this morning
from Oklahoma until that State Nazi Protestant church leader and for work. His studio said he
changes its method of adminis-’ former submarine  commander. haq failed to appear, end his

trating the public assistance pro- was turned over to the secrel home announced, just before tele-
phone communications failed, that

gram. The board's action came police tonight after being heavily

as & result of public hearings last fined and sentenced to seVen he had not returned.

week during which it was testi- months’  “honorary™ imprison. .

fied that “inefficient methods of ment. Malibu Cut Off

administration” were practiced., The pas'tnr. it was learned. was'  Telephone lines were down and
The board found payment of ‘Telrased into the V“f‘ﬂdf' of ‘_h“ canyon roads leading to Malibu

pensions to 19.183 recipients, in. Gestapo (seeret police’.” which were engulfed. Producer Walter

volving $685.181, was faulty. detained him without charges for Wagner sent a crew out in an ef-
The decision, which had not B¢ Ume beng. A _[fort to reach Miss Carroll, bug

been expected until next week.! No explanation of this action the rescuers weve turned back by

was advanced at the rr:qut*st of| WRS Eiven. but it was expected roarng torrents of water.

John Eddleman, chairman of the! &% official communique will be. Afarshall left his beach home

Oklahoma comx:ni«ion issued tomorrow, clarifying the'this morning for 20th Century-

) ) _{Rev. Mr. Niemoeller's status, ‘Fox studio. When he failed to ap-

Following hcarings last \x.'ocl.\.r From the pulpit of his sub pear the studio sent & truck crew

the Social Sccurity Board said it urban Dahlem church, it was an- o oo el for him, but the truck

, - nounced this evening that the
had found evidence of improper was unable to penetrate the flood

CUPEl Visi sions t hear- Pastor, leading Pratestant critic ;
upcrvision of pensions, that hear- [y 0 1o Hidler's church pol. zone. Studio officials were hope.

infs on social sccuritv cases v\":re‘i A

. cies, had been taken back to jail ful Marshall had parked at some
nnt operated effectively, and that)ypon Jeaving the court where heinion point in the road
“inefficient methods of adminis-| was convicted of using his con- '
tration"” were practiced, gregation “for political purposes.”

PERSHING SITS IN BED

General, Mind Sharp, Enjoys Mea
| Ra™ still was falling when

TUCSON, Ariz., March 2 (U.P) *members of the vfamily who went !

was prop-icheerfully back and forth in the Mayor Frank L. Shaw ordered the
pec up in bed for meals today,’sickroom in which the genetal c}lty's maiot d‘S*‘S‘Cl'l(‘mN‘Nncy re-
almost died last weck end. Frank lief council to coordinate relief ef.
‘Pershing. a nephew, was so opti- forts, and Chairman Roger W,
imistic that he departed by a"m"’Jossup of the county supervisors

waiting
or the flood to abate.

Studios also reported that they
were unable to reach Edward
Everctt Horton, Jackie Coogan
fand Betty Grable by telephone be.
'cause they lived in a district

imobilized the county’s council to

clear and sharp and he talked tolat noon.
assist in the work.

SRt
i ] | The emergency council, created
SECOND SECTION !DE iafter the Long Beach earthquake

|
to act in such emergencies. set,

today underwent an operation to
correct an intestinal obstruction.

srhe surgery was performed by Dr|

Clarerce E. Movre. who reported
that Poweii's condition “is very
satisfactory.” Unless complica:

tions
ghould recover rapidly.

set in. he said, the actor{

{forgotten man, snd has the Prest-
!dent forgotten himsglf?

It was Representative James G.
iScrugham, the Nevada Democrat,
who started it with an innocuous
proposal to increase the appropri-
ation for.the Provo River project,

r

new British foreign secretary.
knew the President was once vice: -

president of a New York insur-
lance company.

| Presently the whole House was
lin uproar, and only subsided when
it shouted itself out. The bigger
Provo project was passed, 54 to 47.

For these days——starting this moen-
Ing. Rears Roebuck's March Demon-
stration Nala will present the greatest
ltne-up of values that Washingfon has
aren In many n moon, Don't miss theue
& pages, crammed to overtlowing wilh
tempting merchandise, in tnday’s Her l
ald. (Adv)
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Classified .......... 29, 30, 31

Comies .. 1110 % |F.D. Roosevelt,J
Culbertson on Bridge ...... 27

Dick Tracy ......o0cevee.v. 21‘ Franklin D. Roosevelt, jr., is
Financial .............. 26, 27 !sticking close to the grind of
Local . .......... .. ... ... 21 studying law at the University of
New York Pay by Day .. .... 21 .Virginia and not thinking about
Sports . ........ ‘any addition to his family, he re-

22, 23, 24, 29
29 !vealed last night to the Washing-
. 29 {ton Herald when told that a Phila-

U. 8. and Usx
Death Notices

A . .

1

)‘.’ A w(lits A7() Heir‘“up headquarters in Westlake Park.

+delphin paper reported that his|Suburbs Under Water

wife had engaged a room in tho} Stricken areas exter i
« . 4 y xtended fanwise

hilad - S : A
‘?n]lytl elphia Lying-In Hospital mrgnrmmd the city. Low. flat dis.
© “Just say the report is cmphat- tricts in Venice. Santa Monica,
fically dented,” laughingly declared
‘the son of the President. \ (Continued on Page %, Col. 6)
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Logan’s Warning to Senate:

T
SEEN N HOLGE
TR BLANE

Administration Leaders Tell
- President Measure Can Not
~Win; Cite Lewis-Green Row

- (Continued from First Page)

resurrect the bill killed in the spe-
cial session, the President ap-
pealed to Capitol Hill for help.

- He was told:

. “The House stands exactly
where it did when it killed the bill
during the special session. The
memters feel they can afford to
do this since labor is divided and
they don't need to fear reprisals
at the polls.”

The .President is still battling,
but yesterday on the Hill, his
own leaders sent out the word—
regretfully—that only a miracle
c¢an revive his favorite measure.
The floor under wages will not
be built, the ceiling over hours will
not be constructed.

Under cloak of the split in labor,
the lawmakers who are indifferent,
those who prefer to go along and
dislike new things and the plain
lazy are permitting the openly
hostile members to knife the bill
and get away with it.

Friends of Bill Helpless

The situation was deplored by
friends of the bill. but seasoned
veterans of legislative battles and
wise in the ways of Congress, ad-
mitted themselves helpless. They
pointed out that Congress by itself
never actively engaged in the
search for reform, that it must
always be prodded, and that with-
out such prodding by labor, labor
legislation never is passed.

“New York's Senator Bob Wag-
ner, author of the national labor
relations act, explained that there
was no point to renewing the fight
in the Senate, which has already
passed a bill and sent it to the

LL OO0

Senator M. M. Logan (D.), of
vesterday in a dramatic pledgef
to support the billion-dollar navall
bill.

Logan, a noted churchman,
called on Christians of all faiths
to demand an adequate national
defense for the preservation of
Chiristianity. He charged Commu-
nists rejoiced when Christians ex.
pressed opposition to an adequate
army and navy.

Profits Bill Attacked

A militant minority of the]
House Military Affairs committee
meanwhile called for defeat of the
Administration's war profits bill,
charging it would create a sinister
dictatorship without taking any
profits out of war. The minority
filed a separate report, declaring
the bill would destroy democracy
and turn the next wartinie Presi-
dent into a Hitler,

The billion-dollar naval bill it
self lagged in the Naval Affairs
committee, after defeat of two
moves to limit use of the Navy to
purely defensive zones. One mo-
tion, offered by Representative
Frank C. Kniffin (D.), of Ohio,
would have established naval fron-
tiers in Atlantic and Pacific and
forbid use of the fleet beyvond
those borders. except in war. The
other by Representative William
H. Sutphin (D.), of New Jersey,
would have ordered all naval ves-
sels withdrawn immediately from
China.

More Men for Navy

There were Administration
rumors of an immediate increase
in naval personnel, following a!
luncheon conference between|

1

‘U.S. MUST PREPARE

FOR PAGAN WAPR’

House Minority Report
Flays War Profits Bill

By WILLIAM K. HUTCHINSON

An unprepared America will lead to the “destruction -
Christianity and our religious institutions” by pagan nationd,

f

Kentueky, warned the Senat

Isolation in China
Is Tragic: M'Nutt

America's refusal to act

Jointly with Britain blocks all
hope of Anglo-American co-
operation in solving China’s
troubles, Philippine High Com.
missioner Paul V, McNutt de-

clared yesterday. MeceNutt
added:
“It is not because Great

Britain doesn’t want this co-
operation. It is because she
can’t get it. It must be poetic
justice for 1931 and poctic
justice is often tragic.”

McNutt referred to Brit-
ain's refusal 1to cooperate
with the Uniled States in
1931 when America sought
joint action to halt Japanese
depredations in Manchuria.
He made this statement be-
fore asking the House Appro-
priations Cominittee for a
$47,000 boost in funds for his
Philippine office.

“nation gone mad” which “hates’
Christianity.” Aside from Britain,
“forced to enter into some ar-
rangements with dictators to pro-
tect herself from destruction,” hej
said, there is only America to'
preserve Christianity. J

“If America. “he wamed. “is to;
do nothing in this war-cmzod'
world except to sit idly by without,
preparation for defense, I point!:
them to the fate of China and‘|
Ethiopia.”

Logan called American unpre.
paredness a “doctrine of commu-
nism.”

Minority Report Filed

House. Let the House, he said,
amend that bill, but pass it and
then differences could be ironed

President Roosevelt and Rear Ad-
miral Adolphus Andrews, chief of

navigation.

The Logan speech was one of;
the most dramatic in recent Sen- |
ate history. A deeply religious;
man, Logan told his colleagues
he took his political life in his
hands to support the naval bill,
His voice charged with emotion,

(m:t. in conference,
McReynolds’ Stand

But Representative Sam D, Mc-
Reynolds, conservative Tennessee
Democrat, an uncompromising foe
of the bill, and Speaker Bank-

House opposition to the Admin-!
istration war profits bill mean.’
while was led by Represenmtivcsl
Maury Maverick (D.), of Texas;
C. Arthur Anderson (D.), of Mis-
souri, and Paul J. Kvale (F.-L.),
of Minnesota. In their minority
report, they said:

*If anything should anger the
American people. it is this bill,

Barlow and armament experts feel

MARTIN PLANS iOPointPlan
PUNETEST O [Dveedto Aid
BARLOWMINE' |\ Business

H,° use fm”pH"T:‘e‘é to Prt‘:‘l’e Leaders Assert

nvention He apable

0f Spraying Death - Fire Curbs Must
Be Eased

specinl to the Washington Herald
ALTIMORE March 2.
B By CECIL B, DICKSON
few Deal “reform policies” and

Claimed by its inventor to be
capable of decimating whole battle

“répressive regulation” forced the
prgsent economic recession on the

fleets or spraying a city with
colmtry, two prominent industrial-

death-dealing fire, the Barlow
acrial mine will be tested by Glenn |}

ists yesterday told the Senate Un-
emdployment Committec.

I,, Martin, Baltimore airplane
manufacturer, it was announced o

tren specific features of the Ad-
ministration’s program were cited

today.
Part of the four-point program )
ast causes of fear among business
mén and jnvestors by Ralph

offered by the House Naval Affairs

Committee yesterday was the ap-

pointment of a subcommittee to)|Fipnders, of Springfield, Vt., and

investigate military inventions, in-\Gdorge H. Houston, president of
Raldwin Locomotive Works.

a“”

cluding the aerial mine of Lester
P. Barlow,

2,000-Pound Bomb

Barlow’s mine is a 2,000-pound
bomb, which, when dropped from
an airplane, Is timed to explode in
midair, spraying its missiles over
a wide area. Martin announced
the projected tests, following his
testimony before the congressional
committee, that he believed the in-
\'e%tlon to have military value, He
sai

usiness Helpless”

landers, & member of Secre-
taty of Commerce Roper's Business
Advisory Council, conceded the
Administration made some *'solid
acpievements,” but declared:

The Government's attitude of
trging to ‘get’ somebody or some
grpup has spread fear among in-
\=e:§tors, and business today lles
heipless before the Government.”

He presented a report from the
Business Advisory Council, saying:

“The unwillingness to spend
and the fear to invest {s a very
widespread phenomenon held by
hundreds of thousands of individ-
uals, rather than being a result of

1e Glenn L. Martin Com-
pany, at the suggestion of Lester
P, Barlow, will collaborate with]
Mr, Barlow in the developmenti
of general plans for coordinating!
large bombardment alrcraft with
the Barlow aerial mine.

“The purpose of this action Is
to expedite preparation of a co-
ordinated study for presentation
to the Navy Department and spe-
cial subcommittee of the Navall
Affairs Committee appointed to|
examine the mine and its applica-
tion to the nationil defense.

financial group.”

Capital Flow Needed

clared, “depends upon removal of
public restrictions on the flow of
private capital, and & revival of
the American spirit of enterprise.”
Testimony of the two industrial
ists was in line with criticism of
the Roosevelt administration, Tues-
“ dav, by Bernard M. Baruch, New
I cannot comment on the ef- York financier, who described him-
fectiveness of the development un- self as a South Carolina Democrat.
til it is tested in full scale. Mr.| Flanders said up to & year &go
Y e believed industry and Govern-
my advice will assist them in Prop'lmcnt were responsible egually for
erly applying his development to,the business lag, but that:
the requirements of modern air-| I have now come to the con-

craft.” i .
clusion that the full measure of
Where the tests would be per-jresponsibility must be laid at the

Tests in East

formed, Martin would not say, ex-

“Prompt recovery,” Houston d(\l

BANK-HOLDING
MG GURBED
INSENATE BILL

Glass-McAdoo Measure Limits
Activities, Amends Original
Act; Approved by President

A bill tightening Federal regu-
lation of bank-holding companics)
and forbidding their expansion
was introdueed in the Senate yes-
terday by Chairman Glass of the
Banking and Currency Committee.

The bill, drafted by Glass and
Senator McAdoo (D), of Califor-
nia, both former Secretanies of
the Treasury, will be given hear-

ings by the banking committec
shortly.

Leaders Abandon
‘Gag’in Tax Fight

House Debate Today;

Many Democrats Rap
Profits Levy

Confident they can push the
new 319-page tax bill through the!
House without difficulty, Demo-
cratic ieaders yesterday abandoned
all thought of “gag” rule to throt-
tle efforts of minority groups.

Th Ways and Mcans Commit-
lee, preparatory to opening of de-
bate on the new measure today,
tiled {formal reports explaining the
proposed revision of the undis
tributed profits and capital gains
taxes.

Declaring the new measure will“
stimulate business, the Democratici
majority report struck at critics

President to Don
Spats Today
For Envoy

The State Department,
which has so little to do now
that all nations live together
in peace and amity, has de-
cided that President Roose-
velt must wear spats today
when he receives Rene St
Quentin, the new French
Ambassador,

The decision was reached
after a series of lengthy con-
ferences.

Only recently the President
received the new Nicaraguan

White House Approval

i President Roosevelt and Secre-
tary of the Treasury Morgenthau
are understood to have approved
it, while Chairman Eccles of the
Federal Reserve Board reportedly
disapproves it.

However, the final draft repre-
isents a considerable modification
lof Glass's original proposal for
ithe gradual elimination of bank-
holding companies. A similar
bill was filed in the House by
Representative Steagall (DY, of
A! bama, chairman of the House

Banking Committee.

The President. in  his  note-
worthy press conference on hold-
.ing  companies, had declawed

i

those in the fleld of finance were,
superfluous. Glass gave Mr.
iRoosevelt & copy of the bill Tues-
}dn,\'.

Its major provisions, as sum-|

the fears or malevolence of a small'marized by Glass, are as foliows:|ily and closely held corporations.

It prohibits organization of new
bank-holding companies and for
bids existing companies to acquire
additional banks or establish addi-;
‘tlonal branches;

|Loans Forbidden ‘
| It forbids banks within holding
'company svstems from making'
loans to. or purchasing the stock
of, each other, or making any
"loans secured by such stock:
! Banks now carrving the pre-
seribed loans must collect and get
rthiem off their books within threed
years;
| All bank - holding companies|
and their subsidiaries shall be sub-)
jected to regular inspection and
shall make regular reports: |
Dividend payments to holding

N i
?a{xth" 1936 undistributed profits Minister in ordinary street

: clothes, and indicated that
he preferred to do things in.
formally like that.

But the chiefs of protocol
decided that, after all, spats
had been worn on these occa-
sions for many yvears, with

Charge ‘Exaqm’ralioy_’

Asserting that complaints against
the iaw were “exaggerated.” but‘
admitting som: “hardships” were
caused. the committee Tecom-| | ¢ 0 o 1othes, and that it
mended retention of the principle | 4qu1d be out of line for the
Of'It‘lhp 1;{1disgiibmod pmﬁ'ttsytalfév v‘ President to receive thacnv?y

12 Republican  minority, ‘I | of another great nation In
ing previously filed & report de-: anything less than strictly
manding outright repeal of thei | gormal attire.
profits tax, planned to carry their) Whether this will bring 2
battie to che House floor. A large, | protest from spatless Nicara-
group of Democrats planned also: | gua remained to be seen.
to back demands for repeal, !

|
- ‘05 John W, Me! :
Colx?r;p::;.m(‘)?“;\;‘;ssaf}?uqetts. and‘m’ss'” th.‘;’ comrir;;tt:tggfendm the
Arthur P, Lamneck, of Ohio, DeW capital gains o

Under these proposed rates, in-
dividual income tax rates will ap-
ply to capitaj gains {¢ property 18
sold witiuin one year of acquisi-
tion. This was designed to affect

i stock market speculators.
Blll Present individual income tax
rates on capital gains held over

Another Democrat. Representa- one year, however, wouldpe mofdl-
tive Emanuel Celler, of New York.: fied by pr«;\(;idmrz erftectne rates
1ssued a statement declaring busi-{from 16 to per cent. )
ness would be “disappointed” by “It is the hope of the comml;{
the new bill, | tee that thf changes proposedihxe

The new measure repeals the‘adopted will be of bene}f}t. to] he
undistributed profits tax on cor-! public interested in ma-'ll?g Om‘xb
poratinns earning less than $25.000: term investments, and “l'h‘p;rare
a vear, substitutes a normal 20 per transactions to be made y\( 1iC are
cent tax on corporations earningjnow prg'ven_led by thev E%;:U;lﬁ bt
above that amount, which can bols:"stem, said the ma_Jorl y reporti.
decreased to 16 per cent by fulli
distribution of dividends, and cuts
rates on capital gmrns.dpd "

The committee defen e spe- . -
cial undistributed profits tax on Llfe.Death Power
family and closely held corpora-
tions, estimated to affect 300 tol ApLBANY., N. Y. March 2
600 corporations, as a means 0f (INS).—By a 30-to-10 vote. the

Democratic members of the Ways;
and Means Committee, flled a
separate report flaying the pro
posed special penalty tax on {fam-

Celler Crilicizes

Governor Keeps

door of Government for the state companies on bank stock acquired
of mind which induces us to holdiin violation of the existing bank-
onfo our money.” ing act is prohibited and tite Fed:' . : R 8
"Profits Tax Rc})eal |eral Deposit  Insurance Corpora- Cﬂpllﬂl Gaing ate
' ition may deny insurance to any’

$ cept to indicate they probably will
It does none of the things it says‘bepmade somewhe]rey f,, the Atlan-
it does. It takes absolufely no'tje seaboard, and over land rather
profits out of war. It equalizesithan water. His plant is to work

burdens of war in no mannerioyt the technical apparatus for

he said he abhorred war, but

. head, flatly declared there was no|added:

chance. to pass a wagehour billj «y

- A would much prefer that m
this session. They believe a reso-|sons should be fm?nd among m}é
lutlon setting up a Senate-House g0

prevent.ng tax avoidance. State senate today reaffirmed be-
lief that power of life and death
overacondemned criminals should
be held only by the governor.

ad, who might die defending the
;’::;‘giot&‘]?g ty;)aitslfgott};zeir?éhggr%mb' -sacred things in our national life
~Ironically, labor, by its factio.xml‘t'hem that they should be denied

whatsover. It does not promote
peace. But the powers it surren-
ders to the Executive are unlim-

1t} i i °
quarrel, ruing its chances of ob- %36 ?}%Et %"i:{;’iﬁ?’po?c’ﬁfﬁmdmg
taining further beneficial labor!gcience.”
legislation at a time when the pre- )
viously hostile Supreme Court is
rendering decision after decision

The Kentuckian said America |astating,
was menaced by Japan, & pagan'dented in American history.”

ited, enormous and set up a dic-

con-tatorship in advance for a war.

The huge powers are simply dev-
and wholly unprece-.

in sweeping approval of New Deal
labor laws.
- Senator Wagner bpointed out
that Monday’s Supreme Court de-
. cision in the Greyhound Bus case
absplutely outlaws the company
union so that it can never flourish
again,

Effect on Ford Case

+ This ruling of the high court as

BhIDGEs DENIED
VIIGE IN PROBE

The Senate Commerce Commit-

H0Ust Paats
IGKEa BUDGET

The $125,086,690 Interior De

dow fortified with New Deal Jus-
tices Black and Reed. makes cer-
tain the victory of the National
Labor Relations Board over Henry
Ford.

+ The sole issue to be decided in
fhe case of the NLRB vs. Ford,
now in the Court of Appeals at
Covington, Ky., is the right of
Ford to support the Ford Brother-
hood, organization of its employes.
Monday’s decision constitutes g
mandate to the Court of Appeals
to rule in the NLRB's favor.

) The Ford Brotherhood case is
entirely separate from the Ford-
United Automobile Workers’ 1liti-
gation, in which the labor board
ordered Ford to reinstate union
members and cease discriminating
&gainst the union. Ford's appeal
from this ruling of the board is
‘{n Federal Court in Cincinnati.

Mrs. Norton Forecasts
Compromise Wage Bill

*A national wagehour bill, un-
der which minimum wages would
be inaugurated on a basis of 30
¢ents an hour, was forecast yester-
‘day as a probable compromise by
Representative Mary ‘T. Norton, of
New Jersey, chairman of the House
.Labor Committee.

*: The new compromise proposal,
'8 modification of the American
Federation of Labor wage-hour bill,
, calls for a 30-cent minimum wage
and a 40-hour maximum work
week, but is based upon gradual
. attainment of the wage standards
“in three years.
¢ Enforcement of the law should
- e lodged in the Department of
Labor, thus obviating the necessity
of setting up a new bureau.
- ““Many members, some of whom
have previously opposed wage-hour
degislation, have informed me that
such a proposal would pass,” said

tee yesterday voted unanimously
to refuse to hear Harry Bridges,
West Coast labor leader, until

after the Labor Department com-
pletes an investigation of demands
for his deportation.

The committee ruled it would

not hear Bridges now for fear of
seeming to “interfere with the
jurisdiction of the department” in
the deportation proceedings, The
deportation case is based upon
charges that Bridges is a Commu-
nist.
The deportation case arose on
the West Coast, with a trial exami-
ner of the Department recom-
mending proceedings be initiated
to deport Bridges. Several affi-
davits were filed with the commit-
tee by former Communists and
police officials, charging Bridges
held Communist membership un-
der the name of Harry Dorgan.
Dorgan was Bridge’s mother’s
maiden name.

York, chairman of the special
committee named to investigate
subversive activiities in the Navy,
Coast Guard and Merchant Ma-
rine, announced the inquiry would
get under way next week. He said
the names of opening witnesses
would be announced within a few
days.
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CARRIER IN WASHINGTON. D. C.
BATES BY AND SUBURBS

partment supply bill for the 1939
fiscal year, with provisions for
establishment of a departmental
publicity agency, was passed by
the House yesterday and sent to
the Senate.

The bill was passed by voice
vote, after the House defeateq,
282 to 77. a motion by Representa-
tive John Taber (R.), of New
York, to recommit,

‘The bill calls for $7.859.597 less

Senator Copeland (D.), of New,

than was appropriated for the
current fiscal year and $2.402,575
less than the Administration
sought. Amendments increased
the amount recommended by the
House Appropriations Committee
by $87.960.

—

POSITIVELY
OVERCOMES

THE STIFLED TONES
IN SHORT STRUNG
SPINET TYPE PIANOS
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Houston, with Flanders corrob
orating, attacked the undistributed
corporate profits tax and,called
for its repeul “in its entirety’; the
capital gains levy, and demanded
its modification: Securities and
Exchange act of 1934, and de-
manded abandonment of the com-
mission’s “repressive regulation’;
present enforcement of the Social
Security act, and asked that it
be put on a “pay-as-you-go basis’”;
the projected wage-hour legisla-

Refiecting steadiy  expanding! L0088 S Nadional Tasor 1
building activity, the Federal; Rress, the Na . ;
Housing Administration jlatlons act, and called for amend-

. ; M iments giving equal rights to em-
nounced last night it is being del-. . -
uged with applications for insured | Plovers and emploves, and Federal
mortgages on hew COnStrl;ction‘r[‘“Pf activities, and insisted their
projects, administratiqn be turned over ‘f’

Since President Roosevelt‘F*“’ States with Government mak-
signed the amended FHA act last'ing contributions.

Ment will insure mOr Ages o 10 Blast Interrupts
Navy Yard Wor

0 per cent of valuation, applica-
tions for construction of nearly

Heavy smoke rolled through the
planing shop of the Navy Yard

30 million dollars of large-scale
yesterday when a carboy of nitric

releasing and aiming the mines
from one of his huge bombing
ships and then give them full-
scale tests. ’

FHA Delayed
Petitions Pour
For Mortgages

in

housing projects have been re-
ceived. N

Mortgages selected for appraisal
in the week ended February 26
numbered 2,775, involving $13.-
100,250. This compares with 2,835
mortgages, representing $11,747.-
954, in the corresponding week
of last year.

ing fluid. causing & minor explo-
sion. Work was delayed 10 min-
utes until the shop cleared of
smoke. Damage was slight.

acid came in contact with a clean-;

regulations.

bank violating the act, i

|

I
Glass sald his bill would “cor-
rect deficiencies” in the amended

Correct Deficiencies

banking act of 1933. He ex-|
plained: oo
“The holding company device

in the banking field permits ac-
complishment by indirection of
something which is not dlrectly‘
permitted by law.”

Glass estimated the banks af-
fected hy the bill account for 8.000
million dollars of the 50,000 mil-|
lions in all banks.

1Lodgje- Péys First
Call on Roosevelt

Seaator Henry Cabot Todge!
(R.), of Massachusetts, made his|
first visit to President Roosevelt!

e sought greater pro-;

I

vesterdayv. ‘
‘tection of his State's textile mdus-‘
try in the reciprocal trade a;:rc(‘—i
ment being negotiated with Grmt‘;
Britain and constructionbof ‘Fed-1
leral works projects in his State
‘under PWA rather than WPA

X

+ COMPAN

“RICAN

Membera of the Washington Real Estate Roard

*

Y .

we are well equipped to serve your ever

SALES AND RENTALS

brokers, we act as personal representatives for the prosp

LOANS

rent rates. Time or monthly payments arranged.

INSURANCE

Let us analyze your specific insurance needs, then reco
necessary and adequate coverage for your property.

Our active management department, through painstak
insures smart, economical operation.

*

JOHN POOLE, President
JOHN W. FISHER, Treasurer

5

807 15th STREET N. W,

® EVERY PHASE of REAL ESTATE @

A number of desirable Northwest homes comprise our sales and rent listings. As

Loans on District of Columbia properties may be negotiated through us, at cur-

PROPERTY MANAGEMENT

Consult Us About Your Real Estate Problems

NATHAN POOLE, Assistant Treasurer
LEON TOBRINER, General Counsel

y need.

ective buyer.

mmend and secure the

ing personal attention,

NAtional 8032 4

Asserting that “there is no The senate defeated a resolu-
justification for a lower tax on a:tion proposing a constltqtlonal
speculator in the stock market amendment aimed at creation of
than on an individual receiving a board of several men to pass
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This news artlele appeared in the Staaford, Conn.,,
Advocate, under dnote of Iovexber 4, 1i35,
You will no.ve it hira refercnce to the
~01iticil zetivitlies nnd agpirntions of
lr. Lester . Barlow of otrnforxd.

Badillbow sasniullinlio Dol s 1.000h 00
LOilu }."r&{&l‘:{ hu.;.-;Do

ways lev,. Salth haos no righat to
gnatchk late cenctorts Ranuer.

Lester F. Barlow, cccredited Huey P. Long orsanlzer in liew
Englend, today, qunnounced hinmself as tedporary national leader
of the Wsii-ae Our Jocalth wovement or the late Loulsiana senator,

Barlow atitacked the %doenosoguqsry/® of tae Rev.e Gerald XK.
cmith, Long elly, in cnunouncing hiugelf as a cundidate for the
presideucy.

#5aith hies no right to aitempt to 1ift the Share-our-
ealtl bonner from the dead aAnnds of Sonnter Long end I will
ther. fore ok tue citizens or tuds digtriet, vike ure sapvsorters
of tiic late senator Long to reconnend mo 1o nls followsers as
teaporary national leader of lnc nmovencnt. It will be my sole
dubty to develop ropresentative leadership from the nany dlg-
tricts of bthe nation Lo tue end that a natlonal convention of
tho Shorc-our-lcalth nmovenent will be ueld for ths purpoce of
establiching our legnl leaders and a perienent set of rules
to opcrate under,

-

LU CaeDIDATL

I ghall carry out oy pollcy of past years in not being
a candidate for any public officc ana will glve way to the party
who niny be oclected.?

Barlow said he vould nanke the formal announcciient of
hingolf as temporary national leader at n neoting of the modernm
7G¥ors on the Wown Hall stojps—tonight,

COPY
of

LETTER
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oJuadoaoto daLdAlon

sacn Borlow vas suked AT ne knew ~ny uirn Lo tplie the
place of tong 8 a candidate ror I'rescldent in saport of tlic
#share-the= e lthk® govement, ke r plied as followvg:

H¥es, thzt man was sens.or Lonjs'e clogest coufldent in tihw
U. S. wenuvie. fno oan 1s Lue Youn. Lynn J, Frazier, V. 3.
Senrtor fron llortn Dokota.Y

Hir. Barlow selid bant Lonijubt's necting or the 76ters vould
be the last open-nir mecting or LuC group tule suacon. Joenng F.
Ofhourke onu sudolsh Geltl ALl be obuxr un~skers, nc ci.id,

b ’



ALFRED N, PHILLIPS, JR. VINCENT CALLAHAN
4TH DIST, CONNECTICUT . SECRETARY

Congress of the Anited States

FBouse of Representatives
Rashington, D. €.

.. Februury 17, 1928

zon. Zarl Vincon

shuirmgn favel ffairs Committico
ouse of Hepresontutives
aghington, J. C. .

Dear ‘r. Vivson:

i In the cvent that I rust be in Connecticut attending to
irportunt mectings thore during thoe noxt for days, and knowing thut
~ 1r. Lestor F. Barlow is to appear bsfore tho I'avel .ffairs To~mittuo
of ths Touse of l[ieprecentatives, I wish to file this lottor with you

for the record.

ir. Earlow hos been a rosideornt of the city from which I .
core, §Stafiford, “onnceticut, for the lust few ycurs. IHo is well
known to all of us thoro. '

» Tou dayos ueo 1. Barlox carme to ny office and intirctod
that he had sozme xind of decvice which would be of aservico to the
Tavy in time of wiar in comrection with acrial defense-~I balieve that
I'r. Earlow calls his dovise an “acrial dopth bozb". I'e intirated
that he would like to diceuss tais baforo the I'aval ffuirs Cor=ittco,
and thet it would bo of preater coxpurativeo value to the doferso of
our shores than battleships. 71 told !'xr. Farlow that I would gludly
send hinm to the Iaval Department with a lotter of introduction co
that his device nmight go throush the proper sifting out channols
‘ there. I told him, further, that should his docvioe prove of valuo
%o the point whore he thouszht it should be brought to the attention
of the I'aval Affairs Cotmittes of the Houee, I would gladly brinz it
befors our Cormittes. He intirmatcd thkat he would not got o square
deal in the I'avy Departront. I told hir that I éould ascurc hin that
he would ot a square deal-~if neccessary sending hin dircctly to the
Asaistant Secrotary of the I'avy whon I have known since we useod to
20 14 the sarmo proparatory school in Connecticut in our boyhood. .
5t11l I'r. Barlow insisted that ho would not got a oquarc deal bofore

-~



s ]

.

VINCENT CALLAHAN
SECRETARY

ALFRED N. PHILLIPS, JR.
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Congress of the United States
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Rashington, D. €.

fon. Carl Vipcon
Tese 3.

tho avy Dopartzont.

[

shon he deelincd to ;0 to the avy lopurirent z—:ith
hin dovice, ha left oy offico und I saw ro rore of hir until

a fe7 doys uro {ond & Tew doys aftor thoe convercation to which
I pafer cbove) whon Lre Zarlow and mycelf walked down th~
corridor £ro= tho Haval . PEuirs Cor—itize Loosm to the elevoitor
uftor one of our Cornmittco Lsarinso the other daye. .11 the
way dovn the hull L4ns Rankin, profasafonul px.4d lobdyist ao
gho is, cadelvorad to influcnre me to kave Lr. Zarlow called
bofora our Cormittoo. 4 knew po roro ubout him or his dosire
to arpesy before our Co::ittco until, our colle.sue, ir. Church,
on Thursday morning drousht his nf“"a into the diacusoion bo-
foro our Cormitteo, mikin~ the sinterant that lr. Darlow hud-
rot been zivon 4 hewrin?, On G0 courtcous hrarint, or vords to
that offect. Tou will reeill tiat + challonsed the accursey
of thio-a*viczont. Tho Pnotn wre as akove and apenk for thome

3Qlvose.

rre Darlow hae, as ! undorotcod it, uritten an opon
lottor to muny--includins the fresident of tho United .tetoo-w
with copioun sopies for the press. Inaazuch as I om oware
thut tho job of tho l'mval ffuira Committceo is rot to sift out
dat:ilnd pleces of ordinaouco one from arother ms they como to
us from tho hords of {nventors, but to legisl. tivoly determine.
brouder rpuval rolicies in the intersnt of nutionel defoise, it
scorms to r» ¢kt “r. Barlow ghould indsed pl.c. his alleged
dovico boforo thosma compotent to detormine its rorita, rethor
thon to toko the timo of our Cormitteo in discussing this
cattor.

: Vory asincoroly,

A AL

\1&‘1‘56 e *hillipa. Ire

BAFAR b

"b
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ALFRED N. PHILLIPS, JR.

ATH DisT, CONNECTICUT SECRETARY

Congress of the Wnited States
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Washington, D. €.

Copy of a letter which coppscred in the Sta:&&r&, {onne,
Advoaats of Fobruary £6, 1838, ro iLestor l.
Barlos?s "lorial Iine®.

CAPT. T30 DISQUSSTS SO0 "ASIIAL TTune
Bditor Stemford Adweate:

- Our estossnd follow citizen, Ire Loster L' Carlow, tns receatly
"tostiried" before the Iouso l'aval Co=wmiltteo arsnt ths ney lLavel pro-
pron, cnd sezp of hip "tostiony", ap reported in ko dnily rroscs, 1o
&g rcarizedlo as to seexm to requiro cormente .

To quoto from $n law York uernld Triluno of }?ob: 13s

"Con~roas rocelived o $ip from cn invontor todsy thmet tho Wdminice
tration .11,050,000,000 dollar ravel exrunsion rrorrem would roed
drastic reviaion beoczussy of thy dovolopment of a ryaxtorious now sorial
=ire. lestcr i« Larlaw of to~ford, Corme, indicated a bLolief that
Jtho dbvice, dropped by bomdins rlonss from treroncous haishts conld
blenkat an arca 10 miles ssuare in throe or four rinutes.”

Let us for o rorent emsidor that otatopnte oith To-urd to tho
ncw "eorinl nino®, 14 vould orpear thnt this is o waw nuro for a bozd
with a delayed acction co it "ould parstrato the vator bofore exrnlodin-,
or porkass it im & "contact boxb" which w11l oxploldo only on contact
with a ohip or othor rovinr objoeta. It mttcrs 1ittlo £rom u practi-
ezl vicwpoint, beeause otinry conpideraticnn remder the idea eatiroly
iroracticol.

Doxbe or ninog of whmtovoer taturse have n vory livited ror-o of
dostuotive oxnlocion wion ships ore tho chjoctivee o 3W-pound nine
17111 not sink o ship if i1t oxplodes 10 feot clear of oy aide. It is
licdlo to dorarzo intorfior mechanisn torpeororily, ond ooy ovon dent
tho ship's oido but it will nét rupture tho hulle . ny tezd oxplodius

~ bolos tho curfoce of tho water ns tho aecma offect os o ning of liko
sizo, £o it is wnocoscury to difforcmticto botucea the torma "mind®
nd “"boob"e

Let us row tura to tho ares which “re Zarlowr bollovos could bo
Yblonkoted” in threo or four ninutes.

VINCENT CALLAHAN

i

e —

- e
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in area 10 niles square contains 2,737,840,000 ajuare feote Dive
ide this into sjusres 1CO fest to th: side, so that a bozb dropped in tho
cantor of ceoch syuaroc would bs 50 feet froa oithor side. To- 111 those
sguares with one bo=b to & sjuaro would require 273,784 borbs. Cive
each bordber four btosdbs and we have the ma~nificent total of 69,700 bvoxbora
recessary. Rather a large order for any nation to e¢arry, both in to=ba
and torbers, Just to oxpend in a 10=nile area of tho great oxranse of the

808

’ snothar stetezent sttriduted to Ire Burlow is even rore fantantie,
1£° I may bo pormitted to use sc harsh a worde

: Mre Earlew io mado to otnte that 12 yosars a~o ho invented an
coricl $orpedo with which "we can hit Chicuro £0 tires a minute fronm
~ashinzton”. Oné gon only say as to that, it is fortunate for the

. Chinese that Japan hos never heard of 1re. Barlow und hils l2-year-old rarvele.

- Low, I're Bditor, I vary much doubt thai :7e Borlow made such
statezents, hut that the pepers should pxint sueh fantastle misinfor—ation
for tho conecurption of tho ignorant ssexs deploradlo.

Lr. Barlow hes been made to say that tho abtove things dool t-e
battloohip. That staterent has besn recurriny for at lcast §0 years to ry
o 5 knowledse cnd yet the good 0ld tattleship is still the backbons of any

‘  fleot, just az the r£ood 01d infantry is the backbore of the arry, in gspite
of tanks, mines, torpeloss, rachire guns, poison gas, flaze snd goodness
knows what rot in the way of things to rovolutionize warfare.

<vhen tho cutorotive torpedo was invonted curface ships vwere
doonede “hen tho torpedo boet deatroyoers wors invented surface ships
were acuin assipned to the linkto of obsoleto raterinle. vhen tho sube-
carine cams into t:e picture there was no longer any doudt that surface
-ghips rust ory "fesercd®e  Then comes the airplcne and szain we are told
that «ll is lost for the big ships. o have now hod airplarcs us cetive
war ojuipment for 24 yoars. ‘4 have rone throuch the r~reatest war in
nictory with airplonass The Spznish Givil Uar is dregaing into ito
cecond yeer with very modern airplanes and “adrid still liveo.

T {0 ot boliove thers has bteen a single ineident, whoroin a

bomb, dropped by on airplune fron cn altitude of titokve to fifteen thouse

" gnd Teaot, ot n okip roving throush the water in any rareuvorsble position
. and with antieaireraft guno in action, in which tho ship hao boon hite
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vhy 1o all the cbovo trus? Iecnune from tirs inmomorial t'o
dofenge againot noew invention offects hos muroked beaznd in kond uith
tho use of tho.o inventions in offonzee In opito of tho irgerciood
dsemor %o human life cach $ima a new ond sora deatrustivoe wcaren is do-
viood, ve find on invoatigation that tho rroportion of louzes in tho
"orld .ar, with roforance to tho nuxmbsra ornuged, wore not greater thun
thoso of our own (ivil jar; al) tesauce defoxsc aluiyo koaps otep with
offonse and seconincly always wille 7ow Jon~ 4id it tko tho Canediana
. to ecvolve an antidoto for thc polson [us? Luoly threo doyo, and thore-
in lies tho reucon $hut tho eirplone is and alwoys will ho on quxiliery
arm of tho .rzy ond of the '4vy, whilo thoe infantry end tho tattleship
20 on thelr way blissfully cogmizant that thoy ure nud ovor will bo tho
backbone of attack and defenco. ’

. Incidantnlly, 1t chould to noted that 70 ner cont of tho coot
of 8 mun~of=. ar gosa to lobtor, and why not uso our -ork rolief funds
te produce defensos for cur country%y

Captain ‘ie ¥« Joscop
U, s e Gotired

/]



FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
FOI/PA

DELETED PAGE INFORMATION SHEET
FOI/PA# 1475149-000

Total Deleted Page(s) = 22
Page 7 ~ Duplicate;
Page 8 ~ Duplicate;
Page 15 ~ Duplicate;
Page 16 ~ Duplicate;
Page 17 ~ Duplicate;
Page 18 ~ Duplicate;
Page 19 ~ Duplicate;
Page 20 ~ Duplicate;
Page 23 ~ Duplicate;
Page 31 ~ Duplicate;
Page 36 ~ Duplicate;
Page 37 ~ Duplicate;
Page 46 ~ Duplicate;
Page 47 ~ Duplicate;
Page 49 ~ Duplicate;
Page 54 ~ Duplicate;
Page 55 ~ Duplicate;
Page 56 ~ Duplicate;
Page 57 ~ Duplicate;
Page 70 ~ Duplicate;
Page 71 ~ Duplicate;
Page 72 ~ Duplicate;

XHXKXKXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX
X Deleted Page(s) X

X No Duplication Fee X

X Forthis Page X
XHXKXKXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX



E WA . ‘ S
! PR« T SOR SV O

_ .Wﬁﬁl%}?ﬁn.,_k .

« uﬁh m oase mtitlad o
S ."""‘ Vl. Uo SQ’ Mz to ”mli. !
the yame of the ship en which MR, zmwm
BARLOW. sailed from: shr Tork abous July .

:  4 18, me ad o wecore lwpy of tﬂe Man-s

B arder to moﬁgh the utin, mt-. F

wer inforuation ia abiaimed will be'fae~ " ;- . . W
‘warded by telagraph er w.wm m m t&ll ‘_«t
bo advi!e& im«liwoly. R . P

L ey ey yous,




MEMO. FOR MR. LOVELAND.
(Important) '

Lieut. lLaughlin wents youw o regquest
Mr. Hoover of the Burean of Investigation
t0 secure the neme of the ship on which Mr.
Lester Barlow sailed from New York about
July 18, 1918, He sailed under application
for passport No. 28508 of July 10, 1918,
Having found out the name of the ship,
get & copy of the passenger list,

This is in accordance with the suggestion
of Mr. Knight,
Mrs. C.

ﬁﬂ{/n/ ﬁ/n/ﬂw’“//a//a
A a){y/

Tl Qo
Lo, Gty Gono
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THIS CASE ORIGINATED AT WASHINGION, D. Cs - -
RIPCRT MADE AT: DATE WHEN MADE: PERIOD FOR WHICH MADE: REPORT MADEBY:

JASHINGTON, De Ce b=22~328 5-21-28 R. P. BURFUSS ES
TITLE: CHARACTER OF CASE:

LESTSR P.° I?;.'.‘S.BI:OZT VERSUS UINITED STATHS MISCTILAFNZOUS ITATI=ER
- ~IIR 62-1252

SYNOPSIS oF FACTS: v

DETAILS:

view of
July 18,

TREREE0

N At

Pagspert application MNo. 25508, sworn o by subject
July 10, 1918, shows his initention to leave New York
July 18, 1918, the passport being desired for use in
visiting Trance for fhe purpose.of observing military
testes Applicstion does not indicate vhat vessel he
intended to travel on. ¥ew York COffice reguesited %o
obtain, if possible, name of vessel on which subject
left Xew York July 18, 1918, ang secure passeager list
of voysge, particular atitenvion being directed io.
nome of persons with whom suvject possibly hed sbate
roon acconodations. ’ s

-P 00O~

REFEZRENCE: TVerbal instructions from the Director Tay 21, 1928

As requesied, the passport records of the State Departzent were exemined with the

obtainins the name of the vessel on which subject left New York for TFrance on
1918. Passport epplication FHo« 25508 was sworn 0 by subject &t ashinston,

Ds Ce, July 10, 1918, declering his iniention of leaving New York July 18, 1918, to
return within six nonths, the passport being desired for use in visiting France for
the purpose of observinz nilitary tests. The passport applicstion or papers alttached

4o not name any vessel on which subject intended 0 travels

ached ‘o the application is @ letter deted July 9, 1918, signed by Peyton C.

arsh, Chief of S8i4aff, Vor Department, to the Bureau of Citizenship, Deperd =214 of
State, whidh reads as followss~

i

e Tar Departicent has no objection to issuing
passport to I"r. Iiester P, Borlow, vhom it has author-

( ﬂ w7 PO NOT WRITE IN THESE SPACES
i Ld
g . ED:
APPROVED AND v =L L) 7 PR RECORDED AND INDEX
FORWARDED: # 3 “* 'SpECIAL AGENT A P o ‘
Wmﬂf IN CHARGE |/ . ‘J;/i A Q b -
v = BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION CHECKED OFF:
COPIES OF THIS REPORT FURNISHED TO: R EIY ﬁ YL
RN VNP AR R PR |
Eurezu~3 (1 for Special Asst, to JACRETED
the Attorney General DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Lovela d') ROUTED TO: FILE
Feu York-2 R Y
3 [T —
GOVERNUENT PRINTING OTFICE - 7 . 7—1323



ized %0 proceed 0 Frauce to witness
the tests of the borbs of which he
wae the praciicsl invendort,

Tae gbove letter would indicate that subject may have been on official busgi-

negs for the Var Nepartment, but informatiom has been received Lfrom Ir. “jecs,
Appointrent CGlerk at that Departrent, to the effect that subject was not car-
ried om his official payrolls

At the suggestion of Irs Appel, Division Three, the result of this in-
vestigabion was explained to Injor Loveland, Special Assictant to the Attor-
ney General, in the office of lre Galloway, Assistant Abborney Gemeral, A4
the reguest of Iajor Lovelard, this matiter was discussed with Lieubenant
Rovert Ve Loushlin, Putent Section, Jar Deparituent, Room 137, State, ‘ar &
¥ory Building. Lieutenant Loughlin is in charge of the sgbove captioned mat-
ter and advised that for the past six or seven months he has been working on
thig cases He has mede an extended study and survey of 211 records of the
Ordnance Deparitment and of other Governmsnisl recoxrds pertaining to subject
but has nob found in his study of this case the name of the vessel on wvhich
subject travelled to Zurope in 1918,

Lieutenant Loughlin further explained that subject was a very talkative
type of man, and while on the voyaze to Turope, it is assumed that he talked
rother freely with passengers, and particularly with those with vhom he hed
sEate room accomodations, concerninz his business. It is Lieutenant Loughlints
desire, in this cormection, 0 obtain the passenser list of the vessel on
which subject travelled with the view of possibly locating someone with whom
subject did discuss his business with dhe Sovernment.

UNDSVALOLED IEADS:

XOT YORYZ O77ICH: At the instructions of I%. Appel, the MNew York Office
is reguested t0 make every effort to obbain, if possible, the nane of the
vessel on vhich subject left the port of Few York for Frapce on July 18,

1918, and, if successful, to then secure a copy of the passenger list on this
voyaze. TFor the information of the New York Office, subject was at that time
connected with the Iarlin-Reckwell Corporation of New Hs¥en,and New Yarlk, and
there 19 a possibility that reservations for sfate room accomodations may have

been made in that nazes

'« PENDIRG- OTHER OFFICES -~
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THIS CASE ORIGINATED AT O ;. n_n,
REPORT MADE AT: DATE WHEN MADE: . A PERIOD"FO}‘Q WHICH MADE: REPORT MADEBY:
NEW YORK CIPY €-128 5/28-20/28 Vs J. VALJAVEC
TITLE: ‘ H : ) CHARACTER OF CASE:
0\ . \; - \.\‘ "‘,'V,S
LESTER P. BARLOW versus UNITED STATES MISCELLANEOUS MATI’ER a ‘, ‘
NEW YORK FILE #62-2286-3
SYNOPSIS oF FACTS:
//\ <]
G2 T TR
IESTER BARLOW sailed for Bordeaux, Fyance /92872

on SS. ROCHAMBEAU August 9, 1918. He oc-
cupied Cabin #408 on Deck "C!' At that time
he was employed by the Marlin<Rockwell Cor-
poration of 347 Madison Avenune, New York
Citye IList of cabin passengers of the SS.
ROCHAMBEAU for said voyage included in this
report,

RUC

REFERENCE: Report of Special Agent R. P. Burruss, Washe
- ington, May 22, 1928, and copy of Bureau letter,
May 22, 1928 addressed to Washington local office.

DETAILIS: AT NEW YORK CITY

At the United States Custom House Agent ascertained that in 1918,
on account of the World War, the ateamers and othexr vessels that were in the service
of this and the allied Governmonts sailed for Transatlantic ports on zo-called Gov~
ernment orders and, therefors, were not compelled to obtain from the Custom Houss the
opblierwise necessary clearance papers. This applied especislly to veasels which were
at that time in the Army Transport Service of various allied and associated Governe
ments; although they also carried civilian passengers who were conmected with said

- | Governments.

The writer was, therefore, able to ascertain only the nsmes of
vessels that sailed with clearance papers for French and nearby allied and neutral
ports in July, l918.

DO NOT WRITE IN THESE SPACES
RECORDED AND INDEXED:

P N S A A §Z;m?s$; 2 1000

BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION CHECKED OFF:

[

APPROVED AND 2 o
FORWARDED: & o

WASHINGTON COPIES OF THI.% R RT FURNISHED TO:
REFERENCE:

»

3 = Bureau (1 - Speeial Assb, ,mP\um ju N 2} igz@ JAGRETED: 7
to Attorney General Loveland) . DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

2 = Washington ROUTED TO:  ~.¢,. FILE
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N.Y. 62-2288 8-1-28 V.J. Ve #2 .

The following steemers to whom clearance papers were issued left
the port of New York for Freanch- and nearby Transatlantie ports in the period
from July 15 to the end of July, 1918:

$s. "Amiral Niolly" for ' Havre .

. SS. "Baysarua® : - » Nantes
SS. "Collinghem+ - Havre
SS. "Gothland"” - Rotterdam
SS. "Ceorgim® - Brest

 SS. "Hassel® - Bordeaux .
S8, "La Lorrainen - Bordeaux
SS. "Lucilinev - Marseillss
SS. "Liege®™ - Rotterdam
SS. "Liviangstonia®” - Bordeaux
SS. "Minnekahda® - Liverpool
SS. "Orca" - Iiverpool
SS. "La Syrie" - Rottexrdam
SS. "Servian Prince" - Brest
S8+ "Samland® - Rotterdanm
SS. "Trecarne® - Bordeaux
SS. "Zylayk® - Rottefdam
SS. "Algerie" - Rotterdam
SS. "Canopie® - - Liverpool
SS. "Carmania” - Liverpool
The passenger lists of the outgoing steamers are not avallable

in the Record Division of the local United States Customs House.

However, Agent

was advised that as soon as a steamer leaves this port for a foreign port they
are sent to the Record Division of the local Immigration Service on Ellis Island.

The writer, therefore, called on the Record Division at Ellis Ig-
land, where he was adyised by Inspsctor in Charge of saeid Division, Mr. W. Tuller,
that the records of outgoing passengers are kept on files for one year only,

whereupon they are

destroyed.

Agent, thersfore, examined the old records of all the steamship
companies in this City, as far as they are available, and ascerteined that SUB-
JECT did not =ail from this port to Furope on any of the steamsrs cited above,

Teking into consideration the fact that on account of the sub~
marine warfare many vessels wers compelled to remain in this port for days and
weeks after they had obtained the necessary clearance papers, Ageat examined the
available passenger 1ists of steamers that sailed for French and nearby ports

during the month of August, 1918, with the following result:

Subject LESTER B BARLOW (Not Lester P. Barlow) left the port of
New York as a cabin passenger on SS. ROCHAMBEAU on August 9, 1918 and occupied
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during the voyage between New York and the City of Bordeaux, France (the port
to which the SS. ROCHAMBEAU was sailing) the Cabin No. 408 on Dsck “C.®

The old records, which were found in the storeroom of the French
Line on Pier 14, North River, further show that the steamship ticket for SUB~-
JECT was secured in the offices of the Freanch Line during the month of July,
1918; that L. B. BARLOW was at that time employed by the Marlin~-Rockwell Cor-
poration of 347 Madison Avenue, New York City, and that his two nearest neigh-
bors during the voyage to Bordeaux, France, were MR, H. CRETIN end J. B. GAGNEUR,
who occupied the Cabins No. 406 and 410 on Deck "C" respectively. The occupa=
tion of Mr. He Cretin is not given on the records; however, Mr. J. B. Gagneur
gave as his Amsricen address the firm of Marwick-Mitchell of 79 Wall Street,
New York City.

A plan of the SS. ROCHAMBEAU, on which the above mentioned cabins
are marked with the names of their occupants for the voyage of August 9, 1918,
is attached to the Washington copy of this report.

No printed passenger list for the mentioned voyage of the Ss.
ROCHAMBEAU is available in the offices of the French Line and Agent, theresfore,
copied the names of the passengers as they appear on the old records.

Nemes of the passengers on the above mentioned voyage are as
follows: '

Mr. and Mrs, Chas. Allen

Mrg,: Marie Audedert

Miss I. B¢ Andrus

Nrs. Adaqs

¥r. AllQn .

Miss Nellie Allen

Mr, Thomas Arnold & wife
Baron Aliotte

}me, Bardou

Miss Olga Burmns

Miss Bryant

Mr. S. A« Beadle

Mr. Iealie L, Biffle

Mr. J. C. Buchanan

" Mre. P. Brenier

Dr. Brophy

Miss Brigandi
Mr. Bl. Bernercn
Miss Eliz. Brice
Mr. L. B. BARLOW
Rev. W. C. Boyer
Mr. Jean Benard

Mr. G. Borbolo

Migs Esther Braley
Mr. R, Belanger
Miss Bain

Miss M. Bogert

Miss L. Bakewell
Miss L. Becker

Miss Be Brocklebank
Miss E. Buck

Mr: E. Brandeces
Mrs, Rs Brown

Mr. Geoe W. Barnes
Miss B. J. Bimont
Mr. E. Bericioux
Mr. L. DO Besumont
Mr. Wme Go Bibd
Mme. Marie Coudert
Mr. A Cauvigny

Mr: John A. Chumbley
Nr. Everet A, Colson
Mr. Albin P, Conwey
Mr. John C. Craddock
Mr. Lawrence L. Cragin
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MR. Anton Cirino

Mr. John Fs¢ Carter
MR, HENRY CRETIN

Mre. Eo Ce Chilcott
Miss L. Cameron

Miss G. Cook

Miss M, Codley

Miss G. Creamer
Miss J. Callow
Comte de Clerg & family
Mre. Fo Lo Carsocn
Major H, Cayron & wife
Mr. Chas. J. Carpenter
My, Jo He Chauner
Mr. C, Demzervas

Mr. Delsarte

Mr. John Donnelly
Kiss Amelia Duriez
Mr. Be Co Deduman
¥r. Je Eo Deslattes
Mr, B, L. Dickinson
Mr. C. Ge Doming
Mr. M, Fe Dorsey
Mre Hupp Re. Douglas
MI". J. Ce Dougherty
Mre T. V. Dadakas
Mr. D. ¥, Daly

Miss A, Durier

Miss E. Deyo

Mr. John Davy & wife
Mr. A, Decker

" Mr. F. C. Drayton

Ge Hs Edgell

~ Mre Stephen Eftkanos

Adjutant Floret
Mf,'o Fred Le Ford
Mr. Lo Finot

Mr. Go Favier

Mr. Feo Fernandez
Mte G, Filaez
Miss A; Fairbrother
Mmne, 0. Fountaine
Captain de Frigat
Miss Perier

Mr. John Gredig
MR. J. B, GAGNEUR
Mres No Be Gentry
Mr. Edward Greaney

VoTeVe #4

My, Chas. Re Gray
Mr. John Guyes
Mr. A. Geudin’

. Mr. Co B.'Gibs‘on

Mre Thomas J. Gray
Nrs. Z. F, Eiltner
Mr. We J. Gonzalez
Dr+ Ruth Guy

Je Le Genet & family
Miss Sophie Hallenek
Miss Ruth Hillsbeck
M¥Mr, W. S: Hinman
¥r. T. E. Holnan

N+ Hobbs

Mr. L¢ Co Hunter
¥r, Chas, De Hurrey
Mre No Haines

M¥Mr. M. L. Eorrell
Mr. N. Humphreys
Bishop Hayes

Mr. A. Herbert

Mr. V. Hecke

Miss Marg. Junod

Mr. Z. Cs Jaeck

Mr. J. Keegan

Nr. M. Kerouedan
M. I, Se Kearney
Mre Warren F. Kellog
Mr., C, C. Lyon

Mr. L. F, Island
Mr, H. V¢ Loulkart
Dre As T I}Qng!drO
Mr. Anatole Le Bray & wife
Mr, A. A. lavwrence
Mr. He Lo Lansburgh
Captain A. Ialla

Mnre. Robert Moranzon
¥r. James Maitland
Mr. V. Go Mendoza
My, James MeCabe
Miss Clara Mallard
¥r., Carl X. Maholm
¥Mr. Roy Ls: Mathews
Mr. J. M. Mattingley
Mr. John R. Mayo

Mrs Robert L. McDaniel
Mr. J+ Co McDonald
Mr. James P. McNabb
Mr. David F. Meeker
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Mre Ae Ae Mallette
Mr. Thﬂms L. Miller
Mr. A, B¢ Mohr
Mro Jo Ao Moriarity
Mr, H. Magnin
Mr, ¥Wm. Martin
Mr. Wmes Horrissey
Mr. N¢ Msnopoulos
Mr. Helen Mack
Mr. V. Marinucei
Mr, Julés P, Mannion
Mre. R. NMonthsard
‘Mr. O. Norris

s Se Nendo
mss Catherine Mayo
Mrs. Elsie Meade
Mr. Robert T. McKea
Mr, L. Nicoletti
Miss S. Neely
Mr. Fe T e Nash
Mrs. Mo Needhanm
Mr. Geos Nathereis
Mr. A. Negas
Mr. Ae Be Nevin
Mr. Ae Orlandini
Mr. He Se Oberndorfer
Mr. P Olivier & wife
Mr. Guy Arr
Mr. Janes R. Page
Mr. Alfred Pearce
Hro Re Ao mﬂey
Mr. AO FPrender
Mr. J¢ Petiol
¥r. Co Perez
Mr. John S. Penman
Mr. Re Bo Price
General de Pont
Commander Poole
Miss Z. uinn
Mr. A, Rodriguez
Miss M. Rugolo
¥r. Clarence B. Rix
Mr. J. Remington

VoJuVe #5

Mr., V. Rodite

Miss Ne Runek

Mr., ¥, X. Sundhauser
Miss B. Sigg

¥r. Schwartz

Mr. P. P. Stels

Mr. Irwin W, Schultz
Mrs J. A, Sherman
Mrs Ae Signeigo

Mr. E. Ve Sampson
Drs Oscar Strauss
Mrg. M, Selwin
Professor Spaulding
Mr. C. S. Schofield
Miss Ie Schsck

Miss J. Schavrer
Miss L, Scheefer
Miss L. Smith

Mr. 0. Steiner & wife
Mrs. Stevenaon

Mr, P. Tus & family
N¥ry E. Mo Thiory
Lieutenant Colonel Tulasne
Mrs, Le Towle -
Miss M, Thorne

Miss J. Tracy

Mr, Ag Vasiliou

Mre A. Re Villar
Mre. Co Vi Veitz

Mr, V. Vaught

It Me Vigneron
Miss M. P, Van Dyke
Mre Je Eo Wilson
Mr, G¢ BEi Wigeman
Mr. Geo, Weigle

Mr, Warren Welker
Mr. R. F. Whillen
Nr. Geoe P. Wilson
Mr. We. Vayne

Reve. He Re Williams
Mr. Wo C. Youmg

Mr, R. Zanghellini

With whom SUBJECT aasociated during his trip to France Agent, of
course, was not in a position to ascertain as the so-called “table-lists" which
are prepared by the Maitre d'Hotel of each passenger bhoat for each voyage, are
always destroyed after the trip is finished.
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No other information obtaineble in this diatrict, therefore, case

REFERRED UPON CQMFLETION TO THE OFFICE OF ORIGIN
NO FURTHER ACTION HERE. - )
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Nay 26%h, 1828,

MEMORANDUE FOH MR. GALLOWAY
- Agsistant sttorney Ceneral

A%tmﬁ-ea ¥r., Lovelandse

, For your informstion in connedtion
with the case entitleds LESTER P. BIRLOW
ve., UNITED STLAYRS - Niscellansous Xatter,
there is enclesed herewith a copy of the
report of Spscial Agent R« Pe Burriss
of the Washington loga} office of the
Burean, dnted May 22pnd, 1938,

. Very traly yours,

| Director,
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THIS cASE ORIGINATED AT TJASHINGTON, De Cs

R;PORT MADE AT: DATE. WHEN MADRE: PERIOD FOR WH!CH MADE:{ REPORT MADEBY!
ASHINGTON, Do Cs 6/7/28 6/6/28 R+ P. BURRUSS =5
TITLE: CHARACTER OF CASE:
.
LESTZR P. BARLOW vee UNITED STATES ITSCELLANEOUS IIATTER

FIIE #6R2~1232-
SYNOPSIS or FAGTS: [ o ! [

Report of 6/;/28 by Special Agent V. Je Valjavec,
Few York City Office, shows that subject sailed
for Bordesux, France, on S.S. ROCHAMBEAT on August
g9, 1918, occupying cabin 3408 on Deck "¢, fhis
report also gives list of cabin passengers on that
vessel for said voyages Transmitting herewith to
Bureeu copy of plan of S.S. ROCHAIBEAU, All leads
investigated.

Unless otherwise instructed fhis cage will be consid’eré;d
CLOSED
RUFERTINCE: Report of 6/1/28 by Special Agent Ve Je Valjavec, New York City Offices
DETAILS:

Reference report shows that subject seiled for Bordesux, France, on the S Se
ROCHAMBEAU August 9, 1918, occupying cabin #408 on Deck "C" of said vessels Thiswre-
port also gives a list of cabin passengers on the ROCHAVBEAU for said voyages

There is trensmitbted herewith to the Buresm copy of the plan of the S+ S. ROCHANBEAD
on which is indicated the cabin occupied by subject, also showing the adjoining cabing
which were occupied by 1frs He CRETIN and Mre J. Be GAGKEURs This plan was attached to
Azent Valjavec's report and it is being forwarded to the Burean with the view that it
nmey be of value to Lieutenant Robert 3. Laughlin, Patent Section, War Department, who
driginally reguested Assistant Attomey General Galloway to0 have this investigation

mades

211 information reguested by the Bureau letter of lmy 22, 1928,' has been secured,
and unless otherwise inatructed this case will be considered

CLOSED DO NOT WRITE IN THESE SPACES
APPROVED AND S T ! J — - - RECORDED AND INDEXED:
FORWARDED: o S e h &9@ s e / AN o4 T "~ Y
P e a e R A et B SR
v BU. 1 G s
COPIES OF THIS REPORT FURNISHED TO: REAU OF INVESTIGATION CHEiﬁE? o?j i s
P A
o - -
& I o
Buresu~3 (1 for Special Assi., %o g : * .« 4 ["IACRETED:

Attorney General Lovelend) DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
New York~l ROUTED T0: FILE
File«2 : S

. ! ' GOVEANMENT PRINTING UFFICE . . 71328
. S H -
- ! , { ' ed b Loy
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June 5, 1928,

HISIORANDUY FOR MR, CALLOVAY
degistant Attorney Gerersal.

Attontion: Mre lLovelandse

“ith farthor referenco to the
cage antitled: - LESTER P. BARLG ),
v. TMITED STATER, thare is tronse
mittod herewith & copr of the ro-
port c¢f Special Agent V. J. Veljavac,

- mde 2% Tow York City, June 1, 1928.

Vory truly yours,

Dire@tor.

. Fnc 877956

Ho,a
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" LENOBAEIUK FOR MR. GALIOWY
- Assisdant Attoroey Cenaral. -

Atbections le, Loveland,

1 Gosire % vefer 1o my
manorandu of June 14%h, 198,
regarding the cass sntitled:~
L9TER P {GBARLOY vas UNITED
STAYES, Miscellaneons Matter,
ard % joquire shether furdher
investigmtion is desired.

Very traly yours,
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ey P D
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June 14, 1926,

UEMORANIUM FOR ER. GALLOYAY
Assistant Attormey Genorel

Attentsom !lr. L,onxmam

»itx roferanoa to the sage anti tledrs

LESTIR Pe BARLOL wo UNITED 9T4TES, there
is transnitted herewith & copy of the
report of Opecial Agout H. P Burruss,
dated June 7, 1928, together wilh t.he
exhibit&ttmhed the“oio.

7 It farther mns'ci@tion is desired,
I will sppreciate delug advised.

Ver: truly youre,

- _'ﬁ o ' "utixig Digagtor.
Eno.4101724 - . - , ‘

, wARED
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o or JU,S‘.‘
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™ VOR MH. GALLOWY

uum\m Att@mﬁr General.

Avvention: Itr, Leveland.

with furkber veferense o

the carse satitledt LESTER P. BABLOW

vs, UNITED STATES, Miscellansous

Watter, I will appreciatse delng advized
whather further Investigation ly desired.
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Yery iruly yours,

Direstor.
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ADDRESS REPLY TO
**THE ATTORNEY GENERAL'"
AND REFER TO
INITIALS AND NUMBER

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

J. BE. Hoover, Chief,
Bureau of Investigation.

Dear Sir:

WASHINGTON, D. C.

September 8, 1928,

Referring to your various letters of August 3
and 22, received during my absence from town, I beg to
advise you that upon communicating with Lieutb. Teughlin
of the Var Department I em informed by him that you may
consider this investigation closed. It is probable,
however, that it may be necessary to obtain some further date.
at a later date in connection with some of the persons whose
names were reported in your earlier communicstion.

2 RECORDED

BUREAU G S TION
: Y. SEP 1y
grp 131928 DErmiry 8' cAE' M,
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Very Sraly jours,

fetiny viresior.
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QJOHN EDGAR HOOVER ' ‘
X -DIRECTOR ; L//_—‘
. 8. Depariment of Tusiice -

a‘.’.—‘ﬁ-

Burean of Anuestimation
Washington, 4. @

February 15, 1930

1EL.0RANDUI FOR THE DIRECTOR. L 2 )95 4 3

On February 14, 1930 Ix. lLlark iXWoodell, of
. the Judge Advocate General's office, Var Department,
Washington, D. C., called at the Bureaun with reference
to the case of LESTER PJ/BARLOW vs. UKITED STATES,
l.iscellaneous latter, Bureaun file 62~-19893.

Ir, Voodell stated that he had called at the
suggestion of lLajor Loveland, of the Department of Justice,
who was handling this matter for the Government, and that
he desired o0 obtain some information concerning the as-
sociates of Lester P. Barlow, who has a patent on an
invention for aerial bombs vhich the Var Department is
now using, He stated that he was particularly interested
in obtaining information as to Barlow's associates just
prior to August, 1918 when the said subject went overseas.
He also stated that the Var Department had received copies
of reports from the Buream in comnnection with this case,
the last report being that of Special Agent R.P.Burruss dated

June 7, 1928,

Div. 2 The writer informed Lir. Joodell that an examination
would be made of the file in conmection with the case, and

in the event any additional information was available he would
»I\be advised in the premises.

of \ The writer examined the Bureau file, vwhich reflects
\ 2 -that no investigation has been conducted in this case since
’ he submission of the above mentioned report of Special Azent
£ Burruss, end, therefore, there is no'information contained
FER 15 3 ~an the file other than has already been furnished the Var
“‘Il‘éps.rtmen‘b lir. Woodell was advised by the writer to this
BEOORDED & INDIED

FEB 18 193 ecpectrarry, CJwEAU OF [NVESTIC R

i

R.G. HARVEY.

effect. | iZ KZB'~/
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Federal Burean of Inuvestigation

‘Mnited States Bepartment of Justice

OMAHA, NEBRASKA
May 27, 1940

Pederal Bureau of Investigation
Washington, D, C.

L
8& Director

RE¢ LESTER P{? BARLOW;
INFORMATION CONCERNING,

Deay Sirs

Reference is made tq, my telstype of May 27, 1940, reporting
the call to this office by TOM(

regarding a letter which he had received from PARXKE F, KEAYS, Business .
Manager of The Custer County Chief, Broken Bow, Nebraska, relative to
a former F,B,I. Agent residing there, who claimed to have investigated
BARIOW at Aberdeen, South Dakota, regerding his radical activities,

This matter first came to my attention on the morning of
May 27, 1940, when INGOLDSBY telephonically informed me that he had
received a letter from KEAYS and that as a result he had wired you
for any information you might be able to release regarding information
contained in the Bureauls files as to BARLOW,

I suggested to INGOLDSBY that he call et this office, which
he did with the following pertinent communications. The first is a

INGOLDSBY, local United Press repregentative,

letter which he received from PARKE Fy KEAYS, Business Manager of (s iwle
The Custer County Chief, Broken Bow, Nebraska, dated May 25, 1940: Gate

¥l am enclosing copy of letter which was written to J. Edgar CHC

Hoover yesterday by a dependable man in this community. I thought
that you might want to follow this up through your Washington bureay,
with the possibility that a story might develop later on.

I talked with the writer of the enclosed letter this moraning,
He stated that he thought the ariticle referred to could be found in
the files of the Aberdeen American, He said that it was published in
that newspeper in the s§ring of 1920, probably in- A:prﬁ—-Ma,y oY Jum—r.

RDED & INDEXHD, [} [ 7 //:/ // )‘

If you wish it, we , will Ffurnish name of the man “who wrote-the' ———
enclosed letter, You understand, of course, that-this 15 merely” PRiw
a tip on a possible news story, depending on resul s of invest:.ga. ion
by the F,B,I.M | UAY 29 8

i —
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Director « 5+27-40 RE: IESTER P. BARLOW

I am also quoting the letter which had been sent to you on
May 24, 1940, by this former F.B,I. Agent, now residing at Broken Bow,
Nebraskas

For some time I have been reading in the daily vyress about the
bomb inventions of Mr. Lester P., Barlow. This recalls to mind a time
in April 1920, while as a special agent F,B.I., I was sent to Aberdeen,
S. D. to investigate the activities of this gentleman, who was at thab
time considered one of the most dangerous radiédals in the territory
compromising the two Dakotas and Minnesota, Wo doubt your department
has a complete file in this connection, as the daily papers in the
Dakotas printed at length o great many stories about he and his
organization,

However, as a veteran of the world war, and knowing the shrewdness
and deceitful way in which this man operates I would like to offer this
suggestion, that before he is taken seriously in the eyes of the publics
that he prove that he is doing his work honestly and to the best interests
of the country; that he had an opportunity to defend in 1918 (I believe
the record will show that in the world war he registered as a conscientious
objector), There is no doubt but what this men is smart and is equipped
vith a lot of ability. Neither do I believe his attitude in registering
as an objector was due to the fact of any religious tendencies, or that
he was a coward, as I believe the record will show that he was a member
of Villials staff when he attempted to overthrow the government of Mexico.
These statements were claimed in an article published in a Minat N, D.
paper also again published in the Aberdeen S.D., Early American. He
attempted to sue the Aberdeen paper for 1libel and collected from his
followers a sum of $800,00 in a defense fund, but I understand no su:.t
was ever filed,

I am quite certain this is the same man who is now inventing bombs,
and unless he has changed his ways, to my notion, -he is a dangerous
man to be connected in any way to our war time prepsrations,”

I do not know the identity of this former Agent, Neither
does Special Agent J. L. FLOOD, who has been working in the Omsha Field
Division for a number of years. However, it might possibly be a man
named EMERY, INGOIDSEBY said he would await your reply, stating that he
had no intention to publish any story unless you confirmed the statements
made by thig former Special Agent,

Very truly yours,

RIS

Special Agent in Charge
WS/ GEP
cc Sioux Fells
-2
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MYr, Clegg:
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The Director desires a complete . wichos
sunnary memorandum prepared with reé-= . rosm

Mr. Lestor

]

Mr. Hendon

Mr. Mcintire

|

gard to Lester P,DBarlow and sent Mr. Quinn Tamm
the Attorney General, BEXXEY, Wats Tb Four Room
G-2, and ONI. Berle M. Tracy
s .b #r. Schildecker
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ﬂenorable Adolt.’ L. Barlc. Jr.

. Asaistant Secretary of State

"Dur nﬁr. Barlc:

Department of State

¥ashingten, D, C. . .
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J' Edgar Hoover 'i R
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o poaalbh interest to you, & copy of & nmmxdm .

-dated May 31, 1940, containing information with

" respect to one Leater Pence/Barlow, who recently

T received eonsmorablo ‘press publicity in cmcc-‘ ‘
- tion with an alleged invention of & new type .

.. Mquid wgonaenrb@n eatplesivs bomb, knm a
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CHC:RMB June 1, 1940

PERSONAL AND CONPESHTTAL
BY SPECTAL MENSTNOAR

Tear Adniral “glter 5. Enderscn
Director, Naval Inbellizence
Navy Department

“ashington, D, 0.

¥y degr Admiral:

I an transmiibting herewlill, 28 of pogsible
interast to you, & copy of a memorandum dated May 31,
1940, contelning information with respoct to one
Lestor Pence Barlow, wha recently received considersble
press publicity in, connection with sn alleged inventlon
of & new type liquid oxyeen-carbon explosive bomb,
known as "Glsite,”®

L copy of the above mentioned memorandum is
a2lso belng furnished to Bripadier CGenersl Chermsn Yiles,
tssistant Chiof of Staff, G-2.

Sincerely yours,

Ao Bizar Foover

Jon “"‘f**z,r wavr&r

M. Teobs 200,
Mo Nothwr .
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" Assistant Chief of Staff
. -2, War Departast - .
“Washington, D. C. ©

Dear Gcneral mlu.

mterut to you, & ‘copy of a memorandum dated Hay 31, .
g information with respect to one
Llow, -who recently received comiderable :
press publicity in cornection with an alleged invertion

1940, conta
Lester Pence .

1

pxasom. ARD me:

BI SPECIAL ﬂESSEHﬁER

'J/' e )

Y zm tnnmtting hermth, as of poasible

" of a new type liquid oxygen—carbon explosivc balb
known as "Glmite.”

PR b copy of the above nenti.oned mmorsmdum 13 |
" also ‘being furmished to Rear Admiral Walt.er S. Anderson,

e D:.roctor, Naval Intalligence.

1 a1r. Bendon. o.ouoneo
“Mr. Rosen ... ’

. Nuhul

. Glavin ...

Bir. Nichdls...

Mr. ’I‘racy._-.‘lz.'....

Mise Gaody..
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CHG:RMB Vay 3, 1940

FruZonsl M0 CREEDupe

Brigadler General Fdwin . "eailzon
aecmtary o the President

The 7hite lousa

?iaﬁhin@mn, e s

Teay Genarsl Yatsons

I am transmitting herewith, ag of

possible interest to you and the fresident, a
memorendun dated May 31, 1940, which contains
information with respect Lo one Lester Jence

OFarlor, who pecently vecelved conslderpble press
poblicity in conrnetion with an alleged invention
of ¢ new type liguid oxygm«—carbon explosive bomb,
known aa "Olmite,®

“ith assursnces of my best vegards,

qincerely .;Qm,
o e M)\,f ]

Friclosure e ( é A “ '\;,:“ —
,;' — : //jf .,’% j
e ; . F'.Etﬁﬁ EWHFAU oF lﬁt’ﬁbﬂ%»f TioN
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Room 5744 1940

To: __Director
Mr. Tolson
Mr. Rathan
Mr. Clegg
Mr. Edward Tamm
Mr. Glavin
Miss Gandy
e M. Tracy
e MP e Ladd

Mr. Coffey

7 %
;-3 -\ A
_Mr. Harbo Nﬁ . ;’7
- Mr. Hendon ) \é?y”//j

L

Mr. Naughten
Renneberger

Mr. Patterson

Rosen

¥r. Quinn Tamm
Personnel Fileg Section
_Files Section

Migs Sheaffer

Mrs. Skillman

=
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Bso Me For Appropriate Action
Send File Prepare reply

L. B. Nichols
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JOHN EDGAR HOOVER . .
LR g .

. - DIRECTOR

Ry

Fetieral Burean of Invezsitoalion
- Wniteh States Bepartment of Justice

maahingmn’ B. ﬁ" | Mr, Niche o
CHC:ACK June 15, 1940 x:_ ::;ﬂj;i. .
Me. Toasy ..o ‘
li\Mlsﬁ Candy :
MEMORANDUM FOR THE DIRECTOR )‘ ________

3 et < e

Re: LESTER P. BARLOW

4 - Reference is made to a teletype message received by the
& Bureau dated Kay 27, 1940, from the Omeha Office indicating that
a former F.B.I. Agent had written ‘the Bureau a letter on May 2%,
1940, to the effect that Barlow was previously considered a %

dangerous citizen and investigated by this Bureau., This infor<
mation was furnished to Omaha by Tom Ingoldsby, United Press
representative, Tngoldsby indicating that he desired to make nog
comment concerning the allegations about Barlow, but that he wquld

like to be advised as to whether or not the former F.B.I. Agentj!'s

statements to the effect that Barlow was investigated as undesirable
were true,

7\.;(33’

You made a notation on the incoming as follows:

"Check on this at once. If true let me
knovwr what happened to the letter.®

It has been ascertained that the letter apparently re.qerred
to by Tom Ingoldsby was written to the Bureau by former Special
Agent James Vi, Kelly of Broken Bow, Nebraska. Kelly's letter was
dated May 24, 1940, having been received in the Bureau on May 27,
1940, and being stamped into Division One on May 29, 1940. This
letter contains information that Barlow during April, 1920, was
considered a dangerous radical and his activities were investigated
by Kelly in behalf of the Bureau. The letter indicated that Barlow
was active in the Dakotas and Minnesota. Kelly's letter was
acknowledged by the Bureau on June 1, 1940, and he was thanked
for furnishing the information. Pursuant to your request, a {
complete summary memorandum with regard to the activities of Barlow
as reflected in Bureau files was prepared and transmitted to the
Attorney General, Brigadier General ‘latson, G-2, Office of Nave

Intelligence, and Mr., Berle on June 1, 1940. This summery memo;
.\‘“‘3‘@“ _/ randum reflects information indicating that Barlow had been
1 «;ﬁ@? ©  investigated during 1920, at which time his activities rendered him
Q"’“ . st - -~
Tacaran, | [7: PER /Z_)j é
FZDERA . ;; '
4 AUG 17 1940 %
3% Uo s Qs,/i ]

‘39; e @éﬁ&i& ‘%\ﬁ&@




MEMORANDUR FOR THE DIRECTOR
Re: Lester P. Barlow -2 -

suspect as a dangerous radical. Barlow has at various times
been reported to be pro-Nazi, but was sometimes regarded as
being of Communist sympathy. A copy of the summary memorandum
reflecting his activities is attached hereto for your in-
formation.,

Although the teletype message from the Omaha office
dated lay 27, 1940, as well as a letter from that office on
the same date, indicated that Tom Ingoldsby was communicating
with the Bureau by wire for the purpose of ascertaining whether
the allegations concerning Barlow's having been investigated
are true, extensive efforts to locate any incoming communi-
cation from Ingoldsby whatsoever have proved negative. The
Omaha office is being furnished with a copy of the summary
memorandum regarding Barlow, for its information, and is being
advised that Ingoldsby has not communicated with the Bureau.
The Omsha division is being instructed that no information
concerning the investigation conducted relative to Barlow
is to be released to Ingoldsby or others, inasmuch as data
in the Bureau's files are confidential,

Respectfully,

N R

H., H. Clegg

Tam

Inclosure

ce=lir, &. A. Tamm



: . Mr. Tolson
e e FEDERMAL BUBRID 07 LRI sr. Kathan ...,
v . . U, & DEPARTHMST PR 2ustas ‘ Mr.g;m
N ‘ ONAMRIOATIONS Seon ﬁ‘ _ ekl
L w'/ 30 Mr, Lada. ..
CET AR Mr. Egan.........__.
. . Mr. Glavin __..____.._
TELETYPE, |
FBI . OMAHA 5-27-40 16-50 Al RIMY e momdon e
)’I’RECTOR Mr. Traey. ...
Miss Gandy.... _._..
TONM INGOLDSBY UNITED PRESS REPRESENTATIVE HERE CALLED AT OFFICE THIg - f

[IORNING WITH A LETTER WHICH HE HAD RECEIVED FROM PARKE F KEAYS,
BUSIRESS NANACFR OF NEWSPAPER TEE CUSTHR COUNTY CHI“ s BROKEN BOUW,

NEBRASKA WHICH ENCLOSED A COPY OF LET'.[ER VRITTEN 10 YOU MAY TWh NTY

fOUF’.TH BY A MAN WHO CLAIMS TO HAVE REEM A FORMER FBI AGENT. KEAYS
A ———

DID NOT- FURNISH THE NAME OF THE WRITER OF THE LETTER TO YOU BUT SAID
THAT HE IS A DEPENDABLE MAN IN THAT COMMUNITY. TEE FORMER FBI AGENT
IN HIS LETTER TO YOU REPORTS THAT HE HAS BEEN READING ABOUT THE BONMB
X A
=

o :
INVENTIONS OF LESTER P BARLOW, IT STATES THEAT IN APRIL NINETELYN

TWENTY WHILE HE WAS WORKING AS AN AGENT OF THE FBI HE WAS SENT TO

ABERDEEN SOUTH DAKOTA TO INVESTIGATE THE ACTIVITIES OF BARLOW, HE

WAS Tuld AT THAT TIME CONSIDERED ONE OF THE MOST DAI‘:GEROU% RADICALS

IN THAT TERRITORY. HE ALSO SAYS BARLOW REGISTERED AS A CONSCIENTIOUS

OBJECTOR DURING THE WORLD WAR AND THAT .HE WAS A MEMBER OF VILLAS

STAFF WHEN HE ATTEMPTED TO OVERTFROW THE GOVERNMENT OF [MEXICO,. RARLOW

SUED A MINOT NORTH DAKOTA NEWSPAPER AND THE ARERDEEN SOUTH DAKOTA EAR

;
34
S

AMERICAN NEWSPAPER BECAUSE THEY PRINTED THOSE CHARCES, INGOLDSBY b/tS'/’fo

I KIS Bl T

ADVISES ME HE PLANS TO MAKE NO COMMENT ABOUT TEIS MATER (D o

DISPATCHES BUT SAID HE WOULD IIl¥ APPRECIATE BEING ADVISED AS TO _Ac
YHETEZR THERE I& ANY TRUTH TO THE FORMER FRI AGENTS STATEMENTS
- i—»’ - * i
= _sfufr (ko
RBOORDRE ; L[/ )\
[ B e RN
. F{:DERA‘ [ 1 1
AUTC INGOLDESEY WIRED YOU THIS MODNMING REQUELTING Voo oo Vin Ly/j
b I i . i J [Ed-lf?»%g\f
TETH oty
. A to k.’*’
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Juhe 16, 1938

T iie =

Name - Seey. 490 Con;‘/({aber (R) of N.Y.
telea,

Stated that a man naned Lester P; Rarlow has

pub in a claim for about half g million~dollars
for an alleged infringesent by the U.S., on soww
patents rizhts he had on a bowb; that Barlow it
seenis has quite a record which the Congressman is
looking inbo, having served with Villa; and

tht it is also believed that hb has been
connected with some Mozi Lund activities. The
Congrensnan was interested in ascertaining i the
Bureau has a record of this man beiny comnected
with any JTezi acbivities. Upon advice fronm Mr.
Tam 1 he was transferred to Mr, McIntire. cek

fo L skl -

Bmﬂ}xm L = / '7 g{ ;/




JOHN EDGAR HOOVER
DIRECTOR = .

-

Hederal Burean of Inuestination
PEF:JHR Wfnited States Department of Justice
MWashingfon, D. @.

June 30, 1938. /

MEMORANDUM FOR THE DIRECTOR

Time-2:53 P.M.

Agent Hickey called from the Washington Field Office
regarding Lester PPOBarlow and asked what information he
was to obtain on the subject. I told Mr. Hickey that the
Bureau wanted to get all the information it could from the
Naval Intelligence and the Ordinance Department of the
War Department in order that the information would be avail-
able in our files, as it is anticipated that a request for
an investigation will be forthcoming. Agent Hickey advised
me that he has been to the Navy Department and that the
Navy Department has a large file on Barlow, not on his back-
ground, but with respect to his testimony before the Committee
on Naval Affairs. Barlow comes from Stamford, Connecticutb
and is supposed to be an inventor of air bombs. It is
Agent Hickey's opinion that Barlow is a little out of his
head. Agent Hickey has a copy of a pamphlet concerning the
naval expansion program and all of Barlow's testimony before
the Committee is included in the book which was published
in April just after the hearings. Any information which
might be of value in the files of the Navy Depariment
concerning Barlow is contained in this book, therefore Agent
Hickey will send the book in to the Bureau instead of copying _
the files of the Navy Department. Barlow testified that he
was an enlisted man in the Navy from the time he was seventeen
until he was twenty three years of age. Barlow told the
Committee that he was a seaman and an electrician. Agent
Hickey will check the enlistment records to obtain information

!

regarding Barlow!s family. Agent Hickey will send his
pamphlet concerning Barlow's testimony, his navy background,
place of residence and relatives to the Bureau.

Respectfully,

4 %&ﬁf«mw

\\\ RECORDED Jj /7%73 /3

S “un
ITanLl W
0 J‘,‘,\:ﬁ,f‘_ﬁ RS

& " Lo
! QG%‘ IS IR U A

o EN? e - —— .
\Ar— ,ﬁr?‘# ,...‘r




Hederal Bureaw of Inuestigation

WUnited States Bepariment of Justice

Washington Field Division, Room 2266, e
YWiashington, D. C. .
> ie -
July 1, 1938 V.
PERSONAL AND CONFEBESTIAL ! - .
- If e
Director,

Federal Bureau of Investigation,
Washington, D. C.

Re: LESTER P.&’.NOE%ARL@H;
Information Concerning.

Dear Sir:

Pursuant to instructions received from Assistant Director
B, A, TAMM of the Bureau to obtain any information available from the
Naval Intelligence concerning the above individual, Special Agent
¥, M. Hickey was permitted by COMANDER BE. B>~NIXON, Naval Intelli-
gence, Navy Department, Washingbton, D. C. to examine the file main-
tained in the Office of the Judge Advocate General, Navy Department,
Washington, D. C.

After reviewing this file, Agent Hickey recalled that he was
in pogsession of a transcript of the\’{NA}[g;L BEXPANSION PROGRAM" Hear-
ings before the Committee on Naval Affairs, United Statss Senate,
Seventy~Fifth Congress, Third Session on H.R. 9218 held during April
1938 and contains the testimony of MR. BARLOW, an inventor of sir
bombs beginning on page 346 of the transcript, which transcript sets
forth in detall the same information as contained in the file of the
Navy Department. During the hearings and following the testimony of
MR, BARLOW, CQUMANDER A. _C_.KBAVIS,,.IInited States Navy, testified, and
in addition, offered in evidence correspondence between the Navy De-
partment and MR. BARLOW. Therefore it does not appear necessary to
have copies made of the voluminous correspondence on file at the Navy
Department, inasmuch as the copy of the transcript of the testimony

above-referred 1o, ig being transmitted he?i‘thuforwthe%nfﬁnnati-ow"
(

of the Burealle .. .57 .5 JNDRLD ¢ 47 - 19 ﬁf/ 2- ) Z/

Briefly, MR. BARLOW, at the time of-bhe giving:of hisg fq’é‘,&fgb‘&'-()f’i
mony, stated that he was connected with the?i@&‘}mm LIWMARTIN _COMPANY
of Baltimore, Maryland as a consulting engineer on aérial munitions:
His place of residence is Stamford, Connécticut, )

iy S TR

. ,. ‘
H L
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For the confidential information of the Buresu, the
Office of the Judge Advocate General and the 0ffice of the Naval
Intelligence consider MR. BARLCY just another *aut®.

“ Special Agent Hickey examined the personnel record of
BARLOW on file at the Navy Department, which shows his full neme
to be LESTER PENCE BARLOW; enlisted United States Navy as a coal
passer, October 5, 1904, at which time he stated his trade was
that of stationary engineer; citizen of the United States; born
Tiisconsin, December 2, 1882; father - G. YlXBARLOW, Clear Lake,
JTowa, He served on board the U.S.S. SOLACE, U.S.S. SUFPLY,
U.S.5, RAINBOW, U.S.S. GALVESTON, U.S.S. MOHICIN and U.S.S.
INDEPENDENCHE. He was honorably discharged at Mare Island, Calif-
ornia October 19, 1908, At the expiration of his enlistment he
held the rating of electricien second class,.

The transcript of testimony furnished herewith is the
personal property of Special Agent Hickey, and may be retained by
the Bureau.

No further investigation will be conducted unless in-
structed by the Bureau.

Very truly yours,

GUY HOTTEL,
Special Agent in Charge.

BH:JG
62~0

Enclosure
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JOHN EDGAR HOOVER
DIREGTOR ‘ ‘
Hederal Bureau of Inuestigation
nitedy States Beparitment of Justice
MWashington, B. .

EAT :RP July 1, 1938

MEMORANDUM FOR THE DIRECTOR

. ( .
‘* i
i "" P w
.
b

v

%ﬁgiéference from your office on Friday, June 17th,

CongressmanfMaas was interviewed by me concerning information

in his possedsion relative to Lester P& Barlow. Congressman

Maas turned over to me his file upon Bariow which has been
photostated and a copy of which is being retained in the Bureau's
file, it being noted that Congressman Maas' file was subsequently
returned to him. Congressman Maas definitely understood that
Barlow's activities did not appear to constibute a violation of
any Federal Statubte within the Bureau's investigative jurisdiction
and consequently that the Bureau could not of its own volition
initiate any investigation of Barlow's activities. The Congress-
man indicated, however, that a formal request would be made by
some Congressional Committee of the Attorney General for an inves-
tigation of this individual.

According to Congressman Maas, the Ordnance Bureau of
the War Department has much information concerning Barlow.
The Washingbton Field Office is obtaining from the War and Navy
Departments the information in their files concerning Barlow's
activities in order that these data may be recorded in the files
of the Bureau.

T Resgectfully,
\
%
\ SN E. A. Tamn
Y
N REC ——
x/ %CRDED i 477 i
*s““' ‘ AN“}" INDEXED ~ /9’573‘ j{f
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JOHN EDGAR HOOVER
7 DIRECTOR .

Federal Bureau of Investivation
PEF:JHR MUnited States Repartment of Justice

Washington, . @. /
\
July 5, 1938.
Time-9= 23 A oM .
MEMORANDUM FOR THE DIRECTOR

~f I called Agent Hickey at the Washington
Field Office regarding the matter of
Lesteri\Barlow, of whom Mr. Hickey has been
obTaini g ‘information from the War Department.
I advised Agent Hickey that there is a girl
fh“ secretary or stenographer in the Ordinance
Department of the War Department who has
more informetion regarding Barlow.
Agent Hickey will attempt to locate this
| girl when he goes to the War Department today
i and obtain more information concerning the
background of the subject.

Respectfully,

O3
P. E. FOXWORTH.

2 J‘r.;‘;ﬁ'." RN A o e
{x ! . / / ’ ;// ;;' 4
- v 1 N .
“~ EENRR e o T e ‘ e )
U ' ) ~ {
. R ,
- : NYRLIS

Al ' . \ “\" i ‘;
< e
\\ &%g“;‘* {4y _ |



Lo St e

e Nuatham

My, Cloomy
e Mw, OO0 L an

5 MR S0

VPN O
T Twe

My, e

.

Sl eury Lo

b RASTEAR Pivian A w e

A TolBem. aene.

My T L, e .

Tre TIOILY o
b S R
e Fory wdh ...
N Banx o ae
W avats awes

P M
PO SL ONS (e ot

July 1, 1933
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~JOHN TABER . ' ‘EEMBER‘OEBOW - aveeunna
d d y

367H Dist. New Yorx COMMITTEE GN;APPROPRIATIONS _
Congress of the inited States

Bousge of Repregentatives
Washingten, B. €.

. My, Dawsey .o.lson..
M E St aane
Mr”’ Fotwoutd annn..

¥ BIrs Clavia cceececanns

June 16, 19B8'L-to o .

MriLlester . oo §

Nir. Melntire.........

3 M‘r.' ORI e maae

. Mr. TL8CY cammnn aanans
Hon. J. Edgar Hoover, Director,  Miss GRudy.... o}
Federal Bureau of Investigation, Co
Washington, D.C.

ey

Dear Mr. Hoover:

My secretary, Kenneth¥Sprankle, called your
office this morning concerning one Lester P& Barlow.

I enclose herewith a copy of letter from
Barlow, received this afternoon, together with a copy of
my reply. I also enclose a copy of memo made by my sec-
retary concerning what has happened up to last night in
this case.

Inasmuch as your office has investigated
this gentleman before, I thought that you ought to have
this information in order to have a more complete picture
as to just what sort of a fellow he is.

Your files carry a notation to see the N.Y.

Post.of Nov. 27, 1937 for a story concerning his activitles
with one of the Nazl organizations in this countiy.

Very sincerely yours,

AQEB >~

[/
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462 Senatve O0ffice Building,
washington, D. C.,
June 15, 1933.

flonorable John Taber,
House of Representatives,
Washington, D. C.

Dear I'r. Taber:

Ever since the Court of Claims made a decision in my favor on
the Barlow bomb royalty case, I have been approached by various groups
of racketeers demanding that T allow them to handle the case and settle
it for fees which they name, which zenerally amount Tto a considerable
portion of the totale I have consistently refused To negotiate with
these rackebteers, and in fact I have made several attempts to reveal
them to the proper authorities but have not received The proper en~
courajemente.

Recently, a lierber of the House of Representatives vroposed to
me that he would get me my money, and in doing so mentiond'we will
get it" and also that he would get me a very <ood price for the Barlow
geriagl mine whicn I revealed before the lNaval Commlttees of the Conzress
this session. I told this lermber I would absolubtely not tolerate any
l.ember of Congress in any way velng associated with this matter;
that T had been approached by many racketeers but I was not a bribe-
payer or fixer and did not intend to be. I would name this llember
in this lebtter, but I intend to hand this letter to the vress and
they would probably withhold the letter from publication if I named
him until they ascertained the facts. T anm ready to name him belfore
the proper Congressional tribunal. You know this man and he has
aoproached you in vthe last several days. I saw him sitting with you
and undoubtedly talkin< over this matter with you this afternoon.
This man has made statements that Barlow stole his pavents, and I
have been told by other :erbers that you havernade the statement after
he told you that. Also rumors have been passed either by this man
or sorie ovhers that I am paying sone llerber of Conzress ;5,000 to get
this bill throursh. ‘

Fow, T have taken plenty of abuse during the last twenty some
years that this controversy has been on in reference to the Barlow
inventions, which 1 have successfully carried through and which I
have been sustained in by the courts of this land. I am not a gsralfter.
I am not a crooke I am not a fixer or payer for fixing in or out of
Congress.

600,000 approximately is the award which has been made to me
by the courts after eleven years of litigabtion by those courts after
extensive research b the courts of all the facts. rhe Adninistrabion
of tre Government of the United States reports this fact also.

Instead of belin~n the nman who would buy and bribe $ke Conrress-
men and other public officials, ¥ am the man who rode the skies as a
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volunteer, with hundreds of hish-explosive, experimental shells and
aerial bombs, in order that America could have proper aserial bomb
eguipment. I come in the category of men who risk their lives will-
ingly, if necessary, and such men are not bribe-givers and not crooks,
and don't you forset it; and when you deal with ry name, even thoursh
you are Rated a powerful llember of Consress, understand I do not need
that 600,000 enough to bTake your or anybody else's insults, and the
Congress can keep it until they are ready t0 pay 1t to an American
wno is an American in every respect.

On the Senate side of Conrress, they have been decent enousgh
To pass this bill as legislative gentlemen should do, and bthney have
added to the bill an amendment to protect me azainst a cang of racket-
eerg; and since that amendment was put on, this onslausht has taken
place on me in the corridors of the «wouse atbacking my character,
attacking the efficienty of my inventlons, and atbtacking the legality
of my case.

L have made it a point, ur. Taber, to have you definitely
informed as to all the facts in this case. You nave been talked to
by some of the finest gentlement in the Consress who know alllthe
records. Instead of that, you tske rumors; instead of the Court!s
decilsion, you take rumors; instead of The Administration's favorable
report, you take rumors, and you are still lookinsg for rumors instead
of facts. You have no tight to ignore the Court's decision and ibs
full report after eleven years of litigation. You have no right to
take rumors or statements of anyone in the face of full records avail-
able in this cases 1 am not saying you are a vart of this racketeer,
"shakedown" atteript, but explain, if you can, to the general public
why you are 80 insistent in the face of all the facts in your determin-
ation to block this bill which is a payment of a conbtract between the
governnent of the Unitéd States and myself.

Last night, the findines and opinion of the Court of Claims
were reviewdd with your secrevary and copy given him for you. AL
five ofclock today you, through your secretary, have asked for the
transcript of testimony already passed upon b the Court and reduced
to findings of fact. There are about eight thousand pazes of this
testimony. The JSupreme Court of the United States refuses to o back
of the findings of the Court of Claims. Why should you?

Here is my answer to 21l of your kind, and to scandal-mongers,
racketeers and "shakedown" artists: I intend to make this a proposition
for the American people to look at, and I invite the Consress of the
United States to help me bring out the facts.e I do not want bto do
anything to unduly damaze vou, but you seem to be entirely too insistent,
in the face of the facts, to warrant ne to neglect calling Fo your
attention that you seem to be sitting among some pretty rotten company.
If T have sald anything in this letter vhich is unfair to you, I -
apologize, but until you can square yourself, this letbter stands for
everything there is in it.

Yours respectiully,

. /s/ Lester P. Barlow
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+ JOHN TABER ’ . MEMBER

. 36TH Dist. NEw York COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS

Congress of the Wnitel States
HBouge of Repregentatives
tHashington, BD. C.

.’]

June 16, 1938

Memo re case of IESTER Pe BARLOW

Mr. Taber, on June 10th, objected to a bill on the private
calendar for the relief of Barlowe. Blll was recommitted to
War Claims Committee, of which Mr. Beiter 1is chairmen. On
June l4th, Mr. E. P, Colladay and Mr. Barlow, accompanied by

© a Mr. Haworth, attorney for Barlow (Haworth is former clerk
of the War Claims Committee at the time Cong. Strong of Kansas
was Chairmen). We went over the record in the case, including
the opinion and findings of fact from the Court of Claims. A%
about 6:30 PM on the 1l4th., Cong. Beiter told Mr. Taber that
Barlow had been in his office and threatened Mr. Taber with
some message which he would give to the press if Mr. Taber
didn't withdraw his objection to the bill and allow Mr. Beiter
to bring it up againe. A couple of hours after that, Mr. Colladay
and Mr. Haworth denied to Mr. Taber and me that Barlow had made
any such statement.

On June 15th, Mr. Taber was going over the information that
had been left with me and phoned me to try and get from Mr.
Colladay a copy of the transcript of evidence submitted to the
Court of Claims. I phoned Mr. Collada§'s office for this and
then went to the Capitol and when I arrived found Mr. Haworth
and Mr. Barlow waiting there for me. Haworth had just been in
touch with Colladay's office and knew of the request I had made
a few minutes before. He sald that these papers made a very
large package but seemed willing to get them as soon as possible.
Barlow, however, seemed to "blow up" and said that Mr. Taber
was unreasonable and needn'!t let the bill go through if he
didn't wish to. Barlow said he was not going to allow any member
of Congress to hold him up for money to get this bill through,
and that i1f it did not go through he was going to give to the
Assoclated Press a statement which would be spread all over the
country and which would ruin Mr. Taber. I told him if that was
the way he felt and that if he was going to make statements that
any member of Gongress had intimated that any bribe was to be paid
that Mre. Taber had no choice but to oppose the bill and would do soO.
I asked him to name such member of Congress and he refused to do so.
He then pulled a plece of paper out of his pocket and said he was
on the way to give it to the Associated Press.

Fntth a5
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Hederal Burean of Inuestigation

Ynited States Department of Justice
Washington Field Division, Rm. 2266,
Washington, D. C,

July 13, 1958,

Diresctor,

Q \ Federal Bureau of Investigation,

: PERSONAL. & QONFIBEERIAT
' %: LESTER PENCE%RLOW
INFCRMATION CONCERNING.

Dear Sir:

(>

Reference is made to instructions received from Mr., Foxe
worth of the Bureau who requested Special Agent F. M. Hickey of this
office %o obtain additional information from the office of the Buresu
of Ordnance, War Department at which place Mr. Foxworth stated there
was thought 40 be a young lady employed in the Buresu of Ordnance who
could furnish information concerning Barlow. The:ce are a great number
of young women employed in the Buresu of Ordnance and the only young
lady found to have knowledge of Barlow was Miss dley, room 3826 who
advised that all she knew concerning Barlow was what meager information
was contained in their files and suggested that an Agent confer with
Colonsl Booton, Chief of Ordnance,

Accordingly, Agent Hickey called at the office of Lieuten-
ant Colonel John G,XBooton, Chief of Ordnange, room 3826 Munitions
Building, who referréd Agent to Mr, Apthur delmen, a civilian employee
in this office and Assistent to Colonel Bobton. Mr. Adelman permitted

1 Agent Hickey to examine their file on Barlow which contains seversl

e ’"  newspaper clippings and decisions of the Court of Claims of the United

States in which Court Mr. Barlow has sued the United States for ap-
‘ proximately $600,000,00 claiming the government used Barlow's patents
A during the war and claims compensation therefor.

ﬁ\(j‘\ There are attached to ﬁlis comminication, for the informa-
,/ tion of the Bureen, three printed trenscripts known as No. H-272,
L1 #1 - decided Februery 3, 1936 ~ #2 - decided Jume 7, 1937 end #3 ~

Findings of Faet on Accounting end #3~ On Motion for New Triall}.

The motion for a new trial was overruled. The Findings of Fact and
opinion herefofore rendered, together with the opinion decided Mey
31, 1938, have been certified to Congressa —

O/\ decided May 31, 1958 (#1- Special Finmings of Fact, #2-Addit ioml
&
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According to Mr. Adelman, Barlow came to the Ordnance
Department of the Ammy Guring the year 1916 and submitted a design
for an aircraft bombe. The design, which appeared to possess merit,
vas in an incomplete form and the officers to vwhom Barlow submitted
the design suggested that he go to the Frankfort Arsenel (Philadelphia,
Pennsylvania) in order to better familiarize himself with the ordnance
practices and construction. During the same year, Barlow proeceeded
to Frankfort Arsenal where he remained until August of that year in an
informal voluntary status. He was not employed by the govemment, nor
did he receive any remuneration. Barlow was pemmitted to have a desk
in the drafting room where he could work up his designs. He was also
given the use of the machine tools in the experimental shop and the
assistance of mechanics in the construction of experimentel bonbse
Barlow's comnection with the arsenal was such that he had access to
all Ordnance Department drawings and to all information it possessed
relative to aireraft bombs. During the year 1916, Barlow filed an
application for a U, S, Patent which application was directed to
several safety features of an aerial torpedo or aircraft bomb.

According to Mr. Adelman, Barlow was sble to obtain' a
number of patents as a result of the knowledge gained at the Framkfort
Argensl not only of the information at hand, but from his own know=
ledge and it is felt by the Ordnance Department that he gained emough
knowledge while at the Frankfort Arsenal to have many patents issued
in his name which he would not otherwlse have been able ‘o dos

The printed transcripts furnished herewith set forth in

" detail the information possessed by the Bureau of Ordnance, Mr, Adel=-

man stated he has not endeawored to keep any sort of a file on Barlow
with the exception of occasional newspaper c¢lippings, it occurring

to him and also officers of the Bureau of Ordnance, that Barlow is a
publicity seeker.

Yor the information of the Bureau, there is quoted below
anfissociated Press dispatch headed at Stamford, Connecticut. The
dsate of this dispatch emd the name of the paper is not indicated
in the Bureau of Ordnance files.

=D



"Touis Y. Gobermen, Assistant Federal Attorney
announced last night he would prosecute Barlow
as a result of the inventor's outburst at a
National Lebor Relations Board meeting. Barlow
charged the proceedings were a 'racket' and in-
vited Trisl Bxamirer Paul Davier to :'tell the
President of the United States for me to go to
hell'. Barlow, inventor of a depth bomb used
by the United States during the World War and
claimsnt of several million dollars for the
invention, issued a statement saying he also
would file charges ageinst James A. Farley, Post-
mstér General, Homer S, Cummings, Attorney CGenerw
al and many others associated with the Demoeratic
National politiesl machine", 4

The files in the office of the Bureau of Ordnance, War
Department do not contain any information concerning Barlow's back-
ground or antecedents and as previously set forth above, practically
the only information in the file are the newspaper c¢lippings and
the results of ‘the hearings in the Court of Claims of the United
States, it being apparent that the Department of Justice is in
possession of same, inasiuch as the government was represented by
Mre. Alexander Holtzoff and Mr. George C, Sweeney.

Very tmly yowrs,

ML,,—‘D\ -

GUY HOTTEL,
FMH:JGM Speciel Agent in Charge.
62-0
Encle
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Inthedourtof djlaims of the Wnited States

No. H-272
(Decided February 3, 1936)

LESTER P. BARLOW v. THE UNITED STATES

Messrs. Hiram C. Todd and H. Dorsey Spencer for the
plaintiff. Baldwin, Hutchins & Todd were on the brief. -

Mr. Alexander Holtzoff, with whom was Mr. Assistant
Attorney General George . Sweeney, for the defendant.

This case having been heard by the Court of Claims, the
court, upon the report of a Commissioner and the evidence,
makes the following

SPECIAL FINDINGS OF FACT

I

On March 3, 1927, a special act of Congress, 44 Stat., part
38, p. 1844, was approved, which is as follows:

“Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives
of the United States of America in Congress assembled,
That the Court of Claims is hereby authorized and em-
powered to hear and determine the claim of Lester P. Bar-
low against the United States, arising out of the use by the
United States of certain inventions of said Lester P. Barlow
described by TUnited States Letters Patent Numbered
1817609, 1317610, 1817611, 1317612, 1318955, 1318956: Pro-
vided, That within one year from the date of the approval of
this Act said Lester P. Barlow shall file in said Court of
Claims his petition setting forth the statement of his said
claim: And provided further, That section 3477 of the Re-
vised Statutes of the United States, and any sta <ttes of Limi-

44955—86——1 (1)
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tation ordinarily applicable, be, and the same are hereby,.
waived and shall not be considered or applied by the Court
of Claims in considering and adjudicating the above-de-
seribed claim of Lester P. Barlow; and such finding on the:
law and facts of said claim as the Court of Claims may
make shall be reported to Congress: And provided further,
That in any such suit the United States may avail itself of
any and all defenses, general or special, except as otherwise
herein waived: Provided further, That the Court shall fur-
ther find and report the law and the facts touching any
claim by way of offset that the United States may have
against the Marlin Rockwell Corporation the right to plead
which against any claim the said Lester P. Barlow may:
assert is hereby recognized.”

II

An aircraft bomb is an explosive missile usually of rela-
tively high explosive capacity.

It resembles the ordinary high explosive projectile in that
it carries a charge of high explosive and is provided with a.
means for initiating the explosion, including a primer
adapted to be exploded on impact, 2 detonator, and a booster:
charge. .

The aircraft bomb, like the high explosive projectile, must:
be safe against premature explosion until in motion toward.
the object to be destroyed, and then must become armed or-
sensitive to explosion initiated by impact.

A different character of safety is necessary in the aircraft
bomb as the same must be carried on an airplane into close-
proximity to the enemy and must be capable of subjection to.

rifle machine-gun fire and to forced landings and crashes’

without danger of explosion to the personnel of the airplane..
An aircraft bomb must also be capable of being discharged:
or dropped without explosion if an emergency renders it
necessary to lighten the airplane while over friendly terri--

- tory. 'These are problems of construction not met with in:

the case of high explosive projectiles as fired from: a gun..

An aircraft bomb does not have a spinning motion im-
parted to it so as to insure flight in the desirved trajectory
as does a projectile, but is provided with vanes and stream-
lined so as to maintain a trajectory. The problems of

.
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weight and balance of an aircraft bomb differ from projec-
tiles intended to be fired from a rifled gun.

IIY

In 1914 the plaintiff, Lester P. Barlow, a citizen of the
United States, was in Mexico in connection with the sale
and installation of tractors, and joined the revolutionary
forces of Villa. He designed and constructed a number of
bombs intended to be dropped from airplanes.

Barlow returned to the United States in July 1915 and
was employed by the Glenn L. Martin Airplane Company at
Los Angeles, California. While in their employment he
continued his research and development work in connection
with airplane bombs, and constructed five or six bombs.

v

On the 22d day of October 1915, Lester P. Barlow, plain-

tiff, entered into the following agreement with one John
F. Clark:

“This agreement made and entered into on the 22nd day
of October 1915, by and between L. P. Barlow, party of the
first part, and J. F. Clark, party of the second part.

‘Witnesseth :

I, L. P. Barlow, party of the first part, as the originator,
owner, and patentee of the aerial bomb known as the aerial
torpedo bomb, for which I am about to apply for patent
upon and the drawings of which are now in the possession of
J. F. Clark, do hereby sell, assign, and set over to the said
J. F. Clark, for and in consideration of ten dollars, the

. receipt of which is hereby acknowledged, and other good
and valuable considerations already received by me as well
as good considerations to be hereafter received by me, a one-
half (14) interest in and to said bomb and patents or any
improvements or additions that I may make to said bomb
or patents as well as to a one-half interest in and to all or
any moneys which T may hereafter receive from the sale of
said bomb or as royalty for said bomb or consideration of
whatsoever kind or nature that I may hereafter in anywise
receive from said aerial bomb, patents, royalties, or con-
siderations of whatsoever kind or nature, to be paid to said
Clark at such time and in such manner as any sums or money
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are or may be paid to me in anywise, by, through, or in con-
nection with the sale, use, royalties, or manufacture of said
bomb in any way from any party or parties whomsoever,
and I hereby declare it my intention, purpose, design, and
agreement with the said Clark that he, the said Clark, shall
in the disposition of said bomb, either on a sale basis or a
Toyalty basis, or in any other manmner or kind, or place, have
a control in said bomb in the sale or disposition of said bomb
equal to fifty percent (50% ) interest therein, and I further
agree that when the patent or patents are allowed by the
United States Government as well as any other government,
to assign, transfer, and set over to the said Clark a one-half
interest 1n and to saild patents so granted. by the United
States Government or any other Government, kingdom, or

country, and shall upon demand by the said J. F. Clark as-

sign to him said fifty percent (50%) interest in and to said
patents at any time that he may request me so to do.

The said J. F. Clark agrees as a part consideration for the
promises and agreements so made on the part of the said L.
P. Barlow as above set forth, to at all times advise the said
Barlow and do and perform any and all things in connec-
tion with said bomb such as giving said Barlow legal advice,
drawing such papers and making such negotiations for the
Barlow in connection with said bomb as the said Barlow
shall desire the said Clark to do.

(Signed) L. P. Barrow.
(Signed) J. F. Crark.
Witness:
Mary V. ROBERTSON.

STATE oF CALIFORNIA,
County of Los Angeles, ss:

On this 22d day of October, in the year nineteen
hundred and fifteen, A.D., before me, Mary V. Robert-
son, a notary public in and for the said county of Lios
Angeles, State of California, residing therein, duly com-
missioned and sworn, personally appeared L. P. Barlow and
J. F. Clark, known to me to be the persons whose names are
subscribed to the within instrument, and acknowledged to
me that they executed the same.

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and
affixed my official seal in said county the day and year in this
certificate first above written.

[seaL.]

Mary V. RoBERTSON,
Notary Public in and for Los Angeles
) . County, State of California.”
This assignment or agreement was not recorded.

'
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On December 26, 1924, John F. Clark executed the follow-
ing general release in favor of Lester P. Barlow:

“To all to whom these presents shall come or may concern,,
greebing; know ye, that John F. Clark of the city of Los
Angeles, county of Los Angeles, and State of California, for
and in consideration of the sum of twelve thousand dollars.
lawful money of the United States of America, to me in
hand paid by Lester P. Barlow, the receipt whereof is here-
by acknowledged, have remised, released, and forever dis-
charged and by these presents do for myself, heirs, execu-
tors, and administrators, remise, release, and forever
discharge the said Lester P. Barlow, his heirs, executors,
and administrators, of all and from all, and all manner of
action and actions, cause and causes of actions, suits, debts,.
dues, sums of money, accounts, reckonings, bonds, bills, spe-
cialties, covenants; contracts, controversies, agreements,
promises, variances, trespasses, damages, judgments, extents,
executions, claims, and: demands whatsoever in law or in
equity, which against him, I, John F. Clark, ever had, now
have, or which my heirs, executors, or administrators, here-
after can, shall, or may have for, upon, or by reason of any
matter, cause, or thing whatsoever from: the beginning of
the world to the day of the ddte of these presents.

In witness whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and seal
'tf:he 26th. day of December, nineteen hundred and twenty-

our.,

Sealed and delivered in the presence of— ’

(Signed) JorN F, Crarg.

‘Witness:

W. R. Law.”
. VI

In February 1916 Barlow came to the Ordnance Depart-
ment of the Army and submitted. a design for an aircraft
bomb chiefly characterized by a construction involving the
use of a rod or extrusion member which extended forwardly
from the bomb when the latter was fired; the action of the
bomb was initiated by means of a bullet fired from the ex-
trusion member into a detonator charge within the bomb.
The design which appeared to possess merit was in an in-
complete form and the officers to whom Barlow submitted
the design’ suggested that he go to the Frankfort Arsenal
in ordér to better familiarize himself with ordnance practice
and construction.
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In March 1916 Barlow proceeded to Frankfort Arsenal
where he remained until August of that year in an informal
voluntary status. He was not employed by the Government
or received any remuneration.

Barlow had a desk in the draftmg room where he Worked
up his designs. He was also given the use of the machine
tools in the experimental shop and the assistance of me-
chanics in the construction of experimental bombs. Barlow
conducted the tests of these bombs.

Barlow submitted his work to Major Shinkle, who was in
charge of the Ammunition Division, and solicited advice and
guidance from Major Shinkle and his staff. This guidance
related primarily to types of explosive containers, and the
relation of fulminate primers with reference to the main
explosive.

Barlow’s connection with Frankfort Arsenal was such that
he had access to all Ordnance Department drawings and .
to all information it possessed relative to aircraft bombs.

VII

On May 20, 1916, Barlow filed an application for United
States patent, serial number 987387. This application was
directed to several safety features of an aerial torpedo or
aircraft bomb, which was chiefly characterized by the fact
that it possessed a forwardly extruding element carrying a
bullet as the means for initiating the explosion. The appli-
cation was subsequently assigned to the Marlin Arms
Corporation and matured into patent 1322083 on Novem-
ber 18, 1919, and was issued to the Marlin-Rockwell
Corporation.

This application subsequently became the subject matter
of a license agreement between the Marlin Arms Corpora-
tion and the Chief of Ordnance under date of April 3,
1917. (See finding X.)

VIII

In August 1916 Barlow left Frankfort Arsenal and be-
came associated with Hale and Kilburn, Inc., of Philadel-
phia, Pennsylvania. This connection was terminated after
several months and in January 1917 Barlow became asso-
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-ciated with the Marlin Arms Corporation of New Haven,
‘Connecticut.

The name of the Marlin Arms Corporation was changed
to Marlin-Rockwell Corporation in 1917.

IX

On August 20, 1916, Barlow filed an application for United
States patent, serial number 117579, directed to the detonator
.structure of a bomb.

This application was subsequently assigned to the Marlin
Arms Corporation, and on September 30, 1919, matured
into patent 1317608, which was issued to the Marlin-
Rockwell Corporation in accordance with the aforesaid
assignment. '

This application was also included and made a part of
the license agreement entered into between the Marlin Arms
‘Corporation and the Chief of Ordnance. (See finding X.)

X

On April 8, 1917, the Marlin Arms Corporation entered
into a license agreement or contract with Brigadier General
William Crozier, Chief of Ordnance, U. S. Army.

This agreement specified in part as follows:

“Artiore 1. The said contractor, in consideration of as-
sistance rendered by the Ordnance Department, United
States Army, in the development of the drop bomb embody-
ing the features covered by the application for letters patent
hereinafter enumerated; of the payment to it by the United
States of one thousand dollars ($1,000)—upon the execu-
tion of this contract and of the bond referred to in article 6
hereof, should such bond be required—and of the payment
to it by the United States of royalty of ten percent (10%)
of the purchase price of each complete drop bomb, either
loaded or unloaded, procured by the United States from
private manufacturers, and ten percent (10%) of the allot-
ment cost, plus the arsenal burden, of each complete drop
Jbomb, either loaded or unloaded, manufactured in Govern-
ment establishments, does hereby license and empower the
Ordnance Department, United States Army, to manufac-
ture, or to have manufactured, to use and sell, drop bombs
_possessing any or all of the features covered by and described
an application for letters patent numbered 98737, filed May
20, 1916, the olaims of which application have been allowed
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in full, and of the features of which the contractor claims to-
be the sole owner. [Italics ours.]

“Artrcre 2. It is further agreed that in consideration of
the assistance rendered by the Ordnance Department, United.
States Army, in the development of the drop bomb referred
to herein, and of the royalty to be paid as set forth in
article 1 of this contract, the Ordnance Department, United
States Army, shall have the right, without the payment of
any additional sum, to manufacture, to have manufactured,
to use and to sell, drop bombs possessing such improvements
‘of any of the features covered by the application for letters
patent specified in article 1 of this contract as may be cov-
ered by applications hereafter allowed the contractor by the
United States Patent Office. [Italics ours.]

B 1 & % * % ES £

“ArticLe 4. The contractor claims to be the sole owner
of the application for Letters Patent No. 117579, filed
August 30, 1916, the claims of which application have been
allowed in full, and further agrees to waive all claims to-
compensation for the use by the Ordnance Department,
United States Army, of any or all of the features covered
by and described in this application when used in the bombs,
or other explosive missiles, for which, under article 1 of
this contract, the United States Army is obligated to pay
royalty.

% Fa # * % % #

“Arrrcre 5. It is further agreed that the Ordnance De-
partment, United States Army, shall furnish the said con-
tractor, on or before the first days of January and July of
each year during the life of the patent covered by the ap-
plication specified in Article 1 hereof, a statement showing
the number of all complete drop bombs, either loaded or
unloaded, embodying any or all of the features covered by
the application for letters-patent specified in Article 1
hereof, which drop bombs have been ordered manufactured,
either in Government or private establishments; during the
preceding six months, and, on or about the same dates, pre-
pare vouchers for the contractor, to cover the amount due it
as royalty on the drop bombs so ordered manufactured.

“ArrrcrLe 10. If any doubts or disputes shall arise as to the
meaning of anything in this contract the matter shall be re-
ferred to the Chief of Ordnance, United States Army, for
determination. If, however, the contractor shall feel ag-~
grieved at any decision of the Chief of Ordnance, he shall
have the right to submit the same to the Secretary of War,
whose decision shall be final.” .
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A copy of this contract, plaintiff’s exhibit 19, is by refer-
sence made a part of this finding. .

XT

The patent to Barlow #1322083, which matured from
the Barlow application 98737, filed May 20, 1916, and
which formed the subject matter of the license agreement
between the Marlin-Rockwell Corporation and the Chief
of Ordnance referred to in finding X, discloses the following
“features:

As shown in figures 1 and 2 of the drawings which are in-
serted herewith, the bomb consists of a casing provided at
the rear with stabilizing means and having an explosive
chamber filled with high explosive material such as TNT.
This explosive material is positioned in the chamber around
a central tubular member extending axially through the
center of the bomb. A booster consisting of a cylindrical
annular container is located in the TNT charge. This cylin-

s

drical container is provided with a central opening or bore
through which the central tubular member passes.

44955—36——2
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This central tube contains within it slidable tubular mem-~
bers which are movable from a “safe” or unarmed position,,
to a “firing” or armed position by means of compressed air
carried in a reservoir in the interior of the bomb.

‘When in the “safe” position, a detonating charge shown in
the inserted figure 2 by the reference character 43, is lo-
cated in the tail of the bomb in such a position that a pre~
mature explosion of the detonator would not cause an ex-
plosion of the bomb. In the “firing” position the tubular
member carrying this detonating charge is moved forwardly
so that the detonating charge is located within and in con-
tiguity to the booster charge. In this latter position, ex~

plosion of the detonating charge will explode the booster

charge and in turn cause explosion of the main body of
the explosive. When the compressed air functions to move
the detonator charge from the “safe” position to the “firing”
position it also operates to forwardly extrude a telescoping:
member carrying a conventional rifle cartridge and bullet.
* When the bomb is dropped and this member is in an ex-
tended or extruded position and the detonator in a firing
position, impact upon the ground or the object upon which
the bomb is dropped causes the explosion of the rifle
cartridge. The bullet from this cartridge travels through
the tubular-extended member up into the detonator charge,.
exploding the same and causing explosion of the adjacent
booster charge and consequent explosion of the main bomb-
charge. One.of the features disclosed and described may
be said to comprise a detonator charge located in a central
tubular member of the bomb and movable from the rear
safe position in the tail of the bomb into a firing position
in which it is located within an annular booster charge.
The movement of the tubular members such as has just.
been described is accomplished by means of compressed air
under the control of a valve having a valve wheel shown
by the reference character 52 in the inserted drawings. A
cord 55 is wrapped about this wheel and the specification
states, beginning at page 3, line 126, as follows, with refer~

Al
ek,
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ence to the operation or opening of this valve when. the
bomb is dropped:

* “The valve stem 50 extends through a packing box 54 in
the partition 6 into the valve chamber 3, and is provided
with a pulley 52 around which is wrapped a cord 53, pref-
eraply fibrous, which passes upwardly through an outlet
eye 55 in the wall of the valve chamber, to ‘and into the
aeroplane with which it is either fixed or manually operated,
in order that when the torpedo is released, it will automat-
ically and with certainty occasion the rotation of the pulley
and the opening of the gas valve, so as, without fail and at
once upon the l?ilropping of the torpedo from the plane, to
let out the gas from the gas chamber into both the stabilizer-
telescope and the gun telescope.”

This valve and associated wheel and cord function as re-
straining means to prevent the compressed air from mov-
ing the detonator from the remote or safe position into the
armed position until the bomb is released from the aircraft.

As shown in the inserted figure 1, the bomb is suspended
in a horizontal position underneath the airplane, the same
being held in this position by a single strap member 59.
In order that the bomb may be properly secured by this
single strap member it is essential that this retaining means
be located somewhere near the center of gravity of the
bomb. The cord 58 which automatically actuates the com-
pressed valve upon the release of the bomb, is shown located
in proximity to the retaining strap 59.

A copy of this patent, defendant’s exhibit 45, is by ref-
erence made a part of this finding.

XIT

The patent to Barlow #1317608 matured from the Bar-
low application, serial number 117,579, which also formed
a portion of the subject-matter of the license agreement be-
tween the Marlin-Rockwell Corporation and the Chief of
Ordnance referred to in finding X. This patent is di-
rected to an aircraft bomb or torpedo with special refer-
ence to the detonator structure.
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Figures 1 and 3 are reproduced herewith.

Figure 1 discloses an aircraft bomb with stabilizing fins
located at the rear end thereof and the forward end carrying
a high explosive charge. A central tubular member extends
axially of the bomb structure. A detonator element is slid-
ably mounted within this tubular member and is normally
held in the rear or tail portion remote from the explosive
charge by means of a frictional washer. While the frictional
washer is disclosed, the patentee states on page 2, line 58,
that “detonator 8 may be held in such a position by any
means which will be releasable when the forward end of the
bomb strikes against an object to enable the detonator to
slide down the tube.”

When the detonator slides down the tube as described, it
engages a firing pin and at the same time assumes a. position
in the tube adjacent the high explosive, and at a point where
the walls of the tube are either perforated or made of thin
material so that the explosion of the detonator may be im-
parted to the main explosive charge.

P
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The detonator body or element which: is shown in detail
in figure 8 comprises a solid body carrying the detonating
material in a pocket or belt 10 formed about its periphery;
the detonator body is of steel and is of sufficiently heavy con-
struction so that it will not break into fragments and is not
dangerous in itself if accidentally exploded when in the safe
or remote position. The spool-shaped ends of the detonator
are also sufficiently heavy to confine the explosive forces in a
radial direction so that the detonation may take place out-
wardly when the detonator is in the firing position,

As disclosed in figure 3, two passageways 12 lead from a
single primer or cap of the detonator to diametrically oppo-
site points in the annular ring of the detonator material
so that the initiation of the detonation may take place simul-
taneously at diametrically opposite points.

In figure 8 a plurality of primers or caps is shown.

A copy of this patent, plaintiff’s exhibit 34, is by reference
made a part of this finding.

XTII

The six patents in suit were issued for the structures and
“on the dates indicated, as follows:

Patent #1317609, September 30, 1919, filed February 24,
* 1917, serial number 150712, for detonator; ‘

Patent #1817610, September 30, 1919, filed October 6,
1917, serial number 195187, for booster construction for:
explosive devices;

Patent $#1317611, September 80, 1919, filed February 25,
1918, serial number 218928, for booster construction for
explosive bombs, etc.

Patent #1317612, September 30, 1919, filed February 21,
1918, serial number 219381, for Wa,terproof drop-bomb;

Pa.tent 41318955, OCtober 14, 1919, filed May 27, 1918,
serial number 236915, for bomb and discharging means there-
for;

Patent #£1318956, October 14, 1919, filed May 27, 1918, se-
rial number 236916, as a continuation in part of serial
number 195609, filed October 9, 1917, for contact-bomb.

Copies of the six patents in suit, plaintiff’s exhibits P-1
to P-6, inclusive, are by reference made a part of this finding.
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Copies of the various file wrappers of the applications
which matured into the patents in suit, defendant’s exhibits
39, 40, 41, 42, 43, and 44, are by reference made a part of this
finding.

X1V

Each of the patents in suit was issued to Marlin-Rockwell
Corporation, having been assigned by plaintiff to said
corporation.

On August 3,1923, an agreement was entered into between
plaintiff and the Marlin-Rockwell Corporation, paragraph
3 of which is as follows:

“3. Marlin has sold, assigned, released, and. remised, and
does hereby assign, release, and remise to Barlow any and
all claims, demands, rights or other assets which the said
Marlin might otherwise have in any claims or demands which
Barlow may have against either the United States Govern-
ment or foreign governments, or partnerships, corporations,
or individuals arising out of or connected with any such pat-
ents or applications therefor, and Marlin will, from time to
time and upon the request of Barlow, execute, acknowledge,
and deliver any and all documents, assignments, or other
instruments found necessary or convenient to fully vest in
Barlow full and complete title to any of such claims and
demands, and Marlin authorizes and empowers Barlow, in
its name or otherwise, to sue for, demand, collect, and give
acquittances for any of such claims or demands, but without
expense to Marlin, and in the event that Barlow sues for any
such claim. or demand in the name of Marlin, he shall prece-
dently furnish to Marlin, indemnity in form and amount
satisfactory to Marlin, protecting Marlin against any costs
or expenses in connection with such litigation.”

On August 9, 1923, an assignment was made transferring
from Marlin-Rockwell Corporation to the plaintiff “all its
right, title, and interest in and to each of the following let-
ters patent of the United States and the inventions covered
thereby.” The six patents in suit were specifically mentioned
in this assignment.

Plaintiff’s exhibit 8, the agreement of August 8, 1923, and
plaintiff’s exhibit 7, the assignment of August 9, 1928, are by
reference made a part of this finding.
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XV

On January 3, 1931, after commencement of this action,
:and more than a year after the date of approval of said spe-
cial act of Congress, an assignment was executed from Mar-
lin-Rockwell Corporation to Barlow which, after reciting
‘the six patents in suit, stated:

* *®- # * * s %

“Whereas by an agreement of August 8, 1923, said Marlin-
Rockwell Corporation released and assigned to said Barlow
rights of action for royalties for use by the Government of
‘the United States of the inventions set forth in said patents
and it was the intention to include in said assignment of
Angust 9, 1923, all rights of action which said Marlin-Rock-
well Corporation had against the Government of the United
States for royalties because of the use of said inventions by
said Government.

“Now, therefore, for and in consideration of one dollar
($1.00) and other valuable considerations to it in hand paid
by said Barlow, receipt of which prior to August 9, 1923,
is hereby acknowledged, and out of abundant caution and in
order to confirm and carry out the intention of the parties,
said Marlin-Rockwell Corporation does hereby assign, sell
and set over unto said Barlow all rights of action and/or
claims for royalties against the Government of the United
States of America which said Marlin-Rockwell Corporation
has or had, including all claims under the Trading with the
Enemy Act approved October 6, 1917, because of use by said
‘Government, up to the time of said assignment of said:
patents to Barlow on August 9, 1928, of the or any of the
inventions claimed in said patents.

“The agreement of the parties hereto is expressly that
the agreement of August 3, 1928, the assignment of August
9, 1923, referred to hereinabove, and this present confirma-
tory assignment, did not assign or set over nor do they as-
sign or set over, nor were they or are they intended to
assign or set over from Marlin-Rockwell Corporation to
Lester P. Barlow any claim, demands, causes of action,
counterclaim, defenses or matters or things whatsoever in-
volved in or connected with a certain suit pending in the
United States Court of Claims entitled Marlin-Rockwell
Corporation, claimant, versus United States of America,
respondent.”

The directors of Marlin-Rockwell Corpbration did not
specifically authorize nor ratify this assignment, although
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a general ratification of all reported acts during the year
1981 did take place according to a resolution at a stock--
holders’ meeting, which reads as follows:

“Resolved, That all the acts of the board of directors,.
execiitive committee, and officers of the corporation, in con-
nection with the conduct, management, and business for the:
year 1981, which have been reported to this meeting, includ--
ing all acts referred to in the annual report of stockholders,

or that are shown on the records of the meetings of the-

board .of directors and executive committee, all of which

records have been submitted to the examination of the stock-.

holders of this meeting, are hereby approved, ratified and
confirmed.” ' ﬂ

No satisfactory evidence has been submitted that the as-
signment of January 38,1931, was reported at said stockhold-
ers’ meeting or was referred to in the annual report or that

it was shown on the records of the meetings of the board of’

directors and executive committee.
This assignment, plaintiff’s exhibit 12, and a certified
copy of the resolution of the stockholders’ meeting, plain-

tiff’s exhibit 20b, are by reference made a part of this.

finding. ‘
XVI

Patent in suit $1317609

The invention in Barlow patent #1317609 relates to im--

provements in detonators which are specially adapted for use
in bombs, torpedoes, or the like, but which may also be used
for exploding a charge of explosive material in various other
forms of devices.

This invention is stated to constitute an improvement upon
the detonator forming the basis of plaintiff’s previous ap-
plication serial number 117579 filed August 30, 1916, for
improvements in bombs or torpedoes.

This prior application is one of those set forth in the
aforesaid license agreement between the Marlin Arms Cor-
poration and the Chief of Ordnance (see finding X) and
matured into patent #1317608 (see finding XIT).

According to the improvements in patent 1317609, the

detonator body, instead of béing solid as set forth in Barlow
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patent #1817608, is made in two separate parts secured to-
gether by the threaded connection illustrated in the follow-
ing drawings reproduced from this patent:

On separation of these members the detonating charge
may be more easily and safely assembled by placing the
-annular container 41 in position and then screwing down
the ring 43 until the lower surface of the ring engages the
upper edges of the container. The container ig filled with
a detonating material before being put in place between
the shoulder and the ring. A fuse cap is mounted in the
bottom surface of the detonator body in position to be con-

tacted by a firing pin. The passages 45 and 46 are prefer-

44955—36——3
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ably filled with gun cotton or other explosive for igniting
the detonating material 42. While several caps and a plu-
rality of passages 45 may be used, it is stated to be preferable
to have the detonating material fired at a single point so
-that the detonating waves proceed in opposite directions
circumferentially through the detonating material and im-
pact against each other at a point diametrically opposite the
place where the waves started.

The detonators in figures 8 and 4 are similar to those
shown in figure 1, except that there is no fuse cap and con-
necting passage. The lower cylindrical portion is made
sufficiently short to discharge the detonator when a violent
blow is struck against the lower end 472, as, for example, by
the blow of a rifle bullet. In Figure 4 the screw-threads 49
are for attaching a tube on which the detonator body may be
-mounted. The only part of the detonator shown in figures
1 and 8 which becomes shattered is the container, which is
preferably formed of thin copper.

In figure 5 is illustrated the modification adapted to
further safeguard the detonator body from breakage. This
is attained by beveling the ring 43 and the shoulder 50 so
that the force of the explosive is directed outwardly by the
inclined surfaces. The space between these inclined surfaces
and the container is filled with a material such as gutta
percha or the like, which will be blown to a fine powder.

XVII

The claims of patent #13817609 read as follows:

“l. A detonator for a bomb or other explosive device
comprising a strong resistive body having a shoulder ex-
tending about the same, a container positioned above said
shoulder and containing detonating material, and a mem-
ber secured about said body and engaging said container
to hold the same in position, said container being clamped
between said member and shoulder, substantially as set forth.

“2. A detonator for a bomb or other explosive device com-
prising a strong resistive cylindrical body having a lower
gortion of one diameter and an upper portion of less

iameter, said portions being connected by an annular
shoulder, and said upper portion being screw-threaded for
a portion of its length, an annular container of U-shaped
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cross-section positioned above said shoulder and containing
detonating material, and an internally-threaded ring
screwed on the upper portion of said body above said con-

tainer, said container being held in position when said
;;ingh is screwed down into position, substantially as set
orth. ‘

“3. A detonator for a bomb or other explosive device com-
prising a solid strong resistive elongated body, and a thin
hollow annular container fitted about the outside of the
same between its ends, and containing detonating material,
substantially as set forth.

“4, A detonator for a bomb or other explosive device com-
prising a metallic body having a shoulder on the periphery
thereof intermediate its ends, and a hollow annular con-
tainer seated above said shoulder containing-detonating ma-
terial, the metal under said shoulder being sufficiently mas-
sive and the proportions of said metallic body being so
chosen with relation to the dimensions of said container,
that explosion of fulminate of mercury or detonating mate-
rial of like power in said container will not shatter said
shoulder or other portions of said metallic body, substan-
tially as set forth.

“5. A detonator for a bomb or other explosive device com-
prising a strong resistive elongated body, a hollow annular
container fitted about the outside of the same between its
ends and containing detonating material, and means for
holding said container in position, the detonator being so
arranged that said defonating material may bhe exploded
by percussion at one end of the detonator, substantially as
set forth.

“6. A detonator for a bomb or other explosive device com-
prising a solid elongated body, a container fitted about the
same between its ends and containing detonating material,
and a single fuse cap at one end of the said body, connected
to a single point on said container by a passageway through
said body, substantially as set forth.

“7. A detonator for a bomb or other explosive device com-
prising an elongated body having a recess formed around
the periphery of the same intermediate the ends, a con-
tainer fitted in said recess containing detonating material,
and a single fuse cap at one end of the body, connected to
a single point on said container by a passageway through
said body, substantially as set forth.

“8. A detonator for a bomb or other explosive device com-
prising a strong resistive elongated body having detonating
material extending entirely around the same in a belt inter-
mediate its ends, and a fuse cap at the central portion of
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-one end of the body, connected to a single point on the belt
of detonating material by a passageway through said body,
substantially as set forth.

“9, A detonator for a bomb or other explosive device com-
prising a strong resistive body having a shoulder extending
about the same, a container positioned above said shoulder
and containing detonating material, a resistive member se-
cured about said body, above said container, and having an
apwardly and outwa,rczily slanting lower surface, and filling
material of a nature such that it will not be broken into
sharp hard fragments by explosion of said detonating ma-
terial, interposed between said resistive member and said
ccontainer, substantially as set forth.

“10. A detonator for s bomb or other explosive device
,comprising a strong resistive body having a downwardly
and outwardly sloping shoulder extending about the same,
2 container positioned above said shoulder with filling ma-
terial, of a nature such that it will not be broken into sharp
hard fragments by explosion of said detonating material,
interposed between said container and shoulder, and means
above said container for pressing downwardly on the same,
substantially as set forth.”

XVIII

During prosecution of the application on this Barlow in-
vention in the Patent Office, the examiner cited only one
prior patent, namely, Merriam 431379, to show annular
detonator containers.

The file wrapper of patent #1817609 shows that a notice
was sent January 9, 1918, to the plaintiff advising him
that this application would be held up during the war and
that the invention must be kept secret under the Trading
with the Enemy Act of October 6, 1917.

XIX
Patent in suit #1317610

This invention relates to an improved booster construc-
tion for use in various forms of explosive shell in which
‘the booster charge is to be fired by the explosion of a deto-
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nator and is in turn to detonate the main explosive charge
of the shell. The object of the invention is to improve the
details of construction of such devices in order that the same
may be more economically and efficiently manufactured
and assembled. The drawing of this patent is here re-
produced:

i,

Figure 1 shows one embodiment of the invention, while
figure 3 illustrates another form. The main frame 1 is
preferably a metallic casting having upper and lower tubu-
lar portions 2 and 3 provided with annular flange portions
4 and 5 connected by integral vertical ribs 6, The booster
charge 8 is located, between the ribs, outside of the thin
brass tube 7, which is fitted within the frame bore, and
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inside of the outer tube 9. Tube 9 abuts shoulder 10 and
has its lower edge peened over at 11. The frame at the top
is shaped to form an annular edge portion 18 threaded for
engagement with the ring 15. Ring 15 is given an appro-
priate slant to rest in contact with the inner surface of the
casing in which the device is mounted. The annular por-
tions 4 and 5 are indicated as being sufficiently massive to
resist rupture when the booster charge is exploded. It is
suggested: by the patentee that the closure effected by the
portions 4, 12, and 15 in figure 1 should be sufficiently strong
to resist rupture in case the detonator is accidentally ex-
ploded when held in position above the booster.

XX

The claims in suit of patent #1317610 read as follows:

“l1. A booster construction for explosive shells, comprising
a frame having upper and lower tubular portions with an-
mnular portions extending outwardly from the lower and
upper ends respectively of said upper and lower portions,
.and radial ribs extending between said annular portions, and
tubular members fitted around and within said ribs.

“9. A booster construction for explosive shells, compris-
ing a skeleton frame having upper and lower portions ex-
tending outwardly from a cylindrical bore, and peripherally
spaced ribs extending between said portions, and means for
rg{:)a,ining an explosive charge within the spaces between said
ribs,

“3. A booster construction for explosive shells, comprising
& skeleton frame having upper and lower portions extendin
outwardly from a cylindrical bore, and peripherally space
ribs extending between said portions, a tube fitted within
‘the bore of the frame, and a closure extending around the
-outer edges of said ribs, one of said outwardly extending
portions being constructed for attachment to the casing of
the shell.

“4. A booster construction for explosive shells, comprising
a skeleton frame having upper and lower portions extend-
ing outwardly from a cylindrical bore, and peripherally
spaced ribs extending between said portions, and a closure
for the outer sides of the spaces between said ribs, and an
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annular extension for one of said outwardly extending por-
tions, adapted, with said booster frame, to form a closure
across the casing of a shell in which it is mounted.

“5. A booster construction for explosive shells, comprising
a skeleton frame having upper and lower portions extending
outwardly from a cylindrical bore, with pockets for a booster
charge between said portions, one of said outwardly extend-
ing portions having an extension with a peripheral flange
adapted, with said booster frame, to form a closure across
the casing of a shell in which it is mounted.

“g. A booster construction for explosive shells, compris-
ing a skeleton frame having upper and lower portions ex-
tending outwardly from a cylindrical bore, and peripherally
spaced ribs extending between said portions, and a closure
for the outer sides of the spaces between said ribs, said upper
portion extending outwardly beyond said closure, and hav-
mg a screw-threaded periphery, and a ring screwed on said
periphery, and having an outwardly extending annular
flange, adapted to be inserted in the outer casing of a shell
in which the device may be mounted.”

XXI

The application which matured into patent #1317610 was
allowed as filed without the citation of any references by
the examiner. The file wrapper of this patent shows that
the secrecy notice was sent to plaintiff May 24, 1918.

XXII
Patent in suit #1317611

This invention relates to improvements on the construc-
tion described and claimed in plaintiff’s prior application
serial number 195187 filed October 6, 1917, which has eventu-
ated into patent #1317610.

Under the invention of #1317611 the booster frame is

‘made heavier and stronger than the structure of the prior

patent and the outer tube 9 screw-threaded onto the booster
frame so that the tube 9 may better transmit stresses from
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the upper annular portion 4 to the lower such portion 5,
as shown in the patent drawing inserted herewith:

IR

Y
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As shown in the drawing, the booster frame has upper
and lower annular portions 4 and 5 extending outwardly
from the cylindrical bore 7, peripherally spaced ribs 6 ex-
tending between said portions, and 2 rigid tubular member
fitted around the outside of said annular portions and said
ribs, said member 9 being secured to the upper annular por-
tion by being screw-threaded thereto and having its lower
edge curved inwardly at 11 to form a sustaining flange be-
neath and in close contact with the lower surface of said
Jower annular portion. The firing plug 18 is screw-threaded
within the lower end of the bore below the end of the thin
tube 7.
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The claims of patent #1317611 read as follows:

“l. A booster construction for explosive shells, compris-
ing a skeleton frame having upper and lower annular por-
tions extending outwardly from a cylindrical bore, peripher-
ally spaced ribs extending between said portions, and a rigid
tubular member fitted around the outside of said annular
portions and said ribs, said member being secured to said
upper annular portion by being screw-threaded thereto, and
having its lower edge curved inwardly to form a sustaining
flange beneath and in close contact with the lower surface
of said lower annular portion.

“2. A booster construction for explosive shells, comprising
a skeleton frame having upper and lower annular portions
extending outwardly from a cylindrical bore, peripherally
spaced ribs extending between said portions, and a rigid tu-
‘bular member fitted around the outside of said annular por-
tions and said ribs, said member being secured to said frame
in such manner as to make a rigid connection between said
upper and lower annular portions.

“3. A booster construction for explosive shells, comprising
9, skeleton frame having upper and lower annular portions
extending outwardly from a cylindrical bore, peripherally
spaced ribs extending between said portions, and a rigid
tubular member fitted around the outside of said annular
portions and said ribs, said member being secured to said
upper annular portion by being screw-threaded thereto, and
being secured to said lower annular portion to sustain the
same.

“4, A booster construction for explosive shells, compris-
ing a skeleton frame having upper and lower annular por-
tions extending outwardly from: a cylindrical bore, peripher-
ally spaced ribs extending between said portions, a thin tube.
fitted within_the bore of the frame, a firing plug screw-
threaded within the lower end of the bore of said lower
annular portion below the end of said thin tube, and a rigid
tubular member fitted around the outside of said annular
portions and said ribs, said member being rigidly secured
to said upper annular portion, and flanged at its lower end
into sustaining contact with said lower annular portion.”

XXI1V

The file wrapper of patent #1817611 shows that the claims
in this case were allowed as filed without the citation of any

44955—36——4
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reference by the examiner. The usual secrecy notice to the-
plaintiff was dated April 20, 1918,

XXV
Patent in suit #1317612

This patent relates to a form of bomb construction in:
which the detonator of the bomb is normally located to the
rear of the explosive chamber in a “safe” position, the bomb-
being provided with a mechanism operated from the exterior
of the bomb to release the detonator from this position when.
the bomb is dropped.

More specifically the invention relates to a form of con-
struction by means of which the openings in the bomb:
through which the release mechanism extends to the interior
are rendered waterproof and weatherproof.

As shown in the accompanying drawing from the patent,
the detonator element 4 is located at the rear end of the
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guiding tube 5 and is maintained in this position by a pin
10 which extends through the opposite walls of the rear end
of the bomb to the exterior surfaces thereof; this pin is un-
der a constant bias by a spring 13 in such manner as to tend
to withdraw the pin and release the detonator. The with-
drawal of the pin by the spring-is normally prevented by a
wire 15 passing through a hole in the pin at its end opposite
the spring. Two soft compressible circular packing gaskets
and washers are provided, one on each end of the pin adja-
cent the pin orifices. By virtue of such a combination of ele-
ments, the spring member not only possesses the function
of withdrawing the pin when the release wire frees the same,
but also functionally cooperates, because of its constant pres-
sure on the pin, to tightly compress the gaskets, thus caus-
ing them to snugly fit about the pin and:thus form a water-
proof joint. By this form of construction, when the release
wire is removed from. the pin, pressure is automatically re-
moved from the gaskets, thus causing them to loosen on the
pin and at the same time the spring withdraws the pin from
the detonator rendering the same free for movement in the
guide tube into juxtaposition with the booster charge.

XXVI

The claims in the patent in suit #1317612 read as follows:

“1. In a bomb or like body, the combination of a casing,
a, detonator therein, a pin adapted to extend with a sliding
fit through openings in the opposite walls of said casing,
and through a portion of said detonator, to normally
suspend the latter, said pin having an abutment at one end,
transversely extending holding means, adapted to be with-
drawn when the bomb is launched, mounted at the other
end of the pin, packing material surrounding said pin, be-
tween said holding means and the casing, packing material
surrounding said pin, positioned against the opposite outer
wall of the casing, and a spring mounted to continuously
press said last-named packing material against the casing,
and also to press outwardly against said abutment.

“9. In a bomb or like body, the combination of a casing,
a detonator therein, a pin adapted to extend with a slidin
fit through openings in the opposite walls of said casing, an
through a portion of said detonator, said pin having an abut-
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ment at one end, a wire extending through an opening at the
other end of the pin, adapted to be withdrawn when the
bomb is launched, packing material between said wire and
casing, packing material positioned against the outer side of
the opposite casing wall, about the opening therein, and
means for constantly and resiliently pressing said last-named
packing material against the casing, and said abutment in
the opposite direction.

“3. In a bomb or like body, the combination of a casing,
a detonator therein, a pin adapted to extend with a sliding
fit through opposite lateral walls of said casing, adjacent the
rear end thereof, and through a portion of said detonator, to
normally suspend the latter, said pin having an abutment at
one end and a transverse opening, adjacent the other end, a
connection extending through said opening, adapted to be
withdrawn when the bomb 1s launched, gaskets of packing
material surrounding said pin, positioned against the outer
walls of the casing,a washer inerposed between one of said
gaskets and said connection, a washer positioned against the
outer surface of the other gasket, and a spiral spring sur-
rounding said pin between, and exerting pressure upon, said
last-named washer and said abutment.

“4. In a bomb or like body, the combination of a casing,
a member held therein, a pin adapted to extend with a slid-
ing fit through openings in the opposite walls of said casing,
and slidably holding said member, said pin having an abut-
ment at one end, transversely extending holding means,
adapted to be withdrawn when the bomb is launched,
mounted at the other end of the pin, packing material sur-
rounding said pin, between said holding means and casing,
packing material surrounding said pin, positioned against
the opposite outer wall of the casing, and a spring mounted
to continuously press said last named packing material
against the casing, and also to press outwardly against said
abutment.”

XXVIL

The file wrapper shows that patent #1817612 was allowed
as filed, without the citation of any prior art references. The
secrecy notice was mailed to plaintiff on April 22, 1918, at
the same time that there was given him a notice that the
claims were allowable.
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XXVIIL
Patent in suit #1318955

This patent relates to a bomb construction together with
means for releasing the bomb from an aircraft. Figure 1 of
the patent drawing is reproduced herewith :

The invention relates to a form of bomb disclosed in pat-
ent in suit #13817612 in which a detonator is normally main-
tained in a safe or remote position in the end of a tubular
guide member through which it is intended to move into a
position adjacent the booster charge upon release of the deto-
nator. As described in detail in finding XXV relative to the
patent in suit #1817612, the detonator is held in position by
a pin which is ejected by a spring; a wire through the end
of the pin normally prevents this ejection.

As disclosed in figure 1 of the present patent, the bomb is
suspended in a horizontal position by means of a strap
member surrounding the same at the approximate center of
gravity of the bomb. When this strap member is released
by the removal of a pin or member the bomb drops away
from the airplane and assumes its flight toward the objec-
tive. 'The release wire for the detonator is carried along the
outer surface or the contour of the bomb from the pin at

‘the rear end thereof to a cleat member through which the
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wire is curved upwardly at a point also approximately at
the center of gravity of the bomb. This wire after curving
apwardly is fastened to the airplane.

When the suspending strap member is released and the
bomb falls, a pull is transmitted to the wire for the purpose
of releasing the detonator release pin. Due to the specific
arrangement and location of the curved cleat at the ap-
proximate center of gravity, the pull thus imparted to the
release wire will not disturb the horizontal position of the
bomb and thus will not tend to deflect it from its proper
trajectory.

XXIX

The claims in suit in patent #1318955 include the
following :

“1. In a drop bomb, the combination of a casing, having
an explosive chamber, a detonator, a pin adapted to extend
with a sliding fit through opposite lateral walls of said
casing, adjacent the rear end thereof, and through a portion
of said detonator, to normally hold the latter to the rear of
said chamber, a wire having one end portion extending
through an opening at one end of said pin, a cleat on the
outer surface of said casing, in alinement with the opening
through said pin, situated at approximately the center of
gravity of the bomb, said wire extending from the pin
through said cleat, and being adapted to be secured above
the cleat to an element of an aeroplane, when the bomb is
suspended horizontally, and spring means to withdraw the
pin from the detonator when said wire is withdrawn from
said pin.

“9. In a drop bomb, the combination of a casing, a mov-
able element therein, a pin extending with a sliding fit
through opposite walls of said casing and through said ele-
ment, spring means tending to withdraw the same, 2 wire
having one end portion extend through an opening at one
end of the pin, a cleat on the outer surface of said casing, at
the intermediate section thereof, in alinement with the open-
ing in said pin, and releasable means holding the bomb hori-
zontally below an aeroplane, said wire extending through
said cleat and curving upwardly to a fixed connection with .
:an element of the aeroplane.

“3. In a drop bomb, the combination of a casing, a mov-
able member extending therefrom, a cleat on the outer sur-
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face of said casing, situated in approximately the plane of
the center of gravity of the bomb, when the latter is
suspended horizontally, and a flexible wire for releasably
holging said member, extending through said cleat and
adapted to be secured above said cleat to an element of an
aeroplane, said wire being arranged to be withdrawn from
.said member by lengthwise pull thereon.”

XXX

The file wrapper of #1318955 shows that the following
prior art patents were cited against this invention:

British Bradley #11954 of 1916;

Machenbach #1101136;

Deubler #980215;

Deubler #1058563.

Original claim 1 as filed read as follows:

“In a drop bomb, the combination of a casing, having an
explosive chamber, a detonator, a pin adapted to extend
with a sliding fit through opposite lateral walls of said
casing, adjacent the rear end thereof, and through a por-
tion of said detonator, to normally hold the latter to the
rear of said chamber, a wire having one end gortion €x-
tending through an opening at one end of said pin, said
wire extending lengthwise of said casing along the outer
surface thereof, the other end of said wire being secured
to an element of an aeroplane, so that said wire will be auto-
matically withdrawn from said opening when the bomb is
dropped from the aeroplane, and a spring arranged to act
upon said pin, adjacent the other end thereof, to withdraw
the same from said detonator when said wire is withdrawn
from said pin.”

This claim was rejected on Machenbach #1101136 in view
of the British patent to Bradley #11954 of 1916, the ex-
aminer saying that “It is not believed that invention would
be involved in attaching the wire 15 of Machéenbach to the
xife, in view of the showing of Bradley, thereby giving sub-
stantially the device claimed in claim 1.” This claim was
-canceled without appeal. ‘

The secrecy notice was mailed to the plaintiff by the
Patent Office on July 10, 1918.
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XXXI

Patent in suit #1318956

The features of the invention covered by this patent in-
clude an air check incorporated in the structure of the slid-
ing tube through which the detonator moves from a “safe”
position 4t the rear of the bomb to a firing position ad-
jacent the booster charge. This air check is obtained by
constricting the portion of the tubular guiding member be-
tween the “safe” position of the detonator and the armed
position so that the detonator in falling or in moving
through the tubular guide encounters an air cushion of in-
creasing resistance as it moves toward the armed position..
This is for the purpose of preventing the detonator from
exploding if the bomb be dropped when the airplane is too
near the ground.

The second feature of the invention relates to a suspen-
sion of the booster which is suspended at the rear of the
forward casing by a periphery, rear extension resting on
the rear edge of the forward casing of the member as shown
in figure 4 of the drawings of the patent in suit which are
illustrated on the following page.

This ring extension 28 threaded to the booster frame
member, is shaped to provide a rearwardly extending seat
of reduced diameter for receiving the rear casing member
5. Screws 29 or their equivalent secure the parts together
to form a complete casing of streamline shape with the
forward edge of the rear casing member engaging against
the rear surface of said ring extension or peripheral
flange 30.

The rear casing member 5 has outwardly extending stabi-
lizing vanes 6 which extend forwardly of the front edges
of the rear casing member. Threaded lugs 37 and screws
secure the forwardly extending portions of said vanes to
the forward casing member 1 with the rear casing member
in alinement with the forward casing member, said mem-
bers being firmly secured together so that the additional
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support for the stabilizing vanes makes for a strong con-
struction.
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XXXII

The claims in suit read as follows:

*“1. In a drop bomb, the combination of a casing having
an explosive chamber, a detonator, means normally holding
said detonator in the casing to the rear of said chamber,
spring means constantly tending to free said detonator from.
said holding means, and permit the same to move toward
said chamber, said spring means being adapted to be re-
strained until the bomb 1s launched, means for firing said
detonator at a point in its forward movement in the casing,
and an air-check device for retarding the movement of said
detonator into the proximity of said firing means.

“9. In a bomb or like body, the combination of a casing
having an explosive chamber, a detonator, means adapted
to normally suspend said detonator in the casing to the
rear of saild chamber, means for breaking the suspending
connection of said detonator, means for firing said detonator

at a IIlyoint in its forward movement in the casing, and an °

air check device for retarding the movement of said det-
onator into the proximity of said firing means.

“3. In a bomb or like body, the combination of a casing
having an explosive chamber, a detonator, means adapted to
normally suspend said detonator in the casing to the rear of
said chamber, means for breaking the suspending connec-
tion of said detonator, a tube for guiding said detonator
from its point of suspension to its firing position, said tube
being closed at its forward end and having a diameter at
its forward portion only slightly larger than that of said
detonator, and a larger diameter at its rear portion, and a
firing pin at the forward end of said tube.

“4, In a bomb or like body, the combination of a casing
having an explosive chamber, s booster mounted therein, a
tube extending from the interior of said booster to the rear
of said chamber, and a detonator normally mounted in the
rear portion of said tube, and adapted to drop when the
bomb or like body is launched, said tube having a diameter
at its forward portion only slightly larger than that of said
detonator, and a larger diameter at its rvear portion, and
being closed at its forward end.

“5. In a drop bomb, the combination of a hollow forward
casing member containing an explosive chamber and open
at the rear, a hollow rear casing member open at the front,
a booster suspended in the rear of said chamber and havin,
a peripheral ring extension resting on the rear edge of saig
forward casing member, said extension being formed to pro-
vide a rearwardly extending seat of reduced diameter for
said rear casing member, and means for securing said parts
together to form a complete casing of stream-line form, with
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the forward edge of said rear casing member engaging
against the rear surface of said ring extension, and fitting
about said seat on said extension. ] ‘

“7. In a bomb- or like body, the combination of a forward
casing member containing an explosive chamber, a rear cas-
ing member having outwardly extending stabilizing vanes
extending forwardly of its front edges, and means for secur-
ing the forwardly extending portions of said vanes to said
forward casing member with said rear casing member in
alinement with said forward casing member, said members.
being firmly secured together by said securing means.

“8. In a bomb or like body, the combination of a hollow
forward casing member, containing an explosive chamber
and open at the rear, a ring secured within the rear end of
said member, having a screw-threaded bore, and a frame
screw-threaded into said ring to extend into said explosive
chamber, containing a detonator-guiding tube, closed at its
forward end, said frame and ring constituting a closure for-
sald explosive chamber, said tube having an extension ex-
tending rearwardly from the rear edge of said casing mem-
ber, a hollow rear casing member, opens at the front, and
means for securing said rear casing member directly to said
forward casing member, in engagement with said ring and
in alinement with said forward casing member.

“9. In a bomb or like body, the combination of a hollow
forward casing member, containing an explosive chamber
and open at the rear, a ring secured within the rear end of
said member, having a screw-threaded bore, a frame screw-
threaded into said ring to extend into said chamber, con-
taining a detonator-guiding tube, closed at its forward end,
said frame and ring constituting a closure for said chamber,
a guiding tube extending rearwardly from: said frame as an
extension of said first-named tube, a hollow rear casing mem-
ber open at the front, adapted to be secured in alinement
with said forward casing member, and a detonator remov-
ably suspended in the rear of said rear casing member from
the walls thereof and inserted within the rear end of said
removable guiding tube when the parts are all assembled.

%10. In a drop bomb, the combination of a holiow forward
casing member containing an explosive chamber and open at
the rear; a hollow rear casing member open at the front, a
closure for said chamber having an edge portion engaged by
the alined rear edge of the forward casing member and for-
ward edge of the rear casing member, the joint thus formed
being sealed, said rear casing member having outwardly ex-
teriding portions, and means for securing said portions to
the forward casing member to secure said members together.

“11, In a bomb or like body, the combination of a forward
casing member containing an explosive chamber and open at
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the rear, a rear casihg member; a closure for said chamber~
having an edge portion -extendingbetween-the-rear edge of
said forward member and.the forward-edge of said rear-
member; the.joint thus formed being sealéd; said rear cas-

ing: niember having outwardly extending’ portions, and

- means for securing- said portions to- the forward- casing-
meniber:to secure said members togethér:

~ “12. In:.a bomb or-like body, the combination of a hollow

forward casing member containing an-explosive chamber,.
a.closuire for said chamber secured:within: the rear of said-
member, a-tube extending rearwardly from said: clesure mem-

ber; seeured: thereto, and leading-into- said: chamber, a hol-

low. rear casing member, secured to said forward casing-
member, a detonator normaily suspended in said tube with:
its-rvear portion: extending rearwardly therefrom, and a pin

slidably extending through the walls of said rear casing

member and-the extension of said déténator to the rear-of

said tube.

“13. In a bomb or like body, the combination of a hollow
rear ¢asing member- open at the front, having stabilizing-
vanes.extending outwardly therefrom and forwardly beyond
the forward edge .of the member, adapted to be-secured to-
a. férward casing member, a detonator, a pin: slidably ex-
tending through: the walls of said rear casing member and
a; portion of said détonator, means removably holding said
Ppin in position, and spring means tending to ejéct said pin.™

XXXIII

References cited by the examiner during the prosecution-
of ‘this invention in the Patent Office include:

Machenbach #1142827, and

Coleman #1216078.

In: the parent application: the examiner also cited—

Machenbach#1101136; .

French patent to Baldo #17949 of Deécember 19, 1913;-
United 'States patent to Pratt 388787, and British patent-
to. Bradley #11954 of 1915

Original -claims 5, 6, 8, and 11 of application serial num-.
ber 236916 were rejected by the examiner on Machenbach
$1142827. These claims read as follows:

“5. In: a. bomb or like body, the combination of a casing-
member containing an explosive chamber and open at the
rear, & booster suspended in the rear of said chamber, and
having a peripheral extension resting on. the rear edge of”
said casing member, a rear casing member open at the front
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:and having its front edge contacting with said peripheral
-extension, .and means for securing said members fixedly
together. .

“6. In & bomb or like body, the combination of a for-
ward casing member containing an explosive chamber and
-open at the rear, a diaphragm member for closing said
chamber, having a flange portion resting on the rear edge
of said casing member and having a central forwardly ex-
tending detonator guide, closed at its forward end, and a
.rear casing member having a forward edge adapted to con-
‘tact with said flange portion, and adapted to form with said
forward casing member a complete casing.

“8. In a bomb or like body, the combination of a hollow
forward casing member, containing an explosive chamber
.and. open at the rear, and a combined closure member and
booster secured at the rear end of the same, the booster por-
#ion of said last-named member extending forwardly into
the explosive chamber, and said last-named member having
a rearwardly extending axial tubular extension integral
therewith. ..

“11. In a bomb or like body, the combination of a for-
sward casing member containing an explosive chamber and
open at the rear, a rear casing member, a closure for said
chamber secured to the rear portion of said forward mem-
‘ber, means for securing said casing members together, and
a detonator guiding means extending rearwardly in said
rear member from said closure.”

The secrecy order was mailed plaintiff in this application
son July 10, 1918,
XXXIV

Subsequent to.May 27, 1918, and also subsequent to Octo-
‘ber 14, 1919, and prior to the filing of the petition in this
.case, certain aerial bombs were made by or caused to be made
for the United States Government by others than the
Marlin-Rockwell Corporation and used by or caused to be
wused by the defendant. 7 ]

The.construction of these bombs is illustrated in the at-
wached drawing. ,

This bomb comprised a forward casing 1 provided with a
head 2, an irtermediate casing 3 and.a rear casing 4. Be-
tween the intermediate and rear casings was a metal ring 5
fastened and sealed by an acetylene weld at 6 to the inter-
mediate casing 8. The rear casing 4 was seated in a cutaway
recess at the rear of this ring 5 as shown. Four stabilizers
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or vanes 7, each having outwardly-bent lugs 72, were spot-
welded to the rear casing. The forward ends of these vanes
projected beyond the rear edge of intermediate casing 3 and
were secured to casing 8 by being bolted to lugs 8 secured
on the exterior of the intermediate casing as indicated.

The booster construction was as follows : The annular head
11, provided with an exteriorly threaded extension 112,
screwed into the interior threads on the ring 5, with the
flange 11" against the ring 5 as shown. Carried by the tubu-
lar extension 10 from the head 11 was an annular exteriorly-
screw-threaded portion 12. An annular portion 18 was
spaced from the part 12 by four radial ribs 15 as more
clearly indicated in the transverse sectional view; 20 is an
interior tube; 16 is a rigid metallic sleeve screw-threaded to
" the exterior of the part 12 as indicated and having an in-
turned flange 17 and forming an exterior closure for the
booster charge indicated by the stippling; 18 is a screw-
threaded plug closing the end of the tube and provided with
a firing pin 19.

The diameter of the tube 20 was slightly greater at its
right or open end than at the left or closed end. The guide
tube 21 was removably screw-threaded on the interior of the
part 11 as indicated at 14 and forms an extension of the
right or open end of the tube 20.

The detonator was constructed as follows: The metal body
22 was provided with a cutaway shoulder on which was lo-
cated a ring 23 of gutta percha or similar material. On this
was located a metal annulus 24, U-shaped in cross-section,
which contained fulminate of mercury or other explosive.
Above this was a ring 25 of gutta percha or similar material,
- generally triangular in cross-section. A heavy interiorly
screw-threaded metal sleeve 26, with a conical lower end was
screw-threaded as indicated upon the screw-threaded exten-
sion 27 so as to hold the parts in position. The body 22 of
the detonator was hollowed out in the center to receive the
primer 28 and powder charge and had a single lateral hole
99 as indicated. The exterior diameter of the detonator
body was very slightly less than that of the lower end of the
tube 20.

"The detonator-holding and release mechanism was as fol-
lows: A pin 29 passed loosely through holes in the rear of
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the casing 4 and through a hole in part 27 of the detonator,
as indicated. The arming wire 30 normally held the pin
from retraction by the coil compression spring 81. Between
the spring and the casing was a washer and waterproofing
gasket indicated generically by 32, the gasket being seated
on the casing. On the opposite side of the casing was a simi-
lar washer and gasket indicated by 33. The spring 31 ex-
erted its pressure outwardly against the head 84 on the pin,

The flexible arming wire 30 passed loosely through an
“arming wire guide” 85 fastened to the exterior of the in-
termediate casing 3 at a predetermined distance from the
front end of the bomb depending upon the type, size, and
manner of attachment of the bomb to the aeroplane, some-
times substantially at the plane of the center of gravity
of the bomb when loaded. The arming wire either passed
through the guide as indicated in dotted lines, or (if the
bomb was held in horizontal position on an aeroplane) could
be passed through the guide as indicated by the dot-and-
dash lines at 80~

The main charge of high explosives was held within the
chamber formed by the casing members 1 and 3.

In use, the bomb was sometimes carried vertically on the
airship, suspended by its head, and sometimes horizontally
with its head forward, and was releasably held. In either
case the end of the wire 30 was fastened to the airship so
that when the bomb was dropped the wire would automat-
ically pull out of the hole in pin 29 and through guide 35.
This released the pin 29 which was then ejected by the
spring 81, thus freeing the detonator.

When the bomb struck on its head, the primer 28 of the
detonator struck the firing pin 19 and fired the primer which
ignited the black powder charge in the central aperture in
the detonator, which exploded the fulminate in the annulus
24 which detonated the TNT or other charge in the booster
and this in turn detonated the main charge—mnot shown—(of
TNT usually) in the bomb casings 1 and 3.

XXXV

The terminology of all of the claims in patents in suit
numbers 1317609, 1817610, 1317611, and 1317612, is found
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to apply to the Government structure set forth in finding
XXXIV.

The terminology of all of the claims of patent in suit
number 1818955 is found to apply to the Government struc-
ture in all instances in which the bomb was suspended in-
a horizontal position under the aircraft.

The terminology of all of the claims in patent in suit
number 1318956, with the exception of claim 6, is found
to apply to the Government structure.

XXXVI

At the time the Marlin-Rockwell .Corporation and the
Government entered into the license agreement as set forth
in finding X, neither of the Barlow applications, specified
therein and forming a part of this agreement, had ma-
tured into patents. They were still in application form,
and while claims had been allowed, the opportunity of for-
feiture and subsequent renewal, or of filing divisional or
continuation applications, still existed .and no complete pat-
ent monopoly was therefore in existence.

The following features exist in common as chsclosed in
the Barlow patents numbers 1322083 and 1317608 which
matured from the application forming the basis of the afore-
said license agreement; the six Barlow patents in suit; and
the alleged infringing bomb structure as described in find-
ing XXXIV:

(a,) An aireraft bomb with the booster charge located
within or adjacent the main explosion charge, which booster
charge is annularly located about a central guide tubel
member in which a detonator moves from. a rear safety po-
sition into & firing position inside of and in contiguity with
the booster charge;

(b) A. detonator construction comprising an elongated
body adapted for slidable movement in the aforementioned
guide tube, the detonator carrying detonating material in
an annular pocket formed on its periphery immediate its
end and carrying a fuse cap at.one end connected with said
detonating material by a passageway;

"(¢) Means for automatically arming an aircraft bomb
suspeitded. in 4 horizontal pesition beneath the aireraft and
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releasable from said arming means including a flexible cord
or equivalent element extending from the detonator detain-
ing mechanism located within the bomb to a location on the
aircraft adjacent the center of gravity of the bomb so that
when the bomb is released the detaining means for the det-
onator will be automatically released and the detonator will
be capable of movement into proximity with the booster
charge. ‘
XXXV

Article 10 of the contract between the Maﬂin—Rockwell
Corporation and the Chief of Ordnance, dated April 8, 1917,
which forms plaintiff’s exhibit 19, provided as follows:

“Article 10. If any doubts or disputes shall arise as to the
meaning of anything in this contract, the matter shall be
referred to the Chief of Ordnance, United States Army, for
determination. If, however, the contractor shall feel
aggrieved at any decision of the Chief of Ordnance, he shall
have the right to submit the same to the Secretary of War,
whose decision shall be final.”

A search of the files of the War Department and a search
by the plaintiff’s attorney of such files as are available to
him, do not disclose any record that the question of license
on the part of the United States to use the inventions covered
by the patents in suit was ever raised by either party in con-
nection with the aforesaid contract or that this question was
ever submitted to the Chief of Ordnance or the Secretary
of War for determination; or that any consideration was
ever paid by the Government to the Marlin-Rockwell Cor-
poration for the privilege of having manufactured or using
the alleged infringing bomb manufactured by others than
the Marlin-Rockwell Corporation, which bomb structure is
described in finding XXXIV.

XXXVIII

The following prior art patents were available to the pub-
lic more than two years prior to the issuance of any of the
patents in suit.

British patent to W. G. Armstrong, #11835 of 1914 (de-
fendant’s exhibit 53). - °

44955—36—-8 o



42

British patent to Frederick M. Hale, #11394 of 1913
(defendant’s exhibit 54). “

British patent to Sir Hiram Stevens Maxim, #7774 of
1911 (defendant’s exhibit 55).

United States patent to Hudson Maxim et al., #549072,
issued October 29, 1895 (defendant’s exhibit 56)

United States patent to Louis Gathmann, #734697, issued

July 11, 1903 (defendant’s exhibit 57).

United States patent to J. B. Semple, #1172636, issued
February 22, 1916 (defendant’s exhibit 58).

United States patent to H. P, Merriam, #431379, issued
July 1, 1891 (defendant’s exhibit 59).

United States patent to H. Brunswig, :#1042643, issued
October 29, 1912 (defendant’s exhibit 60).

United States patent to E. Townsend, #34602, issued
March 4, 1862 (defendant’s exhibit 61).

United States patent to James W. Graydon, 882223,
issued May 1, 1888 (defendant’s exhibit 62).

United States patent to Stephen H. Emmens, #400908,
issued April 9, 1889 (defendant’s exhibit 63).

United States patent to Harris P. Hurst, #582063, issued
May 4, 1897 (defendant’s exhibit 64).

United States patent to Francis I. Du Pont, #808131,
issued October 31, 1905 (defendant’s exhibit 65).

United States patent to Francis I. Du Pont, #807494,
issued December 19, 1905 (defendant’s exhibit 66).

United States patent to J. A. Marker, #1066130 issued
July 1, 1918 (defendant’s exhibit 67).
‘ Umted States patent to W. S. Isham, # 1188178, issued
January 20, 1916 (defendant’s exhibit 68).

United States patent to W. M. Gallagher, #628308 1ssued
July 4, 1899 (defendant’s exhibit 69).

Umted States patent to R. Machenbach, #1101136, 1ssued
June 23, 1914 (defendant’s exhibit 70).

British patent to Cyril Watson Bradley, #11954, of 1915
(defendant’s exhibit 71).

United States patent to F. Deubler, #980215, issued J anu-
ary 8, 1911 (defendant’s exhibit 72).
. Umted States patent to F. Deubler, #1058568, issued
April 8, 1913 (defendant’s exhibit 73). .

British patent to Martin Ellsworth Hall, #9961 of 1888
(defendant’s exhibit 74).




43

United States patent to H. H. Cummings, #1182839, is-
sued May 9, 1916 (defendant’s exhibit 75).

United States patent to L. G. Roach, #787964, issued Sep-
tember 1, 1908 (defendant’s exhibit 76).

United States patent to R. Machenbach, #1142827, issued
June 15, 1915 (defendant’s exhibit 77).

United States patent to 5. W. Coleman, #1216078, issued
February 18, 1917 (defendant’s exhibit 78).

German patent to Hein and Otto, #206182, issued Decem-
ber 14, 1907 (defendant’s exhibit 79).

Brltlsh patent to August Danielson, #15941 of 1914 (de-
fendant’s exhibit 80).

Copies of these patents as identified by the above exhibit
numbers are by reference made a part of this finding.

XXXIX

The general state of the art is disclosed by the following
three patents: British patent to Armstrong, #11835 of 1914;
British patent to Hale, #11395, and British patent to
Maxim, #7774 of 1911.

(a) The British patent to Armstrong relates to aircraft
bombs and discloses an outer casing containing a main ex-
plosive charge. A tubular guide member is located length-
wise of the bomb and is surrounded at its forward end by
an annular booster charge. The guide member extends to

the rear of the bomb structure and normally held at the rear.

end of this tube in a safety position is located a detonator.
The detonator is normally held in this position by means of
a screw member threaded into a nut which is carried by an
outer cylinder rotatively mounted on the tube and provided
with wind vanes. An additional means for maintaining the
detonator in its safety position comprises a pin inserted
through the tube at the rear of the bomb.

When it is desired to drop the bomb this pin is removed,
and when the bomb is teleased the wind pressure on the
vanes causes them to rotate thereby rotating the outer cyl-
inder. This in turn rotates the nut and retracts the screw
thus leaving the detonator free to move forward through
inertia when the bomb strikes the target. ., When this occurs
the detonator moves forward from its remote or safety posi-
tion into detonating position, in proximity with the booste:
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charge, and contacts with a firing pin mounted in the for-
ward extremity of the guide tube thus causing explosion of
the detonator and consequent ignition of the booster charge
and main charge of the bomb.

(b) The British patent to Hale relates to aircraft bombs
and discloses a bomb having an outer casing containing the
main explosive charge. Immediately to the rear of the main
explosive charge and adjacent to it, is a booster charge:
Extending within the booster charge is a tube, in the for-
ward end of which is placed a firing pin. Within the tube
is housed a spring, usually known as a ‘“creep spring.”
In the rear end of the tube is a detonator, the bottom. of
which rests upon the spring, and which is held from forward
movement by two balls located in apertuves formed in- the
rear wall of the detonator and extending into depressions
in the wall of the tube. The balls are held in their position
by means of a rod extending lengthwise to the rear of the
tube. One end of the rod is placed between the balls and is
threaded into the rear end of the tube. Extending rear-
svardly from the tube and surrounding the rod is a cylinder
to which vanes are attached. As a further means of safety, a
slide pin is transversely inserted through apertures formed
in the walls of the tube and the rod. This pin is withdrawn
before the bomb is released. When the bomb is dropped, the
action of the air causes the vanes and the cylinder to which
they are attached to rotate, thereby unscrewing the rod.
‘When the rod has been backed out sufficiently, the balls are
freed and fall inwardly, thus releasing the detonator. Upon
impact of the bomb, inertia of the detonator compresses the
spring, and the detonator will thereupon impinge upon the
firing pin and fire the bomb.

(c) The British patent to Maxim also relates to aircraft
bombs of the type in which a detonating charge is retained
in a remote or safety position in a guiding tube until the
bomb is discharged or released. It discloses a bomb hav-
Ing a main envelope or casing containing the main explosive
charge. Extending axially through the casing is a tube,
protruding from the casing for a considerable distance at
the rear end thereof. At the forward end of the tube and
the casing is located the firing mechanism consisting of a
firing pin and a primer. The rearwardly protruding end of
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‘the tube has stabilizing vanes attached thereto and within
the tube is a detonator normally located at its rear end.
"Phis bomb was designed to be carried in a horizontal posi-
tion in a bomb rack located at the bottom of an airplane.
The rack was provided with an arm with a bifurcated end
<embracing the firing pin immediately to the rear of its head.
There was also attached to the rack a pin passing through
apertures in the rear end of the tube, for the purpese of
-preventing the forward movement of the detonator. When
the bomb was released the arm was withdrawn from the
firing pin, thereby freeing the latter and the pin was with-
-drawn from. the tube, allowing the detonator to fall through
the tube into proximity with the primer. Upon impact the
Airing pin is- driven. rearwardly, fires the primer, the flash
frem which fires the detonator, the latter in turn exploding
the main charge.

The above patents disclose as old and well known to those
:skilled in the art the -construction of an aircraft bomb hav-
ing a guide tube member arranged in the body portion of
the bombs having the forward end thereof surrounded by
-an annular booster charge which in turn was surrounded
Dby the main charge together with a detonator capable of
movement, either through inertia or gravity, from a rear
safety position in the guide tube into proximity with the
booster-charge.

The British patent to Maxim more particularly points
-out to those skilled in the art that it is old to maintain the
«detonator in a safety position by means of a pin passing
through the guide tube nearer its rear end which pin is at-
tached to the aireraft.and is, therefore, automatically with-
«drawn when the bomb is released from the aircraft.

Nore—For convenience, the facts found in connection
with the prior art and defenses raised on the question of
validity are presented in the following ﬁ'mdmgs with refer-
-ence to each individual patent in suit.

Patent in suit #1817609

"More than two years prior to the ﬁlmg date of the appli-
-cation which matured into the patent in suit, #1317609, the
-following United States patents had been 1ssued
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United States patent to Merriam, #481379.

United States patent to Brunswig, #1042643.

(a) The patent to Merriam relates to a shell for high ex-
plosives and discloses a detonating structure to initiate the
explosion of such a shell. The detonator comprises an elon-
gated cylindrical body member having an annular groove
formed in its circumference and adapted to receive the deto-
nating material. The detonator carries a plurality of
primer caps connected by channels to the detonator charge
at a plurality of points. The primer caps are located in
the interior of the detonator body and are fired by the im-
pact of a plurality of firing pins. ‘

The disclosure of this prior art patent differs from the
structure disclosed in the Barlow patent in suit 1317609
and defined by the phraseology of the claims thereof, in that
~ it does not show or suggest to the man skilled in the art the
multiple part construction of a detonator, in which the
detonating material is carried in a separate annular con-
tainer adapted to be put in place when the detonator is
assembled, which features contribute both to ease of pro-
duction and safety in assembly of the detonator.

This Merriam patent was cited by the Patent Office dur-
ing the prosecution of the Barlow application which matured
into patent in suit #1317609.

(b) United States patent to Brunswig, #1042643, dis-
closes the method of detonating an explosive charge by pro-
viding a detonating fuse located within the explosive in the
form of a loop.

The method disclosed involves the simultaneous ignition of
the fuse at both ends so that two detonation waves are pro-
duced which travel toward each other and meet within the
body of the explosive.

With the knowledge and teaching of the Brunswig patent,
the man skilled in the art could construct the detonator of
the Merriam patent wth a single firing cap and passageway
therefrom to the detonating ring. Such a construction
would be similar to that defined by the phraseology of claim:
8 of the Barlow patent in suit #1317609, which claim does
not specify a container for the detonating material, or an
assembled detonator body of separate parts.

[
f
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XLI

United States patent to Semple, #1172636, issued Febru-
ary 22, 1916, discloses a detonator and booster charge con-
struction for explosive projectiles of the type intended to be
fired from rifled guns. The detonator is located to the rear
of the booster charge and is in fixed relationship with re-
spect to the same. A passageway filled with detonating
compound extends from the detonating charge to the booster
charge, this passageway being normally interrupted by a
member which is moved from this interrupting position by
means of the centrifugal force imparted to the projectile
by the rifling of the gun.

The detonatmg charge is loaded into a cyhndncal con-
tainer.

This patent does not disclose a detonator construction
movable from a remote safety position into firing relation-
ship with a booster charge; nor does it disclose a detonator
structure in which the detonating compound is loaded into a
container of annular form adapted for assembly into the
groove of a detonator construction comprising multiple

assembled parts.
XLIX

The three Ordnance Department drawings dated, respec-
tively, December 7, 1903, December 24, 1904, and January 3,
1905, disclose the conception of a fuse of artillery shells.
The fuse construction as shown in these drawings has a solid
elongated cylindrical body containing a booster charge com-
posed of picric acid. A detonator is located in fixed posi-
tion in the interior of the booster charge and comprises a
cylinder having a number of circumferential annular grooves.
separated by collars, this entire structure being integral.
A detonator charge of fulminate of mercury is inserted into
the circumferential grooves to the rear of which a primer
cap is shown which is intended to be ignited by a firing pin
upon impact of the projectile.

These drawings, defendant’s exhibits numbers 46, 47, and
48, are by reference made a part of this finding,

In the drawings, defendant’s exhibits numbers 47 and 48,
a single passageway is shown leading from the primer cap
to the first ring of the detonating compound.
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These drawings do not disclose a detonator construction
in which the detonator is adapted for a sliding movement
relative to a booster charge or a construction in which the
-detonator is made of a multiple part construction so that
the detonating material may be separately loaded into a
container and subsequently assembled upon the detonator
body.

No physical embodiment of the structure shown in these
drawings has been produced and there is mo satisfactory
-evidence of a reduction to practice of the conception shown
in these drawings or that the structure disclosed in these
drawings was used in such a manner as to :render the device
accessible to the public.

XLIIX
Patent in suit #1817610

(a) United States patent to Townsend, #34602, relates to
2 projectile adapted to be fired from a gun, and discloses a
cylindrical shell which contains a charge of shot and powder.
The shell is provided with four radial ribs which subdivide
the interior thereof into compartments, these ribs function-
ing to prevent any displacement of the shot and powder such
as would tend, during the flight of the projectile, to change
the position of the center of gravity of the projectile.

‘(b) United States patent.to Graydon, #382223, relates to
i shell adapted to be fired from a gun, and discloses a main
charge chamber divided into several portions or subchambers
by means of transverse divisions made of paper, wood, metal,
or any other desired material. The purpose of these divi-
sions is to separate the charge into several distinct parts and
‘prevent such compression of the rear portion of the charge
as would take place in an extra long charge in one mass.
"This patent does not -disclose radial ribs.

(¢) United States patent to Emmens, #400908, relates to
-explosive shells adapted to be fired from a gun. This patent
discloses a shell with a hollow cylindrical body containing
a charge of high explosives. The interior of the shell body
is provided with internal longitudinal ribs and radial ribs
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for the purpose of subdividing the charge into separste poe-
tions and preventing rotary friction caused by the rotation:
of the shell.

(d) United States patent to Hurst; H582063, relates to-an:
explosive shell designed to be fired from: a gun, and discloses
a shell structure in which the explosive charge is subdivided
into numerous compartments by means of radial and cireular
longitudinal parbitions.

(e) United States patents te Du Pont, numbers 803131
and 807494, disclose 2 powder propelling charge for a shell
in which a skeleton framework comprising radial and trans-
verse partitions is eonstrueted of a smokeless powder com-
position, the function of which is to- simultaneously ignite
the charge at all points.

(f) United States patent to Marker, #1066130, discloses
a projectile of a type adapted to be discharged from a gumn:
in which the interior charge contains am explosive which is
divided into a series of chambers by means of mtersectmg'
radial partitions or ribs.

(g) United States patent to Isham, #1188178, discloses:
a shell adapted to be fired from a rifled gun in which the
main charge chamber is provided with both annular and
longitudinal ribs extending inwardly from the exterior-of’
the shell for the purpose of preventing relative rotation
movement between the charge and the shell body.

None of these prior art patents disclose to the man skilled
in the art a booster construction having the combination of
elements recited by the phraseology of the claims of the
Barlow patent, #1317610, and in which the radial ribs have:
the dumal function of strengthening the central detonator
guide tube and directing the explosive force of the Looster-
radially outward into the main explosive charge.

XLIv
Patent in: suit #1317611

This patent in suit, #1817611, relates to substantially the
same structure as that covered by the Barlow patent in suit
#1317610, with the exception that the parts are strength-
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ened -and the claims specify that some of the component,
elements are screw-threaded for the purpose of assembling.

It is within the ability of one skilled in the art to
strengthen the structure of patent #1817610 as desired, and
to try it out before doing so, to obtain an empirical check on
design calculations of stresses, strength of materials, and
the like. The use of screw-threads instead of some other
type connection is generally a matter within: the province
of one skilled in the art and no satisfactory evidence has
been submitted indicating why or how the use of screw-
threads in the present instance was not a mechanical equiv-
alent of the connection used in the prior patent #1317610, or
why these screw-threads were more than a mere mechanical
equivalent.

XLV

Patent in suit #1317612

United States patent to Gallagher, 628308, relates to
submarine torpedoes and discloses means for the sealing of
the torpedoes at the point where the ignition wires enter in
order to prevent any dampness reaching the charge of
explosives contained therein.

The ignition wire is inserted through an aperture in the
center of the cap. The cap is provided with an annular
flange which engages the screw-thread from: an inner side
of the dome of the torpedo casing. Within the flange is pro-
vided a gasket of any suitable flexible material which binds
firmly upon the igniting wire and thus prevents water pass-
ing into the shell. Underneath the gasket is a layer of par-
affin. which solidifies closely around the wire and prevents
any dampness from reaching the explosive charge if by any
chance it might penetrate the gasket.

In the structure disclosed in this prior art patent the ig-
nition wire is fixed into position and is not intended to be
pulled or moved relative to the gasket.

This patent does not disclose a waterproof packing gasket
surrounding a movable pinh and having a resilient means or
spring possessing the dual cooperative function of compress-
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ing the gasket and ejecting the pin when the retaining means
for the pin is removed.

X1.VI
Patent in suit 1318955

(a) British patent to Maxim, #7774 of 1911, discloses an
aircraft bomb adapted to be carried in a horizontal position
below an airplane. A suitable release mechanism is provided
for the purpose of dropping or releasing a bomb.

The bomb disclosed is similar in its general aspect to that
forming a basis of the patent in suit #1318955, in that a
movable detonator is adapted to move from a remote position
in the tail of the bomb through a guide tube into a forward
explosive position; a safety pin inserted through the guide
tube normally prevents this movement. This safety pin is
fastened to the lower surface of the airplane so that when
the bomb is released the safety pin is automatically with-
drawn.

(b) United States patent to Machenbach, #1101136, dis-
closes a shell adapted to be fired from firearms. This struc-
ture as disclosed includes 4 movable detonator normally held
in a safety position by means of a pin fastened to the guide
tube; an ejector spring is provided which constantly tends to
eject the pin. This is prevented, however, by a saféty wire
which passes through an orifice in the end of the pin remote
from the ejector spring, When the projectile is placed on
the gun barrel, a lever mechanism automatically functions to
withdraw the safety wire.

(¢) British patent to Bradley, #11954 of 1915, discloses
an aircraft bomb adapted to be suspended beneath an air-
plane on a release mechanism. A safety pin which normally
prevents operation of the firing mechanism is connected by
means of a flexible connecting element, i. e., a chain, to the
airplane adjacent the point of connection of the bomb to
the release mechanism. When the bomb is released this
flexible connection functions to automatically withdraw the
safety pin and render the firing mechanism operative.
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XLVIE

Tt is within the knowledge of those skilled in the art that:
guide members, such as curved cleats or pulleys, are means.
ordinarily used in connection with rope and cable trans-
nissions whenever it is desired to ehange the direction of
pull or the point at which the force is applied for pulling.
This is exemplified by the fact that in a sailboat it is not
necessary to go to the top of tlie mast to pull the sail up but
the rope for this purpose can be placed over a pulley wheel
and pulled from any desired direction.

It is within the scope of knowledge of those skilled in the
art to extend a flexible wire or element for operating a
safety pin to any desired location and to provide cleats or
pulleys for changing the direction of pull on the same.

XLVIII
Patent in suit #1818956

The claims in suit of Barlow patent 31318956 relate to
three general constructional defails as follows:

(a) The guide tube through which the detonator moves
from its remote safety position into a firing position ad-
jacent the booster charge is slightly conical in form, flaring
outwardly at its upper portion, while its diameter is re-
stricted at its lower portion. The purpose of this construc-
tion is to create an air check or air cushion between the
movable detonator and the bottom of the tube and thus
retard the progress of the detonator as it approaches the
firing pin. This serves to prevent an explosion of the bomb
if it is released from the airplane when the airplane is too
near the ground.

Claims 1 to 4, inclusive, are directed to this feature.

(b) The second feature is the structure of the booster
casing in which the forward face of the outwardly extend-
ing flange is utilized as a seat for the forward section of
the outer casing of the bomb while the rear face of the
flange is utilized as a seat for the rear or tail section of the
casing, which also carries the detonator and detonator guide
tube. Such a construction permits the rear portion of the
bomb with its detonating charge to be kept separate from

A
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the explosive-carrying front casing until such time as it is
desired to use the bomb when the front and rear casings
may then be readily assembled.

Claims 5, 8, 9, and 12 include and are related to this
feature.

(¢) The third feature refers to the stabilizing vanes which
are attached to the rear section of the outer bomb casing
and overlap the rear end of the forward casing and form
means to aid in securing the two sections of the outer casing
together, the stabilizing vanes, therefore, possessing a con-
structional functioning as well as a stabilizing functioning.

Claims 7, 10, 11, and 13 are directed to this feature of
the structure.

XLIX

(a) British patent to Mazim, #7774 of 1911, discloses
an aircraft bomb in which the detonator moves from a re-
mote position in a guide tube to a forward firing position.
The specification states, on page 4, line 40, with reference
to the movement of the detonator in the tube, that when
the firing pin is released “a free passage is afforded for the
auxiliary charge o2 to pass along the tubular connection ¢.”

(b) British patent to Armstrong, #11835 of 1914, discloses
the same general type of aircraft bomb construction in which
a detonating charge moves through a tubular guide from a
remote position into a position adjacent a booster charge.
The specification states, on page 2, lines 48 to 51, as follows:
“When the bomb strikes the target the inertia of the pellet
e causes its conical end to overcome the tongues % A and the
pellet ¢ falling through the tube m and impinging on a
needle n fires the cap exploding an explosive charge o and
consequently the main charge 8.”

(c) United States patent to Maxim et al.,, #549072, dis-
closes a projectile adapted to be fired from a gun and having
a guide tube through which a detonator is moved from a
rear position to a forward position against a firing pin.
This movement takes place by an inertia effect when the
projectile hits the target. The specification indicates that
the detonator or fuse charge is relieved from resistance to
movement by grooving the walls of the guide tube or the
container so as to prevent the formation of an air check.
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The prior art, as exemplified by the United States patent
to Maxim, #549072, indicates that the air contained in a
guiding tubular member may have a checking effect upon
the movement of a detonator in the guide tube. The teach-
ing of the prior art is directed to structure for overcoming
this effect, and, in general, to permit of a free on falling
movement of detonators through guide tubes.

None of the prior art patents teach the use of an air check
and in particular a tubular guide of a conical form for pre-
venting an explosion of the bomb until it has fallen for a
predetermined distance such as will insure the safety of
the bombing airplane.

LI

(a) United States patent to Cummings, #1182839, re-
lates to a mechanical time fuse adapted for use with explo-
sive shells designed for firing from a rifled gun. This patent
discloses a fuse-supporting means having a peripheral ring-
like structure with an annular flange against the rear face
. of which is seated the rearward portion of the shell casing
and against the forwardly facing annular shoulder of which
is seated the nose portion of the shell.

(b) United States patent to Roach, #737964, relates to
explosive shells designed to be fired from a rifled gun. This
patent discloses a fuse stock or supporting means which
centrally supports a charge of quick burning powder which
is employed to ignite the main charge thus functioning as a
booster. The fuse stock is screw-threaded into an annular
ring-like extension which has an annular shoulder. "The
nose portion of the shell casing is seated against this
shoulder in addition to being seated also against the rear
portion of the shell casing which is also in screw-threaded
engagement with the ring extension.

(c) United States patent to Machenbach, #1142827, re-
lates to aircraft projectiles. This patent discloses an air-
craft bomb containing an adaptor seated in the rear portion
of the bomb. A fuse stock is screwed to the inner wall of
the adaptor and the fuse stock is clamped to an inwardly

-~
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extending annular flange which holds in place a guard cage
adapted to protect the rear vanes from injury.

(d) United States patent to Coleman, #1216078, relates
to hand grénades, bombs, and the like. Tt discloses a shell
body adapted to contain an explosive into the rear of which
is screwed an adaptor having a ringlike structure. A fuse
stock is screwed into the adaptor.

(e) German patent to Hein and Otto, #206132 of 1907,
discloses 4 shell for rifle projectiles having a forward nose-
end and a rear casing, in the forward end of which casing is
secured an adaptor or ringlike structure having an annular
flange. The rearward face of the flange contacts with the
rear end of the casing and the nose portion of the shell sits
on the forward face of the flange.

The patents to Machenbach, #1142827, and Coleman,
31216078, were considered by the Patent Office during the
prosecution of the Barlow application which materialized
into patent in suit F1318956.

LIT

The prior art discloses, in general, explosive shells hav-
ing their outer casing divided into forward and rearward

-portions, together with a peripheral ring member support-

ing a booster charge, which ring portion functions to pro-
vide a seating means for connecting the forward and rear-
ward ends of the shell casing together.

The prior art does not disclose the combination of ele-
ments just enumerated as also providing support for a det-
onator guiding tube with a detonator removably suspended
therein with the parts associated in such manner that the
portion of the shell in which the detonator is located may
be readily tramsported separately to the place where the
bomb is to be used and there quickly and easily assembled
in the shell structure.

1LIII

Stabilizing vanes located at the rear of aircraft projectiles
were disclosed to the public prior to the date of filing the
application which matured into Barlow patent #1318956.

British patent to Hale, #11394 of 1913; British patent
to Maxim, #7774 of 1911, and British patent to Danielson,
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#15941 of 1914, a copy of which was received in the United
States Patent Office on April 19, 1916, disclose the use of
vanes on aircraft bombs.

There is no prior art disclosure of any airplane bomb.
construction in which the vanes not only possess their pri-
mary function of maintaining a proper flight trajectory, but
in which they also possess the mechanical function of con-
necting means for fastening the forward and rearward por-
tions of a bomb-casing together.

LIV

Prior to the time that Barlow arrived at Frankfort Ar-.
senal (March 1916), the Ordnance Department had con-
ceived and made drawings of certain airplane bombs. These.
drawings, defendant’s exhibits 49, 27, 28, and 14, bearing
respective dates of December 8, 1913, May 18, 1915, June
18, 1915, and October 12, 1915, disclose in general an air-
plane bomb construction having a charge of high explosive
in which was located a booster charge. A detonator was
located in fixed relationship with the booster; a firing pin
was utilized to ignite the detonator upon impact of the.
bomb, the firing pin or plunger being held in operative po-
sition either by a safety wire or pin or released by means
of rotative wind-vanes.

Copies of the above drawings, defendant’s exhibits 49, 27,
28, and 14, are by reference made a part of this finding.

LV

Subsequent to the arrival of Barlow at Frankfort Ar-
senal and prior to the filing of the earliest application which
matured into one of the patents in suit (February 24, 1917),
the Ordnance Department conceived of and made drawings
of airplane bomb structures having a detonator in fixed re-
Iationship with the booster charge and a firing plunger for
the detonator adapted to be released by the rotation of
wind-vanes.

Copies of these drawings bearing respective dates of May
16, 1916, June 16, 1916, and September 15, 1916, defendant’s
exhibits 50, 15, 16, 17, and 18, are by reference made a part
of this finding.
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LVI

No satisfactory evidence has been submitted that the bombs
manufactured by Marlin-Rockwell Corporation or by Marlin
Arms Corporation were ever marked with notice of any of
the patents in suit or the pendency of the applications there-
for. Also, there is no satisfactory evidence that the confract-
ing officers of the United States making the contracts with
‘the other manufacturers of bombs like those set forth in find-
ing XXXIV were ever advised of the existence of those
inventions and applications of Barlow which were then
pending. Plaintiff represented the Marlin-Rockwell Cor-
poration, his employer, in many contacts and dealings with
the War Department during the War and while he was
employed by said Marlin-Rockwell Corporation.

LVII

In the latter part of 1917 or the first part of 1918, plaintiff
was present, by permission of Marlin-Rockwell Corporation,
his employer, at a conference in New York City and again
arly in 1918 at another conference in Washington, when a
representative of the War Department in order to increase
mass production allotted to various manufacturers work to
be done on bombs and parts therefor similar to the alleged
infringing structure referred to in finding XXXIV. The
Marlin-Rockwell Corporation and the plaintiff each cooper-
ated with and assisted the Government and other manufac-
turers in pushing the production of these bombs and made
1o objection to such production.

These manufacturers were not notified of the possibility of
these bomb structures being an infringement of any patents
‘which might later issue upon patent applications pending at
that time. At that time there were pending the parent
application of patent #1818956, and the applications which
eventuated into patents numbers 1817609 and 13817610.

LVIII

No formal submission of each of the specific inventions
-contained in the patents in suit was made to the United
States after the secrecy notice and order, except that plain-
tiff was working in close cooperation with Colonel Ragsdale,
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located in the ammunitions division of the Ordnance Depart-
ment, who was advised of the invention of each of the pat-
ents in suit either before or shortly after filing. Colonel
Ragsdale was not a contracting officer but submitted and
advocated many of the Barlow inventions in bombs to the
Ordnance Department authorities for their adoption.

On April 4, 1918, plaintiff called on Assistant Secretary of

‘War Crowell and offered the Government the gratuitous use -

of any new device of bombs of the type he was then making,
and anything he did, including a flying torpedo. On Sep-
tember 23, 1918, plaintiff called on Assistant Secretary of
War Crowell and presented the following letter:

WasmineroN, D. C., September 22, 1918.

Hon. Bexzepicr CrOWELL,
Acting Secretary of War, Washington, D. C.

My Dear Mr. Crowers: I have recently returned from
France. While there I witnessed the field tests of aerial
bombs, among which were the Barlow bombs.

In France I was amazed at the wonderful progress that,
has been made in practically all branches .of the service. I
believe that any person or persons who have been in France
recently and who has had the opportunity to see the Ameri-
cans at work, feel that seemingly impossible tasks are now
being accomplished.

I believe that our aircraft program is far behind and that
our aircraft bombing program is in a terrible plight.

I shall make vigorous efforts and do my part in getting
the bombing program going smoothly as soon as possible.
There are hundreds of thousands of bombs finished or being
finished in this country which are built or being built under
my patent. If there are any legal Government forms neces-
sary for me to sign in waiving my rights to any future
royalty which might become due me through future bomb.
contracts, I shall be pleased to sign them on request from:
the War Department. I am Wil%ing to make the above
financial sacrifice as proof that my fubure activities, insofar
as our bombing program is concerned, are not inspired by
mercenary motives. .

Very truly yours,
Barrow.”

The Assistant Secretary of War refused to accept the
waiver of plaintiff’s rights. _

On numerous occasions plaintiff made offers to War De-
partment officials to waive any financial returns that might
come to him.,

g e
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- LIX

It has been stipulated and agreed between the parti'es tl}at
all questions of accounting be postponed until the liability
of defendant has been found by the court.

OPINION

Boorm, Ohief Justice, delivered the opinion of the court:

This patent case comes to the court under the special
jurisdictional act set forth in Finding I. No jurisdictional
issue is raised and hence it is not essential to repeat the
terms of the act in this opinion, except to observe that the
findings of fact, as well as the opinion of the court, shall
be reported to Congress.

Plaintiff’s interest in aircraft bombs, the subject matter
of the present case, originated from his experience with the
revolutionary forces of Villa, and came about in the follow-
ing way:

In 1914 plaintiff was in Mexico engaged in selling and:
installing tractors and while so engaged he joined the revolu-
tionary forces of Villa. Observing the lack of an efficient
air corps, and the absence of aircraft bombs, plaintiff sought
to induce American pilots to join Villa’s forces and himself
set about to supply aircraft bombs,

The bombs manufactured by him in Mexico were crude
affairs and possessed operative defects due in @ large meas-
ure to his inability to obtain suitable material and manu-
facturing facilities. In 1915 plaintiff returned to the United
States and became an employee of the Glenn L. Martin Air-
plane Company in Los Angeles, California. This connec-
tion enabled him to continue his research and development
work with respect to aircraft bombs and during his service
with this company he constructed five or six of them.

In February 1916 plaintiff submitted to the Ordnance
Department of the Army his then design of an aircraft
bomb. This design interested the officials of the depart-
ment, and they suggested to the plaintiff that he go over to
the Frankfort Arsenal in Philadelphia where he could
familiarize himself with Ordnance construction and practice.

Plaintiff as a civilian remained at the Frankfort Arsenal
until August 1916. He had available to him the facilities of
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the same, including the use of machine tools and the assist-
ance of mechanics in the experimental shop. During this
time tests were conducted by the plaintiff, and Major
Shinkle and his staff advised with him. His design of a
bomb and his tests interested the officials of the Arsenal.

Plaintiff was unquestionably an experienced and skilled
mechanic; the findings so show. His interest, skill, and
industry were centered upon the inventions for which he
secured letters patent. On May 20, 1916, while at Frank-
fort Arsenal, he filed his first application, serial number
98737, which subsequently matured into patent 1322083
issued November 18, 1919, for what he designates as a “drop
bomb.” The patent was issued to the Marlin Arms Corpora-
tion, plaintiff’s assignee.

The officials of the Ordnance Department suggested to
plaintiff that it would be advisable for him to obtain rela-
tionship with some active manufacturer of ordnance and
thereby procure the manufacture of his designed bombs.
The suggestion was accepted and in January 1917 he con-
nected himself with the Marlin Arms Corporation of New
Haven, Connecticut.

Prior to going to New Haven, plaintiff had on August 20,
1916, filed his second application for a patent which like
the former one matured into an issued patent on September
30, 1919, to the Marlin Arms Corporation. Plaintiff’s rela-
tionship with the Marlin Arms Corporation, afterwards
known by a change of name only as the Marlin-Rockwell
Corporation, involved an assignment of his patents to it.

August 8, 1917, the Marlin Arms Corporation entered into
the license agreement (Finding X)) with the Chief of Ord-
nance of the Army. The defendant ascribes determinative

importance to this agreement, insisting that under its provi- -

sions the United States was licensed to manufacture the
aircraft bombs it did manufacture, and that plaintiff’s only
remedy in this case arises out of this license agreement. The
argument advanced is predicated upon article 2 of the agree-
ment,

Several articles of the agreement are involved in the dis-
cussion of this issue and should be quoted, as follows:

“ArricLe 2. It is further agreed that in consideration of
the assistance rendered by the Ordnance Department, United
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States Army, in the development of the drop bomb referred
to herein, and of the royalty to be paid as set forth in arti-
cle 1 of this contract, the Ordnance Department, United
States Army, shall have the right, without the payment of
any additional sum, to manufacture, to have manufactured,
to use and to sell, drop bombs possessing such tmprovements
of any of the features covered by the application for letters
patent specified in article 1 of this contract as may be
covered by applications hereafter allowed the contractor by
the United States Patent Office.” (Italics ours.)

“ArricLe 5. It is further agreed that the Ordnance De-
partment, United States Army, shall furnish the said con-
tractor, on or before the first days of January and July of
each year during the life of the patent covered by the appli-
cation specified in Article 1 hereof, a statement showing the
number of all complete drop bombs, either loaded or un-
loaded, embodying any or all of the features covered by the
application for letters-patent specified in Article 1 hereof,
which drop bombs have been ordered manufactured, either
in Government or private establishments, during the pre-
ceding six months, and, on or about the same dates, prepare
vouchers for the contractor, to cover the amount due it as
royalty on the drop bombs so ordered manufactured.”

“Arrroe 10. If any doubts or disputes shall arise as to
the meaning of anything in this contract the matter shall
be referred to the Chief of Ordnance, United States Army,
for determination. If, however, the contractor shall feel
aggrieved at any decision of the Chief of Ordnance, he shall
have the right to submit the same to the Secretary of War,
whose decision shall be final.”

The language of the license agreement is not ambiguous.
The intent of the document is evident from its provisions.
The plaintiff, Barlow, had pending in the Patent Office two
applications for bomb patents; the claims of the same had
been allowed but the letters patent had not issued. The
Ordnance Department of the Army had assisted the patentee,
and was conspicuously his best and most available customer.
Therefore, it was to the interest of Marlin Arms Corpora-
tion financially and otherwise to have the license agreement
entered into, and on the date of its execution the agreement
comprehended all patent applications filed by the patentee.

Article 2 of the agreement clearly grants to the United
States a license in accord with the terms of Article 1 to
use, manufacture, or have manufactured bombs covered by
future patents which possess improvements of any of the
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features covered by the patent application mentioned in
Article 1. What the parties intended by Axrticle 2 was,
in consideration of the royalties to be paid and the assist-
ance rendered the patentee in developing his bomb, to grant
to the United States the right to avail itself of the use or
manufacture of aircraft bombs which the patentee might in
the future develop and patent. The license agreement evi-
dences the fact that plaintiff had accomplished an advanced
step in the art, and the Ordnance Department of the Army
in an appropriate agreement wished to be in a position to
obtain the advantages which might accrue in the future.

The plaintiff challenges the pertinency of the license agree-
ment to this case. The rule of estoppel is invoked. Axticle
5 of the agreement is cited as sustaining the rule and
provides in terms that the Ordnance Department of the
Army will semi-annually furnish the licensor with detailed
statements showing the number of bombs manufactured
either by or for it, and pay the royalties prescribed in the
license agreement,

The rule of estoppel is not ordinarily applicable to the
Government. Several cases, which we need not cite, have
sustained a contention that the Government is estopped to
plead a defense held by courts of record to have been un-
availing in litigation between the same parties. In ordi-
nary transactions, however, such as we have here, the failure
of Government officials to observe express contractual obli-
gations constitutes a breach of the contract, subjecting the
Government to a suit in this court for the recovery of dam-
ages. Knight v. United States, 35 C. Cls. 129, 1455 Hartson
v. United States, 21 C. Cls. 451.

If the Government officials charged with the duty of ob-
serving article 5 of the agreement did not observe it, and
evidence is produced that the Government manufactured or
caused to be manufactured aircraft bombs falling within
the terms of the agreement, the remedy we have noted above
existed and continues to exist under the special jurisdic-
tional act, notwithstanding the nature of the pleadings in
this case.

The license agreement of April 3, 1917, is a part of the
record in this case. The court may not ignore it. It is
restablished that a specific number of bombs were manufac-
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tured by the Marlin-Rockwell Corporation for the Govern-
ment during the war under a separate and independent con-
tract and for a consideration different from the one specified
in the license agreement. This fact, however, does not of
itself set aside the license agreement. If the parties in one
or more instances agree independently of the license agree-
ment to manufacture a certain number of bombs and neither
insists upon the payment of the fixed royalties, the agree-
-ment embracing a continued relationship is not, we think,
abrogated.

The special jurisdictional act under which this litiga-
tion proceeds is comprehensive in its terms. The statute of
limitations, as well as Section 8477 of the Revised Statutes,
is waived, and Congress clearly intended to extend to plain-
tiff a right to assert his claims in this court free from the
interposition of the defenses waived. Therefore it is mani-
fest that if the patents involved herein fall within Article
2 of the license agreement, i. e., if the patents possess im-
provements of any of the features covered by letters patent
#1322083, the rights of the parties with respect to com-
pensatlon are ﬁxed by the same.

Much is said as to the meaning of the words “possessing
such improvements of any of the features covered by the
application for letters patent specified in Article 1 of this
contract.” It is fundamental that patents are granted for
what may be termed novel and new features. Letters patent
#1822083, the patent mentioned in Article 1 of the agree-
ment, must of necessity speak for itself. The claims of the
patentee are important factors, and by resorting to the
specifications and claims the duty is cast upon the court to
determine the scope of the patent and the novelty which
resides therein.

The plaintiff insists that patents #13822083 and #1317608,
mentioned in the license agreement, are isolated by their
specifications and claims from the patents upon which this
suit is predicated. If this is true then the case rests squarely
upon the act of October 6, 1917, known as the “Trading with
the Enemy Act”, with respect to which later comment is
essential. It follows as a matter of course that if the six
patents in suit do not cover improvements to the two fore-
going patents, the license agreement is not applicable.
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Patent #1322083 issued to plaintiff November 18, 1919,
upon an application filed May 20, 1916, contains nineteen
claims. Findings XT and XII disclose by illustrations and
in detail the subject matter of the two patents. In this con-
nection it is pertinent to state that aircraft bombs must of’
necessity possess characteristics essentially different in many
respects from what is known by common designation as an
ordinary bomb, i. e., an explosive missile which does not
depend upon operativeness in the same way an aircraft
bomb does.

An aircraft bomb, being essentially a highly explosive-
projectile, must be safe against premature explosion until it
is set in motion towards its objective. It has to be trans-
ported on the body of an airplane, frequently in close prox-
imity to the enemy, as well as the pilot of the plane, and
subject to rifle and machine-gun fire. In addition to this,.
such. 2 bomb attached to an airplane should be rendered im-
mune from explosion in the event of a forced landing or:
crash of the plane and so constructed that it may, in cases.
of emergency, be discharged or dropped without explosion in
© order to lighten the load of the plane when flying over
friendly territory. These features, as well as the inherent
quality of destructiveness when exploded, form integral
characteristics of an aircraft bomb.

The plaintiff, as his patents evidence, comprehended from
both a scientific and practical knowledge the essential ele-
ments of an operative aircraft bomb. He directed his ef-
forts, so far as patent #1822083 is concerned, toward the-
creation of what he terms a “drop bomb” which possessed
the elements of safety mentioned and in addition sought to-
overcome the hazard of a failure to explode when contacted
with its objective.

Bombs as such were admittedly old in the art and the ele-
ments essential to their operativeness were well known.
Inventors in advance of plaintiff knew, and it was well
known, that a bomb embodied the employment of a highly
explosive material, i. e., TNT, which was exploded by
means of a detonator coming in contact with what is known
as the booster charge or chamber, the latter when fired ex--
ploding the main charge of TNT carried by the bomb.



65

The problem plaintiff intended to solve was to so arrange
and coordinate these well known elements of a bomb as to
bring about safety in their employment, improve the ac-
curacy of their operativeness, and forestall to the extent pos-
sible their failure to accomplish their designed purpose.
Frequently an aircraft bomb would be released from the
plane and, when it came in contact with the earth, either
fail to explode or bury itself in the earth’s surface without
accomplishing the purpose of its release.

Before entering upon a discussion of whether the plain-
tiff’s patents in suit possess improvements of any of the
features covered by the applications for patents mentioned
in the license agreement, attention must be called to the
fact that the license agreement grants rights co-extensive
with “any or all of the features covered by and described in
application for letters-patent 98737 filed May 20, 1916.”
This same language appears in Article 4. Therefore it is
apparent that the granted license may upon proofs submitted
obtain a broader scope than it would otherwise if limited to
the claims of the patents.

So far as the present record exhibits, patent #13822083
discloses—without going into detail—a type of aircraft
bomb where the primary object, as stated by the inventor,
is to formulate a type of bomb construction “which will be
exploded with certainty at a predetermined distance above
the ground or other target.” To accomplish the same, the
inventor provided a device similar in contour to a gun bar-
rel, designated as an extruding member, capable of being
armed. at the proper moment, which assumed a position in
advance of the explosive head of the bomb and operated in
conjunction with other elements to cause the bomb to explode
when the extruding member contacted the objective.

The extruding member functioned to not only propel a
bullet inwardly which contacted the detonator causing it in
turn by its own explosion to explode the booster charge
which exploded the TNT in the explosive head of the
bomb, the extruding member functioning to maintain the
bomb at the moment of explosion a predetermined distance
above ground.
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In addition to the above particular feature of the inven-
tion, structural features were also described and claimed
as designed and intended to produce the instantaneous and
certain operation of the device, and prevent the accidental
discharge of the same by gunfire directed against the air-
plane from outside sources. Figs. 1 and 2 in Finding X¥
accurately disclose the structural features described.

It is sufficient to say, without repeating what is said in
Finding XI, that the ingenious structural features set forth
in the patent specifications functioned to not only secure
the operativeness of the extruding member but by locating
the detonator in the tail of the bomb, an obviously safe posi-
tion to prevent premature explosions and causing it to move
forwardly into contact with the booster charge after the
bomb had been released from the airplane, accomplished the
inventor’s intended purposes.

Bombs, as we have observed, were old. Booster charges,,
detonators, and the additional elements essential to arm and
explode them, were old. The field of invention with respect
to these particular elements was limited by the prior art.
Airplane bombs comprehended the use of all of these old
elements. The problem confronting inventors in the art
was one of adapting them by new and novel combinations
in such a way as to produce an operative and useful airplane
bomb, and this is precisely what the plaintiff did.

We will not encumber this opinion with the citation of the
numerous cases which uniformly hold that a new and novel
combination of elements old in the art which produce a new
and better result involves invention and is patentable. The
importance of an understanding of the scope of the applica-
tion for an issued patent 1322083 resides in the fact that
such knowledge is indispensable to an ascertainment of the
fact as to whether the patents in suit are for improvements
of the same. If they are, they fall within Article 2 of the
license agreement.

The several briefs of counsel abound in cited cases with
respect to the established rules for the ascertainment of what
is or what is not a patentable improvement. The rules are
not perplexing or obscure. It is the application of the same
under a given record that often involves difficulty. Sec. 210,
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page 296, Volume I, of Robinson on Patents, defines an
Improvement as follows: ‘

“An improvement is an addition to or alteration in some
existing means, which increases its efficiency without destroy-
ing its identity. It includes two necessary ideas: first, the
idea of a complete and practically operative art or instru-
ment, either natural or artificial, as the original to be im-
proved ; and second, the idea of some change in such art or
instrument, not affecting its essential character, but enabling
it to produce its appropriate results in a more perfect or more
economical manner. When such a change involves the exer-
cise of the inventive faculties it is a true invention and is
known as an improvement.”

Plaintiff’s first patent in suit, #1317609, is stated by the
plaintiff to constitute “an improvement upon the detonator”
forming the basis of plaintiff’s previous application, serial
117579, which matured into issued patent #1317608. The
latter patent is the one expressly covered by Article 4 of the
license agreement. The specifications of patent 1322083, -
which materialized from application #98787 which is cov-
ered by article 1 of the license agreement, in describing the
detonator use this language:

“Fitted for longitudinal movement within the casing 10 is
a sliding inner detonator tube 20, which, as explained, ex-
tends forwardly to near the outer end of the casing, and at
its rear end terminates in and is connected conveniently by
being screwed into what I have termed a detonator-carrying
head or plunger 21, which is in effect a plug which closes the

rear end of the tube 20, is internally cylindrically bored a

certain distance to receive said end, and beyond the termina-
tion of the cylindric bore is preferably formed with a conical
bore 41, the open apex of which enters a transverse bore 42,
which 1s filled with the detonating material 43, so packed
within it as completely to fill it at each end against the inner
smooth walls of the casing 10.”

The above form of detonator construction, devised in con-
junction with what is termed “the -detonator-carrying
plunger 21 and sliding tube 20”, was designed to permit the
functioning of the sliding or telescopic annular tube which
carried the detonator into contiguity with the booster charge,
where it was exploded when the extruding tube contacted its
target and the bullet therefrom contacted the detonator,
causing the explosion of the charge contained therein.
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Repeating in part what has already been said, the pri-
mary purpose of the positioning of the detonator, as well as
the method of its operation, was to assure safety, certainty
of operation, and secure the explosion of the bomb at a pre-
determined distance above the surface of the earth or other
target. The detonator was charged with fulminate of mer-
cury, a highly explosive compound and obviously to be han-
dled with great care. While there were seemingly no glar-
ing imperfections in plaintifi’s detonator, he did in the
specifications and claims of patent #1817608 seek to improve
it. ,

Paragraph five of Finding XTI depicts in the following
language plaintiff’s structural features of his improved
detonator:

“The detonator body or element which is shown in detail

in figure 8 comprises a solid body carrying the detonating
material in a pocket or belt 10 formed about its periphery;
the detonator body is of steel and is of sufficiently heavy con-
struction so that it will not break into fragments and is not
dangerous in itself if accidentally exploded when in the safe
or remote position. The spool-shaped ends of the detonator
are also sufficiently heavy to confine the explosive forces in
a radial direction so that the detonation may take place out-
wardly when the detonator isin the firing position.”
_ From this disclosure it is apparent that plaintiff’s concep-
tion of an improved form of detonator embraced structural
features intended to concentrate the force of the explosion
when the detonator was exploded in the booster charge, and
to add safety features in the event of its accidental firing, or
when charged with fulminate of mercury. The improve-
ment thus described did not alter in any essential particular
the operativeness of the original bomb. Granting to it the
widest latitude possible, the improved detonator simply
facilitated the certainty of explosion of the same.

What has just been said as to patent 1317608 is as a
prelude to discussing patent #1317609, plaintiff’s first pat-
ent in suit. The former patent is not involved in this case,
for under the license agreement a gratuitous right was given
the Government to use or manufacture it. Patent #1317608
covered an improvement to the detonator described in plain-
tiff’s application for and letters-patent #1322083, and fol-
lowing this in order comes patent #1817609.
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It is difficult in a patent opinion to summarize the de-
scriptive features in an application for letters patent. It
is apparent, however, that it must be done because the in-
sertion of the detailed specifications involves a repetition of
the findings and extends an opinion to great length.. If
error inadvertently creeps into the opinion the findings will
correct it. ' .

Patent #1317609.is clearly for an improvement-to not
only patent #1817608 but also to patent #1822083. The
subject matter of patents #1317608 and #1322083, so far-
as bombs and detonators are concerned, is identical. The
alleged progress in the art emanates from the samie in-
ventor and the obvious intent and purpose of the step taken
is to improve what has gone before.

The inventor in patent #1317609 did no more than alter-
to some extent the structural features of the detonator de-
seribed in patent #1817608. It did not involve a high
degree of invention to alter the structural form of an exist-
ing detonator, or the arrangement of the related .elements.
of an existing bomb to procure an explosion of the bomb.
The inherent functioning of the elements employed - was.
old, encasements and forms were old, and while the plain-
tifi’s conception did in some respects add safety features.
to the detonator and increased its efficiency as an exploding:
medium, his device was in no sense a basic one. It was.
a unit of the combination of elements in a bomb to which
the plaintiff was assiduously addressing his inventive genius..

Is patent #1817610, also for an improvement to patent
#1322083, covered by the terms of Article 2 of the license:
agreement? We think it is. It may not be successfully con-
troverted that patent #1322083 disclosed a structural form
of a booster charge, and we think it is equally obvious that
the booster charge conceived by the inventor in patent
#1317610 is no more than a structural variation from the
original one. The plaintiff in his specifications states—

“The object of my invention is to improve the construc-
tion of such devices in order that the same may be more
economically and efficiently manufactured and assembled
and to render the same more effective in operation.”

In the court’s opinion the mere fact that an explosive
unit is adapted for use in various forms of explosive shells
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does not accord to it the character of a basic invention. The
issue in- this case is not the validity. of the patent but whether
under Article 2 of the license agreement it constitutes an
improvement to the booster charge described and disclosed
in plaintifi’s application for letters patent #1322083 men-
tioned in Article 1 of the agreement. A booster charge is
an indispensable element in practically every form of ex-
plosive missile, and its adaptability to high explosives, with
which art the plaintiff was particularly concerned, is mani-
fest from the specifications and claims of the patent.

The plaintiff in his specifications as to patent #1317610
does not specify the invention claimed as an element in the
combination disclosed and described in patent #1322083,
nor does he in the claims do more than claim the construc-
tion specified. This does not however foreclose the possi-
bility of characterizing the same as an improvement. It
is a familiar principle of patent law that while an im-
provement essentially implies the existence of an original
on which it rests it is necessarily a complete invention in
itself, a distinet unit having an “identity of its own.” Robin-
son on Patents, Sec. 218, page 802, Vol. 1.

If the booster construction covered by patent #1817610 is
inserted in the aircraft bomb described in patent F#1822083
instead of the booster charge disclosed, undoubtedly it would
function to add efficiency of operation to the mechanism -
previously employed, and the right to make and use an
improved aireraft bomb over the one shown and described
in the application specified; was granted the United States
under Article 2 of the license agreement provided the plain-
tiff invented the same, and this he did.

What we have just said as to patent #1317610 applies to
patent #1317611 and it will not be repeated, except to state
that as to both patents the improved devices relating to
mechanical improvements are not to be designated as possess-
ing no important advancement in the art. On the contrary,
the improvements noted were comparatively valuable con-
tributions to the efficiency, safety, and designed purposes of
aircraft bombs.

The facts which lead to the conclusion that all the patents
up to this point discussed are for improvements to the orig-
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inal one, are that. in-each patent the alleged separate unit
described and claimed was devoid of utility and operative-
ness except in combination with the additional elements of
a bomb or other explesive missile. A detonator and a
booster charge segregated from the other elements of an
airplane bomb were without value to the art.

Patent #1317612 did pot involve an improvement to
patent #1322083 and for this reason, being excluded from
the license agreement, is subject to challenge as to its valid-
ity. This invention did not add to nor subtract from any
single element utilized in plaintiff’s original conceptions as
evidenced by prior-patents, and therefore could not be an
improvement in the sense in which that term is used in
patent law. It was an independent patent. The right of
the plaintiff to recover compensation for its manufacture
by or for the United States is dépendent upon the Trading
with the Enemy Act, supre, a matter to be discussed later
in this opinion.

Patent in suit #1317612 like the preceding ones relates
to a form of bomb construction, and as the specifications
state, “particularly to that type of bomb which is dropped
or launched from an aeroplane and explodes on contact.”
It is, as the patentee states, “of the greatest importance that
such devices should be entirely water and weather proof.”
We set forth in Finding XXV an illustration of plaintiff’s
patent and details of its construction. The form of con-
struction described and: claimed is undoubtedly new, novel,
operative, and a distinct contribution to the art.

‘While the elements employed to effect the combination
disclosed in patent #1317612 were old, bringing them into
combination in the form disclosed produced structural fea-
tures which did accomplish their intended purposes. Find-
ing XXV expresses the fact accurately as follows:

“By virtue of such a combination of elements, the spring
member not only possesses the function of withdrawing the
pin when the release wire frees the same, but also function-
ally cooperates, because of its constant pressure on the pin,
to tightly compress the gaskets, thus causing them to snugly
fit about the pin and thus form a waterproof joint. By this
form of construction, when the release wire is removed from
the pin, pressure is automatically removed from the gaskets,
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thus.causing them to loosen on the pin and at the same time
the spring withdraws the pin from.the detonator rendering
the same free for movement in the guide tube into juxtaposi-
tion with the booster charge.” '

The defendant characterizes the foregoing patent as no
more than an unpatentable aggregation of elements old in the
art, grouped in such a way as to involve no more than me-
chanical skill. . The record fails to support the contention.
Careful analysis of the prior art cited and the functioning
of the elements of plaintiff’s patent indisputably establish
Finding XLV of the court to be accurate. We quote the
final paragraph of the finding with respect to the patent
cited as anticipatory.

“This patent does not disclose a waterproof packing
gasket surrounding a movable pin and having a resilient
means or spring possessing the dual cooperative function of
compressing the gasket and ejecting the pin when the retain-
ing means for the pin is removed.” ‘

The problem confronting the plaintiff was one involving
the maintenance ‘of the detonator in the vear or tail of the
bomb as an element of safety, and at the same time affording
operative means to move it forward when the bomb was
released. In the prior form of construction, to accomplish
the above result apertures or openings in the outside surface
of the bomb were clearly susceptible to the admittance of
water and in no substantial way free from exposure to addi-
tional weather conditions.

Plaintiff’s ingenious method of employing pin 10, espe-
cially in combination with the designated “spiral spring 147,
created a combination which not only functioned to maintain.
the detonator in its designated position until the bomb was
launched, but also accomplished a sealing of the openings
occasioned in the outside surfaces of the bomb against rain
or other weather conditions.

The importance of accomplishing what plaintiff did was
a recognized fact. The plaintiff recognized it and so did
Gallagher, whose patent is cited as-anticipatory. Gallagher’s
patent was essentially different from plaintifi’s. In plain-
tiff’s patent the spiral spring 14 and the release wire 15
combined to exert the pressure necessary to seal the open-
ings, and when subsequently the release wire was withdrawn
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to launch the bomb the spiral spring 14 not only operated to
eject the pin 15 but pessessed the “dual cooperative function
of compressing.the gasket” and procuring 2 sealing of the
openings until the bomb was laun/hed.

Manifestly, spiral springs were’old and resilient wire con-
nections may be and had been made to function in such a way
as to exert pressure, but until the advent of plaintiff’s de-
vice they had not been combined in this particular art to
produce the result accomplished. It exacts more than me-
chanical skill to conceive an essential element of a combina-
tion and make it serve a double purpose. This is precisely
what plaintiff did. Cwmming 'v. Baker & Hamilton, 144
Fed. 395. - : |

An issue of validity is also pleaded as to patent in suit
#1818955. Plaintiff in the brief makes this statement:

“The arming problem was not completely solved until
Barlow conceived the important invention, still utilized by
the defendant, of having the arming mechanism in the tail
of the bomb and effecting its actuation by the pull of the
bomb itself, when discharged, so exerted upon a longitudi-
nally movable arming wire that the reaction to this pull
would not disturb the equilibrium of the bomb, or cause any
disturbance of its intended trajectory, or tend in any wa;
to snag the arming wire and prevent its proper functioning.”

The court’s Findings XXVIII, XLVI, and XLVIT dis-
close the "situation with respect to the above-mentioned
patent. Plaintiff utilized elements of long known function-
ing capacity to operate the mechanism disclosed in patent
#1317612 and at the same time maintain practically undis-
turbed the horizontal position of the bomb located under-
neath the airplane, thereby tending to maintain its proper
- trajectory towards its objective.

No disputatious record exists in reference to the necessity
of launching an airplane bomb-in such a manner as to cause
its contact with the contemplated target. An airplane moves
rapidly, and to accomplish precision in launching a bomb
exacts its release in advance of attaining a position directly
above the target. o

Plaintiff’s invention as defined by the claims of this patent
did no more than add to the pin release mechanism of his
former patent #1317612 a cleat member located approxi-
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mately at the center of gravity of the bomb around which
the flexible release wire passed, so that when the bomb was:
released the fact that the upward extension of the wire oper-
ating through the cleat or pulley served to project the bomb
downwardly in its then horizontal position in order not to
deflect it from its proper trajectory, did not, we think, in-
volve or exact the inventive faculty. -

To so combine elements old in the art in a way that pro-
duces results long known to follow such a combination of
the same is not invention- but is the exercise of mechanical
skill. Innumerable examples might readily be cited exempli-
fying -common knowledge of the fact that the pressure ex-
erted by a falling body may be centered thereon by the use
of cleats or pulleys in order to direct as far as possible its
trajectory by the use of ropes or wires either operated man-
ually or by the force of its own weight through the medium-
ship of directed application of the operating means. We:
think Finding XLVII is amply sustained by the record and
the prior art.

The last patent in suit is #1318956. Novelty is claimed
for two features of airplane bomb construction. The court’s.
Finding XXXT, in which an illustration appears, sets forth
the facts. Taking them up in the order discussed in the
briefs, we find the first to be a structural feature intended
to provide an air check in the “sliding tube through which
the detonator moves from a safe position at the rear of the
bomb to a firing position adjacent the booster charge.”

The above feature emanated from the necessity of pre-
venting the explosion of the bomb until it had descended a.
comparatively safe distance from the plane. An airplane
in close proximity to the earth may under cermtain condi-
tions be forced to make a landing, or may be over friendly
territory and the normal employment of the bomb be dis-
pensed with, or it may be essential to lighten the weight of
the plane to launch the bomb when close to the earth with~
out causing its explosion. All these, and perhaps additional
incidents accompanying the flight of bombing planes, sug-
gested to plaintiff his conception contained in the specifica~
tions and claims of patent $1318956.
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To accomplish a retardation of the arming of the bomb
until it had reached an approximate -distance from the air-
plane upon launching, the plaintiff provided a structure
which obtained an air check. The patent exhibits that this
air check is obtained by constricting that portion of the
tubular guiding member shown in the illustration at 22
in Finding XXXI, thereby delaying the detonator’s descent
through the tube to the booster charge to a gradual one so
that if the bomb came into contact with any object when
dropped a comparatively short distance from the ground
the air check thus created would prevent contact between
the firing pin 32 and the fuse cap 34, precluding explosion
of the bomb. Claims 1, 2, 8 and 4 of the patent are in
issue.

The defendant assails this patent from at least two
angles, contending against its validity upon prior art and
that what was done involved only mechanical skill and not
invention. Findings XLVIII, XLIX and L disclose the
extent and teachings of the prior art patents relied upon
to invalidate the claims mentioned. It is clear from the
patents cited that the inventors’ objective in the prior art
was to facilitate the explosion of the missiles and not ve-
tard it. Plaintiff sought to effectuate a contrary result, i. e.,
to check the explosion of the bomb and prevent its explo-
sion if perchance the airplane was in comparatively close
proximity to the earth. It is impossible from an analysis of
the specifications and claims of the prior art patents cited
to reach a conclusion that any one of the patentees conceived
a device in the nature of an aér checHd or the idea of utilizing
air through mechanical means to so operate. Their efforts
were directed towards the elimination of air chambers, not
their utilization. '

Defendant cites with apparent confidence a long list of
decided cases which clearly establish the quotation in its
brief, taken from the case of Blake v. San Francisco, 113
U. S. 679, 682. It is as follows: '

“It follows from this principle that, where the public has
acquired in any way the right to use a machine or device for
& particular purpose, it has the right to use it for all the
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like purposes to which it can be applied, and no one can take
-out a patent to cover the application of the device to a
'similar purpose.”

The Blake case involved an automatic valve adapted for
use on steam fire engines. The improvement upon valves
claimed was stated to result in relieving the pressure upon
fire hose by regulating the discharge of water through
the same, and prevent them from bursting. The court found
that automatic valves had long been in use, adapted and
applied to other types of steam engines to accomplish the
identical result. In the exact words of the court it was
said:

“For instance, an automatic relief valve, used to relieve
the pressure of steam, produces no new result in character
when used to relieve the pressure of water, unless some fur-
ther effect besides the mere relief of pressure is obtained.
This qualification, therefore, will not affect the present case,
because no new result in character is accomplished by the
supposed invention of the plaintiff. Besides, it appears
from the evidence that before Bailey’s patent was applied
for, relief valves were in common use, both on land and at
sea. They were commonly used on the steam feed-pumps of
steamships. These pumps were usually fitted with nozzles
for the attachment of hose, so that the feed-pump could,
in case of need, be used as a steam fire engine.”

What was said by the Supreme Court in the case of
Pennsylvania Roilroad v. Locomotive Truck Compony, 110
U. 8. 490, 494, embraces the rule followed consistently by
the Federal courts since. It is as follows:

- “Tt is settled by many decisions of this court, which it is
unnecessary to quote from or refer to in detail, that the
:application of an old process or machine to a similar or
analogous subject, with no change in the manner of appli-
cation, and no result substantially distinet in its nature, will
not sustain a patent, even if the new form of result has not
before heen contemplated.”

If inventors in a series of granted patents found as an
.obstacle to their operativeness the presence of air chambers,
and designed devices intended to remove this impediment,
may it be said that an inventor who utilizes through mechan-
ical means this precise element to obtain operativeness by
both a change in manner of operation and the production
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of a substantially distinct result, has applied an old process
to a similar or analogous subject? We think not. The
teachings of the prior art patents fall far short of suggest-
ing to those skilled in the art that by a mere rearrangement
of elements the result accomplished by the plaintiff could
have been done readily. The invention here in issue hav-
ing resulted from the plaintiff’s proceeding in a direction
directly contrary to the teachings of prior art, is indicative,
we think, of accomplishing more than those skilled in the
art would do, and therefore possesses the elements of in-
ventive genius.

The second feature of this patent presents ingenious
structural elements described in detail in Findings XXXI,
XLVIIL, XLIX, L, LI, LIL, and LIII. The first approach
to an analysis of this feature might easily lead to- a con-
clusion that it did not involve invention to do what plaintiff
did. More deliberate consideration, however, confirms a con-
clusion that the specifications and claims disclose new and
novel features, operative and useful. Claims 7 to 9 and
10 to 13 are involved.

Plaintiff coneeived the idea of bringing about the possi-
bility of handling and transporting the detonator “sepa-
rately from the main bomb load” and thereby allow the
bomb to be assembled at the point chesen for such a serv-
ice. To accomplish the separation of the forward casing
member, which contained the booster charge from the rear-
ward casing member containing the detonator, plaintiff sus-
pended the booster charge in the manner illustrated. in Figs.
1 and 4 of the specifications.

The ring extension 28 disclosed in the illustration was so
“shaped to provide a rearwardly extending seat of reduced
diameter for receiving the casing member 5.” In other
words, by securing the ring mentioned to both the inner
surfaces of the rear casing, the structure detailed operated
to not only maintain the boester charge in suspension but
also insured the alignment of the detonator tube therewith
so that when the rear and forward casing were joined as
detailed the operativeness of the bomb was assured.

It.is manifest that the stabilizing vanes attached to. the
rearward member of the bomb weve old, and their stabiliz-
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ing function well known. A contention to the contrary is
ot advanced by the plaintiff; but to utilize them as elements
of the combination which enabled the division of the two
-casing members of the bomb, and thus facilitate its safe and
«convenient handling, was an original conception of the neces-
'sity of suitable connecting means to insure the proper re-
assembly of the bomb when ready for use. As we under-
stand the patent, its utility was centered upon a provided
means which enabled if need be the removal of the booster
«charge and detonator from their encasements when the for-
ward and rearward members of the bomb were separated,
:and their replacement later when the parts were re-assem-
bled, thus providing features of safety and convenience in
the matter of indispensable incidents in the manufacture
and handling of bombs.

There are many cases in the books involving discussions
-and establishing precedents as to the distinction between
‘mechanical skill and invention. To cite them would be use-
less. Invention is universally conceded to involve the crea-
tive faculty. Mechanical skill as such may be said in many
Tespects to be the opposite. The art with which we are at
present dealing concerns high explosives and their employ-
ment as instrumentalities of destruction. To so employ
them comprehends not only the contemplated scope of their
effectiveness when utilized, but the extreme hazards insepa-
rably connected with the process of arming, transporting,
and launching them from an airplane.

An inventor whose inventions disclose a scientific knowl-
edge of the.details of bomb construction and by a combina-
tion of elements accomplishes advanced and important steps
in the development of the art which find favorable accept-
ance and use, exercises more than the fixed standards of
workmanship, and is entitled to the benefits of the patent
Jaws.

The right of plaintiff to receive compensation under patents.
#1817612 and #1318956 is dependent upon the provisions
0f the act of October 6, 1917 (40 Stat. 394), as follows:

“That whenever during a time when the United States is

at war the publication of an invention by the granting of a
patent might, in the opinion of the Commissioner of Patents,
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be detrimental to the public safety or defense or might assist
the enemy or endanger the successful prosecution of the war
he may order that the invention be kept secret and withhold
the grant of a patent until the termination of the war:
Provided, That the invention disclosed in the application for
said patent may be held abandoned upon it being established
before or by the commissioner that in violation of said order
said invention has been published or that an application for
a patent therefor has been filed in a foreign country by the
inventor or his assigns or legal representatives, without the
consent or approvzﬁ of the Commissioner of Patents, or
under a license of the Secretary of Commerce as provided by
law.

“When an applicant whose patent is withheld as herein
provided and who faithfully obeys the order of the Com-
missioner of Patents above referred to shall tender his in-
vention to the Government of the United States for its use,
he shall, if and when he ultimately received a patent, have
the right to sue for compensation in the Court of Claims,
such right to compensation to begin from the date of the
use of the invention by the Government.”

The application for patent #1317612 was filed February
27, 1918, Secrecy notice was mailed to plaintiff April 22,
1918, and letters patent-issued September 30, 1919. Patent
#1318956 contains this notation, “Continuation in part of
application Serial No. 195,609, filed October 9, 1917. This
application filed May 27, 1918.” Secrecy notice was mailed
to plaintiff July 10, 1918. The defendant, relying upon the
findings of fact, contests plaintiff’s right to compensation
under the foregoing act, contending that the plaintiff’s pred-
ecessor in title did not fender the use of the inventions to
the United States as the act requires.

The issuance of secrecy orders by the Commissioner of
Patents is established, and if a formal tender involving the
supplying of patent applications and specifications of the
patents, as well as direct contact with authorized contracting
officials, is exacted, the contention advanced challenges care-
ful consideration. ‘

In the case of Zeidler v. United States, 61 C. Cls. 537, this
court for the first time construed the act of October 6, 1917,
and in so doing said:

“The det of October 6, 1917, expressly required a ‘tender’
and a subsequent ‘use’ by the Government before the right
to sue for compensation attached.) Manifestly, when a
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patented device is tendered for use and is thereafter used,
without claim of right upon the part of the Government to
use, a corresponding liability to pay for such use arises.
This has been the established rule of law for a long period
of time and was the state of the law when the act of Oc-
tober 6, 1917, came into being. Société, ete. v. United States,
224 U. S. 309. The act of October 6, 1917, a war meagure,
was obviously not intended to hold the Government re-
sponsible for the use of a patented device in the absence of
an express or implied contract to pay for such use. Its
terms expressly so state. What it did do was to extend a
wholesome and just protection to prospective inventors by
saving to them a right to sue for compensation for the use
of their patents when letters patent were finally issued, and
recover compensation from the date of user instead of
from the date of letters patent. The war necessitated
secrecy. The Commissioner of Patents was given discretion
to enforce secrecy, and he could only discover from. the ap-
plication for patent when the necessity for the exercise of
his discretion was essential. Having made the discovery
and exercised his discretion, the issuance of the letters patent
was positively suspended. The established process of pro-
cedure being thus arrested and the inventor’s rights sus-
pended, the inventor might still tender his patent to the.
Government for use—i. e., disclose his application to the
full extent—and with matters in this inchoate condition not
lose his right to sue and recover compensation for its use,
if it was used, to the same extent as if he had letters patent
at the time of user. In other words, the law saved to the
inventor all rights and privileges which might have resulted
disastrously to any claim for compensation by reason of
its passage without this saving clause. It is difficult for us.
to conceive that more was intended.” (pp. 552, 553.)

“The usual course of dealing in cases of this sort is for
the inventor to tender his patent directly to the Government
through the appropriate department and solicit its substitu-
tion or use by the Government by specifying such a use in
Government contracts.” (p. 556.)

In the Ordnance Engineering case, 68 C. Cls. 801, plaintiff’
contended that it was entitled to compensation for use
of the patents involved, under the act of October 6, 1917,.
the defendant insisting to- the contrary. In: deciding this
issue the court said (pages 357-358) : ‘

“The requirement of a tender of an invention was, we
think, regarded by Congress as. an -essential condition pre-
cedent to the right of recovery under the statute, because:
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it afforded advance notice to the Government and the option
to use or not use. The statute clearly contemplates a real
tender—i. e., the bringing to the attention of the Govern-
ment the essential facts with reference to the invention so
that subsequent use of the invention may prevail with
knowledge of liability for the same. We can not read this
provision out of the statute.”

In the Allgrunn case, 67 C. Cls. 1, the tender of the in-
vention under the act of October 6, 1917, was clearly estab-
lished. In the instant case it is to be noted that each of the
patents sued upon was not granted until 1919. Patent
#1817612 was not applied for until February 27, 1918, and
the application for patent #1318956 was not finally com-
pleted and filed until May 27, 1918. Hence, as to these two
patents, with which this issue is concerned, the plaintiff
could not have made a so-called tender until some date sub-
sequent to the filing of the applications.

We say this because it 1s evident that much of the evi-
dence directed to establish tender fails to do more than
seek to establish ténder for use dependent upon applications
which in most instances antedate the applications for the
two patents under which we hold the plaintiff to be entitled
to compensation under the foregoing statute. Obviously, the
reason for the plaintiff’s relying upon all the evidence as to
tender is attriputable to the fact that plaintiff alleges in the
petition that recovery is allowable for the use of all six of
his patents, under the act of Qctober 6, 1917.

The word “tender” used in the act of October 6, 1917, is
not to be given any other meaning than its ordinary one.
The statute is a remedial one, and the intent of Congress
in exacting a tender of an invention for use was to put the
Government upon notice that by user liability to pay the
applicant therefor might arise. Its meaning is synony-
mous with “offer” and there is nothing in the act as a whole
which in ahy way indicates that more was exacted of an
applicant than bringing to the attention of the officials the
fact of a pending application for a patent and that the
Government might use it in any way it might choose. The
contention that formal proceedings are involved in making
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a tender is untenable. Subsequent to the date of tender the
Government, as well as the applicant, was free to examine
the application tendered and ascertain the nature of the
invention. S .

On September 22, 1918 (Finding LVIII), the plaintiff ex-
pressly notified the defendant that bombs were being made
in this country under his patent, and sought not only advice
as to the manner of waiving any claims against the Gov-
ernment for their manufacture and use but expressly waived
any claim which might accrue under the circumstances.
The Assistant Secretary of War declined to accept the
waiver of plaintiff’s rights. The plaintiff on other occasions
was willing to waive any claims against the Government.

We think the letter of September 22, 1918, constitutes s
tender within the intent and meaning of the act of October
6, 1917. It brings home to the acting head of the War
Department all the facts with «respect to existing bomb
manufacture and use; points out the infringement of plain-
tiff’s patent, and offers the Government the express right
to manufacture and use as it may see fit all bombs previously
or thereafter manufactured which fall within plaintiff’s
pending applications for patents. What is more, the letter is
addressed to an official with authority to make contracts.

The defendant predicates a defense to plaintiff’s suit
upon a contention that the facts as stated in Findings LVI
and LVII clearly constitute an implied license to use the
patents in suit. To support its argument a copious quota-
tion from the opinion of the Supreme Court in the case
of De Forest Rodio Telephone and Telegraph Co.v. United
States, 278 U. S. 236, is set forth in the brief. The quotation
is inapposite to the issues in this case. The De Forest case
was commenced in this court and the recovery sought was
for compensation for the use of the patent under the act of
June 25, 1910, as amended by the act of July 1, 1918, We
have held that as to four of plaintiff’s patents in suit the
defendant had an express license to use and manufacture,
and that as to the two remaining patents plaintiff was en-
titled to compensation under the act of October 6, 1917, and
obviously the quotation cited has no application to litiga-
tion coming within the latter act.
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We are likewise unable to see how Section 4900 of the Re—
vised Statutes (U. S. C., Title 85, Sec. 49) has any appli—
cation to this case. The section has to do with marking:
patented articles. If we are correct as to the existence of
an express license it is clearly inapplicable, for under an
express contract providing for manufacture and use the
issue of the validity of the patent or patents mentioned in:
the contract is eliminated. Semple v. United States, 59 C.
Cls. 664; National Clay Products Co. v. Heath Unit T'ile
- Co., 40 Fed. (2d) 617; Dall Motor Co. v. Packard Motor Co.,.
178 N. E. 835.

The plaintiff, as we have before observed, did not obtain
a single granted letters patent until the year 1919, and
during the period intervening between the filing of applica--
tions and issue of letters patent was under the imperative
necessity of maintaining strict secrecy and prohibited from.
communicating to anyone save the United States as to his.
applications or their contents. In any event, under Section
4900 of the Revised Statutes plaintiff was under no obliga--
tion to mark the patented article until letters patent were
granted for the same. It may be—at least it is not proved
to the contrary—that neither the plaintiff nor his predecessor-
in title knew of the manufacture of bombs infringing his
patents by independent contractors. for the United States.
In addition to this, however, it is clear from the record in
this case that the defendant was in possession of full knowl-
edge of plaintiff’s patent rights, and being in such a posi--
tion it could not infringe them with impunity under
Section 4900.

Findings XIV and XV disclose plaintifi’s acquisition' of
title to the patents involved. The stockholders of the Mar--
lin-Rockwell Corporation are not contesting plaintiff’s rights
under the supplemental agreement executed by that cor-
poration on January 8, 1981. The special jurisdictional act
authorizes the suit and waives the interposition of the de-
fenses otherwise available under patent laws.

The case is referred to Commissioner Gordon to take-
proof as to the amount of compensation, if any, to be
awarded the plaintiff, the amount to be determined in ac-
cordance with this opinion. Upon the coming in of the:
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Comimissioner’s report and the termination of proceedings
incident thereto, the findings of fact and this opinion will
be certified to Congress in accord with the provisions of the
special jurisdictional act. It is so ordered.

Wuarey, Judge; Wiwrians, Judge,; LirrieroN, Judge,
and GREEN, Judge, concur,

A true copy.
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Chief Clerk, Court of Claims
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This case having been heard by the Court -of Claims, the
court, upon the report of a Commissiener and the evidence,
malkes the following

.ADDI'_[‘IONAL FINDINGS OF FACT ON ACCOUNTING

1. The Barlow patents in suit numbered. 1317609, 1317610,
and 1317611, are patents directed to improvements upon
patent no. 1322083, and the rights of the parties with re-
spect to compensation are therefore fixed by the license
agreement of April 8, 1917, between plaintiff’s then as-
signee, Marlin Arms Corporation and Brigadier General
‘William Crozier, Chief of Ordnance, United States Army.
(Special Finding of Fact X, opinion of this Court, Feb-
Tuary 3, 1936.) ‘

2. The Barlow patents in suit numbered 1317612 and
1818956 are valid and infringed.

The Barlow patent no. 1318955 is invalid.

3. The improved detonator described and cldimed in
patent no. 1317609, and the improved booster described and

claimed in patents numbered 1317610 and 1317611 were in- -

corporated and formed a portion of the structure in each
of the bombs made under the following contracts listed in
149255—37
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plaintiff’s exhibit 1-Ace, which exhibit is by reference
made a part of this finding:

‘Contract P 43481475 TW -50, 000 bombs.
'« P 4346-1473 TW 75,001
“ P 4295-1456 TW{; 1?,(5’: gg‘;
« G 1961-675 TW {; ;(2) ool
Total 353,218  “

4 On the basis “of royalty of ten per cent (10%) of the
purchase price of each complete drop bomb, either loaded
or unloaded, procured by the United States from private
manufacturers” (the royalty reserved in Axrticle 1 of the
contract of April 3, 1917), the amount of royalty due at
the date of final delivery of bombs on each of the bomb
contracts listed in finding 8, supra, is as follows:

Contract nggg{:)s; of P{)igfn%er Total cost {109 royalty

P 43481475 TW. 50,000 | $12.41 $620,500.00.| 62, 050.00
P 43461473 TW 75, 001 12, 50 937,512.50 | 93,751 25
" 10,700 16.53 176,871.00 | 17,687, 10

P 4205-1456 TW. 109, 300 16.385 | 1,700,880.50 | 179, 088.05
BR|EE| LS whe

B ; ; 2. 78

G 1961-675 TW{ 20, 000 14,09 281,800.00 | 28, 180.00
Total. 353,218 |-oooeemeee 4,948, 560,08 | 494, 856.01

5. The release pin and gasket construction features de-
scribed and claimed in Barlow patent no. 1817612, and some
of the features described and claimed in Barlow patent no.
1818956, which is directed to the guide tube, booster casing,
and bomb assembly construction, were incorporated and
formed a portion of the structure in each of the bombs made
under contracts listed in the following table:

Contract P 8016-1914 TW. 4, 988 bombs.
“ P 6310-1808 TW 13,733 ¢
“ P 4347-1474 TW. 18,000
¢ P 4351-1478 TW. 80,000 ¢
A P 4349-1476 TW 32,000 *©
“ P 7513-1878 TW. 75,886 «
“ P 6874-1849 TW 1 bomb.
“ P 278)- 956 TW. 15, 600 bombs.
< P 18552-2353 TW 50 ¢

Total 244, 658
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A fair and reasonable combined royalty for the use of
such features of these two patents is 40 cents a bomb.

6. The following table shows the total computed royalty
at 40 cents a bomb and the final delivery dates under the
contracts specified in finding 5:

Contract N%glulx)gg of A%g‘;ﬁ;ﬁ Final delivery date
P 8016-1914 TW oo 4, 988 $1,995.20 | February 10, 119,
P 63101808 TW . oo mmememmmaeae 78,733 29, 493.20 | February 1, 1919
P 4347-1474 TW ... 13, 000 5,200.00 | September 28 1918,
P 4351-1478 TW ... 30, 000 12,000.00 | September 28 1918.
P 4349-1476 TW ... 32, 000 12,800.00 | December 31, 1918

P 7513-1878 TW . 75, 88(15 30,354, 30 February 19, 1919,

P 6874-1840 TW. .40°| December 12 1918.
P 2789-956 TW..___ 15,000 6,000.00 | August 10, 1918,
P 135522353 TW__. 50 20.00 | August 18 1918,

Total 244, 668 97,863. 20

7. There is not sufficient evidence to ascertain a reasonable
royalty for the use of any features covered by Barlow pat-
ents nos. 1817612 and 1318956 which may have been used
in the construction of bombs under the group of contracts
listed in finding 3.

Plaintiff has waived any royalty for the use of the inven-
tions covered by these two enumerated patents with respect
to the bombs set forth in group of contracts listed in find-
ing 3.

8. This action was instituted by the filing of a petition.
in the Court of Claims on June 30, 1927. The plaintiff
commenced the presentation of his case by filing a stipula-
tion of facts on January 27, 1930. The plaintiff commenced
to take testimony in support of his petition on March 4,
1930, and continued to do so intermittently until June 7,
1932, when he closed his case. The defendant commenced
to take its testimony on-June 8, 1932, and closed it on June
16, 1932. The plaintiff commenced to offer testimony in
rebuttal on November 15, 1932, and closed it on November
29, 1982. The defendant commenced its surrebuttal on the
same day and closed it on the following day, to wit, No-
vember 30, 1932. On May 3, 1933, the case was reopened
for the purpose of permitting the plaintiff to offer an addi-
tional exhibit, after which the case was submitted to the
commissioner for the preparation of findings of fact. How
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much of this delay was avoidable or unavoidable does not
appear.

‘9. A reasonable and entire compensation for the 597,876
bombs manufactured is the sum .of $592;719.21 ($494,-
856.01 [finding 4] plus $97,863:20 [finding 6]), together
with interest.at 5% per annum on $97,868.20 from February
10, 1919, to .date .of payment.

OPINION

Boors, Chief Justice, delivered the opinion of the court:
This is a patent case now before the court on 'thé issue
of accounting. The court on February 3, 1936, filed find-
"ings of fact with an opinion, holding the defendant liable
as appears from findings this day filed, the case having been
remanded. to the Commissioner of this court in accord with
9 stipulation of the parties to take testimony and report to
the court the extent of the liability of the Government
under the court’s findings and opinion.

The Commissioner’s report under the order of remand
was filed February 24, 1937. The defendant filed exceptions
thereto on March 24, 1937. The plaintiff did not except.

Defendant’s exceptions are not directed to inaccuracies
in figures or computations made by the Commissioner.
They do challenge (1) the liability of the Government, in-
sisting upon a free license to use patents 1317609, 1317610,
and 1317611; (2) that if the first contention is sustained
the total sum stated in Finding 4 as damages for the use of
‘the above patents must be materially reduced; and (3) that
the rate ‘of interest allowed is too high.

Finding X, filed by the court February 3, 1936, sets forth
the pertinent provisions of a contract entered into between
the Marlin Arms Corporation, plaintiff’s assignor, and the
‘United States, covering the use and manufacture of a drop
bomb for which an application for a patent was then pend-
ing. Subsequently this application matured into patent
1892083 to the plaintiff Barlow on November 18, 1919.

Article 1 of this contract licensed the United States to
use in an unrestricted way the above patent upon payment
of a 10% royalty of the purchase and cost price of each
bomb procured. In addition to the fixed royalty noted.
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Article 1 empowered the United States to manufacture, -or
“have manufactured, to use and sell, drop bombs possessing:
. any or all of the features covered by and described in ap-
plication for letters patent numbered 98787, filed May 20,
1918, the claims of which application have been allowed in:
full, and of which the contractor claims to be the sole
owner.” .

Article 2 of the contract provided as follows:

It is further agreed that in consideration of the
assistance rendered by the Ordnance Department,
United States Army, in the development of the drop
bomb referred to herein, and of the royalty to be paid
as set forth in article 1 of this contract, the Ordnance
Department, United States Army, shall have the right,
without the payment of any additional sum, to manu~
facture, to have manufactured, to use and to sell, drop
bombs possessing such improvements of any of the fea-
tures covered by the application for letters patent speci-
fied in article 1 of this contract as may be covered by
applications hereafter allowed the contractor by the:
United States Patent Office. '[Italics ours.]

The court held that patents 1317609, 1817610, and 1317611
came within the license contract of April 3, 1917, and that
the fixed royalty provided in the same should have been:
paid to the plaintiff. The defendant renews a contention:
that under Articles 2 and 10 of the license agreement the
-plaintiff is precluded from recovering any sum as and for
an infringement of these patents.

Article 2 of the license agreement, which provides that
the Army may use improved features of the patented bomb
1322083, carries with it, the defendant contends, a free
* license to use-patents 1317609, 1817610, and 1817611, not only
because the court held that said patents were covered by
the license agreement but because it was therein prowvided
that the Army “shall have the right, without the payment.
of any additional sum”, to use said patents as provided in
Acrticle 1. .

If the defendant’s construction of Article 2 is sound, the.
plaintiff under this jurisdictional act placed the defendant
in the advantageous position of being able to discontinue
the. use or manufacture for it of bombs under patent.
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1822083, the patent covered by Article 1, and resort to the
use of vastly improved bombs under the improvement pat-
ents without paying any royalty. While manifestly the
parties are bound by the license agreement, the construc-
tion contended for brings about an exceptional and most
unusual agreement.

If the words “without the payment of any additional
sum” constitute a conclusive free license to use the im-
proved patents, rather than a right to use the same with-
out paying a royalty therefor in excess of the 10% pro-
vided it Article 1, then defendant’s position is as stated,
predicated upon two considerations—first, that the amount
of the royalty to be paid under Article 1 was the entire
money consideration exacted by the patentee, and second,
that the aid furnished by the Ordnance Department of the
Army induced the execution of Article 2.

The license agreement was undoubtedly negotiated and
executed, and the amount of royalty to be paid thereunder
fixed upon the basis of the service rendered the patentee by
the Ordnance Department of the Army. The Government
officials who made the contract appraised the value of the
contribution. made by the Army to the invention, and clearly
no attempt was made to extend its value to a free license to:
use the patents.

Axrticle 1 of the agreement in a definite way grants an
unrestricted license to the Government, so far as the allowed
application 98787 for patent 1322083 is concerned, and it is
apparent that theparties to the agreement at the time antici-
pated improvements upon this patented bomb. If patented
improvements came into existence, Article 1 would not have.
entitled the Government to use the same. Therefore, it was
s matter of foresight, grounded upon necessity, to provide
in Article 2 that the Government acquire the same rights in.
improved patents as it acquired by the terms of Article 1.

The court’s findings disclose that the art involved was:
open to a variety of improvements. Drop bombs had not.
developed to the extent of perfection by any means, and
the license agreement in Article 2 was intended to obligate
the patentee to.receive no more than a 10% royalty in the
event the Government used or caused to be used a bomb-
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embodying improvements of the one mentioned in Article
1. It is difficult to -conceive that either party intended to
acquire rights whereby the Government could discontinue
to use bombs covered by patent 1322083 to be paid for upon
a unit basis, and then after important improvements came
into being enjoy the user of the improved ones, which it is
demonstrated were most extensive, upon a free license basis.

If a construction of the license agreement contrary to
what has been said is to prevail, nothing could interfere
with the Government’s discontinuning use of bombs under
Article 1 when comparatively few had been used, and im-
mediately commence the user of the improved ones under
Article 2 and pay no more for the same than a nominal
* sum under Article 1.

Article 10 of the agreement is relied upon as a complete
defense to the suit. A number of cases are cited, all of
which sustain the rule that where the parties to an express
contract agree to submit doubts and disputes arising dur-
ing the course of contract performance to a designated offi-
cial and make his decision final, such a decision may not be
challenged except for bad faith or such gross errvor as to
warrant an implication of bad faith. The leading case is
United States v. Gleason, 175 U. S. 588.

The defense asserted encounters an obstacle due to the
fact that plaintifi’s assignor, The Marlin-Rockwell Corpo-
ration, did not manufacture a single one of the bombs in-
volved in this item in suit. The question of a free license
to manufacture or use the improved patented bombs was not
called to the attention of the owners of the patents; and
the record is silent as to the fact of knowledge of any kind
upon the part of the Marlin-Rockwell Corporation that
the bombs were being manufactured and delivered by con-
tractors other than it.

It has been held by the court that the bombs manufac-
tured by the Government infringed plaintiff’s patents; that
contractors other than the Marlin-Rockwell Corporation
were paid for the same, and that this record discloses no
evidence that the Government acted upon a claimed free
Yicense to do what was done. There was.no opportunity
for a dispute between the parties as- to the meaning
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-of anything in the Marlin-Rockwell Corporation license
agreement. The Government disregarded it and proceeded
o procure the bombs under anothér and wholly independ-
ent contract, and a special jurisdictional act was essential to
‘maintain this suit.

The royalty of 109 fixed by the court’s finding 4 is
arrived at by accepting the sum the parties agreed upon in

the license contract. We think the royalty thus established.

is a reasonable one in view of all the facts in the case.
Plaintiff is, of course, not contending for a right of recovery
under the license contract. Nevertheless, having consented
that a royalty of this sum is sufficient consideration for the
granting of a license to defendant, plaintiff is not entitled
* under this item in suit to more.

The final challenge to the award made to plaintiff is con-
fined to two important propositions directly involving a
-contention for a substantial reduction of the sum reported
in the accounting findings. It is first claimed and argued
that the date from which interest is to be computed upon the
award should be limited to a six-year period, because of the
prolonged delays of the plaintiff in presenting testimony
:and preparing the case for trial.

Predicating an argument upon an inexcusable delay in
‘prosecuting a case involving an interest allowance is mani-
festly deserving of serious consideration. This case has
been pending since 1927, and no evidence was presented
until 1930 before the Commissioner of this court to whom
the case was referred for the taking of testimony. Adfter
1930, despite the lingering character of the record, it may
not be said, as the court’s records disclose, that unusual
and unexpected .delays obtained.

The difficulty inherent in the defendant’s contention re-
wsides in the fact that the only evidence the court has upon
which a charge of inexcusable delay may be sustained
against the plaintiff is the records of the clerk’s office, which
-do not disclose with sufficient definiteness the cause of the
delay. We have no means of attributing it entirely to the
plaintiff and no record of facts upon which to rest a con-
«clusion that in some, if not many, instances, it was un-
avoidable. However, inasmuch as the findings and opinion

It
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must be reported to Congress, we believe the defendant’s:
request for an additional finding on this subject should be.
allowed, and the finding is given.

In the Richmond Screw Anchor Company case, 275 U. S..
331, the Supreme Court held that the assignee of a patent is.
entitled under the act of 1910 as amended by the act of 1918.
to recover for past infringements of patent rights.

In the case of Waite v. United States, 282 U. S. 508, and.
in the Seaboard Aér Line Railwaey Co.v. United States, 261
U. 8. 299, it was said: “Interest at a proper rate is a good.
measure by which to ascertain the amount so to be added.”
This language was used to sustain the rule that under the
law the plaintiff was entitled to just compensation for the:
taking of his property, and just compensation comprehends
the allowance of such a sum as will compensate him in full.
Therefore, if the payment of just compensation is not made
when the property is taken, interest at a proper rate is to-
be added extending from the date of the taking until pay--
ment is made. We have fixed the rate of interest in the.
findings. )

The original findings of fact and opinion of the court
filed February 8, 1936, together with additional findings of

the court on accounting and the court’s opinion thereon.

this day filed, will be reported to Congress as the act of”
March 8, 1927, provides. It is so ordered.

Waarey, Judge; Wiinrams, Judge; LirrieroN, Judge;-
and Greexn, Judge, concur.

A true copy.
Test:

Chief Olerk, Court of Olaims
of the United States.

B.3.GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE: 1937
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‘ No. H-272
(Decided May 31, 1938)

LESTER P. BARLOW v. THE UNITED STATES

Messrs. George A. King and George R. Shields for the
plaintiff. Baldwin, Todd & Young and Messrs. Bobert A.
Young, H. Dorsey Spencer, and Poul E. Haworth were
on the briefs. :

My, Alewander Holtzoff, with whom was Mr. Assistant
Attorney General Sam E. Whitaker, for the defendant. Mr.
Herbert 4. Bergson was on the brief.

ON MOTION FOR NEW TRIAL

Boorr, Chief Justice, delivered the opinion of the court:

This case is now before the court upon plaintifi’s motion
for a new trial. The plaintifi’s claim was referred to this
court by the following act of Congress (44 Stat. 1844):

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre-
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress
assembled, That the Court of Claims is hereby author-
ized and empowered to hear and determine the claim of
Lester P. Barlow against the United States, arising out
of the use by the United States of certain inventions
of said Lester P. Barlow described by United States
Letters Patent Numbered 1317609, 13817610, 1317611,
1817612, 1318955, 1318956: Provided, That within one
year from the date of the approval of this Act said
.Lester P. Barlow shall file in said Court of Claiins his
petition setting forth the statement of his said claim:
And provided further, That section 3477 of the Re-
vised Statutes of the United States, and any statutes
of limitation ordinarily applicable, be, and the same

67025—38 :
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and adopted to harmonize the two, and this amendment is
in the bill now before us.

" On March 2, 1927, the following proceedings took place
in the House of Representatives:

Mr. Hooeer. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
to take from the Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 10178)
to confer authority on the Court of Claims to hear and
determine the claim of Lester P. Barlow against the
United States, with, the Senate amendment, and agree
to the Senate amendment.

The Seraxer. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Michigan?

There was no objection.

The Senate amendment was read.

The Senate amendment was agreed to.

It is true that the second provise to the act uses this lan-
guage—-“the Court of Claims in considering and adjudicat-
ing the above-described ‘claim,” but it is also true that in,
this same connection these words appear: “and such finding
on the law and facts of said claim as the Court of Claims
may make shall be reported to Congress” [italics supplied],
and this same langunage is repeated in the fourth proviso of
the act with reference to the claim by the Government by
way of set-offs, the court being required to. report the law
and the facts. Congress having twice commanded the court
to report the law and facts respecting every phase of the
controversy referred.indicates, in our opinion, that they
intended to reserve final action upon this claim. Congress
knew of the statute which requires an annual report of our
judgments, etc., to that body, and if this language means no
more than to embrace the same it is surplusage. We think
it was inserted for a purpose.

In ordinary Congressional references under Section 151
of the Judicial Code by one house of Congress the court does
not report the law and the facts of the case. 'We report the
facts, and when an act of Congress exdcts in express lan-
guage a report of both the facts and law to Congress it is
manifest that the court may not disregard this command.
In our annual report ta Congress we do not go into any such-
detail, and from this annual report Congress could not ascer-
tain the legal reasons for rendering a judgment in a given:
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case, or sufficient information upon <vhich to rest mde-
pendent consideration of the cases reported.

The plaintiff stresses the fact that the special act-uses this
language, “the Court of Claims in considering and adjudi-
cating the above described claim of Lester P. Barlow,?
which, taken in connection with the clauses which precede
them, indicates that a case for judgment is intended. .

It is true that in some of the cases cited in plaintiff’s brief
determinative significance was given to the word “adjudi-
cate,” and it was held that the use of the word in its con-
nection with the context of the entiré act gave the court
jurisdiction to render judgment. United States v. Iriin,
127 U. S. 125. In that case the language used was precise;
the court was to adjudicate it “according to law.” The act
itself conferred jurisdiction and provided a remedy where
nohe had existed before.

- The remaining cases brought to the attention of the court
by plaintiff exhibit, we think, judicial adherence to the
fundamental rule of statutory construction wherein the as-
certainable intent of the legislative body is the conclusive
factor in determining the scope and meaning of an act.
Special jurisdictional acts are to be strictly construed, Sehsl-
Uinger v. United States, 155 U. S. 163, and if the language
of the act indicates a congressional intention to withhold
jurisdiction from the court to render a ]udgment and simply
report the law and the facts to Congress, it is, we think,
when taken into consideration along with the leglslatwe
procedure which granted the right, the duty of the court to
follow the direction. Especially is this true if the conten-
tion involves an element of doubt. Blackfeather v. United
States, 190 U. S. 368.

The special jurisdictional act in this case does not pro-
vide for a review of our decision by the Supreme Court, and
while the absence of such a provision is not conclusive evi-
dence of an intent to withhold jurisdiction to render a judg-
ment, it is a fact which may be taken into consideration and
given weight in ascertaining legislative intent. The court is
unaware of any established precedent which fixes the rate of
interest to be allowed in eminent domain cases as a part of
just compensation. Shoshone Indians v. The United States,
85 C. Cls. 331, affirmed by the Supreme Court April 25, 1938.
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We believe the rate which we fixed in this case is ample to
make up just compensation for the taking of the plaintiff’s
patents.

- The motion for a new trial is overruled. The findings of
fact and opinion heretofore rendered, together with thig
opinion, will be certified to Congress. It is so ordered.

Waarey, Judge;, Witiiams, Judge,; LittueroN, Judge;
and. GreeN, Judge, concur.

A true copy.
Test:

Chief Clerk, Court of Claims
of the United States.

U. S, GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE: 1938
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Wnited States Aepartment of Justice
Des Moines, Iowa

May 11, 1940
Director
. Federal Bureau of Investigation
: 5 Washington, D: C. .
\—/;i Dear Sirs ‘\ ‘ r\§ﬂy‘
s
N Enclosed herewith are five coﬁ‘ s of a letter
”}“ received from R. W,Y/Nebergall, Chief offthe Iowa State
Bureau of Investigation, concerning onéliBarlow who it is

believed offered high explosives to army officials for
experiment recently.

This is being forwarded to the Bureau for trans~
mittal to appropriate authorities.

Very truly yours,

/%/%W

E. R, DAVIS,
ERD:DIH Special Agent in Charge,
61-3
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May 10, 1940

E. R, Davis,

Special Agent in Charge,
Federsl Fureau of Investigation,
739 Insurance Exchange Bldg.,
Des Moines, Iowz,

Dear Mr, Davis:

You are no doubt familiar with recent news dis~
patches referring %o one Barlow, who is said to be the in-
ventor of a new high explosive which he has recently demon—
strated to military avthorities in the United States.

The Barlow referred to originally comes from Clesr

Lake, Towa and is said to have at one time been identified
with certain individuals in Des Moines. Since the appearance
in the newspapers of the items referring to his demohstration
of his new high explosive, there appears to be quite a little
comment in radical circles in Des Moines and it has come to
our ears that certain individuals here have said that Barlow
& few years ago was an avowed Red.

We are unable to vouch for the correctness of this
information and are passing it on to you for such attention
as it may werit.

Cordially and sincerely yours,

R. W. NZEELGALL,
Rl VY Chief of Bureau.
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United States Department of Justics”

Sioux Falls, South Dakota
May 29, 1940

Director ‘ ,
Federal Bureau of Investigation
Washington, De Ce
o
Dear Sire Re: LESTER P. BARLOW;
INFORMATION CONCERNING.

Reference is had to the teletype from the Omaha 0ffice
to the Director under date of May 27th and letter to the Direc-
tor from the Omaha Office under date of May- 27th, copies of
which commnications were furnished the Sioux Falls Field
Division.

The alleged former Special Agent mentioned therein
possibly may be one GLES%MOORE or one —--—<f' WILSON. These are
two men I remember as icial Agents in the” Omaha Division
during the late war, WILSON being an attorney who, after he
left the service; practiced law in Lincoln, Nebraska, which
is his home. HMOORE left the service after the war, was ori=-
ginally from Deadwood, South Dakota, and has been livifig in
western Nebraska. )

Special Agent EMERY mentioned in the letter from the
Omaha Office was not in the service during the late war or
immediately after the war. Another Agent in the ha.--Office
during the pertinent period was one known as CIQID%FAKE, who
after leaving the service became a narcotic agent.

Very truly yours,

20

T , TERNER HANNT
SR IS L Special Agent in Charge
TH: 3b 5,
CCsOmaha ~ RE C'ORDED
& " e
«INDEXEp / '/f/ ;o
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62-19393-19 Ty 20, 1940

Sriradier Ceneral Sheriian Viles
Asaistant Chiof of “haff

3-2, ar Departzent
~ashin~fton, B, C.

Deur Genersal Miles:

Vor your inforoatlicn mnd such
atteaticn 2s you may deem anprovriate, I axn trens-
~1tLins herewith one cony of z lzttor concerning
Logtor Barlew wideh waz divsched bo ths Dos loines
offica of tids Duresma on May 10, 1940, by e e "o
Neberrall, Ciiet of the Iouz State Sureas of Invest-
Lockion, Des “olnes, Ioaxa.

Sincerely yours,

Inelosure
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M EBR.
EMBER NEBR.REAL EsTMs_AssocwnoN! ’ QFFiCE PHONE
# ’ C . RES, PHONE

P. J.»‘X\KE LLY
FARMS, RANCHES, LOANS AND INSURANCE
BROKEN BOW, NEBRASKA

Hay 24,

/ 0

Tedgral Bureau of Investigation
Washington, D. C.

Dear Mr. Hoovar:

"Fsr come time I have bpen reading in the daily press about the bomb
inventions of Mr. Lester P C}Barlow-. This recalls to mind a time in April
1920, while as a special agent F.B.I., I was sent to Aberdeen S. D. to in—
vestigage the activities of this gentleman, who was at that time consider~
ed one of the most dangerous radicals in the territory compromising the
two Dakotas and Minnesota. No doubt your department has g complete file
in this connection, as the daily papers in the Dakotas printed at length a
great many storges about he and his organization.

Howevetr, as a velran of the world war, and knowing the shrewdness and

deceitful way in which this man operat®s I would like to offer this suggest-

; ion, that before hé is taken seriously in the eyes of the public; that he
prove that he is daing his work honestly and to the best interests to the
country; that he had an opportunity to defend in ¥838( I believe the record
will show that in the world war he registered as a conscieniious objector).
There is no doubt but what this man ig smart and is equiovped with a lot of
ability. Neither do I believe his attitude in registering as an objector
was due to the fact of any religous tendencys, or that he was g coward, as
I believe the record will show that he was a member nf Villia's staff when he
attempted to overthrow the government of Mexico. These statements were clainm-
ed in an aritcle published in a Minat N. D. paper alsc again published in the
Aberdeen Ss-Dv Datly Américan. He attapbed to sue the Aberdeen paper for

‘ 1libel and collected from his fodlowers some $800.00 in a defens» fund, but I

i understand no suit was ever filed.

I am quite certain this is the same man who is now inventing bombs, an 4
unless he has chang%d his ways, bo my notion , he is a dangerous man to be
sonnected in gny way to our war time preparations.

RECORDED

. &
. INDEXED
Yours very truly, . e

(5 - M’gﬂ) 2
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CHC: RMB June 1, 1920

FUESCHAL AUD COSEREGIL

EECORANOU., FON ¥iHe ATTORNSY GITEHAL

Le: ILestor Pence RBarlow

I am transmitbing herewith, as of possible
interest to you, a copy of & memorandum deted Hay 31,
1940, conteinine ladorwscion wivh respect Lo one
Lester Pence Tarvlos, v.ho recontly reocdved condiderable
. press publicity lo conncebion with an ¢lleped Iavention
of a new type liquld oxygen-carbon explosive Lomd,
known as "Glmite."

Respectiully,

/ dohn Firar Togver
Uirector
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CHC:RUB My 31, 1940

Tne foliowiny information relates to one Iesber Fence
a"flou, win recently received considerable press prblicity mith
regnecl to en alleged invention of # new tyne explosive csomb,

It is reporbed thai Larlow was Lom in the linte of
~isconsin on December 21, 1?*32 ‘beln“ the son of G, 1*. T.’ar_m:v.
Vs liven durdn; a porblon of bls early life with m.s 13%&:
Gleze Toke, Iove. larlow enlisted m v"e nibed Stotes vy "'S
o cool passer on Cohoter 5, 1904, statin: uton sveh ¢ _m‘f«
trat his srade was statlonary erinelr, ¥ Carlow s@ ;mnﬂ”
servel ghoard tre LS,5. EZWG? 1.5,5. SUFFLY, %.S,5. TUIO0OT,
f1,5,.5, LIV STON, 0,8.8, Mo ECJ‘M and 11.5.5, I”‘~ o ,’e was
honorably discharsed fron the Favy ab Pare Island, Gali.mmia,
on Cebober 19, 1‘?‘03, at which tine he possessed ho rating of
Ylectrician, Cecond Class.
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Information concernin: savriow!s netivities s *’*seqmnb
By tho Jast menblened dade is not corplete. However, vavlew is
recorved o have obbzined certoin ypatonts .?.‘ro“*f o Chited Jtaves
Fatent (uwiice in corneceiloa with avlos.l.fe boscs desifmed by him
durine 1916,

Lavlow is verorted oo have served with the “exicsa
revolutionary lesjer, Farcio Villu. e fus oller ml F poasted of
rdg seyvice with Villa, nnd sesorbions huve alle f’..lj,‘ Lem: nade
to tae eftect bhat Darlow was in charce ol Willats sir force

T T “consisting of two old /larbin bombers."
o “ iccording to availalle information, Earlow did not
' serve in the armed forces of bhe Dnited Shabes durin; the | orld
-a'r, znd, while assertions have been made to the eflect that he
eveded such .aev"h.cr: D;: rosigtoriny as 3, teenselentions dojeabor,”
B "’E*l"»* T invomrbion in Ric verord 18 nob nosscsesd.
: i, Mareh 1571918, one M, M. Gills, 1219 Penrsylvanic
’ Foilding, Fai ,wln’hia, Pond tsylverde, ¢1leccdly sictsd £ooh Po s
v cew 3
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an assceiate of Berlow arnd that the latter lad invented a new
cnerial btornpedo,® being: considered by Initel Dtabes Jilitewy
ard Laval auiliorities. Ib was stubed thab sardow, walle
returnin; to the tnited States froa London, inzland, during
Hay, 1917, Tormed an acquainbance witd a woman passen’er on the
ship, wilch acquainbunce resulied in merrisge. Gibts alle edly
gbated that following the marriage iirs. Larlow resided &t 254
Ferry, New Haven, Connecblcut, and that during iareh, 1918, sie
mysteriously disappeared. It was stabed that trs. Barlow
probably rossessed considerable information aboub the aerial
torpedo, and it was suspected her disappeavance michdt bnve
involved esvionsge acbivities. Additional indorralblion concern—
inz the above incident is not possessed.

on July 10, 1918, larlow executed passportk asplication
HNo. 25508, in which he deposed that he would depart from New
York CGity enroute to I'vance on July 18, 1918, Darlow indiczied
further in this passport arplication thrbt he desired to visit
Tranee for the purpose of observins military tests, fitacehed to
the gbove menticoned a-nlicaticn for rassport was a lotier dubed
Judy 9, 1918, sirmed br Peyton C. arsh, Chied of Ohalfl, "ar
Legperiment, addressed to the Dureaw oy Cliizership, Toprriscab
of Stabe, vealing as follows:

NThe "ar Tepavtment has no objection to issuin’ passcord
to ''re lester P, Barlow, whoo i% has suthorized to
proceel to frarce 1o witness the bests of the boris of
wideh e was the nractical inventor,?

farlow obbained tie passport on the atove otcasion, and e sub-
sequently, on lugust 9, 1918, sailed ror Uorleaux, IFrance, aboard
the 5,5, ruOl” 2ufd.  sarlow indicated to ofiicials of the rrench
Iine wren parchasin: hds Steanmship tiekel bhab he wazs enployed
by the iarlin-lockwell Corporation, 347 Yadiscn venue, ilew York
City.

Information was recently oblained from & local offiecial
in Les Holnes, Iowa, to the effect that Parlow was formerly
associated with a nu<ber of individuals abt Tes lioines, Towa, at
wiiecn time Bariow was an “avowed Fed.* Availeble information
indicates that during fpril, 1920, Tarlow was zctive in ‘berdeen,
Soublt Tekobta, snd vicindty in connecbion with an orpanization
knowm as the % orld “ar Yeterans," Tarlow havin allesedly
veoresented hinmself as Teing MNational Chairran of this rroup,
wodel uas reportad ba ve of o weory Yradlend® rawuve, Snonsors of
tre or inization, " orld ar Vebirans,¥ alloredly clainmed that
1% wes fommed 1a "rance ¥y ex-solaiers and sailors nins Jays
Iollowin; the lMrmistice and thabt it was stronsly opored Ho the

L

Imerican legion and the aims of the latter orrenization.
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According $o reports and information obtzined during 1920,
sponsors of the organization, "Gorld %ar Veberans,® sbated that,
while The American lepion represented the “cspitalistic® class,
Wiorid War Veterans® represented the "masses.® It was reported
that this organization planned during 3920 to secure complete
control of the political destiny of the United Stutes within one
year by any methods available. This organization 2llegedly
planned to form a political party to be known as the “National
Service Party,® by fusion with the following organizations:

The Non-Partisan Ieapue

The Committee of Fority-Eight

The Industrial ¥orkers of the World

The Communist and Communist Iabor Pariles
The Amerdcan Federation of Iabor

The Soeialist Party {Both factions as
existing in 1920}

It was reported that ieaders of the organization, "world Tar
Veterans,? had stated they would agree to combine with any other
organizations that might desire Lo ¥air their grievsnces and get
Justice for the proletariat.® 0Ssrlow zlso nude speeches in which
fie vepresented himsell to be an organizer for the National Service
sarty of the Kon~Fartisan league.

Barlow, while making a speech at Aberdszen, South Lakots,
on April 18, 1920, sllegedly advised the audience that he was
engaged throughont the Torld %er in working on various inveniions
and, further, that all of the bombs used by the United States Lrmy
were invented by him, He also stated, according to available
information, that he was on very familiar terms with certain
Corernrental officials in "ashinzion 2nd thabt "he had the inside
on the aireraft sgeandsl® bot bhad been refused rermisslon to
teatify before the Senabe investigating committes due to the fact
hiz testimony might expose "some hich officials.? Tarlow on the
above occasion allezedly atiscked the nationsl sdministration then
serving in Vashington.

Information has been received that on June 20, 1920,
farlow atbennted to nake & specch from the strest curb in ason
City, Towa, to = nomber of followers, this speech bring of sucha
nature that elther the Mayor or Chief of Police ordered him ‘o be
taken into custody after he bad been speaking aboub thirty minutes.
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It is reported that Barlow was on this occasion saken to the
Police Stabion atb lUason Cibty, Yows, and Barlow, hinself, zllepedly
stated during the course of & speech on the evening of the same
day ab Glear Lake, Iowa, thal he was arrested and taken to the
Police Station at Hason City, Darlow referred, on the last
mentioned occasion, to the Chief of Folice of Hason City, Iowa,

as a “dope fiend,* snd he allegedly staved that he iantended a
return to Lason City for another speech, asserting thait the Hdayor
gnd Chief of Police would either publicly spologize Tor the zbove
mentioned arrest or would be sued by Barlow for damzges. Surliow
was veporied to have stated on the occasion of his speech at
Clear Iake, Towa, thet ofiicisls at Hason Ciby, Iows, had not been
respecting the citisens' rights of free speech, et cetera, end he
gllegedly added that *fhe Mason Oity bunch during the War held
kangaroo courts and forced people to buy Iiberty Bonds, receiving
commissions on the bonds that they sold.®

According o available informztion, Barlow, on Junuary
2%, 1920, made & speech in the labor Temple Hall, Tes Moines, Iowa,
doring z meeting of ihe Wordd Var Velerans, concerning which the
following information has been furmished:

#The President and the Department of Justice came in for a
ghare of ¥r, Barlow's remarks, in which he charged that
the Teapitalistie’ press of this commbry has been sup-
pressing facts to kecp the people in s state of ignorance,
a policy, however, which he claimed is not meebing with
general success, as the people are waking np to the fact
that they have been delnded in the past. He further said
that the Depariment of Justice agents had explicit ine
structions not to interfere with him for fear of getiing
them all in Dulchf on account of his inbimate knowledge
of conditions within the Veparftment. This he advanced ag
& reason for his not belng molested.®

During March, 1933, information was received that Lester
P. Barlow “of the Modern 76lers® was formerly associzbed with 2
Communist individusl by the name of Jack Bradom in organizing the
Horid War Veterans" which was alleged to be a Communist organiza~
tion. Bradon, according i¢ the above source, was an aliernate of
the Central txeculives Committee of the "Workers Communist® Party
snd was Secyetary and Treasurer of the Chicago Comnditee of the
Comnmunist International Workerts Ald., It was stated that the
“¥odern 76%ers® movement, allegedly sponsored by Barlow, might be
§a Communist movenent or merely & “private graft' operated by the

tter.

However, additional information was received from
another source to the effect that on March 17, 1933, Darlow
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delivered & speech at 1775 Genersl Mobors Building, New York City,
on behalf of the "dodern 76%ers,' which address smacked of

. Communism and extreme redicalisw. Barlow was quoted as having

asserted that the "iodern 76'ers® were organized in military
units throughout the State of Towa for the purpcss of assuring
that the farmers receive adegnate relief. He allegedly asserted
that the President of the United States would be given aboub
fitrteen days to provide adequate remedy for the farmers!’
difficuities and that if adequate relief should not be forth-
coming within such period, then the militery units of the *Hodern
T6%ere® in Towa would destroy the principal railroad terminals
throughout that state in order to prevent the shipment of food
producta to the eastern marketbs.

Additional information was received to the effect that
Rarlow, during 1933, claimed to possess mysterious secrsts about
germs which could be ubilized to destroy great masses of the
population, Rarlow allegedly claimed to possess information
concerning explosives which would have the same result. It was
indicated that Barlow ®preys on pacifist fools and gets money from
them in the interests of pacifism.® Zecording to availsble
informstion, Earlow was quoted as follows by one informant:

"We are going to clean this country or blow it wp. It
would be better fo blow it up than go on as it 1s, Ve,
the 76ters, are ready to take over the country and
c¢lean it up. If anything brezks, we will hold the
Government until everything hos settled, then csll an
election to spain establish {he constitution on its
original basig, The farmers in the ¥iddle West are all
sel to cut rails, blow bridges, crossings, to atarve
oult the Bast. 1 have held them off to glive Rooseveld
& chance, If he doss nothing, we are sgll met to raise
hell. I have been planted here to get the Eaat ready
by the fammers of the Middle West., Ve are going to
take the banks and the rallroads away from private
individuals, then turn them over to the Government.
The Covernment is the people. This revolution is one
of ballots not guns. If ballots fail then we are
prepared to resort to measures necessary,*

Barlow, according to available information, has
allegedly claimed that he invented the depth bomb nsed during the
¥orld War period, and he has sllegedly stated that he went to
Russia for the purpose of furnishing his *szerial torpedo® Lo
the Covernment of Fussia because thig wag the only nstion that
mould agree to his terms. It was indicated that Barlow spoke
with the highest praise of Sovielb Russia,

ddditiongl information received Jurins 1933 indicated
that Barlow had issued a parphlet entitled "ar of Hadmen

-5-
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Imminent,”™ in which he claimed knowledze of disease zerms so
deadly that & half dozen sm21d tubes filled with cultures
thereof could be utilized to destroy the euntire population of
the United Stabes within s few weeks. It was indicated that
Barlow was using informaiion of this kind as an appeal to
pacifists and pacifist groups in order to obtain money there-
Prom, it being zsserted that Farlow cbtained 2 considerable
amount of money from one well-meaning, Stamford, Comnecticut,
lady in the sbove regard.

Additional information was received during 1933 to
the effect that Barlow had claimed to be the inventor of a
destructive objeet which, with aid of deadly X rays, would
anninilate entire cities from a disbznce of thoussnds of miles,
It was asseried that Barlow had offered his ides in this regard
to former President Herbert Hoower gnd to ¥ilitary and Kawal
suthorities. It is reporbted that when the Unlted States
Government refunsed to purchase his idez, Barlow proceeded to
M¥oscow, hussia, where he allegedly sold or donated his secret,
whatever it was, to the Soviet tiovernment. It is reporied that
Barlow, following his return from Soviel nmussia in the above
conneetion, offered the same idsa for sale bto & Tr. lee, who
was apparently engaged in purchasing araaments for China,
Informstion from the sbove nmentioned source indicated that during
1933 Barlow made assertions Lo ihe effect he had developed
2 deadly, new type of polson gas of such charascter that a
spoonful thereof thrown to the winds of the Pacific Coast would
amnihilate many Amerlcans.

Information was received during 1938 to the effect that
lester P. Bariow was in close contacit with the Cerman-imerican
Bund, and information from the same source indicated that 3Baviow
was identified with a group of "German Nazis™ who were publicized
to some extent duving 1937 as Yeireulating a petition zsking
Congress %0 impeach President. Roosevelt.®

Barlow subsequently sued the United Stabes Covernnent
in the Court of Claimg for the sum of $600,000.00, charging that
patents obtained by him on certain types of bombs werc used by
the Government during the Torld War without prior compensation
to Barlow having been provided, this sult having been decided on
¥ay 31, 1938 in favor of Barlow, Available information is to the
effect that during 1916 Barlow approsched the Ordnance Department
of the United Stztes Army, submibiing & design for an aireralt
explosive bomb., This design, which appeared to possess amerit,
wag allezedly then in an incomplete form, whereupon the oftficers
+o whom Barlow submitted the design suggested that be go to toe
Frankfort Arsenal (Philadelphia, Pennsylvania) in order to better
faniliarize himseld with the Urdnance praciices ard consbruction.
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During the same year Barlow procecded to the Frankfort Arsenal,
where he remsined wmiil August, 1916, in an informel, voluntary
siatus, not being employed by the {:ovezment and receiving

no remunergbion therefrom, Barlow was, however, permitted to
have a desk in the drafting room where he eould work on his
designs, FHe was also furnished the use of the machine tools in
the experimental shop and the assistance of mechanies in the
consiruction of experimental bombs. It is reported that Barlow's
comnection with tho Arsenal was such that he had access to 211 -
Ordnance Departzent drawings and to sil informotion it possessed
relative to aireraft bombs., During the year 1916 Barlow f£iled
an spplication for a United States pa%en‘b, this being directed
to seversl safeby feabures of an zerial torpedo or aircraft

bomb, It is reporbted that harlow mas able to obtain a nmmber of
‘patenta in the above regard as a direct result of the imowledge
gained by him at the Frankfort Arsemal. Hepresentatives of

the United States Ordnance Lepartment allegedly contended in
defense of the above mentioned Court of Claims matter fhat
Barlow obtained the patenis in question as a resull of information
gained in the Frankfort Arsenal, it being indicated that be would
not have been able fo obtain such patents otherwise.

Subsequent to the sbove mentioned award by the Court of
Claims, Bariow attempled to have legislation enacted by the
Convress appropriating the sum of $600,000.00 to be paid to
Barlow. It is reported thet z bill in this regard was passed by
the Senate and referred to the House of Representatives, where
on June 10, 1938, the bill wes allegedly objected to by
Congressman John Taber, whereupon the bill was recomrdited to the

Tar Claims Committee of the House. It is reported that Parlow

threatened to fumish a certsin "message” to the press if
Congressman Taber did not withdraw his objection to the bIll., It
is reported that on June 15, 1938, Congressman Taber diszpatched
his Clerk, one Kenneth Sprenkle, to obtain z copy of the transcript
of evidence submitted to the Court of Claimg in connection with
this matter. 7hile on this mission, Sprankle allegedly met
Barlow and the latber's atborney, one Haworth, and, zccording to
available informetion, Barlow expressed anger and asserted to Hr.
Sprankle that Congressman Taber was unressonsble and added that
he, Barlow, did not intend to allow any member of Congress *bo
hold him up for money" in order io get this Dill through. Sariow
allegedly asserted om this occasion that if the bill did nob go
through, he, Barlow, was going to "give to the Associazied Press
2 statement which would dbe spread all over the couniry and which
would ruin Mr, Taber.," It is reported that Mr. Sprankle replied
o the sbove assertions by volcing objections to Barlow's intimae
tions of bribery and requested zarlow to name the Congressman
referred to. It is alleged that Bariow refused to name the




LI NE Y

.

we »°

® . »

Congressman, and ke allegedly took from his pockeb a piece of
paper, stating that he was on his way to furnish tie statement to
the lssceiated Press.

It is reported that Larlow, by letter dated June 15,
1938, addressed to Congressman John Taber, again intimated that
he had been approached by a certsin member of Congress, whox he
did not nene, with regard to a possible brive in connection with
the passage of the bill appropriating money to pay Barlow's
$000,000,00 claim, It is reported thab this lebter contained
the following:

"Here is my snswer to all of your kind, and to scendal
mongers, racketeers and 'shake dowi! sriists: I intend to make
thiz a proposition for the American people to look at, and T
invite the Congress of the TUnited States to help me bring out the
facts. I do nobt want to do anything to unduly damage you, but
you seem to be entirely to insistent, in the face of facts, to
werrant me to negleet calling Lo your atbention that you seen to
be sitbing among some preliy rolben compsny., If I heve sald any-
thing in this leiier which is wafair to you, I spologize, bub
until you can square yoursell, this letier stends for everything
there is in ib,"

It is re;mrted that the following 2ssociated Press
dispatch appeared in a Stamfard, Comnecticut, paper, the date of
the dispatch and correcht i&entit" of the paper in question not
being knowm:

#Jouis ¥, Goberman, Assistent Federal Attorney, announced
last night Le would prosecubte Barlow as a result of the inventor's
putburst at 2 National ILaebor Relation Board meeting., Bariow
charged the proceedings were a 'racket! and invited Trial Examiner
Paul Zavier to "tell the President of the United States for me o
go to hell.' XZarlow, inventor of a depth bomb used by the United
States during the World Tar and claimant of several million
dollars for the invenbion, issued z statement saying he also would
file charges agzinst James i. Farley, Postmaster General, Homer
5. Cuarings, atborney Uenersl, and many others associaced with the
Democratic national political machine.®

It 18 reported that Barlow has been associated with the
Glenn L. Martin 2irplane Corporztion for the past several years
st Baltimore, iaryland, during which time he has apparently been
experimenting with the much publicized *Clmite™, reputed to be 2
ne: t;r;t); of liquid oxygen-carbon explosive designed for electrical
cetonation.
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Mr, John 7. Kelly
Eroken Dow, lebraska

Dear ¥r. Xelly:

I wish to acknowledge receipt of your
letter dated May 24, 1940, and you may be assured
that the information furnished by you haz been
noted with rrest interast.

I want to express my sineocre aporeciztion
for your interest and courtesy in bringing the
matter mentioned in your correspondence to oy
attention,

Very truly yours,

John Edgar Hoover
Dircctor
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defyrence is rade to your Lelotyps messan of
Yay 27y 1820, and bo bk lobtor fran vour offfice of tho

-

o dulis, concerping the nbovs catitled ratter,

Tou ere mdvised that Ton Ingolidsiy has noh

concaunicated with the duresu with rer’ard t.o this nutbor,

I gn traosdtbing herewilh
adcérossed to the Buresu by Jchn%i

Liobragkay
acinowledgrent to iy, Lelly dated June 1, 1940,

i ocopy of a lebter
7y of Broken Duw,

dated Iy 24, 1940, ag well as a copy of ny
Ian

gloo furnishin: herewith & copy of a memorandum dated

Yoy 31,4 1940, contalning data, as obbeined from the
Iiles of the Duronu, rolutive to Lester Ve Bnrlow.

These dabn are bedns furnished for your inf‘carzmtion fmlj,
ami ro ianformation wh&bsaawr should be poloased bo Ton
In~oldsby, upon his request, or to other indivicuals,

inasauch as information in the Bursauls files is
strictly conlidential in accordsnce with o rul
proaulgabed by the thorney Ceneral of the Unibed
States.

Very truly yours,
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' BARLOW - CALLS
ON CITIZENS TO
STORM CAPITAL

Inventor Advocates Army
For March To Washing-
ton—With Clubs

Cheered By Group Of 250
At Americans On
Guard Session

Lester P. Barlow, inventor of the
oxygen-carbon explosive Glmite, last
night called for an “army of citizens
to march on Washington” and over-
throw the Government with—clubs,

As the inventor-orator’'s call rang
through the auditorium at the com-
munity center at North avenue and

“Harford voad. his audience of more

than 250 persons cheered, clapped their) ¢

kands, and stamped on the floor,

When he closed his address, the au
dience stood up and cheered.

Several weeks ago a demonstration
of Glmite by Barlow at the Aberdeen
Proving Grounds, failed to show the
effects of a deadly shock wave, which
Barlow claimed for the explosive,

Speaks For Two Hours

Last night, Mr. Barlow spoke for two
hours—killing time, so to speak—while
the siﬁcial gathering of Americans on
Guard recently formed patriotic or-
ganizaton, awaited the arrival of the
gchedulvd speaker.

The scheduled speaker was Repre-
gentative ™ Jacob ¥Thorkelsen (Rep,
Mont.), who, when he finally ascended
the platform at 11 P. M., explained
that he thought the meeting was to
be on Friday.

The Congressman had been sum-
moned from Chevy Chase by tele-
phone when it was discovered that he
wag not present at § P. M.

At 10.57 P. M., after Mr. Barlow had
completed his address and while many
of the waiting audience were crowding
the soft-drink har in the community
center, Mr, Thorkelsen's automobile
drove into the center’s driveway. It
was escorted by the motorcycle of
Patrolman Russell Hilton, of the traf-
fic division.

Leader Awaits Invited Speaker

Mr. Thorkelsen had accosted the
patrolman at the intersection of Wash-
ington Boulevail and Caton avenue
to ask the Way.‘x

During the ole of Mr. Barlow’s
addmss‘ which ’was impromptu, John
W/ Farrell, pzesxdent of #Americans
on Guard and also head of thefCivitan
Ciub, stood in the doorway of the
community center, waiting for the
tardy Representative. ,‘~

nside Mr. Barlow had his audipg
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LESTER P, BARLOW inventoy of Glmite
e

" Barlow Calls For Citizens |
__To March On Washington

i

sell him on the idea that I oughtn’t to
go to jail. And I won't have any law~
vers io do it."”

Barlow ended his talk at 10.35 P, M,
amid a standing ovation. Mr, Farrell
announced he was still expecting the
arrival of Mr. Thorkelsen. Most of the
audience got up to stretch Jegs.

Contends U. 8. Must Arm Itself
| When Mr. Thorkelsen arrived, he
Tmounted the platform immediately,
and more than three-fourths of the
{audience took seats again to hear him
dmcuss in quiet tones, “Shal] We De-
{end Amecrica by Arming the Allies,
ar by Armidg Ourselv 037"

%r. ‘Thorkelsen contenc od

that

Inventor Advocates Overthrow Of Government In
Speech To 250 At Americans On Guard Meeting

(Continued from Page 23)

America must arm itself, declaring that
“if you can’t build a first-class navy
with  $7,000,000,000, there’s something
wrong with the people who are build-
ing it.”

Americans on Guard, as an-organiza-
tion, advocates “An adequate national
defense—No foreign alliances.”

Eric¥Arlt, chairman of the Amer-
jcanization committee ‘of the organ-
ization, presided while Mr. Farrell was
waiting outside for Mr. Thorkelsen.

At a meeting held a week ago, at
the same place, Representative Martin
usmme) {Dem., Ohio) -was sched-
uled to speak, but cancéled ‘the en-
gagement, As mst night, Mr.|
Barlow took the speaker's place.



¥ ing at iniquities in Washington,
A \would Gather tan Parks
7 “We'll go from this meeting and talk
~ to_twenty people each $Mr, Barlow|
Py, “Then we his hall, and
after we fill this hall we'll go to the
public parks and speak there.
“And if they won't let us speak
there, we'll fight, I they won't let us
speak, we'll form an army of citizens
and march to Washington and throw
the Government out, by force if nec-
-essary, with clubs, and set up a newf
government for democracy.”
- There was loud applause and p-
ing of feef. By the time Mr. Barlow
came to this passage in' his address,
he had spoken for almost two hours,
gesticulating with clenched fists and
roaring from the depths of his lungs.
Predicts New Government . [
“They're going 1o let us have anl
eléction some time this year,” he said.|
*“But I'm telling you that some timef
within the next year, within the next{
twelve months, the American people
are going to have a new Government
‘backing the Constitytion, even if they

have to pick up a club to do it.”

At the very oufset of his phillipie,
in which he declared that “We've got}
to Zet back to the Constitution, Inf
spite of :Z.: the damnable crooked!l

¢ Ry e rs AAUGIALE; SUCCLHLY BIG gm\ﬂ}

politicians fn_Washington,” Mr. Bar-
low spoke f& q
QuotingjThomas Jefferson to the ef-
feet that the peoplé have a right to
Tevolt in order to. “remind th~ -
érnmlg{'\t & who s masters are,” Mr.
_ Barlow declared that it was the “duty
| of every decent citizen to throw off
that government (the present one) and
$ut it its placé something clean and

decent.” .’\

7% The average man in office in Amer-
fea is so yellow and cowardly and'

. erooked that he does’t dare fo be anj,
American,” the speaker shouted.

s pbtacking what he said were f;?g
tempts to drag this country into the
European war, Mr. Barlow said that
“qf Poosevelt wants to wear the Brit-
jsh crown, then he can wear it alone

«f would. like to fill a mosquito boat
with bread and butter, and Send him
over there in it.”

There was great laughter and ap-
plause. -

Recounts Patent. Episodes

CGireater laughter at the meeting how-
ever, came while Mr, Batlow was
recounting episodes in his attempt to
«colléct $700:000 from the Goverhment
for patents which he alleges were used
and belonged to him.

«Ig's pot the healthiest business in
the world P'm in, fooling around with
high explosives and airplanes,” he
said, explaining his claim against the
Government for risks undergone. “Ive
had three premature explosions, and
three airplane erashes. . .."

“Thank God!” a woman in the back
of the room interjected.

Taughter continued for several
moments. *
* In another passage, Mr. Barlow ob-
seérved, “Some of you may wonder why
‘I'm sotb in joil yet, Aquawking against
the CGovernment like this.

“pyl tell you why. We've still got a
jury system in this country. If they:

"~ -gvers pick me up, Tivizoing to ask for’
2 jnry friak And I'm going to pick the’
most gullible man in that jury, and

{Continued®n.Page 16, Column 3)
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o dr. Harry A Junn ' ):“,
- . - Honorary Qeneral Manager ‘ -
. .. . American Vigilsnt Intelligenoo Federation
e - '435 North Hichigan AVenue, Room ?212 \uj;u-'“

B cmoago, Illinois LT

Dear Hr. Jung: o T ‘
. Lvdshto acknowledge receipt of your |
- letter dated June 29, 1940, and to exjiress appre-

L ciation for thc interest yvu havc diaplaynd.

Ybu may be aseured thal tho content of

your communication has been noted and will receiva -

. appropriate attention.f,‘ ’
e Bmcéroly yours, o

o o AR n
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e ;D’r.' D.'C. Danforth
. '3501 Creensiount Avenue & . o G u Lo
 Balttmore, Maryland 0. Al el

. Dear Dr. Danf‘orth LT T e R
T T wlen to acknowledoo receipt of your letter ST .
dated June 27 1940, and the encloeure thereto, S

S Your courte.,y end interost in bringing this
~.1nformation to my attention arc indeed- appreciatad. RN
- You'may be assured your. letter 1s being’ made a mat'cer R
of official record. PR - S

: . Yoy traly yours;
' ’ S T P P ST
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: Oﬂice Memorzmdzm UNITED STATES. GOVERNMENT

TO : Mr, Ladd DATE: March 17, 1953

Tolsont e

FROM Mr. RosengZ]ﬁ gaf'g{/{ygﬁ- ~Lazl§#

tmone
egg
/ Glavin—
Hatbo eee—

SUBJECT:  TESTER PENCE BARLOW Roseo—
MISCELLANEQUS, INFORMATTON CONCERNING _ Geary —
I3 / ’ ?ntrcrrow —
¢ ' ;4' :j ) ¥ele. Rooctln_

Holloman —
Sizoo

Among a number of items turned over to the Bureau by  oo-
Senator McCarthy's office on February 1ll, 1953, is a letter
transmitting to McCarthy an lle-page document in which Lester P.
Barlow describes difficulties which he had in recovering
$592, 719 from the U. 8. Government for use of patents on certain
bombs which he invented during World War I. He says that several
attorneys formerly connected with the Justice Department tried to
participate in his award prior to 1938 through their alleged
ability to assist him in prosecuting his claims. However, he
states he never pald any of these people for their assistance.

Subsequent to the large award, the Bureau of Internal
evenue levied a $21,000 tax against Barlow which he has pro-
ested and has not paid. He believes that the tax was based on

% desire to participate in his award or for revenge due to his
aving overcome the govermnment in his various lawsuits.

Bureau files retlect that on June 1, 1940, we sent the )}ﬁyf
Attorney General an informative memorandum contalnlng information
mostly received from G-2., This memorandum, in addition to data
regarding the claim for bomb royalties, alleged that Barlow is
suspected of being a "dangerous radical," reportedly pro-Nazi
at timesand pro-Communist at other times. He appears to be most
intemperate in his statements and ready to question the motives of
anyone who does not see things the way he does.

There is no apparent violation within the Bureau's
jurisdiction included in Barlow'!s information, but even if there
were, prosecution would long since have been outlawed by the
btatute of Limitations. 4t is noted the litigation in this
matter was carried on from 192l to 1941, at which time Barlow
was awarded his money. (62-19893)

RECOMMENDATION ¢ 3 RECORDED-38 [ & 2. / ~ P WZQ
Attached are letters to Assistant tqnmexgﬁ%geral Olney
nd the Secretary of Treasury furnishing cop¥#ss of the YAformation

hich Barlow sent toySenator NcCarthy advising them that no action

is contemplated by th\ Bureau in the absence of a specific request
from the Department

1ol
Y
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r"he Honorable e LoD ‘LESTER PENCEZ%ARLOW
-The Secretary. “of the Treasury £.MIbCELLANEOUS “INFORMATION
s.ufashington, D. Co e o . _CONCERNING
- ) 7‘574'1?' . (Accounting & Fraud Section)
hy dear Ir. oecretary'“ - ‘
Attachod is & Photoutat of a oocunent captioned
”Extortion ‘Practices Through The Illegal Use of The
' Pederal ‘Taxing Powers," prepared by Lester ?.SBarlow of
St&mford, Connecticut. . This material was made “available ,
to the Buréau by a’ confidential source of unhnoun R »'4;1t\
reliabillty. I B B TR
‘ It is ncted that Earlow claims a hlstory of cooo
difflCUItieu regarding-a tax assesgment of 21,000, the . ' " .y
. background of which appears t6 be %61l -known to the <. °© . .
Treasury, Departnent and to the Bureau of Internal . ERRLTNN
Revenue. : _' PR Sl o STy
- In the absence of any indlcations of 'specific
violations within the jurisdiction of this Bureau, this . /»"7 T
" information has been referred to the Criminal Division SN
‘of . the Départment of Justice and. fis further action is . ~;g;{3
contemplated by this Buréau in the absence of a speciflc Ce N
request frOm the - Departmenfs of’ Justice. ‘ & : 4
R S B A~
Sincerely yours,A : _;i::?,g i
e K R Edgar' Hoovegfw ______ __...=, } :S :'-SE
: ) . . . wo ROT R] L ”\4“:) i :.w‘,-' ~: - 8
98 APR 2 1953 Bn
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F YOU’RE a fellow like Lester P. Barlow, then ybu"
simply oughtn’t to be married. He admits ‘it

himself.

Barlow’s an inventor, an energetic, short-tempered man
ideas, with no time for domesticity. He’s that self-made
izard who has just been awarded $592,719 21 by the Gov-
ernment for infringement of air bomb patents during World
War 1. It was purely coincidental that Mrs, Barlow, who ha

been his wife for as long as he’s been suing the Governmen
—21 years—filed suit for divorce at about the same time

Both had decided that explosives
a mariiage—when seasoned bv
th¢ Barlow temperament—do not
mi

The award of the half-million,
noth to mention the mysterious 21
cents, marks a victory for Barlow
in a hfe full of skirmishes and
major engagements He has won
other victories and suffered numer-
ous defeats, but he has never had
a.dull moment

He served with Pancho Villa, the
Mexican rebel chieftain, he did a
hijech in the Navy, he has mvented
priactical bombs and impractical
super-dreadnaughts, he has cam-
paigned for reform in politics, he
once uiged the impeachment of
President Roosevelt, he was an
early champion of express high-
ways, he has been mm and out of
Congressional Commuttee meetings
so often that he 1s better known 1n
Vi(fshmgton than many Senators.

Biwrsting with Ideas
A;§ His Life.

ke 830 many inventive geniuses,
he has been bursting with 1deas all
his life, some of them touched with
a fine madness, others highly piac-

tical. Sometimes he has kept two
or three i the an at once

For the past 21 years he has
been married to the former Ger-
truge IMitzgerald of New Haven,
Corm.  And now they have agreed
thay there 1s no place for a wife
the thife of a man hike Barlow

* * ks

LESTER Barlow was born on

Dec 2, 1886, 1n the small farm-
ing community of Monticello, Wis,
30 miles south of Madison. He 1s
the eldest of the three sons of
George Barlow and Jessie Pence
Barlow. The Barlows wele English,
the Pences, whose name origmally

s Benz, came from Austiia to

nnsylvanmia 1n  Revolutionary

ys.
he Bailow boys had an ordinary

faim youth—Mhttle red schoolhouse,
helping with the chores,etec Lester’s
brother Floyd was taught to fly by
Glenn Curtiss and 1s the only sui-

viving member of the old-time Cui-
tiss Flymg Circus Floyd now 1s a
cracker salesman 1n South Dakota
‘Wayne, the third Barlow boy, 1s 1
the outdoor advertising busmess 1

California

Lester had mechanieal tendencie
which he believes came down It
mother’s side  When he was 14 hi 1
left home and apprenticed himself
to an electriczan in Mason City,
Towa, taking International Corre-
spondence School courses in the
four years he stayed theie '

When he was 18 he started wan-|
dering westward. For a while he'
ran 2 sawmill engme 1n easte
Washington Then he tried to git!
on as a marine engineer In Seattlk,
but was turned down as too young
Fimally he passed himself off as
and jomned the Navy, where he be-
came g coal passer.

“I ranked,” says Lester, “with’
the Chmese cooks, but just a shade '
below them.”

He was put aboard the U S 8
Solace as a fireman Now this ship
happened to be the first U S naval
vessel equipped with radio On a
trip to Honolulu, Lester spent most
of his off-duty tumne hanging around '
the radio shack He discovered that
the sailor i1unning the wueless
didn’t know much more about 15
than he did ‘

This led ham to an electrcian’s
rating, and he was put ashore at
Guam to superise the wnstallation
of the first naval radio station
there. The Japanese borrowed him
for @ while to put e radio, thew
first, aboard the Tenya Maru, first
turbine steamship on the Pac

Later he operated the 1adio Jon
thle Pacific Fleet’s flagship at Ma-
nila.
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BARLOW fimghed=1i§ hitch 1n
908, being discharged at San
Fraphciseo Having done some art
woifs for newspapers in Manila, he
decifled to pursue a1t as a career.
He Ycalled at the Barron Collier
advertising offices to ask for a job
They had been needing a real
1lor as a model and grabbed him
hle he was posing, he talked
em into giving hum a job at $8
week, and he studied art at mght
The only reason he 1s not still
makmg car cards 1s that he got
tired of drawing baking powder
cans, bungalows, false~teeth and
“tombstones so beautiful you'd
want to die just to get one.”

e quit and went back to Mason
Citty, where he got a job road-test-
ing an automobile made there, the
Colby From the Colby company,
wliete he became general trouble-
shooter, he went to Packard, thence
to White truck and for three years
helped White develop engimes and
tiack-type wheels for desert hauls,

He was with @ chemical mining
company . Lower Califorma wn
1918 when he began to hear a lot
aboyit Mexico’'s Valle. He even
titefl Lo hook up with the rebel, but
Vily wouldn’t listen B low then
attached hwmself as mechamie to
the chauffeur of a certan Gen
Benavides, Valla’s chief aide. The
first tume they ran into trouble,
the chauffeur ducked and Barlow
wmherited his Job, drwing @ new
Codillac

Through Benavides, Barlow got
clpse to Villa and when that swash-
buckler took Mexico City, Barlow

was a member of hig—staff . in
e of transportation.

It was at that time, Barlow
says, that he first got the 1dea of
using the airplane as an offensive
weapon by dropping bombs

Barlow had met the now noted
airplane designer, Glenn I Martin,
while he was in California He
got Villa to order a Martin plane,
and melted up some old railroad
car ‘wheels to make bombs, which
were dropped with interesting ef-
fect but little success

When Villa’s star began to wane,
Barlow, on fire with the bomb 1dea,
staited for Washington and the
War Department But first he got
a letter from Gen Leonard Wood
at Governors Island

The letter, written Feb 19, 1916,
and addressed to Gen Hugh Scott,
acting Secretary of War, read '

“This will mtroduce Mr Lester
P. Barlow who has exhibited to me
an aerial torpedo which, 1t appears
to me, will accomplish three very
desirable results 1) Comparative
safety 1 handling and from pre-
mature explosion m the air, even
if struek by an enemy small-arm
projectile; 2) Accuracy in tiravel
after, being released, 8) Detonation
of the charge before penetrating
the ground I believe the device 15
worthy of the careful consideration
of the Department”

The trick of the Barlow bomb
was, roughly, a tubular nose which
contained an ordmnary rifle car-
tridge This was set off on contact
and the bullet was projected up-
ward 1n the tube to set off the
bomb’s charge Barlow said he

T

was inspired to the 1dea by watch-

g Annie Oakley smash glass ballg

iy the air at Buffalo Bill’'s Wild
est Show

As a result of an interview with
Scott, Barlow got $5,000 to work
with and the Frankford Arsenal at
Philadelphia to work in  After he
had developed the bomb, he went
to Connecticut to work at the plant
of the Marlin-Rockwell Co, which
received the manufacturing con-
tract,

The basic work prodnced the
kind of bomb for which Barlow 1s
being paid now.

% * ¥

I the meantime he had been

fooling around with a “return
aption” bomb, one which would ex-
plode a small charge on contact,
tossing the mam charge back mnto
the air to explode well above
ground, where 1t would do more
damage., The British and Italians
had been experimenting with this
kind of thing, but none was suc-
cessful Barlow solved the prob-
lem by usmng a length of pano
wire 1n each bomb When the small
charge had tossed the bomb mto
the air, the wire tripped a trigger
and set off the main charge

Barlow was—=zent to Europe
1916 to demonstrate his Anwme

QOalley bomb and took with hum s
return activr=cswsse He shouled
both types to the Brilwsh and Had
the satisfaction of seeing both iddna
picked up and used He says, how-
ever, that he never got a farthing
for the job

saw a machine-gun synchronized to
shoot through the propeller of a
plane. He appreciated the value
of the idea, but saw whetre the
trouble lay

The British were using a gtrip
geared to the plane engime tojpull
the trigger of the gun Barloy at
once thought: “Why not foiget
about the trigger and gear the gun
to the engine Iike a magneto ?”

He took no action then, however,
because while he was still in Eng-
land the Umnited States declared
war, and he started for home.
Heirbert Hoover being on the same
ship, Barlow talked to him about
the machine-gun 1dea. Mr Hoover
was interested. Also on the ship
was a young Enghsh divoieeg,
Ruby Miller. He talked to h
about the machine-gun, and appa
ently other matters, for they we
mairied soon after landing m Ney
Yoik.

Sub Attack Sets
Him Thinking.

In the midst of the romance, and
the tete-a-tetes with Herbert Hoo-
ver, Lester got another idea A
Geiman submarine got several off
the ships of the convoy the first
night out, and Lester was wonder-
ing whether there was not some
way tgo get at the subs

The depth bomb already was mnn
use. It was one of the things Les-
ter didn’t invent However, the
bombs were set for explosion only
on contact

It was Lester’s notion that they
could be made to explode by hydro-
static pressure (governed by the
depth of the water). This, too, he
discussed with Hoover, and Hoover
again said 1t was a good 1dea., Bar-
low put 1t up to the Navy on lys
return but they laughed him oht
of the office

The dark ymplication here 138 not
explicit but, before the war whs
over, all depth bombs were actuated

are

Barlow spent most of his fime
after commg back on the syne
chiomzing device The War De-
partment wouldn’t listen So hae
bmlt some for France, When
Pershing got to Fiance he saw
them in operation and inquired
testily why the Umted States—fis
yet prictically planeless—didg’t
have them. Barlow then got actipn
m Washington

EY L .

ABOUT this time Ruggig anmted
2

L& over to give some fTips
on army ordnance. He went, and

While he was n England he first

by hydrostatic piessure, and stll .



" when he came back; Washigton .-

« road idea through New Engl#nd

cugeBIHATOT giving aWESTSHILTArY
secrets

That was only one of a series of
clashes with the brass hats which
has left Barlow undaunted {

After the war Barlow drifte
out to Minnesota, where he mixe
vaguely m pohitics Then he wenl
to Detroit and later to Clevelan
where he connected with the Ame
1can Locomotive Co, the Biown
Howist Co and Babcock & Wilcox
as a consulting engineer.

“We were successful enough
mechanically,” he says, i dismiss-
g this period, “but we ran imto
pat,f,ant trouble and the thing blew
up

Divoices Ruby,
Scon Remarrres.,

Incidentally, he obtained a
vorce from Ruby m 1918; they
Iived together only two mon
He married Gertrude Fitzgerald 4n
1919. They went from Clevelapd
back to Detroit, where thewr sqn,

r
e

d
ths

Teddy Lee, was born mn 1928. Bdr-
lojw stayed 1n Detroit, working
tHe McCord Cgd, until 1930.
fi¥m made automobile coolng sys-
tems for various makes of cars

‘When the depression hit, he had
a good deal of money, so he de-
voted himself to the idea of gx~
press highways. L

He spent about $25,000 of pus
own money promoting the exprgss

and feels that he can take some
of the credit for the public demand
that made the Merritt Parkway
1 Connecticut possible, and that
brought the Harrmsburg-Pittsburgh
Highway i Pennsylvama to com-
pletion on the right-of-way of an
abandoned railroad project

In 1933, he went with Yale &
Towne, the safe and lock people,
having dreamed up a non-refillable
Iijuor bottle This bottle had ja
dguble neck, with the upper palt
jqined to the lower 1mn such a wgy
that 1t could be broken off withoft
le2ving jagged edges Where Yaie
& Towne came i1n was that the
customer would need ey
with which to twist a metal band,

break off the top part of the bottle
“fieck and ﬁﬁf-@%l access to the
_eork

_look 1into the matter,

; since that number of planes could

tume a man with ¢ hang-
over would have expured from need !
and @ moderate drinker would have
turned teetotal from the mere wn-
convemence But the Government,
Barlow clarmed, would have been
protected from an enormous loss
of hquor taxes every year
In fact, Barlow went so far as to
declare at a Congressional hearmng
—he fook the matter mght to
Washington—that one of the na-
tion’s largest distilling firms was a
bootleg rmg For this, Senator
Clark threatened him with con-
tempt proceedings, but they were
dropped, as was the bottle Nothmg
has been heard of it since ‘I
£«

ESTER had other irons in the!

fire all this while In 1932, he!
iwas canvassing Washmgton mn the:
. 1nterests of an aeral torpedo whice
he said, would cieate devastatio
over whole cities He enlisted thg'
interest of Senator Frazier, whp'
thought the Government should!

but dldﬂ’t;

make much progress
In 1936, he offered the 1dea of a
s. w2.-dreadnaught, 85,000 tons
eight, 1,500 feet long, powered
1ith Diesel engmes that could be
eplaced at sea. If the Government
1dn’t want that, he proposed that‘
nstead of buymg one ordmary
attleship, the same money be mn-
vested in 1,200 bombing planes,

elimmate any number of Dbattle-
ships, espeecially if carrymng his
bombs
About this time he had developeq!
a non-penetratmg bomb. Thisi!
briefly, was eqmpped with a telej
scopmg rod n the nose The heigh
vom the ground of the bomb’s ex-
losion could be determuned by the
homber, who could set the rod for
certain length before dropping
e missile Such a bomb, explod-
ing, say, four feet above the sur-‘
face of ground or water, would
spread terrific destiuction, he as-

"~ In 1939, he began _exﬁ?ﬁ??m@@

I

-«

| This bomb, he said, had

| s0

| terested a2 Senator,

| glmite, 1 honor of his old frieyd,
,Glenn L. Martin, successfully bldw

1 sulting engineer on explosives The
i

tied up m a field outside Baltimore, |'
and varwous functionaries — Con-
| gressmen, the military and very
likely a few earefully hidden for-
eign spies—took their places behmd
" sancffags far from the explosive
1tself,

| smoke.
the derrick to w

NEW YORK SUNDAY NEWS ‘
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with 7zquzﬁ oxygen as

force

e
In this he worked 'wzth‘\
George B. Holdrer of New York,, t
outstanding authorty on hawd,
oxygen cxploswes This was to lead
rm to an werdent which exposed | v
wn to a good deal of press ride-
,Mﬁ,‘was Barlow’s belief that liquid
ygen, properly detonated, would
P the world’s greatest destiuciive
force THe atfed the use by he
Germans m the Spfi.)nlsh ngzlel\{ e;r
mn Bar
of an oxygen bom ereg*zedi
havoe never before possible with -

use of one projectile. He
_t.}&i__..‘.lﬂ 1~ hava found a safer wayl,
of handling the gases necessdry

and wanted the Army to look at 1t
he Army was skeptieal. Offi-

cets claimed to have seen experi-
mants gomng back 40 years, de-
clared the gas tould not be han-
dléd, so high is the pressure and
low the temperature—3,000
pounds to the square mch and 300
below zero

Barlow took the matter to Was
mgton, as usual, and, as usual, 1
this tim
Morris Sheppard of Texas, char
man of the Military Affairs Com-
mittee A hearmg was arranged
aty which Barlow told s plans
Afiter the heaiing the notes of the
prpceedings were solemnly burned
mia waste basket. Arrangements
wdre made for an actual test.

# % »
HIS was 1n March, 1940 A Iittle
later a test was conducted at

the Anacostia Naval Air Stat
Barlow’s explosive, which he call¢d

a telephone pole to bits,
(Barlow was working with the
Martin Co, 1n Baltimore, as a con-

artin firm, of course, 15 known

r 1ts bombers )

«Thls wasn't enough Barlow said
tflat his explosive would destroy all
Iife in the surrounding area, and
he wanted to prove that. So, al-
ready at sword’s poimnts with the
Army and the Navy, who were dfs-
tinctly hostile, and with sevesal
chemists who had been ecalled mito
comnmittee to make light of ks
clayms, he added another enemyi—
the SPCA For he wanted to use
goats 1 the experiment.

There was a minor tempest over

1, but he got his way at last

the inferests of world peace, the
overnment saw fit to sanction the
sacrifice of 84 goats. These were

?Whﬂe quivering photographdrs
ointed their cameras, there wasl a
oom and a satisfymmg cloud of
The explosion shattered
omb was
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Apple of
Dad's
Eye
Teddy Lee
Barlow, born
in 1928, is
shown here.
The inventor
hopes to set
up a trust
fund for
Teddy with
money
received
from the

Government.
But taxes

may eat up
the award.

{ hupg. The 84 goats, however, went
on foraging, undisturbed.

“I’'m licked,” said Barlow, “but
I had to find out what would hap-
pen.”

The newspapers made what the
| British call a guy of Barlow, and
‘he himself was pretty mad at the
‘time. Now, however, he can take
- the kidding and doesn’t even mind
,being “called a “goat specialist,”
as he was describaed in the House

- at the passage of the bill allowing |

. his claimes-e=-4ka-Government. (He

22, 1940

i
red photographs—of the goat ex-
periment.)

All this time he had been push-
ing his patent infringement claim.
It was allowed by the Court of
Claims, but Congress had failed to
authorize the Court to pay off. Sen-
ator Sheppard sponsored the bill
that was passed by House and Sen-
ate last month. It rode through on
the grounds of “common decency
and justice.”

President Rooseyelt, who has
been hotly criticized by Barlow on
several occasions, signed the bill,
and nothing remains of that part
of the action

* * »

NOW however the Treasury De-
partment is 'interested and
shows an 'indication of attempting
to collect about 80 per cent. of the
award as income taxes. Barlow
points out that this money has been
owed him since 1919, and that he
has waived some $700,000 in ac-
crued interest. He also adds that
had the money been paid then, his
tax on the claim of $300,000 would
have been $50,000, but the income
levy has been raised since. The
Treasury has given no notice to his
arguments except to say that he
would be liable as would any Gov-
ernment contractor.

His pldn, Barlow says, was to

split the money with his wife, and
with part of his half, set up a
trust fund for his son, who
is the apple of 'his eye. Now,
he fears, with the tax and the
lawyers, fees of $15,000 or $20,000,
he may be forced into bankruptcy
by the mere fact that he has be-
come rich.

Lester says he and Gertrude de-
cided four years ago that they
just weren’t suited for each other.
“] realize,” he says, “that the
sort of life I’ve cut out for myself

TNt anything to expect a woman

‘says he learned much from infra-

to share_Thesejsn’t ang raom for
the sort of home life eVery woman
wants to have” |

Couple Had Already
Settled Their Affairs.

He adds that it’s just an unfor-
tunate coincidence that she haps
pened to file her suit just w
things began to break for him in
Washington. They have ah'eady
settled their financial affairs, he
says, and he will not contest thq
suit.

Mrs. Barlow, who was justiout
of commercial high school -and 18
when they wwere married, i :a
pretty, dark-Irish woman, very
youthful looking. Her relatives in
New England, say it is likely that
she has some other heart interest—
since she “isn’t the type to remain
unmarried” —but that she has
given them no hint of another mar-|
riage.

Barlow himself states emphatis
cally that he will not marry again,
He is to have custody of the boy
during school months, she during
vacations. This is ne break for
Lester, because Teddy Lee goef to
a private school in Fresno, =
where a cousin of his fafher
teaches.

Barlow dpesn’t know just what
he’s going to do now. In the clut-
tered furnished room where he
lives in Baltimore now he said he
probably would go to Stamford
Conr.., and continue his experi-
ments with glmite,

One thing is certain: He is quiet
for the moment, but something is
brewing in his active brain gnd
before long he'll be battering§ at
another doop in Washington with
still another idea. The luuf of
averages makes it almost cefain
:‘2% he'll turn up with a goodone

*
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Washington Knows Him Well

nergetic, short-tempered Lester P. Barfow, self-made wizard, is better known in Washington than
any Senators. That’s because he alwfys goes to somebody high in the Government when he has

n idea or wants something done. Abotve, as he appeared at a hearing of the House Naval Committee.
, 3

»

Goats
Unhurt

This
foto was
snapped
Barlow’s
bomb went ff
~in famed
goat test,
Goats (n
some in right
foreground)
were
undisturbed.
Barlow says
he’s learned
much from
infra-red foto
of blast.
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BARIOW CALLS
ON CITIZENS T0

STORM GAPITAL

Inventor Advocates Army

For March To Washing-
g, ton—With Clubs

Cheered By Group Of 250
At Americans On
Guard Session

- Lester P. Barlow, inventor of the
‘oxygen carbon explosive Glmite, last

" {hrow the Govprnment w1th——c1ubs

As the inventor-orator's call rang
through the auditorium at the com-

unity center at North avenue and

arford road, his audience of more
an 250 persons cheered, clapped their
ands, and stamped on the floor.

When he closed his address, the au-
dience stood up and cheered.

Several weeks ago a demonstration
of Glmite by Barlow at the Aberdeen
Proving Grounds, failed to show the
effects of a deadly shock wave, which
Barlow claimed for the explosive.

Speaks For Two Hours

Last night, Mr. Barlow spoke for two
hour, hours—killing time, so to speak—whlle
the special gathering of Americans on
Guard, recently formed npatriotic or-
ganization, awaited the arrival of the
scheduled speaker.

The scheduled speaker was Repre-|

sentative Jacob Tﬁorkelsgn (Rep,

be or Frlday
The Congressman had been sum-

.moned from Chevy Chdse by tele-

phone when it was discovered that he
was not present at § P. M.

At 10.57 P. M., after Mr. Barlow had
completed his address and while many
of the waiting audience were crowding

-the soft-drink bar in the community

‘center, Mr. Thorkelsen’s automobile
drove into the center’s driveway. It
was escorted by the motorcycle of

PEGEmatRussell Hiltor® of the traf-

fic division.

“Tbrowl!zeﬁovemment Out. .With Clubs’

LESTER P. BARLOW, inventor of Glmite ========
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! Leader Awaits Invited Speaker

THE SUN

Baltimore, Md. *
Thursday, June 27, 1940.

elsen had aceosted_sthe}
. patrolman at the intersection of Wash-
ington Boulevard and Caton avenue
to ask the way.

During the whole of Mr. Barlow’s
address, which was mmpromptu, John
W Farrell, president of Americans
on Guard and also head of the Civitan
Club, stood in the doorway of the
community center, watidg for thel.
tardy Representative

Inside Mt Barlow had his audience
by turn laughing, cheering and growl-
ing at miquities 1n Washington

Would Gather In Parks

“Well go from this meeting and talk I‘\

to twenty people each, Mr. Barlow,
said “Then we’ll fill \this hall, and
after we fill this hall we'll go to thel|'
public parks and speak there !
“And if they won’t let us speak|'
there, we'll fight ¥ they won’t let us 3
speak, we'll form an-arthy of titizens||
and march to Washington and_throw
the Government out. C-

I
]
essary, with clubs, and set up a new L
»”

government for d ac
ere was loud applause and stamp-

ing of feet By the time Mr. Barlow
came to this passage in his address,
he had spoken for almost two hours,
sticulating with clenched fists and
jaring from the depths of his lungs,
Predicts New Government

“They’re gomg to let us have

lection some time this year,” he sail

*“But I'm telling yow that some time
within the next year, within the next
twelve months, the Americang people
are going to have a new, Government
backing the Constitution, even if they
have to pick up a club to do 1t”
. At the very outset of his phillipic,
fn which he declared that “We've got
to get back to the Constitution, m
spite of all the damnable crooked
politicians m Washington,” Mr, Bar-
low spoke of revolt

Quoting Thomas Jefferson to the ef-
fect that the people have a nght to
revolt m order to “remmd the Gov-
ernment ‘of who 1ts masters are,” Mr
Barlow declared that 1t was the “duty
of every decent citizen to throw off
that government (the present one) and
puf in 1ts place something clean and
decent”

“The average man in office n Amer-
jca 15 so yellow and cowardly and
crooked that he doesn’t dare to be an
American,” the speaker shouted

Attacking what he said were at-
tempts to drag this country into the
European war, Mr. Barlow said that
“If Roosevelt wants to wear the Brit-
1sh crown, then he can wear 1t alone ”

“I would like to fill a mosquito boat
with bread and butter, and send him
oyerdharean 1t e |

There was great laughter and ap-
plause

—

Becounts Patent Episodes

reater laughter at the nieetizrg-iow-
ever, came while Mr. Barlow was
recounting episodes in his attempt to
collect $700,000 from the Government
for patents which he alleges were used
and belonged to hum,

“It’s not the healthiest business m
the world T'm 1n, fooling around with
high explosives and airplanes,” he
sard, explamming his claim aganst the
Government for risks undergone “I've
had three premature explosions, and
three airplane crashes ”

“Thank God"”” a woman in the back
of the room mnterjected

Laughter continued for
moments

In another pasSage, Mr Barlow ob-
served, “Some of you may wonder why
I'm not 1n jail yet, squawking agamnst
the Government like this

“I'll tell you why We've still got
jury system mn this country If th
ever pick me up, I'm gomng to ask fde
& jury trral And I'm gomng to pick th

several

'
3

S8l hum on the 1dea that I cughtn't to
gb to jail. And I won't have any law~
yhrs to do 1t”* ) y
Barlow ended his talk at 1035 P M,
arud a'standmg ovation. Mr. Farrefl
announced he was still expecting thi
arrival of Mr. Thoikelsen Most of the
audience got up to stretch legs
Contends U. S. Must Arm Itself
When Mr Thorkelsen ariived, he
molnted the platform 1mr§1ed1at91y,
and mote than three-fourths of ‘the
audience took seats agamn to hear ht
dgeuss, m guet tones, “Shall We D

most gullible man in that jury, and |

{chd America by Arming the Alhe
by Arming Ourselves?”
° r?' _Thorkelsen contended  thd

“f you can’t budd a first-class vy
with  $7,000,000,000, there’s somet ng
wrong* with the people who are bufild-
mg it ” .

tion, advocates “An adeqguate national
defense—No foreign alliances”

Eric Arlt, chairman of the Amer-
icanization commuttee of the olgan-
ization, presided while Mr Farrell was
waiting outside for Mr, Thorkelsen.

At a meeting held a week ago, at
the same place, Representative Martin
L Sweeney (Dem, Ohio) was sched-
uled to speak, but canceled the en-
gagement As he did last nught, Mr
Barlow took the speaker’s pfice

A ust arm itself, declaring that

Americans on Guard, as an organiza-

3

Mr Tolson. ... ecouea-

Mr Nichols._...____.
.l;lr Hendon..........




| Barlow Bombs Again

X

- NO GOATS THIS TIME—Inventor Lester

Baxlow pushes plunger setting off his new
glmite bomb at Bolling Field.
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Lester Barlow's liquid oxy-
geh-carbon explosive proved
today tfo the satisfaction of
Glinn L. Martin Co. engin-
eers that it was more power-
ful than TNT, and the Balti-
more inventor thereupon an-
nounced further experiments
were off unless funds were
forthcoming from Congress.

Barlow, who contends his
invention would furnish a
limitless supply of explosive
at half the cost of TNT and
with superior destructive
power, staged a demonstra-
tion at the Army's Bolling
Field for members of Con-
gress .and representatives of
the Atmy and Navy.

Barjow detonated halif-
pound and pound charges of
his explosives in a four-~foot
pit, blowing a 150-pound steel
disc skyward. He repeated
the tests with TNT.

Measured by the length of
time the disc was in the air,
Barlow’s explosive showed
an average force 30 per cent
greater than TNT for the
pound charge and 38 per cent
greater for the half-pound
charge.

Barlow said his experi-
ments would be discontinued
unless Congress allowed his
$600,000 claim for World War
aerial bomb inventions, or
made a special appropriation.

PR

THINGS THAT BOOM—Barlow (center)
explains the explosive power of TNT and
his glmite to Senator Norris (left) and
Senator Sheppard (right), chairman of ;
thie Seniate Military Affairs Committee,
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\ relitive efiectiveness of his explostve

Barlow Gets New Chane
This Time Against TNT

e Senate and House Mihtary Af-
fars committees yesterday voted to
conduct another test of Lester P Bar-

TSN o
low’s hgwmd oxygen-carbon bomb 1n
about a week

Tn a test May 25 at Aberdeen, Md, 2
1,000-pound charge of the explosive
failed to mnjuie a single goat of scores
tethered there to permit observation of
the bomb’s effect on living tissue, The
new test will be to determine its de-
molition properties, contrasted to jts
detonation effects, principal oblect Jof
the, Aberdeen test Mr Barlow shd

.
i

and TNT will be evaluated by Bureau
of -jtandards experts
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Scheduled Today
At Aberdeen

Members of'Congress,
Army, Navy Experts
To See Demonstration

By the Associated Press .

ABERDEEN, Md, May 25—A
haquid oxygen-carbon explosive that
1ts mventor claims s capable of
spreading “mass murder” faced a
critical test today before a jont
congressional committée and Army
and Navy experts

ester Barlow, the inventor who
plagns to detonate a 1,000-pound
charge of his secret explosive 1n g
fielld of 83 live goats at the War Re-
partment’s proving ground hdre,’
saad, “I'm still worried about ghe
possibihity of spectators being in-
Jured ?

The number of goats scheduled to
die 1n the test was reduced by one
yesterday., One member of the
herd gave birth to twins and Army
officers promptly withdrew the little
famly from the doomed group

Mr Barlow admitted he did not
know himself how destructive the
explosive, nhamed Glmite, might
prove Two months ago he sent a
40-foot telephone pole saihng sky-
ward in pleces with an 8-ounce
charge His largest previous test,
employing 5 pounds of Glmite, blew
plled sandbags 1ato the awr with a
tremendous roar and the force was
clearly felt 1,000 feet away.

Ten days ago Mr Barlow raised
his bomb- from a dripping tank of
igud oxygen but after waiting 25
minutes for the joint congressiorlal
commy#ee, he refused to procded
he demonstration. He shid
the/ explosive had lost one-third) of
its' power through seepage and
evaporation of the oxygen

Barlow Bomb Test -, |
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Barlow Tests
Stper-Bomb on
Goats Today

Congress Military
Chiefs Will View
Unique Slaughter

A slaughter unique m mbitary
annals will be viewed by members
of the House and Senate Military
Affairs committees and Army and

|said,

Navy officers at the Aberdeen

Priyving Grounds today when$300
goa\s are sacrificed to prove gthe
dead\iness of & new explosive.

' Lesfer P Barlow, mventor of the
explosive, Glmite, pronounced
1“glim-1te,” which he says 1s the
most deadly 1n the world, will have
I the goats tied to stakes in 4 large
field Over the heads of the un-
suspecting animals he will explode
1,000 pounds of Glmite.

Predicts Death of Most

“T expect to see most of them
dead after the explosion,” Barlow

The 1nventor expressed concern
for the safety of the witnesses who
will be on a “reviewing stand”
2,500 feet away from the goats
He algo fears that residents of
Edgewood, a mile and a half
away, “will be very annoyed’” when
the huge charge 1s detonated.

Barlow will personally supervise
the mixing, placing and detonat-
mg of his explosive. Government

ordnance experts will not

tively/ parficipate 1n the expéri-

meAt, contending that so at a
antity of liqgmd oxygentcarbon

may explode prematurely.
_
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Goats Instead of Men

compare the deadly qualities

of Imite with those of TNT, Bfr-
low}will detonate 1,000 pounds pf
the llatter above a field of livigg
goats

The tethered goats will be graz
ing from 200 to 1,000 feet from
the point of detonation Barlow
is staging the experiment to show
members of the Military Affairs
Committee what would happen if
a bomb containing Glmite went
off above a field of troops

The mventor, who recently sued
the Government for payment for
use of aerial bombs he designed
i the World War, contends he
has been unable to interest the
Army and Navy in Glmite because,
high ranking officers are prej-
udiceds against him

Sevdrat weeks ago Barldw
staged his tirst demonstration for
mem ers of the Military Affgars

Comnbittee, blowing huge pofes

[in‘to matchwood

WASHINGTON TIMES~HERALE
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They'll Be the Goats in Bomb Test Today f

Peacefully grazing at Aberdeen, Md., these goats are among 300 from which Invejtor
Lester Barlow will select “targets” to prove the effectiveness of his new “death wiave”
bomh.in.dramatie test today. The bomb will be exploded in the air, 200 to 1,000 feet
from the goats. Barlow expects the blast=t6"kill most of the animals below.
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ON LIVE GOATS AT ABERDEEN, MD., MAY 16.
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‘ K \ HE WILL DEMONSTRATE
| MORE, MD.~~LESTER P. BARLOW ANNOUNCED THAT ST
lHISBQ,égIIEgPLC’)SIVE"-WHICH HE DESCRIBES AS THE WORLD'S MOST DEADLY
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4 Man of Ideas T jaTe Gendy
LESTER P. BARLOW, the man who pwt on that exdit- ! ;
ng show witlf a hqumd: oxygen-carbon explosive he calls
-~ —————"glmite;15-a-man -of many-1deas: .
He was 1 the trucking business yea.rs ago when motor
trucks were something new. He was 1 charge, at one time,
of Pancho Villa's air force of two old Martmn bombers. He
made bombs for the Army during the World War and sub*
sequently claimed two million dollars “for devices of his
lcreation. This claim led ‘to suggestion of a $600,000 pay-
ment, which Barlow- has been trying to get Congress to
a,uthonze He developed a way:of one. airplane carrying
'another “pig-a-back,” with the top one to be released over
ia target and dive into it with a torpedo. He has had con-
siderable experience in aviation,
! His current, mvention, the electrically-exploded glmite
‘bomb, may have much use m blasting. There seems to be
some doubt about its military value because the prepara-
ltion loses its kick after a pertod and can’t be stored hke
'dynamite or powder.
! That causes a debate between experts like Dr. R. W.
|Wood of Johns'Hopkms and Mr Barlow. At any rate, it's

.........

IR WO NE SISO

T T T T T T T aninteresting idea-the-mventor-has worked-up-and-it-maded——— — - _

a grand show. Its value to the armed forces of the nation
can be best evaluated by men who have spent their lives
lstudyimg just such inventions. ] ,
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Editorial, The Elmire (NY) Adveriiser \
5/50/40
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iLegislators to Witne37
" Test at Aberdeen

A homb containing 1,000 pound
-of a new secret liguid oxygen-car
1 bon explosive, called glmite, wil
. be exploded mn an official tes
‘at the Aberdeen (Md) provin
\grounds of the United States
'Army approximately one mont,
1from now
. The nature of the tests fo
/the new explosive, which 15 sd
1to possess terrific destructive prop
‘erties, was agreed upon at a con
ference 1 the Senate Militar
%Affaxrs Commuttee room yester,

day between Lester P Barlow, ¢
‘inventor of glmite, and officer:
'of the Army and Navy The ap
pomtment of three members eac

from the Senate and use Milt
taryxand Naval Affaurs mir
tees to Swtness the demonstraiwo:

also was wnnounced.
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To Be Matched With T.N.T.

Beylow saxd the Army and {favy
offichrs agreed, mn writing, tc i
propaxg:al to detonate 1,000 poynd;
of glrnite and then to set off 1,00
pounds of TN'T, for the purnose
of comparing the results. Bot
bombs will be of the nonfragmen-’
tation type, containing no metaj
The explosives will he encase

in plywood or heavy bags an

suspended from a platform 30
feet high. Barlow contends that
this 15 the proper height to ob-t
tamng the greatest effect of the
glmite detonating waves.

B%rlow originally proposed tha

hive animals be staked out at vary-
ing qistances, up to 1,000 yards, ti}

determine the killing range of the
pressure waves. He contends tha
the concussion from an explosio.
of 1,000 pounds of the hiquid oxy
gen-carbon mixture will kill every
living thing within a radius of
1,000 yards

It was 'ndicated after yester
day’s conference that ammal?

ould not be used, but that
struments would be placed al
yvarying distances to record the ve
locity of the pressure waves and
the killing range.

He’'ll Take No Chances

Barlow was reminded that there

is a l4rge administration builds \/
and Warious other structures 5

the Rberdeen proving groun
'and sked what would happ
‘to thy “That 15 the Army’s fe-
sponsibility,” he said Aske
whether he mtended to remain;
within 1,000 yards of the bomb,
said he would not stay within two

iles_of 229 1944

{
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Exploswe Compehhon X«e,wa;; ‘1 :
) p' Al | )
Chemxsts and mlhmry \expelts az'iel no, i

the Tonly- person%sbﬂdﬂm-‘thendeba j—"‘"’

- lrwhireh HES been proceeding 1n Washingtor

concerning the efforts of Lester P. Barlow)
inventor of a new type of bomb, to force
Army and Navy men ‘to‘ test his bombj
Dwellers 1n cities also have'a feelirig thatl
if what Inventor Barlow says about his
bomb 15 true, cities soon may have to be
built deep underground

However, there seems to be no immedi-
ate prospect of a stampede to obtain accom-
modations 1 coal mines Even 1f all the
1 enthusiastic ' claims of the inventor are
| true, plenty of uses can be found for rock-
shlverlng explcsweas The ord;nary work of} -
the world requires vast tonnage.s of h1gh—
power blasting materials, and accordmg to
engineers, there 1s room for even mote
powerful products of the chermst’s labora.-
tory. '

It 15 only within the last 95 years that
rapid progress has besen made 1n devising
new and more powerful explosives Previ-
ous to 1845, according to the records, only
/black powder was 1 general use for both
iwar and peace purposes Then guncotton
LWas discovered, nmitroglycerin appeared on|
sthe scene and dynamite took 1ts place in
‘commelce the Ia,st hamed bemg the mven~-~
Atlon of Alfred NobeI foundpl of the famous)
ipéace and othef awards’ Dynamite was
‘devised by Nobel i 1866, and blasting
lgelatm m 1875 Not until 1886 did smoke-
less powder come’ mio use Since then
many new products have appeared, the'
most powerful, 1t 1s said, being” TNT, o
trinitrotoluol, a methyl benzine compound, »
that 1s ordinarilyjwell behaved, but when
1irritated. in the proper manner explodes
with terrific violence i
" Owing to the Heavy demand—for—good-——
explosives, competition naturally is keelg

o

Ed

which may have 1M0Y6. ’co do with Invento

| Barlow’s dlfﬁcultles than-*appea,rs on th

surfac

)
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Editoriael, Rochester (NY) Democrat & Chronicle
3/26/40
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JOHN EDGAR HOOVER
DIRECTOR

° ¢

Hederal Burean of Inuestigation

United States Bepartment of Justice
MWashington, A, «€.

July 3, 1840

LBHORANDUY EOR THY DIRZCTOR

E Mr. Jaomes Allen in the Department telephoned
\Kbnd inquired if the Burequ was investigating Lester P.
arlow, who recently made certain tests for the Army
and Ndvy at Gamp Ifeade and who more recently spoke
before a group in Baltimore and recommended the over-
throw of the CGovernment and a march on [fashington with
clubs, etc., I informed him that I did not know what
informative material the Bureau might have received
with reference to Ir. Barlow, but no comment could be
made by the Bureau with reference to him in any event.

Respectfully,
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T{—I}a’use Votes io Pay
A
| Barlow $392,719
! An aroll call vole, the House ten-
i‘ tatively approved yesterday, 191 to
3, payment of $592,719.21 to Lester |
PBarlow,. bomb inventor, for al-|
Jeged 1niringement by the Govern-
ment on five bomb patents in the
World War.

The House action came affer Rep-
resentative Cochran (Democral), of
Missouri, unsuccessfully tried fo cut
the payment to $250,000 to give Bar-
low “the bhenefit of the doubt and
to give the {axpayers a break.”
Cochran contended ihere was doubt
that Barlow had invented the bombs
and read a letter from the War}De-
partment supporting his claim 'hat
the full amount should hot be yaid.
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é : 4 : \Mr. Cless
‘ Orrice ofF DiRECTOR ar. Foxworth

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
! 3 UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
D <

£&apt. 3, 1940

Congressmamjaochran of Missouri tele-
phoned and stated that he was in re-
ceipt of a letter from Congressmon
Coffee of Nebraska encloszng a letter
which Cofjfee had receiped from an
individual named Jérry Kelly who
alleges that he was an Agent of the
Bureau in 1920, at which time he made
an investigation of Lester P,/ )Barlow
relative to this individual's radical
activities, and submitted a .report %o
the Director. Cochran stated that he
had been an opponent of the bill which
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——

authorized the payment of some §$500,000™ " —
Jto Barlow, whidh bill was presently awaitimg tThe
signature of the President and, therefore, he
jwould like to make certain that the information
"which is contained in the files of the Bureau -
relative to Barlow is called to the attention of
the President. He stated he would l1ike to know
if the allegations of Kelly as set forth above
are correct and suggested that the Attorney Gen-
eral be advzsed in order that he can call the
President's attention to this before he signs _

the bill, —
RECORDED & INDERED ]( Y= O 70
A check of the Bureau's lees rejﬂgcts
June 1, 1940, a memorandun was "sent to
ney General summarizing the: szarmat?ﬁ
Bureau's files on Barlow. There is no
Personnel Files of any Sformér” Agent
Kelly. \

In accordance with advice of Mr. -Faifr
to call Congressman Cochran back to su

him that he get in touch with the offi
Attorney General with regard to this m

record»zn
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but his
day ahnd,

=N A

OrFice oF DIRECTOR
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

office was closed for the
therefore, I will attempt

to contact him in the morning.
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