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SECOND SUPPLElt!EI:ITAL AFFIDAVIT OF. CHESTEH ,T. LANE 
IN SUPPOR'l' ':'F MOTION FOR !tEN. TRIAL 

ON GROUnD OF UEflLY DIscovm·mu BVIDSIlCE 

miITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

SOUTH~'RN DISTRICT OF NEI1 YORK 

mTITIID S1'A'l'ES Oli' AM <;RICA, 

-aea1ns t -

ALGER flISS, 

Defendant. 

• • 

• • 

• • 

• .. - - - - - ~ - ~ - - - - - - -
S'l'ATE OF liEN YORK .) 

: sa.: 
YORK ) I 

I 

l 

C}·I:::STER T. LlI,lIE, bel!ll; d,-',ly s~orn, deposos' and, says: I 
r a!a an, attorney at :l.im, a "ncmber of the 1'lrm of Beer, I 

Ricimrds, Lane ,2: Haller, attorneys for JUsor Hiss, the 
i I 

de~fendant herein, and a.-n in charge of this case: for my 

This is my second supplemen~al affidavit in 8upport of 

,I 

firm. ,1', 

the ' 

d9falldant's pendine: )":'Iotlol1 ,for n ·new trial on t~le (.roUl1d of I 

. 
newly discovered evidence under Rule 33 of the vederal Rules 

of Criminal Procedure. 

~rHE BAI.TIMORE DOCUME!-lTS 

The da.'nning evidence in this case.--the evidence ilith­

out whic.a there would have ,been no case worth considerine--

was the so-calle<;I Bnl ti -,ore Do cu."Uent s. 'xhoso f9ur s~all 

handwritten notes -on scrni;ch-pad papel' and sixty-five type- . 
I ' 

Vlri tten .shoets, copying' or paruphrnsin( or sur.:l.r.t~ri~in[; stat.e 

Departr-lent docUo':\ontsdatad in ,tho first three months of 

1938, were Chambers's bombshell in his defenso ~o the lihet 
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',action which Alger ' Hi3S had brought. against ~~ in the , 
I • 

federal court in Bal timore. They .were , part, h;e said, ot . 
I 1 -' 

• I ' , 

', the t~its of an esp~onage operati~n iIl: which pe and , :Algor 
'. I 

'Hiss , had been engaged together trom 1934 to .l9)a. Tho 
, 

handwritten notes (~alt1more Documen~s 1-4). we~e apparently 
I 

1n Alger Hiss's handvpitinS. and Alger, he cla~ed, had glv-
I 

on ·them to hfm; the typewrItten pages (Bal~1~ore Docume~ts 

5-47)" he an·id had been typed by ?ris~illa lilss ~ tor AlGer 
• I 

on the family ~ypowrlter from stato Department) docume~ts ' 
I 

Alger had brought ,home overnight tor· the p~rp~~e., The , 
, I ' 

defon'se c,?nceded Alger Hiss's hnndwritlilg on the four small 
1 .. . ' 

. ,. 

r.lomoranda. and did not 'cont.est ,the Go~er~"'O:en.t' ~' , e~ert test!­

:nony that 'the t'yped sheets hRd been t ,yped ~n t~e same mach,in,e ' 

8.S had boen used for the so-cal,lo,d Hiss standardS--letters,:, 
. 

etc." unqueri1?ionnbly written on the Hiss tamil! typewrlt'er 

from 1931 to 193i. 

There was. C?f cours~, other evidence. ~ere were the 
I 

, two devoloped micrOfilm strips that House' Committee investi-
? .. ~ • 

I 

gators found, ~rapped one ip 8n9ther ·in'wax ,paper, ' in the-
I 

hollowed out pump~in to ~w.icn 9hamb~J~s ted ther at his 

rlest:nins to7, Ilaryla:nd., .far.n. on 

713). Each of the fitty-eight 

December 2, 194~ fR. 703'~9, 
I 

frames in the , two , stripsl I . 

~an a photographod pase or an original Stato, Department 
, • 1, • 

_ , • i 
docu:':1('\nt. Those l'1licrofilms ' mn~o l:lelodrrunetic'n~lY' ,effec tiv,e; 

, I '. • 

docum~nts 01' a,tate, found at ,n~r.ht by C09sre~~~(inal investi-: 

gators in l\ pumpkin paten. pI.'esent;ed such an e~citin.g in­

cOll8~li ty that all of Chambers's "proofs!' 0'1' hls charge, 
. , 

includin~ tho t?~ed 

the Dalt'imore libel 

nnd ,handwritten sheets ' he produced in . I' ' . 
sui t, 'bocame popularly a~«:l~ inaccu~a tely 

-2-
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I 

known as the "pUmpkin Papers". Eut.lntrinsical1y. and 
I 

'evidentlally, the m~cro.fll~ strips .w~re insignifipant~ 
• 4 

, There was only Chamberst~ word for it· that ~le or~ginals . . 
which were photographed' had come to him from Alger His,S. . . . ' .' l: 
Ten frames (coverins Balt~more ~ibits 54 and 55~) tiere 

j , 

photograplis of .cop'ies of three .State Departnientcables 
. ' j 
which had passed through Alger Hiss's of rice and been 

ini tlalled by hiin. The other fOl'ty-eiGht vlore photographs· ... 
, , 

of a group' of papers related to' a. proposed til'ada ~6reeti:ct:lt 
, .' i 

with Germar:y;,.~he subject matter .fell in the prov~nce or 
Aiger Eisa and h'is chief', Assistant SecI'etar;r Sayr,e, bat 

J the particular copi!33"p, hotogl'll:)hed \'f~ra not t~le onos which 
I 

would normally h4ye $ona through the Hiss-Sayre otflce (see 

Defendant's Brie~ on ~ppeal. pp •. l4-20).· The ~lcrorilms ~~ 
, t~emsel ves would ,have l:>een negligible as p~oOf th~t Alger 

HIss was giving out s~at~ ,pepartment secrets; ther vere 

~port&nt 'only as th~ eatistone ot 'the ~~irlce ,whl~ll Chambers, . 
I 
I 

h~d sterted to build'w~th the typed Baltimore DocUments. 
I . 

There wns the, tY,?orrriter. too. In ,my 'first; and second 
' .. 

affidavits in support o~ this motton ,r' havespokep' of how 
• I 

the Go~ernment used ,the type.wr~ te.r' as ,drarltstlc ~i;sUGl evi-

~~mce of Hiss's gull t--oven though t..'I-}e Government; made no 
I 

erfol't E!t the ~rinlr. ~o show that this particular;: typewriter 
• I ' 

, .' • I 

in evidence (Woodstock,#N230099) ~as the origina~ Hiss 

typewriter. TIle typewriter was awfully effectlve)'. 
I 

And thoro \7£)',S Ed,ith Murray--the ::lYsterious ;maid kept . \ , 

under wraps by the Govern.'U.ent'. until the last day lof the 
I 

second trial. when the defense would have no charlcs to find 
I 
I 
I 

.out, and show the jurY, \'fna.ther v;ha t ~~,e said w:a~ truth, 
I 

or ·im~gination. or di'st,o)?tod recollection. Eciitii- Vaurray 
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said she had seen the Hisses nnd the ChQlJ!ber~es !visi t. 
I • 

together ~ourteen years earlier; she said she s~~ Alser 

at Ch~"I1bers's home. for three or four !ninutes, o~ce, that 
• I 

lone, aso, and certainly romembered him. She was effective, 

too. 

-gut those evidences were only effective be'ceuse thoy 
1 

tended to con!'irrn Chambers's basic proofs, "the B,altimore 

Doc~ents--the typed and ha.ndwritten docur:.ents that Chai:tbors 

finally :~ut up at the libel suit dopo,sition hear;il'lg in 

Baltinore. Handwritten notcs llks 3s.1timore Doc~ents 1-4 
m1eht easily have been stolen orf no~oone's desk~ or out of 

son:eone t s 'faste'Qasket; but the t:.-pewrittell sh~;et;S 'IIere r13ally 

important. 'l'hey seemed to have ~een typed on tJl¢ hiss family ' 

typewritor--the 0,"10 PZ'iscilla hsd been given by hal' l'atncr 

.in 1932 or 1933 and w:.lich sho and Alger had certrin;Ly had· 

around until late 1937 or ea.rly 1938~ The 'Govertunent· expert 

s~id they had been. The defense had no proof t:lnt t.ae:y had 
. 

not been. 'rhe jur' .oqviously concluded the t the~ had b~en, 

and rOT' that reason convicted Aleer Hi,ss. 
I 

l!y earli'er nffids.v.tts in Sl.lPflort or this nt?tlon, have 
, 

deal t e. t lenGt: .1. with ths typewri tor. I have S~ lO\;m tilet 

Char.1berscould have c:.>e~tod n fake type\frito1:' tO i for;3o 'lis . 
I ' 

~al tlmore Dcc'tUlcnts v:J th, Ul1d how .:le could. h.ave do~a so. I 

he.ve o:ffered proof :10t only t;1at the !:lachine· in evldence, 

Woodstock ... :ri2J0099, ;.8 n~!; tne ori:;inal :ii3s fmn~ly type..;. 

writer, h~t that it is itsclf a deliberately fabricatod 

machine--leavL1L no posslble inferenc3 but thot t.~e typed 

naltjmore Qocu!J}outs are .forceries. I have tenderad ovidence 

the. t Edi ttl ~rurraY" 3 rccollec tlon ls, to s'!-"J the l'Jast, un-
, 
I 

t~ustwortny, p.nd that Chmnbe ;r's himself had gone into hld~ng 
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from the Co~unl8t Party weeks before the dates or many ot 

:the st~te Department documents whIch he claImed Alger had 

'had. copied for hIm on the. \Vood~tock. My ' earli~r o.t.tldavlts , 

'are. I believe. compulsive towards the granting of a 'new 

trial. 

But in those earlier affidavits I could not present 

proofs based upon study of the Baltiniore Docum~nts them-
, 

selv~s. The defense had photograph~ Qf some of them; ~ut 

those had been taken oar-ly in the case, be'fore l my experiment, 

had c.xp'osed tho teclmiques by which forgery by typewrit~r 

could pe--and in this case undoubtedly was--aceompllshed. I 

had nskod the Govornment for access to the originals for 

oxpert exa:ninn tion and photography, as well as :, for testing 

of their paper content and condition. My request ,had been 
I , 

refUsed, and in my first supplemental , affidavi~ I gave ~otic 

that at the hearing on the !notion I would move) in open court 
I , 

for an order allowing me ,to make su.ch an exami~tion. 

After, my first suppleI:1ental afridavit \7s'8 filed" the 
1 ' 

Unitoq stntes Attorney asked me, to consent to 'ari adj.ournment, 
. . 

. of the hearing on tho ground that · he needed more time to ' 

study ,the arfic:.iavlt and its supporting materia~. I said I 

had no objection, but felt that r should not b~ ~equired to 

defor ny subsidiary mqtion for leavo to examine the , 

ori ,~inal do(;unents. I ou[~,£estcd that ··wo take both points 

up with Judee Goddard. 

-5-
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At our conference ~1th Judge Goddard in chambers on . 
I 

March 21st n neW time schedule was se~ fo~ the h~aring of y 
the 'motion, a=d the United states A'ttorne-J' withdrew,his 

. " . l' 
obJcc tion to ~l:r requosted examinatIon. Tho 40c~ents were 

• 1, 

e.ccordin~lr p!'oc.uced\ ,at tty request in Bonton on ~prU 1st, 
, C I 

an~un?er continuous EEl supervision and subjoct !to reason-

able limitations llS to iiork1,ng hours, were niade ~v~11able 

to mY' el:pel'ts \;hen and how they ?lere needod, for : a period .. 
of a little ovor t~o weeks. r commend the cooperation with , • , t 

• '. • • j • 
which both the -United states Attorney and the F.B~ carried 

out the snirit · o.f' tho ~~reejnent under which the documents 
- ~ ' . ' - Sf 1 

.\tore to bo made available for examination.- I 
- , I 

1/ ~The motio~ \fas . or1ginally m.ade ' on 'January 24~ 1952', re­
turnable tor hearing o~ February 4. 1952. the ne~t regular 
avall~blo, criminal lllotio,n day. I :consented to an' adjournment 
to Febr.uary 25th, and later a conference was held, with Judge 
Goddard in chrunber's' on ,the .United' states. Attorney' s' request 
£01' ... a further adjou~eAt. ,At this conference, 'pn February 
19th, the motion wan .set dO\1n for ,argument on April 8th, -the 
Government.s counter-a£fldavits to be filed and served on 
llarch 21~th, and !:1e.mor~! .. dn· of la\1 to be filed 'and\ exchange on 
~arch 31st. _ I 

, 
, At the conference mention,ed ' in t..'le te~t, at which the 

Unitod sta,~es Attorney' withdrew his object~on to! my proposed 
ex~1nation of the documents, he requested 'that ~e be siven 
not less than' four weoks in which to ,answer such' rurther 
si.tpp1e~en~al atfidavi·tn as I ~j'ii[ht :1'i1e as a reshl t or the . 
e:{aoinntion, as well 3S my e,arlior arfi~avits. lihis arrange'-

, ~ent was acceptable to ~e and 'w~s approved by Judge Goddard, 
nnd' at tAo !'llrther conference in chru:lbors on t!arch; 31st. ~.ter' 
I'had had an opportunity to consult with my ,experts, t~e 
dates wero set as follows:, ' 1 . 

FUrther affidavits in 'support, 
of mot'ion 

Government. s countel~-a!'fidavi ts 
Interchange of memoranda of law 
llGarl~g on·mo~ion 

April 21' 
lI.ay 19 
M,ay 26 
June ' 2. 

I ' 

gt Three subsidiary roquests i made .or ·the Uni~ed states 
Attorney were refused by him on what seemed to me to be 
unnecessarily tecpnical grounds. These will be lment10ned 
below. ", ' 
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RESULTS OF THE EXAMINATION OF THE DOCUMENTS 
t 

I 

'. , 
, . 
" 

This, my second 
J -

supplemental affidavit; d?als with 
I 

documentsl '.rhe eXa...'!l-~he results of the e2fcmination of tho 
t" 
I 

ination has been ~ost fruitful. I believe that ·it leaves 
-

no vestiGe of doubt but th;it ~ha,nbors I s whole sto~~ is false, 
• 1 

, ! 
and that hi's fraudulent plot noVl, stands expose,d. 

" I 
I , 
I 

Back~round: 'Chambers t s Story of ·the : 
Or gin ·a .... d Historv of the Documents. 

I' 

I • 
. As I heva 'sald, Prlecilla Hiss was supp,ose:d to havl3 

typod the doc.uments on the family machine, us Al~3er \'las no 
i 
I, 

t~1st. According to Chambers's stOl'Y, th,e ' Ol'difllr:: l')lan 

,was to have Alger bring ho:ne I')riginal q.ocuT.lents :overnicht, 
, 

so that Priscilla· could make t:V"Ped copies or sm41::-.rlos_ 
I 

E,y~rj ton ~ays or two weeks Cl~aI:'!.bers Ylould CO!:l!> ht'ott..~c. to 
, t 

I 

pick up tile typed rna terial, together-" wI th ol·if.!n~15 -w:lich 

Aleer -,l,.ht havo brouf:llt' ho.:no o~' th&~' partlcu{ar i day. 

Chamce-l'S ":iould' take t.~e copies ang. orit3in~ls 

, that niG!lt, to !lave -theIr. photo-:raphed; latel' 
, . 

I 
,to Eul tL!ora 

I . 

I 

the i :ia-:-.tc ni,;ht 

he would cone back to .'!~shinC'ton anu :,. ... eturl'- tho 9r1€;.tnuls 
• I 

to ~l:;er. T: l.e typed COpiC3 or sl.l:':t~a,ries )10 would burn. 
t, 
I' 

£"!or some roason never yet convinciwJly exp+e.i!lod, 

tho Cl'OP of typecl papers which Chambers ' produced
l 

in Baltimorel 

he ,kept, instead of -burnln<~ t'.1em. Be brok~ \;ith t!le PEl.rty, 11 

and abandoned !lis docume~t cOl1:lpiracy, arottnd AP:r1l l~~, 1933 _\ 
! 

The papers which .e haa ,kept, instoad of hurning~ he put 
< 

. I 
, into' an envelope, l'lnich he eave for safekeepinG- ~o his wifo t s 

I 

nephe,w, ~.[nthan Levine, in Un'] or .run~ o~ that yeiti>- Levine 

put tho envelope in an old dumbwaiter shaft in 111a 
r 

houso in B.rookl~rn. ~nci !'or.~·,ot about it. 

what was in it. 

,. ' • ,4 J ..1e· tHl ... 'no 
I 
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There the documents are said to hav~ res~ed tor more 
I ' 

than ten-years. On November 4,1948, at-tho d~position hea~ . . , . . 
ine in Dal timore', Chambers lias asked to produce any corres'-~ 

pondence 'or other papers that he miGht have recc::rlved from 

any member of the Hiss family. He produced none the next 

. 'day. and the hearln£. -vias adjourned. It \fas resumed on 
\ . 

November 16 for test'imony by Mrs. Chambers. OJ? the rollow-
I 

ing day Chambers reappeared, with the documents. n~", for , 

the rirst timo in 'his many official stories, he assorted 

~hat til.e conspiracy had actually invol,;ed the c?0pyingof 

o!~ficial state Department papers. lie told hC''l1 he had recol-

locted t~·.:.e existence of' the envelope that he had g!von. so 

tlsn:, yoars bofore to Nr. t~.('.n .LovinQ; how he had: t\skod Le'vine '. 

:!.or it; :l.'.)w they hc.d eo~~c tocot!ler on ~iovembeI' ,ll~th to ,the 

house in Brookl·"n and fJov.ine !l.a.d ljullad the <ius t-encrus ted 
~ . , 

ol;velope otit or thf;l dUr.lbwoi ter snnj'i; {lnu r;lveu it to h:J.ru; . " 

how ~~e had opened ·it by himself 1n the k1tc~en, whllo Levine 

wns cleanins ".J.p the dust that had fallen on th~ floor; and 

i how !'!c was ruuo.?ea nt finding that tho envelope': contained 
: . ' :J/ 
, the sa type\'lr1 tton sheets, which he had f'or:~ott,on all about. 

,lit"" tnd typo\1ritten ahaots were othor thinB~. he said •. 

There wel'e the short hn!ldwI'itten memora!lda~ lJ.~here we're some 

yellow shoots supposedly' in the hanciwriting oft Harry Dexter 

1!J'lito. There were two str+ps of developed micrqfilm, and 

three cylinders of microfilm, undove~opod. ltrid, according 

to Cuanlbers t s article in t~le SatUl'dllY Evonin~ '.Post .for April ~, 

1952, t.)'C1'6 .... 'c:re lIono or two smaller ~te:'ls of. no particular 

" impol·te.nce". 

: 11 l£h15 n~coul'l" :leco ssarllJ teloscope~J Chrunbclls t a \pnr;,lng 
storle~ ill t.lO balti:" n~o , . .-eposition hoaring, the l.'irst and 

, seconu t~iQls, and rtio Saturaay Bveninp Post ~rt1cles. 
I , 

~~5eI.off-22932 ' 
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Unthsn Levine !j!sde cle::!r, !l:".c! Chambers 11ao repeatedLy 

mnde clea:;." for hi:n, t.~at Levi:1c never knew ~hat \'lent into 

the envelope, ll-:1d nG'lCr 3a~7 ~\'hat ca:ne out of .it. He knew 

onlv that he had "Out · It in tho dU!:lbvlaiter shaft for' w • 

CXlarnbers In 1930; t~ut ne had Gotten'it out for hhi ill 
, . 

October, 1943 (cn c!'Oss-oxa~lnatlon he corrected this to 

Uovember 14, 19~.g); th!lt it '1S3 scaled; anci that it was 
W 

bulky'. .. 
Tho hand~ritten ~~d typ~wrltten papers Chsm~ers pro­

d'qcod in Bal tlrnol'o three days lataI', <?n UOVOl.llbel' lith. The 

developed ;'licrofilm he ,did notj h3 hold it for- th~ House 

Committee, hidden in the pu.-npkln. Why, it he r~~llY §lund 

the:! nll together in tho envelopo, ia still a mystery • 

. 
l!I Sec L~ ..... ille f s test!mony at H. 726-731;' also hi~ t3sti:­
:nony· on Doce::lbor 10, 1943, before the House Committae. 

r:;/ As in so ~any othe.:' respects, Chambers has made a 
belated nttempt in ·h!.s saturday Evening Post articles to 
plur, this particulD.I' hole in his 8~ory. i~sticEl.1.ly, he 
explaina th:lt lithe meaning of the pumpkin" is 7tthe heaxot 
meaning of the co.se", arid tnat i16 vias "moved by a ; sUb­
conscious lntuitlon" to put ene 11llcrofillils in it. : (Satur­
day Evoning Post, April ~.,1952, p. 72). Str311t;ely 
enough,. 0..,0i.1 th13 explanat-ion deals only with the : three 
cylinders of undeveloped lllicl-'ofilmj' for ·his deciQ~on 
"on tho level of conociousness" , was to divide' tho .' S"J idence 
"t..'"1 order to tl'S' to .find !Jut what \fas on tho ~dAvoloped 
fIlm" (ibid.). Thore Is still no explanation of his 
failure to produce, the developed film in , Baltimor9. 

-9-
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Foreground: Wha t the Documents 
Themselves Show 

.... . . 

I 
If Chambers is telling the truth, ·the typ~d Baltinore 

I 

Doc~ents ~UBt havo been typed b~ one parson (Priscilla 
v w • y 

5iss), on one typewriter (the Hiss fB-l-r.ily 1'/oodstock), . . . \ 
I 

currently over the three' months period represented by the . \ 

da.tes of the underlying state Department docu:nents (Je.nu-
1 

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

in one envelope, a spoci~ic envelope, for ten ye'ars, over" 

s· disused dumbwaiter in Brooklyn. They must ha.v? rested 
"-

there, in thnt envelope, with three cylinders of~ undeveloped 

microfilm and a "little spool of developed fi;l.tt .(actually 
. 11 

two strlps)", as well a3 with the "long ~emo on ~'allow 
foolscap in the handwritinc of Harry Dexter '.Vh.ito 'and7 

w : LC1. ~y 

no particular L"ilportance." 
. 

one or t~o smaller itc~s of 

Y r.al ti.>no!'e 10, a pl'ac~~ of a Ion,..; 'H!Jr Depnrt:nont. 1Ul)' 
rep9rt routed, to Ia>. llarr.ilton, of the '2~ar '~estcrn Div'ision 
of tho ':tCite Departmont, ftas obvIously not \7ri~t~n on' the 
samo typewriter as tl .... e others, and the Govern'ilent r.la~e no 
contontion that it was '(R. 1097-1101); but ~hambers still 
pressed his recollection: "I believe AIzer'Riss :Jave ~e 
that paper". (H. 6.55, ·contrnst R. 532). I 

11 
1 , 

1 - This particular descrlption comes fror;l pa~e '"(30 of an 
advanc~ copy of Chambers t s aoologia, · 1I~11 tnossl1, SHortly to ' 
be published. 1113 April 5, 1952, article in t11e <3aturday 
Evening . ..?ost speaks of It tV/O strips of <:¢'veloped r.iicrofllm". 
His second tr.is.l testi,tr.ony (R. 292) em9hasizes th~~t while the 
undeveloped· film 'lies in. cjlinCiers, the developed 1 fi1m VIas 
not. When A;-;ent AIJpell of the Pl3I reached in .and fou...,d it 
in the 8r~lJn pumpkin on December 2, 1948 (or whe!1- Chrunbers 
"took out tho documents and handoC1 them ovorlt--\'!hicllever nay 
be the fact--sco R. 709-714; R. 29~), they were ritill not 1n 
cylinders; accordinc -to A~cnt Appell" they \ier-e 'l,wraP:t?ed one 
in another, wre.pped in Vlax paper". 

81. THis descrlp~ion is from ~is ;'-pril 5, 1952, saturday 
tv.onine Post article. The text of tho J!me:r!o oH :;:ellow 1'001-
scap" ascl"1bed to Ear::-] Dextor 'mJi te was read in~o the 
ConGressional Record for January 30, 1950, b:; TIoprosontative 
!Iixon, p.!lu \;.1e rnemorandU!:1. was thore described as icon~istille 
of el:;ht pages. 

-10-
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.. , . 

I attach affidavits of exPerts who have ~t' last ha~ 
, . 

an opportunity to oxamine and analyze the orrg~na1s o~ th~ 
• • 1 

Baltimore Documents and the Hias 'standards. '~eir quallf-i-

cations haye been set ou·t before, in my earlle~ afridavit~'. 
" 

anc. in their .afftdavit'J which 'I annexed to min~. Mrs • . 

- 3\~olyn s. Ehrlic~ is nn e~ert 1nthe uss ot. phot~micro­

:;raphy to detect print in:; rorg~:r'ies' . M1s3 Elizabeth 
, " 

!'coarthy 1s an oxpert in tho o,;:nmlnation or qu~stionod 

, , 

docu!':\ents, ha.L'ldwritten an.d. type..:rltten. Dr. D~nicl P., 

no~·an 10 !In e:xpc:rot in physical at1d chemical ahel:rs1s or " 

paper, metals nnd othor !l!c.terials. They have' exa.'tlined the 
1 

l1u.ltimoro Doctuuentn,. separately, according to ~helr sevoral· 

l37.pertn,;.sses. They have recorded b1:leir f.indines in their . 

affidavlts, '\'I111c}\ I number 

Exhibl t 25-1 z' 
E.~ibit 23-1I: 
ExrJ.ibi t 23-I11: 

Elizabeth McCarthY" 
Evelyn S. Ehrl!ich 
Daniel P. No~an 

The7:"find, und will beatify ut; a lle\"! tri~l'! ' 

1. T~la t; tl.Le Baltimore Documonts wo!'o not t~pcd by 

one ' person, llut' by tV/Ott a.nd ,proo?-bly "loro, un4 that there-
., ~ I • 

fore Priscilla ;Uns ,cum1ot; navctypecl all or thOr.l, as' 

Cilar.lbors sald, :J!~e dld. (~xhl:Jl t 23-I) 

2. ',rho.t Pl"lscll·la · :ass ~ld "1vt type UllY 01' tho 

Ral ti:nore Documents. '(j~xllibi t 2S-I) 

3. !'!lat nelthcI' r~1~lcil~n nor ' .'\l .:;el~ , Hl ,~~ l:lada 
_ I 

t~:o panel1 corrcc.ti-:>ns on the ~nltlmore Documants. (Exhibit 

23-1) 
. 

4. That the ~s.ltl\110rO tJoetl.m.cJ?ts, ph~si~ally ob-

servod, I'all into two co.tot,oriE>s of sizo, one t;?f \yhich 1s 

~ado up of Sht.H1ts appar~ntl:J C\lt do\vn to a particular siz'e 

-11-
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! 

(_app' r, oxtmately 8" x lO!") after the typing had' been, done, 
_ ~ 1 • 

~ut , berore the penciled correetions 'wero ·made. (~libit 28-
I 

11Ii) 
I 

~hat ,the setne two categories show 'such d~!'ferent 
• • > I' • 

aging nn~ disco~oration that tn~y cannot cha~acteriatics of 
I 

hnv,e beon stored together for' ten years in a 'singlo envelope, . '; 

. and therefore cannot all havo been kept, in ~~e envelope 
• I 

which Chambers recovered fro~ the ~umbwQiter. (Exhibit 2S~1II I ' 
".6. That the envelope in" which Chambers saidl ~he docu-

me~ts bad ceen kept i~ most peculiar In itself; Its observa-... I 
I . 

blo stains, both outside and in, and the ,condItion,' 01: its 

. flap; and of the two ,parts of the label which pres~umablY 
• I 

once sealed it, pose 'questions which defy logic.ali expiana-\ , 

tion. (ExhIbit 28-111, espec'ially il1:us'trat~ve F~gures 5. 
i' 

6 and 1). 
1. That none. of the, Baltimore Documents cat? have' 

I 

I 
,been kept in that enyolope; th~y are devoid ot tho stains 

1 
an'd pressure marks Which, they would have had to Bllo\7 it 

I 

t~ey, had been in the env~lope. (Exhibit 28';.111) I 
I 

a. That the absence' ot s.tains and pressure ! marks on 

the , Ba1tL~ore 'Documents cannot b? ~xplaine~ by 'th? prosence 

, 
. . . . 

I 
I 

I 
: 
I . 

rio I I 21_ ,Spectrographic analysis of the 'typewriter ink: at the 
edges ot: the pages which were ' cut off in the middle or 
line-end letters might have enabled us to prove More 'erfec­
tively that the cutting was' done after the typiog. The 
Government would not let us make the excisions. ne'ceasary 
for this analysis.' 1 

! 
"~ , 

I 
I 
I 

I 
I 
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I • 
or othe~ protective material,- since the env~!o~e could 

!9!" ) 
have he~d all theDG &L'ld the microfilms, too. . (~libit 

not 

28-

I 'll) 

9'. Thn t the Bnl timore Docll.-nents are a tricky He t of 

papers, typed on a mnchine, or macnir.os, cl08&ly reso~bline' 
. 

tho original Hiss 11?-achina, but ~'ith miscellaneously G.lf'fer-
. .. i " . 

ent typewriter ribbons and faked t:"1>or;raphical e,rrors, 

plainly desiened to · confuse. (E.:thlb-its 23"I, ·23-I1 and .2S-, 

III) 
-

10. That the typo\-:rl tar in evicence (:Nooo:sliock 
r 

,1rr230099) was certalnly not the original Hiss machine, 

81 ~loUgh- it probably was tho -:tachino :.tade to for;;e tho 

BaltL~ore Doc~~ents. (B7~iblts 2S-I1 n~d 25-I1I) 

In sLlort, the typed Eal ti!'ore Documantn 'dare· nO.t 

typed' by Priscilla 1iiss, or by anyone porson. 'rll~y \-Jere 

not siven to Cnambel's by Alg~r Hiss. They ~el'a t;lot pttt 
. , 

in the envelope and kept in the dUI:lbw:l.itor .tor ten long 

years. They -are an inf:enlous net }f :!'or5el'ias. 

CO~iCLuSIOU 

After nIl my invastication, I still do not know 

exactly what Cjl~"lbcl'S did, or how ; le d.id it, or ~:;::actly 

\'1hnt moti:nted 1'11:11 to i'ra..i1o .'tlror !!iss. SOille siGns polnt 

Kisseloff-22937 
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I 
I , 

\~. 

, . 

" 

... I -I • 

" 

... , • . I 
1 

, 
I 
I 

I' . ~, 

to" tho conclusion that, thoueh' hia personal~ m:t'ores~ maY' . 
I ! ". 

have been ,largely. to protect himsQlt iri· the l1bel suIt, '" 
1 

the nvailahi;ti ty' ,to hi~ -of the means for such ~el.r-proto'c-
) , , 

tion may have b~en part of a much la~'ger sChemb, Invoivins 
i ,; 

oth~r people, and tor larGer objectives than t~c 'aere i'" 
, 

I ~ 

framing of A15er 'Hiss. This, however, 1s spec'jllatlon. 

" , 

., 

, " 

For rurposes of this ~oti~n it Dhould be ehoug~ 'that I 
" -

prosqnt proo.f that eve,roy 'it:1!,ortant point o'f th.~ QO,ver!'Ulient's " 
I 

C~ge at the trials is vu.lnorable. Chambers wa~ ' the Govern- ' 
I 

'ment ',s wi ~ness, its only real witness; nnd 'everythIng-, " . , 

, t ,hat h3 said, or did, or said he did, is tainted with 

The Government may present I evidonce 
I 

of my prof~ored proofsj,if lso, that 
I ' 

'fraud and forGery. 

ito coun,tervail some 

will cre.te issues. Those issues should he co~sidered.ane., 
I • ' 

by a jury. Wherever ,tho truth may ultimately tie fourid, 
• i 

'in all its details, TlO havo surely hor.ne the burden , " . ' . 
'of shqwinlr that on tho proofs that wont before ' tha la.st 

ijurY "a crave :niscarriago of justice has occurr~d. 3:e 
• I 

. should bo given a chance to rectify this at a ~ow' tria1 • 

- • t/-....-
I 

I 
I I I 

. , ."r'" j ! ' ,,* 
( - I " -' , 

Sworn to before mE) thi.s' .. 

'" 
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, . 
EXFiICIT 2S-1 

com.JOIDlEAL'fH OF J.tl\ £i8ACHU9E!TTS ) 

OotmTY OF SUFFOL.1{ 

ch\ta~tts. on oath d"}\09{'1 ami say.: I 

~-vn an Jottie' e at 40' I. rag ldft za t 16 PortoI' Stl'~et' and Jut y 1 ' 

Onu~ Stre~t, both in Baid Bo~toD. 

I am r! qunf1tled '=Y-Amlnar ot qu~etloned dpcttments. I 
• " I 

Jiitve .,tated mJ',qua11t1cntiona ·1ft th1a rp.spect ~n Itn affidavit ' 
, • • - I ' 

.• executed JnnuAr.1 ~2, '1952, tor tiling 1n oonnectlpn with a motion 
. I, 

,tor 0. net,r trial ot, Alg49r ~R9 on the gl'cul'\d of np.~~ dlscoyere4 ,I 

ev~de"oe. 
I 

. MY ,ntrldavlt ot Januar.y 22nd d$Qlt with the resultft ot 
• I 

, 

an experl~pnt being co~d~ot~d br the attorn~a t~r'A1Ber, HlsA to, 
.' 4~termlne ,tb~ extent to ~hich it would ~~ P08S1b~~' as a pl'actlco.l' 

• - I 
matter to build or adRpt a typevrlt~r whioh would' 80 nearl1: 

, •• " • I 
I 

''dupl1ontl! the tyP1ng of aitother maoh1ne that qualitied doeumftnt 
.. • r 11 

.exnt'Qln~rs, comparing sp~olm-m~a of 1;1plng tram t~fJ, t1f~ maoh1nf1s, 
,. .. • - • ~, I 

'would baled by ord1nn17 Atand~r;;18 ot c'~pnX'l,!on ito oonelu4B 

thnt only a single mnohine had b~on used. . , , 
, . , ' I 

When.I first agr~~d"to ~sslst 1n, the :~~rtment, I told 
"." I· 

Hr •. ,Lan~, ~~. Hlo9'~ Attorn~y. that I douotp.4.~ muehwhethp.r 
, " ' ], 

sNeh a machine o6ui~ be made; bUt t"hat it it could the knowledge 
.- I -

• • I, 

th&~ such R. thing was pOS91bl~ would be 90 imp0t1An~ ~o the 
. ' ,, ' I 

prot'S'sF.ilon ot dOCWDpnt p.xamlnero, l\R 1rI ell a8 to the pub110 at 
•• "" 1 

, " , - • I 

l'nrge, that ;r th~lght ~ I w~l\d b~ doing a publio *~t"Il0e ~ eA9iet-

'Ins in the ~xper1m~~t. '; I 

'AR my ~l1rl1:p.r aff1davit shows, Mr. LAn~'fr eXp(ariment, 1n 
, • 1 

• "I " termA or pt'~1Be dup"l1cat1on 'Of the typing ot ~n~ mach~n~ by 
I • 

anothp.·,.., tolE!.9 nllrriqd ~n e" p()~nt of p~rt~ot1ori wh+oh r had 'not 
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, I 

auppoend possible. I 111ugtr~tn4 this br at~nc~\ng tn ~ , ntt1-
. . I 

davit gpeo1m~nl! 'or typ~ng t':r01!' .. thC! tvo 'Meh1n~9. It mny b~ thet 
1 

Gov~rnm~nt dooump.nt p-xarn1n~rR. E\FP~ooch1ng thp.jC'~ tlro APt" of 

Rpeo1m~nR with the knowl'ec1ge that same ot th~m ' \fp.r~ typr;d on 5. 

I 

m~chinp. delibArately rabrl(H\t~~' ~o 9. ~ to ~r()~UC1 tYP"ll~ J"f'C1 QUlbl1ng 

thn~ ot EUJotheI- maohine, '~vp. ,bac&u.s'p of th~lr ~orf'.,,~rn1ng beeon 
I ..... . ' .. 

able! to (ll~tlngulsh the producttl ot ,th~ tlfO ms.ctj.tnl1!!: :;'9' of now, 

of cou~ge. I hnvA no \/ny of knO\11n~ how 'far' th.,AY, t1,flY MVP b~(m 
I, 

9l:1ocp.8etul in making puch It d1p-tinction. r d().qeJ.l~ve, howp.vpr, 
I . 

t~t thp axp~l'lt:'Ant wp.,~ ca,..r1-=!<l to n , n~1n.t ';0 c1jos~ to o'?!lpl~·t~ 
I 
I 

du"011catlon tMt sny o6rt'tul docml'l"nt I?x~mtn(tr who from h"rf> "n 
! 

engag"p. to oompare qU~!1~l(')n~l~ tYl'lJig wi th 5P..m~1,t'r' 1,n tl. 9 t tU? tlon 

'Wh~rlJ the bnckgrnuntl fact's ~"o~" th.c ""'IMH~lb111ty~ thnt P.. du'O",'io!'tp 

1 
maohine r.llght h."lvea b~en t)onptruetnd fQr .forgary. purnog ~p. J !llU9t 

I 
) 

t:!k9 tlmt n"ag1b\11ty 'nto aocount, anrl rnunt b~ l>t'f-Ipnr"a tt') h--

oon~r(\nt~n ,.,ltl:t. a duu)1C&ltlrm ' HI") pub!1tp.ntl~11y chn· 1pt~ It!' to, 

I 
I 

tlpQ~n .tlY, Hr. J.R.n~ ~.;ln j,lP thFl t thn (}ovl"rm:l~nt nft('\' 
1 

finally ~gr~~d tl") 1pt h1M ~v!") .qn ;:'?:P')l"t ($xllm!md:l;m ml'd~ ' of th~ 
. I 

nr1g1.niils of thp "o-cEl.l1 Ad ~:-1 tJ f'r.l)rl" D~o~,n:tof'nt~ ttJ~, t('th h~cl b .. ~n 
, • I 

lntroduc~(l 1n ~vidpnofi '1n th~ Pl~Q tr1.~lR, ~e ':~i.l nr. th~' 91'"j-cRJ1~ 
• I 

Hisn 5t~nflar?lR ~'1 th ~h,1ch. Hr. F "'he,n, th.e, Govfll'nrnr·nt' R ,,"oa"m"'nt 
1 

expert, hs.d ooopa.rell. them. '[fp F..g~:(3d m'p t~ cC>!np,.)~.p thnq~ t~·,., Ao.t~ 
j 

of lloc'lrit~nte .,.,1 t}-l ench othc:r, e.nfl p.loo \oIl th Et'PPcln p n!! of tY~1ng 
.. t 

) . 
trom the oo-callf.2d Hl~g nnehtnr' 1.n hl~ :"op ~0F.c !.,ol1--tha. t 1~, th" 

I 
maohl!)p. whioh had b~en l.!\trOduc ~d" 1nt? ',th 4 , tria.1 i, ns b~ tng tho 

raachJ n~ mm,'d by thllO H1F8C>~ tn thQ 1930' ~, anc! ~'1 ch h,l(l b-.::-~n 
I 

• 
URed aG th~ etaMP,yV( rna~h1n!" 1n th!' exp~rlml;ht o~ tr:,ring to 

Cl~"r..t~ a dunl1oAt!-' •. Hp. ~1l1d 'h~ l-mntnd tty (mlnl.nti:=-.~ t~ t;})ethot' . 
~ I 

all thre12 sets of documnnt 8 h.~.d b(>~n ty}>()d on on ! m~ch\ 11~-- \n 

I 
I 
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~ . .' 

~rlhlch CAse, of course, the machine would' ~eceEul~111 be tne 10-

oelled Hi as machlne--or whether more than o,ne maoHine' we ~8,ed," 

~nd, it 80, hO'Crr many. 

I have nover eltamined Mr. Lane's'80-oail~d Hies maoblne, 

my ~orl~ 1n oonnec,t1on with tho congtruotion or ~he duplicate 

hnvln~ been lImited to oxnminntlon ot fJpeclmeno iot ,typing' from' 

. " 

' .. 

. 
',' p 

, \ 

it and frQm the dupli~nte maohine. 
'f 

lIowever, aliice the !txperlment' 

. 
1,t, ! have re~d :)1'. Dnn1.c 1 r~orClM' 0 'art'1<lnvi t o~ !-!l.U'oh '7th in 

. 
whioh h~ desor1bea. and ll1u9trate~ the results ot his ph18ioal . , . 
ex~m1 nation of the machi ne, and the gr.ounds for hi's oonolusion 

th~t it 13 a de11ber~tely altnred mQchlne. I h~ve ~ade mJ 
, 

ox~rn1nntion or the three sets or. doouments in t~e light , ot mJ, ' 

knowlcc1r.;c ot Dr. Norman's tlnu1ngs. ne ~ell as my own experlenoe 

1n FJtudyln~ th~ typing rf!sultn ot a machine d(tllberntelJ oreated 
, 

tor tho r.urpo~o ot showing th~t forgery by typoWr~ter would'b8 

possible. 

Hithout ' oonfllderlng the poss1bility, ot' forgery, ,I should 

h~J.VC3 concluded, by n1l a tanaar,l testA ordinari.l~ applied by , 

eJuost1onad document examiners,' thnt all three Bots or documents 

were typed on thA 9ntlle r:tRoh1na. I should not h..~v" bacod this 

oonolusion ro~r~ly upon nn lnconsoqunntlnl number orrel~t1vell 
!I 

iden".;1cal peonliro-l t1es, but upon thn moro oorivincing t'aot that 

!I' I have In mind the ten s1milaritios of typl~g iapresuion be­
t"le~n thr. 13altblOrt1 Docurilentn nnd the stan(lard's 'which Mr. Feeh~, 
tho Gov~rnmcnt's expert nt the neoona. trial, rolled on as a'baRia 
for his opinion, thnt they \-Iero typod on tho ,Gamo lilaoh1ne. I call 
thp.m ~noon9aoup.nt1~1 not only b8c~uBo Mr. F.oehnn gave no teBti~ , 
mony a~ t~ th~ identity or li~9imi1arlty ot the 'other sovent,- " 
four oh~r~otnrn, but b9c~uqe e1ah~ or the, ten pftoull~itieB which 
ho piokerl ~r" or n klnrl ",'h1ch A.re mout llkely to occur in old ' 
tyn~~,",1 tnrR, l13rt1cul ~ly \:Ioo(\otnoKB of th19 vi~tage. For ex~ 
amplo, I hftve seen tit lOltfJt fourteon WoodAtooka Jot th10 poriod, 
~ll or wh,1ch ha(l £H>mp.wh~t 91ml1:tr o.o.m:'tge at tho Iri~ht sldt; ot the 
lDwer loop of tho "g". 'Tho tin~l up~troko of.the aU 10 one ot 
th~ ~o~t vutnornble am!lll piaoes of type in thollC'hol.e keJboard, 
·m·l ! f' 'f,tton 'r.ush~t'l to the right or If'tt out ot ~ 1 t9 pertoot, nrc 
in much-uAed mnohinftn. I could oontinuo the.olltalogt19 in detail. 
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Itind no Bubstantial consistent deviat10ns in type lmpressions 

. as ' amOng the three seta ot documents. However. mr own expe~lence 
I 

has shown ,mo thnt l ,t Is , p08s1bl~, by oaretul work\ on a machine, 

to eliminate a1m~Bt oompletely the ,dev1atlona nh1ph would nor-
I • 

mally ,have developed betw8P,n Its typing 'and that' .. :ot another 
• , I ' 

maohine, and therefore, ,w~l~ I cannot any det1ni~elY ~hat all 

'three sets' ot documents were not tyPed on the sam
l

• maohine, I 
, , 

I . 
b~lleve It Just aa p08sible, In the light ot the ~bgervable 

•• . I 

tacta, that the Baltimore Doouments' wore typed 'on' a machine , I 
I ... 

which vae: not the original Hise maohlneused t~r ~he 8t4n~ar4g,. 
, .' I 

~t another machine mnde to type like ·th~ orlg1n~1 H~S9 maohlne. 
'. • I . 

Slnoe the typing ot tbe Baltimore ~ooument8 so ct~Bel~ resembles 
, ,1 ' 

th~ typing ot tho speolinentJ trom the s~oa1le4 Hilss machine, and 
f 
I 

Blnoo D~. norman has ,furnished evidence thnt that maohine 10 a 
.' I . 

de~lberatelY tabrloated one, I oan onl~ oonolUde lthat, ·as be-

tween the ~ro poso1b1l1tles, the torgery ot the ~altlmore Doou- ' 
, I 

menta is theo·,more likel)'. ' It .the Balt1'more Doauaients are 1:01"884, 
, . ' 1 ' 

. J' 
the.torgery 10 a good one, but it 19 no better 'han I know would 

be ,po9siblo with oaretul workmanship • 

~. have ~otloontlned my examination ot ~he jdooument8 to a 
, • , I < 

oomparison ot the typlng tor purposes ot ·trying to reaoh an 
.' • I 

opln1on ae to ho~ man)' machines were used. ~hen lKr.. Lane asked 
. ' ' I' 

m,e to' make thin oomparison he told me thnt ,'there rvore additional 
. ' I 

pointa on, ~lCh 'he wanted mY' oplni'on. ' 'H~ sald t~nt, ·while the 
'.. . . I 4efenee ,hOod on earller occa910ns been allo~ed to ,photograph the 

dOCUMents ln one way: OJ' nn9ther, ,the or1ginals h4d 'n~v9r, eo till' 
I 

a,s he knew, beon made' .. nvs:t1lnble tor olose Bnd deta1led expert 
, . I ', . 
Atudy. He told £110 that according to Chflmbore"s ~eAtlmon)' ,'a.t the 

I 

trial all the typewri tten, ,B~~tlmore Documont.9 h9.4 boo,n typed b, 1 

-~.. . 
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'Prlso111a Hls8 and'gl.en to him by Algor Rlso a~ aome time be-' 
I 

. 
" 

tween January 5 and ,Ap~ll 15, 1938. He noked m~ to examine the 
• I 

.. 

oJ-1g1nal. doouments closel, &nd g1ve -him my opirl1on a.u t? ·~.fhtlthl'Jr 

this test1mony vas correot. 

I have done BO, ~nd am satisfied that Oh~b~rsls t&at1-
, 

mony on_-thls point oannot possibly' be corroot. ~Thf) tollOldng 

are my more algnificant conclusions; I am ;l~GP(u~cd to :rupport 

nnd illustrate each of them 1n detail on t~a ~t~ud it ~lv9n ~n 
\ 
I 

opportunity. 
i > 

1. no ona person typed the Bill tiCJtore Coo:urnant I!. .Thore 

~fe"o ce,.tal~ly t101o t~plntn, 'thoso \fork ~·I)rfed. r;h:ar-p1y in even­

ness of' pro~3ure, typing tlkill, meohClnlcAl un\1e)';llt9.na~ns; ~md 

o6ntrol ot the mnoh1no, style h~blt9, Rrid ~ther ~1m119r~eRDoctB. 

tlo one pernon'~ ~ork aoul.i exhIbit Iluoh dl:'feronces. It 1s 'J.t;ita 
I 

p09f"blA thqt more th'ln . tl10 typl~tB 'fTt)r'a lnvolva~. 

2. 
J 

81 nee certa1nly mo'!'o thrrn on~ pt:traon typ'3 /1 tht'l 
. 

Bal t!.l!lo!'e Doouments, Prlso1111l. H1gg cannot hay~ ~YPfl~ th,lCl all. 

Furthermore, thp. ch~actn7'lgtlc9 of hr.l' :tYt'l:1f{ m~.ke 1 t .. p~rfqctly 
, 

clo~n~ thflt 9hEt ;raa not e1 the)" of the t\10 pr1ncipal typist ro, in-
, 

vol ved. I b11.8P. th19 oonolutJion to ~ coru~idp'T'ablr~ oxtN.t u,>\m 

(Juch rnctore, not ole!lrl.y observubl-u c::cept from ' thE' '.irlg'.nal 

dooumentn, ~R typing rhythm, 07'eReUre hnblt~ ~~ : v~riat1onR, 

qunl1ty :,f tone,h, p~ce of typing, rel(lt!ve OI')I~pe~Hnoo of' the . , 

two hnnds, vn~l the 111<:e. My conolusion !'rom these fs.cto~n ~ s 

borne out by IAAny othor '11 rfe7'cntlr,tln~ ch1.T':":c to':'1 ~t tcs 'It ~uch 

mntt9r~ na style, ~eoh'lnlcnl ~}:111, ~I:ln habits ot min(l. loris'" 

cl11a ~11 f:lA d.id not in my opinion typo 9.liy of t):~ ,B'll t! ::-oro 
, 

DOC\1mentR. 

-5-

Kisseloff-22943 

t 
I 

f 

I 
, ~ 



'1-, 
/: 

I, 

i 

I -

t I, 
I , 

't', 

. ~ 
.! "'" I' . . 

" 

~ ' I 
,f 

" 
. , 

" 

" 

3. The respeotive tendencies towards· a~rtaln'klndg ot 
t;roing orror9 and corrections are gloo GxtJ'emei7 lm~J'tlUit.· 

It iq n _ oommon Mblt ot moAt typ1sts, ~en l!Jl '1noo~eot. le·tt.l'~ i . , 

1A struok, to push the ~~lage baok and otrlke oYer, the ~~ ' . 
I., ,~,. 

letter with the ' right ono. -rho normal Mld, n1m~8t unlveraal "\ '", 
~ " j , 

,t~ndency, in doing ,th10, ie to A1;rike the ' iJeco~d, COrl"8o't, 

letter more heavily, RO a~'to oblit~rate the t~rBt, lnco~reot,. 
impression. 

In the Baltimore Documents I. -tind. ~om ~xam1Mtlon' ot 
I 

tho or',glnals no "lese than twenty-seYen lnatanoe9 where the 

.ordinnry habit is rcverRed, and the inoorreot '~ettor 10 stJtUck 

more heav1ly thnn the oorreot one. There 1s m2. iU\Ob 1nntBncl 

in ~ny ot th" Hiss standArds. 

Thl~ differenoo goes tar to support the :conoluslon 

th~t Pri,scl11A flins (11<1 not type the_ BnltImOJ'e poouments. But 
: 

.. 

1 t hflA sn a.d~1i t1onfi1, r?..r-r~llohing !-I1gn1r1oanc~.· The' phenomenon 

1ft not 19o1~ted; it apPo'lrs on A9vonteen ',pages :~t the Baltimore 

.Doournl)nt~, tlllci in the ~oJ'k ot Doth or the cle~,1y different . 

tytJi!lt!'l, 90 that it OMmot be a peraqnnl ldlofJyporA.9Y. It 18 
- I • 

suoh' An extraordinoJty phenomRnon, 90 laok',ng 1n: l'atio~al- ~Xpltl.n~ 
I 

tion 1n thp- 'rTorok or nny o~inary typist, that i~ oan 8car0811 
. 

bE" exr-lainec.'l on any othtll' basis than thq,t the typ10,tfJ ot the 

B~lt1more Documonta ol~h9~ were ettompt1ng to m~e preols9 and 

1ntent30rall cop1es o'f someone 0199 'g -unlntentlo~al typ1ng errot's, 

or ."ero ~ttolnl't1ns to slmulate the work ot oomel other roellltlvely 

1n~ccuroat~ typiat. 
, 

-(; -

J~. ~'lhl1e on the RubJeot of typing errol'~, I feel I should 

oomment on the ~tatomont of the PJ'0t190utor, 1-11'. I l~urphy, to tho 

'Jury, th~ t tnf) ,Jury could drAW conclusIons as tp the ldflnti ty 
- . 

or the typ1~t by _oQnorving three "oommon typfng er.ror9~. namely, 
I' ' 

th~ oornh~r."tton~ ti-r"' ,'for "1", Nt" for "S", nnel "til tor "u .. ~ and 
, 

not 1 nrr th~ t thoy Il.ppa!1l"P,cl both in ' tho, Bal t1.more ' Dooumonto nnd, 1n 
_6~isseloff-22944 

! -



. .".. -..... 

... 

, 
I , 
L> ' !!f'o. 
" .' ').. 

• ~ • 1 
p' 

two ot the otand~rda, Gov~rnment Exhibits 3~ and 46-B. 
" i · 

In my opInion this observation vas ~o9s11 m1~leading • 

. The oombination Mrh tor "i- does not appear at all In ~he 
standards, in the sense ot being ~ contusion between! the tvo 

letters. 'rhe instMoe Mr. Murphy obYlounly htld i'n m~nd 1s In 

the' word '~ransQriptq in GOYernment Exh1bit 34, wher~ the 
, 

typlnt, haying orig1nally Wl'i tten the letters IItranerl,', notioed 

the omis810n ot the 'OD" and went baok to type the letter.s ·or' 

01er the letters ' ·~1". thus 9u~erlmpo81ng the Ira o~ the ·1~. 
I • 

ThfF"comblnlltlon.s" -.t" tor "'g" nn~ It" tor' "dM ~e the 

oOl!1moneGt kind ot typing errore, commit,ted by 8'(ery ltypist 

. beoause ot the proximity ot th~ letter~ on t~~ ke7~nrd. Even 

It t~. ~urpbY'9 seleotion ot what heo~lls ·oommo~ typing 
I 

errors' were oorreot~whloh they are not--or were ~U9un1--. ' 

whioh they are not--thel -are totally 'insignificant ~ga1nst the · ~ 
, I 

taot that t~e Balt1more Doouments contain at least (ltt1 tlplng . ' . 
, . , 

error. ot a kind wh10h do bear on the porsonallty ot ,the typlst 
i 

and whioh do not appe~ anywhere in the atandarde, ~h11e on 
, 

tho other hand nine errors ot thnt nature appearing , I~,the 
, 

utandnrds neyer oocur in the Balt1more Doouments. OnlJ tour, 

eriors ot this kind are oomQon to the two sets ot doouments. 
- I, 

Entire11 apart trom the typing'ot the Baltimore Doou-, ~ . .. 

M811t8, m7 oxamination ot the originals han given me 'I an oPpol'tunl-. . ' 
t7 to draw oertain o'onoluslons ntom the penollled oorrectlonfJ , 

and proot-re~ding m~rk9 appearing on them. 

A striking fact, 1s th~t, whoreao the Baltlmoro Document. 
• I 

are el~imed to have been typed ourrently trom d~y to day ovor a 

period ot nbout three, months, the penoilled oorreot~on9 glY8 

the !lppearanoe ot having been··~mt\de in cine oont1nuoui
R opeJ'.atlon 

• • 
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rather than at the separate t1m~When tho soparate pages should' 
, I 

haYe been trpod. " The , oorreotlons and proof-read1ng marka were 

made with a sott, gray1sh-blaok pe~c11, 1n approximately the 
~ , 

Ramo oondition or wornnesR and bluntness throughout, and arc 

quite lnconsistont wlth the ldee that the 9nQ~ or different 

peno~la ~ero used a.t c. number 01' dIfferent tl¢o8 over a three 

months poriod. 

A9 to the hand~~itlng and the oo~rectionRl or proot-
• ! 

relld1ng hnblts, thoy show that tho ponoll notatIons loTerft cqre­

tull,Y dona, at one t' me, by one person, qui ta tprob!lbly wi th 

Rtanographlc training.. I have gtud1ed nwnerou's sampleR or the 
I 

handwr1ting of A!g~r ~~d Prlao111R H1so, as we~l as aamploe 

of documents furnishod to r.l8 r-\8 tnkon t'rom !,lgf!l" Hl~~ 'A tlleR 

1n the 1930's and showlnglh19 correct1onnl ~niproOr-reRdlng 

h!\bi ts. In my op1nion nel thAr Algar nor 1;r1sc~11a Hlss could 

have ,done t~a pencll mark'.ng on tho documents. 

6. Although the pencll Qorreo~lons wou~d ' appear, a~ I 

have· nald, to have b90n mRdA 1n one oper~tlorl, ' oxamln~t~o~ of 
/-

the ribbon Imprin t app~arlng on the or1g1nal d?cumenta tiu:lkes 

1 t scem extrnmely un11ke+y · tha.t the documents vel'" tynad 1n 

a normRl B1n~le cont!nuous oper~t1on, or even 90nsecutlvely by 

thp. ~nr.a pArson over ~ per10d of three months. ' I b~gc thlR 
I 

~bR~rvatlon on the tnot th~t the lnk on do~ume~tR dnted on thB , 

Rame day sometimes dlrrorn ~adlQally 1n color, doouments d~t,d 
" . 

~lth1n ~ r~~ d~yg of ~nch other 11~n~19A Ghow 1nk or different 
I 

s:hado9, ,9.n(} clocuments typed months npfll"t sho'tr 1nk. of much tho 
I 
I 

9~me color. ~t least four, nn~ prob~bly more, ,ribbons ~p.rc~ged, 

~n<l 1 r t!1c documAnt'g nero typn'\ consccut1 vely according t~ th9~r 

dates 1 t ~10ul1 appear that thORP' four or more t;'lbbong waro 

~lt~rn~tely beln~ put on ~nd tRken off thn machine, 90met1mo9 
I 

-g.. 
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, ; , ' " ' :" i1.al1y, O~ every dny or so. The bee' ribbon', ~1Dg .the blackest "t '! 

1", B-" t~,mo .. e 'D~~-- t ~'JI ~nd 0~earc8t 1mprasalon, was' used only once, M ~ .' ~v-

mont No.9. . I do not undertAlte to flt!srnat: aD7 J ' explru:lat~~~', as . J' ~; I 

to why thin al~ernatlon of rlbbono may have t~en place, ~ut 

mArel:,' point out thnt 1. t appoars ent1rely 1nooilslstent with , the 
\ 

8wnrn to herO~9 mn thin 

/9 rr( ~IlY of April, 1952. 

t ~Pb11e 

Zl;" 

My commission expires November 7, 1953. 
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EXHIBIT 2S-II 

oom~OmfE,ALTH OF J.fASS.\CHUSftTS 

COUNfY OF SUFFOLK 

) 
• . ) 

, ' . 
s~., • 

EVELYN SELTZER', EHRLIOH, be1ng duly sworn; deposes 
1 
I 
i 
I , 

and 

M"',name 1s Eve17nSeltzer Ehrl10h. I -l1ve 'at 411 Beaoon 
~ - ' I 

Street, ·~oston. Massaotiuse'tts. My baokgro~d and Itra1hing in 

the deteotion 'ot Ipurious and deoeptlve 'impri~tl ~d typograph7. 
- , . ' ! 

,as well as my experienoein the use ot photomlorography in t,~e . ~... , 

dllteotton' ·and ~lluatl'at1ol1 ot· doowaentary· torSel'l,a, are outlined 

in' an attldavit whioh I exeouted on January 24, 1952, .tor ,tl1ing. , ' - .. i . 
• I 

In: oonneot1on wlth a mot10n being made 'tor ,a new trial ot Alger 
, ' ! 

Hlsl - on ,the gro~d or n~~lY dis~overed evldence.' I' ' . . 
I,n my earlier ~ttidavit I dealt wlth 'tvo pr.~blem~ vhloh 

I 

- - I 

Hr,. B18s's atto~ney, Ohester- '~ ~e, ~d a~lted :me;, ' to ' oon,slder~ 

1. I'examin~d 8ample~ , ottrp~ng ~aken tro~, a WO~d8tOO~ :. 
, , 

~ t7PeW1'lter ' whioh :Mi-. Lane told. me wa:o supp~sed 'to , }ulve b~lonsed' , 
... • .. I 

, . 

,to l,the H~ss tamily.1'n the '.1930's, apd contrasted t ;hem 'v~th ·sample' 
, • I • 

ot typing. 'taken trom another machlne wbloh Mr. Lane told me ,he . 
, - I . . 

had had' 'made, ",lth the o~Jeo~ or 4UPli~~j~ng as near~1' ~s possible ' 
, . ' ., " 

tho typlng trom the s~oalled Hls~ ,~cbln~. 'b~ o~Jeot ot this 
I 

.... • ! . ~ 

ex~lnatlon was to ~eterll\l,ne bow , ,Dearly 'pe~teot a :duplloatlon 
. " '. I · . 

had ~e~n aohleved. On the 'basle ot my examlnatio~ I tound that I . 
.. .,.." 

oould s~oces8tu~17 dlfterentlate the ,typing ~t the,; ,two maoblnea 
. . I 

on , the basis' ot a tev· speoif10 o~aoteris~los, bu~, as t . stated 
• I 

.1n my attldavl t, exc:ept tor 1ihese· sub~le details I l tound that the 
, I 

miorosoopio var1ations: on 'one maohlne h84 been dupllo'ated on 'the , ' , 
• " I, 

other ,so taithful1y -1;'hat ~ m,.ght not ha~e , .bel,.eve~ 1t possible 
'"" · that two separate, mri.ch1ne~ were involved it I had ;not ' bee'n so 

lnformed in advanoe. 

. 
. Kisseloff-22948 

i 
,i 

1 

I 
I 
J 

-'I 



',. 

, 

, . 
'. 

I' 

" t-

0' 
.". .. 

In addition, atter studying the testimony give,n by the 

Government's expert, Mr. Ramos C. Feehan, in the ' seoond trial 
. 

in the Hiss oaee, I expressed the opinion that ·~y dooument 

expert, aoting with reasona.ble oare, wl:1o applied I the oriteria 

ot oomparison used by Mr. Feehan to the samples ~ent me by 

.. 

Mr.. LQne trom bis two maohines would reaoh the o~nclusion that a' 

single maohine had been used to type al~ ot, them. 

2. The seoond problem whioh I considered 1n my affidav1t 
, 
i 

or January 24th inTolved a three-way oomparison ~etween the " 

t 'yping in (a) speolmens trom the so-oalled Hls~ ~aohine 1n 1-ir. 

Lanels possession, (b)-the Baltimore Doouments, ~nd (0) the 
, 

dooumento lntroduo'ed as Government standards at the trial and 

adml ttedly typed in the 1930 I S on the mach1ne t~en o"med by the 

H~ss~. 

For purposes ot this compar1son I was furriished with 

or.iginal ' spe01mens trom th~ so-oalled Hiss machl~e, but only 

~"llth photooopies ot the Government stnndards-.-known as Gov~rn­

ment Exh1bi ts 34, 37 I . 39 and 46-B--and of three ~f ~he Balt1more 

Doouments. l-1r. Lane explained to me that the ori:ginal Bai timore 

Doouments and the or1g~nal Governm~nt standards ~ere in the 
! 

possess~ol} ot the Government and that he did not. (have access to 

them tor oomparison purposes. 

The photooo.pies thus supplied to me ,-rere lin general so 

d1!storted by the oopy1ng prooess that I found the:m ·,'too in-

. aoourate to w9rk trom. However" one photocopy--that of Govern­

ment ExhIbit 46-B, one ot the standru-da of Hiss t'yping--was 

sufficiently clear to enable me to form a tentatl;ve conolusion 

th~t the maohine on which that document was type~ might well not 

be, the same as the so-called Hiss machine in Mr. Lane's poss~s­

si,on. I attached to my affidav1t a serIes (Se~ie:s , B) of photo-

-2-
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miorographs made at 15" and 17X II&snltloatlo~8,' wh:r~b' ,1~ rq::" ~ ~ ~ 
.= ~ .. '. ~ I' .. ,'" "'" :.. t" II; ~. 

(I , 

,op~nion ,~ended to' support, this tentative JudSin~nt~. • A~. I .. :s~,~te4· ' ;: . '~ 
i ,n 1,my attl~a.vl t ', . I vas unwil11ng to expra8B ,any. t~~. }U4P'~t .~, 

regarding 'the slmllarlt1es"o~ the inoonelstenolesl betwe'en 'he .• 
< • • -t .. .• ., ~ .... 

two sets of· typing wl thout aooess to the 0~1g1nal -\- ot the, _~~~.rlal,. . 

, ~ '! ' j used as a standard. , , , 
• 1 -, 

If 

that 

In the latter part ot Uaroh; i952, !.{r~. Lan~ ;5;ntor~~'4 , me , '1 " , '! ' 

he had had a oonferenoe w1t~ the Unitod States ' ~ttornjl' 
~" !t-:- '.-

and with 1;he Judge~ and that the GoYernment had a~eed to' ~~~" , 
" , I . 

him to have aooess to the orlg1nal Ba1'~inore ':booient~ ~rid'~he \ 

ori:gina~ Government standards ot Hiss typlng tor' ~eta11ed exam1na~ 
,I • . , 

t 10'n and oomparison with eaoh other and, w1 th speoimens' . trom" 'he. 
' . . l ' ' , 

so-oalled Hlss maohine. Mr. Lane asked me to mak~ suoh a de-

taiied examinatlon and oomparison, wlth a 'v'1ew to :,seelng" whethe'r 
, 1 ' 

1 . 

study ot tne orlginals would support any more pos2,.t1Ye ~ono1uslon 
I • 

than I had been able to .reaoh on my earller examination, ot th~ 
. 1 

oopies. I. 
" 

The 'orig1nal doouments were ' put at my d1sposal ln' Boston 
, - 1 

. under FBI guard on April 1, 1952, and I 'ha:ve. been ' ~allOwed' to, malte' '. 

'. 

" , • , I ' • . 
~n intensive study of them, and to 'take suoh photographs'and . . \ 

I 

measurements as .I mlght wlsh. I ' have also be'en able 'to make a .. . ~ . " .. 
,I' 

simila.r study of' ·the or1g1nal 'or Det~ndant t s Exh1~lt TT. a . le.tter- . 
j 

a.pp~rently typed on the ' Hlss ltfoodstook In. 1933. ~or oomparlson 
j , 

purposes I have had a lRrge. number of speoimens furnished me' as 

having been typed on the so-oalled Hiss maohine ('Wb1~h I Wl11 ,~Qll 
... ~ ,"-

#N230099) at varlous times and wl th' VarYlngribbOn~ and operato~8 ,'. 
, 1 ' 

from the date 'fhen the maoh1ne was i"irst dlBoovere~ in Aprl'l;, 1914-9, 

down to the present. 

-3-
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, In studying and contrastlng these three sejS .ot doouments 

(Baltimore Doouments 5-47:. the Hlss standards ~o~ernment's 

~iblts 34, 37. 39 and 46-B and Deten~tts E~ltlt Tt!: speol­

mens t~en since Aprl1 16, 1949, trom ~N230099), ~ toundmaDJ 
.. i 

ot t~em di~tloult to work ~m •. Th~Baitlmore Dorumeri~S were 

'all on poor types ot paper with inadequate slzing~ and a high 
I 

,d~gI'ee ot'absorbenoy. In many ln~tanoes the 1'1bb~ns '.fere 
j , .. 

'a~par.entll moist. 'l'~ese, tactors resulted In ~bs0F'lng, the exac" 

• oharaoterlstios ot' the type whioh might have been! obser.able on _... . .. 
I • 

,mlcrosooplo examl~a:tlo~ lt the do~ument8. had beenl on other kinds 
• J, 

otpaper. fw~,ot the Hlse standard.--qovernmen~ ~hlbl~9 34 and 
-

39-~are 'l~kewlse lnadequate tor oomparison pur.pO,srs; the 'latter 

'·1,0 an'l.nexpensive and extremely absorbent .bond, afd t~e tormer, 

though with a good slzing surfaoe, has a 'hlg~ly Irregular 

s~rtao~ oonf~rmatlon: .and both are tjpe~ with, a hra." moist 
I' 

ribbon which further alters the measurements to 'such an extent 
" • ': ~. J' • ~ 

that preolse oomparlsons are 8lmost Impossible. In this oonnec-
I 
, 

• J 

tlon, I ha.e no~ed that ,when Mr. Feehan" ln his t~stlmony at the' 

seoond trial. was' Il1ustr~tirig to the JUry the te~ slm1lar 
I 

oharaoteristios which he 'said supported his oplni~n ~hat the 
I 

, ,( , : 
"same machine ,typed both the Baltimore Doouments and the Blss 

1 • 
standards, h~ used letters appearlng .in thelle, two! blurr'ed 

eXhlblts--Goyernment Exh1~lts 3~ ~d 39--~0' 11~us~rate everyone 

ot hls 'ten oharaoteristios, ~ith on17:two supporting referenoes 
I I 

tc? Government EXhibit l:J.6-li, androne at all to!"Gov~rnment Exhibit, 
.' 

37 or De~e~dant's Exhibit TT • 
. 

, 
, 

,The onlr reliable o.ompariaon I have tound Posslble is 
t 

between the three last-mentioned standards, ,and t~e speoimens 

I ,have been turnlshed trom #N230099. On the ~asl~ ot this . 
I 
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oompa,rlson I am 'new prepared to oontlrm" the tent~atlve, J~dgment, 
I 'tormed ~arller on the basis ot my study ot a J,hotooOPy ot i . 

, 

,Government ExhibIt 46-B. 
i 

. ' 
\ . 

In 'my opinion, #N230099 oannot be the 9~e maohine that 
l' ' 

typed Government Exhibits 37 and ,4~B and Detendant's ExhibIt 'IT-.-
I • 

I base this opInIon upon cer~aIn ~~tterenoe~ 1n ~ype impres~ions 
• I . 

between many ot the lett'ers in the ttfO sots ot, ~o,cuments, these 
I 

d~tferenoes appearIng with such a high degree ,of; regularIty as 
, . ! " 

t ,o preclude the posslblll ty or' ,their being due t:o variatIons ot 
• • I ,. 

- I 

ribbon, typing pressure, or other peoulIar1ties pf operat1on, 

,and being of such a nature that diff~ronoes 1n ip1prlnt cannot 
I 

be due to' age or wear on the maohine. 
I 

On ,the other hand, ~ have not founa it-possible to form 

B 
' ) 

to whether the altimore Doouments were 
I 

a ,definite opinion as 
*/ 

typed on #N230099.~ I observe cer.tain subtle det~ils of difference, 
1 

b~t these are of a 'kind which might quite posSib~y be due to the 
, . ' 

. . . . l 

particular ribbons and the absorbent quality of ~he lo~ grade or 
.. . 

poorly sized paper wh1ch .was used for the Baltlm~re Documents. : 

The same is true of a cQmparlson betlo1een the Baltimore Documents 
1 , 

and the, Hiss Standards 46-B, 31 and'TT. As to these oomparisons 
• 1 

I 

, I can only say that the observable peouliar1ties ; in the type 
, . , 

I ' ot the Balt,imore Doouments in my opinion more nearly res.emble 
, . . • I 

the peouliarities 1n the typing from #N230099 than they do the 
.,1 ' 

I 
peouliarities in the Hiss Standards whioh I used! for oomparison. 

I am attaohing photographs 1ntended to il~ustrate the 
I grounds tor my opin10n. ~j;eB A" C, E and . F BhfW oomparisons, 
" 

at l5X magn1fication, of' the Hyll, II til , "u" and lip!' appearing in 

i 

D 
t Baltimore ooument .10. lO ·'~ias not inoluded in the group of 

Baltimore Dooument,s used for this s~udy. " 

. -5-
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" ~ 
all three sets ot doouments. The partioUlar l~pl:'l11ts 1f~O~ t . , 

haYe ohose~ to photograph baYe been seleoted. no't ~eo~use the, 
. , . 

lfere unusual, . but beoause atter oareful stud1 I : tound theD I , 
. , 

typical examples, to'r photomiorographlc; purpose~, of the par- 'r. 

" . ,. , 

tioular peouliar1tIes whioh I ObSerT9 In these ~etters tbr~~~out 
; I 

the three sets ot doouments. Nor are these to1:li' letters .the' 
, 

only ones whloh oould be used to lllustrate mY oplnion. The 

kinds ot dlstortlons whioh I have lllustrated, partioularly by' 
" . 

the "uM and the' lin", oould 'be equally well Il1uetre.~~d by p~ot~ 

graphic studies ot many or the othe~ char~oter8 on the keyboard. 

The photographs in Serles B and D are ' eniargments ot 
, ' . 

details of the ft y• and "t" appearing ln the three sets ot doo~ 

ments, at magnifloation 2.6x. Th'e photomiorographs in Series A-F' 

i"ere made in the same way as those whloh were made for my 

enrlier 'ottidav1t, exoept that polarized light was used for 

most of the photomiorogranhs inoluded with, this :,attldaYlt. 

SERIES A and B . 

y. The clear-out sharp angles whioh are almos~ :allfays' ap,parent 

at the J~oture 01'- the seriphs and 'the legsot the small . . ' 
I • 

letter "yM in, the His~ Standards 46-B, ~1 and TT are almost . 
always blurred and indistinot' in the imprints ot this letter 

, 

by N230099. The l~ft leg of the small letter "1" appears t~ 

meet the main statt of the letter at nt'hlgher poInt 1n the 

imprints of this letter in the Hiss Standards than 1n the 

i.mprints made by #N230099. This differenoe makes the· 

d~soender of the small letter d y" longer in the Hls~ Standards 

than it dOAS in the imprints trom #N230099. There 1s . a ~reak 

or out 1"n the type faoe ot the terminal aro in the de'soender 
I 

" or the small lette~ "y" -in IIN2;0099 whioh' does not appear 1n 

-6-
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the other two sets ot doouments.This,deteot helps to 
.' I • _, • • I 

obsoure the differenoe between the lengthot ;the ,desoender 
I 
I 

ot the, '1' ln' the #ll230099 maohine and th8.t, ,o.t the' '7'" '1n 
.~, I 

I 

the Hiss Standards where the type' taoe 1s oontinuous 1n 
, ' 1 

th~s term1~al oUrve. It also tends to oontU,s:e mlc.irometrlc 

oompar1sons between the le~teI.' '1' as 1 t ap~'ars 1n the , i . 

Baltimore.Documents. and as it, appears In,speolmens trom 
I ' • " ~ 1 , 

#~230099. 

SERIES 0' and D 
.' " I 

t. The arc ,1n, the' termlnal ourve ot the srilall letter 't~ '1. 
" I , 

wider ln most ot the lmprlnt. ot th18 ,letter lin the Blss 
- • '" -" • • I 

Standards lJ.6-B~ '37 and T'1' tha!l 1n the. lmprln~o at thlef' 

,letter ~y' ,#N230099.' and thellne ot the' OUM'~tOllOWS a. 

dlfterent pattern. 

SERIES E 
, . 

u:. The angles ~ere ·the lower aerlph and th~ lo~p, rospectlvell, 
~ ! ,,", 

meet the r.lght leg ar~ d1tterent 1n the lmprints ot #N230099 
. • • ~ l' 

• I" 
,trom thOfJ,e In the Bl'8s Standards 46-B, 37 and ft., 

1 

SERIES' 
, " ' 

n. The ditterenoes between the imprints at tbis 'letter in the 
• ~. - I 

• I , 

Hlsa Standards ~-B,: .~7 ~nd '~T, 'and the lml>r~llt. 1n ~he . ' 

t7plng tram #N230099,. are most,olear17'sh~vn,ln the angle, 

where the ser.1phs meet the lett .and'right le~ and where 

the lo~p' me'ets the lett upright. 

. 
, Sworn to betore me this 

,/'1 ft dar ot Ap1'11, 1952 •. 

au; 

r?~Q>. Z~ 
I 

/, . 
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EXHIBIT 23':' III " 

oom~OmmAL'lH or MASSAOHUSETTS ) 
: as.: 

OOUNTY OF ESSEX ) 

DANIEL P. NeRMAN, be1ng dull sworn, depo~es and says: 

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

S~reet, Boston, !1ass. My f1rm 1s 'engaged 1n the business of 
I 

t 'asting and analysis, both phteioal and ohemloa~, of paper, and 

other materials, tor the Unlted Ste,tee Armed Se,rvloea, Federal, 
, , I 

Sta.1!e, end Municipa.l Departments, and major ind~~trla1 firm~ .• 
I 

My qualiricationa, and thoBe of my organiz~tion, in this and 

., . 

,related fields are se~ out 1n detall in ari affldavit which I 

executed on J.!s.rch' 7, 1952, tor fll1ng 1n connec~1on wlth a motion 
I 

tor a new trial of Alger Hiss on the ground of neTtTly discovered 

evidence. 

In the latter part of Haroh, 1952, Chester T. La.ne., 
. 

attorney tor Alger Hlss, informed me that the U~lted St~tes 

Attorney had fl,nally agreed to mnke ;\v~il&ble to' h1m for physioal 
. 

examination and ~nalYAis the originals of the so~called Baltimore 

DocuQents whioh were 1ntroduced in evldence at the HlsB trials, 

and he requested me and my 'organizat10n to exami~e these docu-
• I 

, 
ments by physical and chem1c~l tests in an atte~pt to obtain any 

1 

possible 1nformation as to their souroe B.nd hi .st~ry. He t ,old me 
I 

that he was p~rt1oul.arly 1nterested in any concl~s1one whioh I 

could draw trom such an examination which \-,ould bl3ar upon the 

truth of the cla1m that Balt1more Documents 5-1~7 \-Tere al~ docu­

ments typed by one person on one machine in the ~eriod of 

approximately the f1rst three months of 1939 and ' ha~ all been 

k~pt together, 'fi,th 'other material, in a single · envelope from 

the middle ot 1~3g until November 1949. 
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Baltimore DooWD6nts 5-~7 and" Governllent' ~xl:tlbl tsJ.4:., 3!,", (.: 

39 '~d 1t-6-B (the Hiss' Standards) were made a.vai,~able' to me ;'and ~ 
, . ' I." 

my organization under FBI gu~d in Boston,o~ Ap~~l 1, 1952. 

-. I . 
• » 

,i 

{, 

Shortly thereafter, at my request, there were ~80 made,:~vallQble ~ ; 

the envelope (G9vernmen,t Exhibit 19) in whi0h: 'I :underetand ,~,." 
I < • 

h~s been ola1~ed that the doouments were stored:between '193~'and 

1,911-13, as well as Bal timor~ Dooums'nts· 1-'4 (t'he, h,~ndtfl'l tteh '~ott?8 t 
a.nd Government Exhlbits 66 and 66-A Jthe paper ~~. which Hr~ 

l{oOool typed ln, court). I 

I • I • 

I w~s permltted to out a se~tlon of the blank.port10n8;O~ 
I , 

e'aoh ot the typed Bal tlmors Documents" a secti04 of page 3 at' 

Q'overnment • s Exhlbl t 46-~, and a seotlo~ ot the: co~p1etei~ ~l~ 
• J. 

page ot Exh1blt 66. In ~ost instances ~he sections wer.e approxl-, 
i 

mately ~" squ9.re but ln e. tew lnstanoes as l~st as app.roxlma.tel~ 

l~," x 5". If wa.s not perml tt'ed to take ant seotion on wh10h there 
, 1 • 

was typlng or wrlting of 'any klnd, and whereverlan abnormality 
I •. I ~ _ If 

of any kind, suoh as a sta1n or spot, was observed I ·had ~o leave 

at least ha.lt of the a.bnormall ty'. 

I ~as ais~ permitted to' out six 1 n equar~s trom the 
~ 11' • A 

envelop"e, one from the flap; three trom the ~~~t and t~o tr·o~ 
I 

the b~ok, the sections in each 1nstanoe again belng so selected 
t ' 

, , 'i , ' 
that at least hA.lt of ~ach stain in 'tfhioh I was lnterested was' , 

~ett intact on the 

the R1de on wh1ch 

mean the opposlte 

I 
I 

envelope,. (By ~baok" ot thei e"nvelope I mean 
• • j 

the clasp arid. label are t~und; by ·tron~· I 
", 1 

slde--theaide on 1fhioh the address would' , . 

normally be wr1tten.) ~lhen the speoimens were faken, both ~?m' , 

the doouments and 'trom the envelope, I would indicate the portion 
.. -... " . . ' 

, 

I wnnted ~nd an FBI agent would then,cut lt ott~ the agent' and I 
I . , 

-2-
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would initial the maln. part ot the dooume~t, and w~ would then 
• I 

- . -
photograph the dooument' and the portion out there70~" slmu~-

, tat:l8ou9,l" approximately :!D.!!1Y.. It vas not P~sB11ble to photo­

graph the -marldngs on the, :lns1d~ o~ thEf envelope ~ithout 911t-

, ,t1ng 1t open, and I lias ,denied permission to do th1s." 
:' . ! ~ 
Exoept as ~ust indloated, I was permitted ~o ~~oto8raph 

the d~c~,e~t~., and tl?-e enyelope treel,. I< ... 
. ' . / ~ .. .. 11 

. ~le I was allowed to take aWaT and use as '1 saw tit 
i 

tha samples cut trom the dO.CUIIlents and troin the eliYelope, the 
• ' -,. ' t 

balanoe ot the' ' p~per9 were at all t~mes kept un~e~ survelllanoe 
. ' I 

b7: one or more repre,8~~tatlves ' ot' ,the', PBI. 
I , 

, As a resul. t ot direot _obse"at~on ot the p~per8 'and: 'studJ 

o~, 'm, photographs ,ot them, as' well as ~emloal an~ other anal,sea 
- I 

ot the spsoimens wb!oh -were turnlsb~d to m9, I haVe been a~le · to · 
" . 

reaoh a number' ot detlnlte oonoluslons bearing on the questions 
. ' 'f' ,. ! 

whloh Mr. Lane, asked us to oonsldel'~ I, ~ 
~ , 

la. P~810alll, the t7ped Baltlm~ro .Dooum~nts exoept Noa. 

9 '~n~iO ; tall into two,dlfferent aize oatego~lea: : 
I 

A., St' x 111. (Baltlmor.e :Doouments nu~bere~ 5~ 61. 7. 8, 
12. ~3', 15, 37,- 3g, 39, 49, ~l, 42, .43" 44; "5, 46, 471. . , ! 

I 

,B. g. ~ iOi' (BaltImore Doouments numbered '11, l~, 16, ' 
17, 19, 19, 20, 21, '22, 23, 24, 2;,' 26~ ,27, 28, 29" 
30, 3l~ '32, 3~, 34, 35, 36/. 

lb'. 'From the arrangement ot the 't)'ping onj the pages ' !ot 

the. doouments in cate~ory B. lncludl~g ' t~e·obserY~ble narrow 
... . ~ .... I 

marsins a~d the trequ~nt' ~llolng ot the e~ge ot t~e paper through 
4 'f I j 

the typed. letters at the ~1~ht margin, it app~aI'sl, probable tha~ 

'at -some time after the typ1ng was done all the sheets In this 
" i -

oategory, were out down trom · so~e other size or sizes to the 
i 

present S' x iOh" ·slze. ,I 111u9~rate th19 obserT~tlon b7' a 
I 

photograph marked Figure 1, whloh 19. a 0.4 magnlt';10at1on 'ot 
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Baltimore 22, page 1, showing the entire dOoume~t right out to 
I . 

the edge or the paper. Figure 2 1s a 0.4 magn1t1oation or 
- I 

B9.ltlmore 11, page 1, showing similar orowding ~t 'the' r1'ght 

marg~n, and partioularly the cutt1ng at the end :ot th~ 25th llne. 

Figure 3 is a JX enlargement ot a por.tion ot th~ r~ght margin 

ot the same page, showing how the last word in the 25th iine 
J 

ot the text was out oft and the missing portion ipenoilled in. 

Figure 4 sho~rn a ,3X enlargement ot the upper rlght margln ot 

Baltimore 11, page 1, showing partloularly the words ·in the . 
I 

23rd and 25th llnes whioh have been out ott at the edge ot the 
! 

paper. 
! 

Phe~omena at this kind are present ,on ma~y othe~, pages 

ot documents In oategory B, but are not present lin any of the 

pages at doouments In category A. 

2a. The maJorlty of the typed Baltlmore pocumentsare on 

paper ,\-1hloh meets present-da.y Federal speoltlcat:ions for ~hl te 

manifold papers of types IV and V. That Is to s:ay, they are 
, 

oompoRed wholly or predomlnantly of chemlcal woo'd flbers. None 

ot the papers show an abnormally hl~h ncidl ty (t;ho pH of ~1ater 

extracts of the paper vary between 5.0 and 5.5, Mhlle the 

speciflcatlons merely requ1re th9.t the pH be not: less than !~.2) I 

a.nd there 19 no evidence ot abnormal chemlcal pr,opert1es 1n the 

many samples tested. 
I 

_ 2b. All documents tn category A (g~n x 1:1") are heavily 

yellowed and sho .... ' marks of age over substantial ;portions of 

their area to a degree not apparent in any of th~ documents in 

oategory B (8" x ld~"). The appearanoe of the p~per in the 
1 

oategory B documents is very siml1ar to th~t of Government mani­

fold paper known to'have been stored in ordinary! offioe files 

from i931 to 1952. The . a ;-';1earanoe of the paper ~n the category A 
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~doouments ls ·that ot sheets whioh,haYe ,~een ~~~~e~'e.d: 1:0.'_ .... . . ~ ': 

do~er1orat1ng oondit1~ns .whloh, vere n~t unltor~ ,.~oro •• ; tD8 ," . .. l 

, . area of. the sheet.s. - ,.~- 'I, 

,'It 18 well known that the. oondl Hona ot , 8t~rage ~t 
.. I.. 

I . • 

paper have a. oons1derable intluenoe on 'its d~~ee ot perllane,~oe· .~ ~ 

variations ln heat and humid1ty ,bel~g in parti~ul~ repon~l~~" . 
I ~ . • 

for variatlons ln, the rate" at aging .~nd 'lellOlf~ng ot .pa~er. ' , ~<~. 

view ot the taot that most ot the papers in bo~h ,cat~gorl A . 
and oategory B ,nre ot the same general 01as8 (predo~lnant17 

I, . , I 

ohemioal wood pulp) and ShOlf no chemioal. 1d1oslnorasies ,(suoh 
1 • \ 

~s abnorma.l alum' conoentrations whloh would be retleoted "ln '. 
~ i ~ 

I III • ,I 

abnormal aoidity), I oonolude that the two oategor~e8 ot dOou-,' . . . \ . I 
ments oould not, have ~een store~ ,together und~r\ the s'ame ~tmoa: " ' 

pherio . oondi t10ns tor most ot the1r existenoe. 'I 
" 

F.;xper.lments whloh ,ore have ,oo,nduoted w1th" paper ot oompa~ 
I ' 

able ,quality" known to have ·oome trom Government ;tl1es in .the 
, 
I ' 

l 'a tter part ot ~he 1930 l a have· sat'latied' us that, the present 
- I . 

. "I 
,appearanoe ot the- typed Ba~timore Doouments oan~6t , have 'bee~ 

, 
I ' 

caused by the handling-and expoaure to light , to ~ whioh these 
I . 
j ' , ,,', 

doouments have pr~sumAblt been subjeoted sinoe, ~bel )"~rerlrst 

turned over to · the Government in ~ovember 194a. : P8l't1oular17, 
I 

II 
suoh handling a.nd exposure ,to l1ght 'oould not eXplain ,·the VU'l­

, \ 

1ng degreeA of aged appearqnoe shown b1 the 4oo~ment~ in the two, 
categories, A and B. 

I 

< , 

3. ~fuat I haTe said indioates that it wo~ld ha?e ,been 

impossible tor all the typed Baltimore Dooumental to ' haYe 'bee~ '~ 
stored together over the 10 ye8l', period trom 1938 to 1948. r.ro~ , . , 

I 

this - 1 t tollows that they oannot have been al:l sfored t08,etl1er ' 

during that'period in the" envelope in wh1ch they : ~e ~lleged 

to have been stored. 

-5-' 
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I haye oaretu,lly examined this envelope (Gojvernment 

Exhibit 19) tor the purp~8e ot ~e~ermining wh~thei 1t would 

, nevertheless have been possible that some ot the documents , , ' t 
I 

. '" might h~Te been stored ,1n 1 t. 'My exam1nat10n 1ea49 to the . , 

oopolus10n that 1t would nothaT8 been poss1b~e. :1 base th1s 
"r , I • 

~bservat1on on analyses' ot c!3rtaln sta1ns appearl~g on both .. 
I 

the tront and back ot the envelope, and both 1ns14;e and out" 

as; well as upon obaervatlon ot'the ettect made on :the' en~elop,e 
by, thepreeence o't certa1n hard ph1s'lcal obJect,s ~hlCh may'liave . ' ' 

been microf1lm contalners (>t one k1nd or'another. I These 01>-
" , 

9~rvatlons lead me to conolude tha\unless, ver1 e+aborate pre­
I 

cautions ha<1o been taken', no se:t ot papers could ~~ve been 
• I' 

enc1os~d tor a perlod o~ 10 years in this~ onTelopo without show-' 

lns stains or press~,e.markS which ~e totally ab~ent ln ~l the 
, 

·typed ~alt1more Doouments. In view ot the slze ot the envelope 
I' , 
I 

a~d the' presumed slze ot ~he.~crotllm oontainers:or other 
, , 

'pbisioal ob<Ject~ 'which we~re: eno~osed 1n 1t, I am rat1~tled that 

t~ere would not have been 'room 1n t~e envelope ~ot additional 

ma.terial .suft1oient to proteot the Baltimore Doouments'. 
• A ~ • 

At 1117 ,suggestion 'Mr. Lane reqUested perm1s~lon to, examine' 

the g sheets ot lellow,paper' which were marked ~tl the ~1ai as 
I • 

,'. • J I 

Goyernment Exhib1t 20 tor Identitlcatlon, and ",hlch Chambers 
J' ~ 

testitled were also 'enclosed in the envelope. . Th'ls permission 
. . " i' 

,was denied, so that' ,I haTe no knowle~ge as' to Whejther those 

l.ol1ow sheets retlect the type ot sta1ns or pressure marks to 
" 1 

whioh I 'have reterred. Howe,er, it they do, 1 ~ satlsfled .that 

no g sheets ot ordinary pape,r oould have been so ;arranged as 

,completely to proteot' any set ot papers, ot t~e t~e used tor 
I 

the Baltimore Doc~ent9, .trom ~ark1ngs 'ot the kind I have' 
1 

'doscr1bed. I 
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I do not undertake, to present at t~is time detailed data , i 

on the results ot the examinations and anallses whloh.I. a'nd--m1 

o~ganizatlon have made ot the stains and pr~s,sUr~" 'marks,,· appear-
, I 

I' 
lng on the envelope •. I do, hm1ever, illustrate the oondition 

'J t 001 

.. 

ot the envelope by the attaohed ~hotographs~Fi~res 5, 6 a~d 7. 
: 

For purp~8e8 ot these photograp~8 the' envelope w~s held down 

·by: two rubber bands. 

Figure 5 is a photogr.aph of the front 

w~th the tlap'open so that. the stains .on the 

envelope are visible. 

I 
J 

of'the envelope 
• I, '., 

outside,ot the 
1. 

I 
! 

Figure 6 i9 a similar photograph showlng the baok ot the 

envelope with the flap open. 

Figure 7 shows, the baok of the envel_ope w~ th the tlap 
, 

,ol'osed. It is interesting to note that the port~on ot the label 
I 

,.,hioh is still attached to the flap ShOl1S an ent~relY di,fferent 
I • 

degree of disooloration and staining than does tne portion ot 
t 

• II 
·the label adhering to the baok of the env~lope, '~lthough they 

I . 
were clearly onoe part of the same label. Unfortunately, I was , 

i 
nO,t permitted by the FBI. t~ sl~ t open the envelo~e 80 tha. t I 

~ .. \, I 
could take photographs of its interior, partioularly photographs 

. . ' ], 
~1'lu8trati~g the internal stains "'7hich I , have ob~erved and 

analyzed, and the oharacter ot ,.,hich preoludes th~hr being due 
1 

'to oeepaga or penetration trom the ,outside. 
I 

I 
t-ir. Lane aaked us to makea' separate ~'tudy of the 

I 

I 

ri'bbon, thread oounts visible on the typed Bal timqre Doouments. 

This study has established to our satisfaction tnat at least 
1 

tour ribbons ';-lere used in the typing ot t'hese do~uments. Al-
, I 

,t~rnatlon in the use ot the various ribbons bears 'no disoernible­
I 

relatlonshlr> to' any possible grouping of the doo~mente 1)i~:tne1r 
I 
I' 

.,' 
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. , .': ': j 
date s; In' tac,t" ,ln a: numb~r ot instanoes two 4~OUEleiit8 ~ ck1;,ed: ~. ~')I 

I " ' 

,aome time apart are t;yped' with a rll~bon ot a g~ven' thread .,ooUn~' Q-. '~I 
I ' 

while other documents ",1th dates in between ai.'~, ~lpe4' wl~h a" I 

ribbon'9f a dlfterent count. I 

5,- I report .the result ot ,one fUrther ·~eparate ixperl-1 

I 

me.nt whioh I oonducted at Mr. Lane's request.' 'He advised me 
, ~ , ... 

t'hat Ira Lockey, from whom the defense had aoq~lred Wo04stoo~: 
1 ~ 

No. N23bo99, had testified at the seoond trial/that.,when he 
I 

originally acquired :the maohine in :911-5 it was jout 'i~. a hellY; 
I 

7'a.in in a 'ilaShi~gton backyard. He. 'aske~' me to" ide~ermine ~het!ler: . 

No. N230099 oould have been exposed outdo,ora 't.o, the elements 
1 " . 

tor 'any length ot time., As a basie' tor rea~hi~g a oonolu810n '. ' 
i 

on thls polnt I exposed a \ioodstook tipewriter lot the same 
\ I 

general ci9.sS and approxllDateiy.tho same serlal~ number outdoors 
I 

ln Ips~'r1ch, J.fass., tor a. period ot t,.,o weeks'. ;For the tlrst 
I . 

week, on days 1n whioh we dld not have raln, we; wet the type-

writer down with water. In the second week, w~leh was relatlYeil 
I • 

dry, we did not. At th~ end ot the first thre~1 -days thls oo,m-

• I .. 

parison Woods took machine sho'wed .appreclable slgns of oorros10n, 
" \; ... 

and damage in the torm of paint flaking off'an~ rust appearing 

on varlous parts ot the meohanl~m. 
I . . .. , 

At the end. of two weeks the '4 • • 

type face, t!te type bars; the carrlag~ "rays, th~ I!lot~ed segme~t 

· 1n which., the type 'moves; ~n~ all the unpainted 'm~tal portions, 

.nhowed heavy rusting 

sideR of the machine 

No traces ot rust or 

and the palnt on the carriage 'baok and' 
I • 

showed substantlal 'flaking and apot~ing • 
• ' • I , 

of flaking or the paint ot; the nature we' 
i 

have observed in this exposed compari~on mach1n:e oan be tound on 'I 

No. N230099. I 
It appears to be merely a somewha~ dirty ~~oh1ne. 

-g-
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I 
, ,In mr opinion WOOdstO,Ok: No,.N2~Q099, oo~d notb~ tn i~~ present 

oondl t.lon 1.f 1 t had' ,ever b,een' exposed t,o a heavy' r~ln, unless 

a~ter such exposure, it 'had' be~n,oC?mpleteiy reoondftloned. 

" 

I 
I' 

, J' " 

'~fJ/.~ 
., '), . 

'i ' 
I' 
I 

E,~a~x, ,si3'!, 

.. : S,u»sorlbed and~~~~rn' to, 'betore' ~e, ;thl's .JJ~I.. daf' or . 
A~rlt~: ~952. ~ ," . " f' 

. . , 

'" 

, , 

", 

• i 

kuL' 
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SECOND SUPPLEMEnTAL . AFFIDAVIT ,OF . CHESTER T. LANE 
, fit SUPPORT ;:::F MOTION FOR UEN. TRIAL 

ON GROUllD OF tHrdLY DIscdvm,o!;l) EVIDS!tcE 

miITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
. 

SOUTH~'RN DISTRICT OF NE,'i YORK 

. - .. 
• • 

• • 
.. lllTITl<:!I) STATES OF AM:'.:RICA, 

-aea1nst­

ALGER flISS, 
• • c ri'mlnal~ No'. C~12.J-40 

Da1'endn~t. 

.. .. -- - -

: ss.: 

• • 

• .. 

'C,(),!]lPl'Y 0'" NE'tY YORK ) 'I 

I 
CH~!STER T. LlIlIE, ~bei~ d.:.lY s~orn, deposos anq. says: i, 

~ am an attorney a.~ la\,l, a "Ilombor 01' the 1'lrffi 'ot Beer, I 
, 

Ric~'lards, Lano 1:. Hallor, attorneys for AlGor Hiss, the 

defendant herei~, and aIn in charge of this case " for my f~rril.l: 

This is my second supple'mental arr~davi t i'n ' support 01' ~he , 

d~fel1dant' spending roo.tlon ·for a. ne'a trIal on the Cround 01' I 

newly discovered evidence under Rulo 33 of the Federal Rules 

of Criminal Proceduro. 

,1'HE BALTIMORE bOCUM~TS 

J The da.'l1nlng 'evidence in 'this case--the evidence with­

out 'oJ'hicn the~e \7o~ld have been no case worth c~m8iderine-­

was the .s9-calle<;i Enlti·~tore Docu."11ents. 'rhoso 1'9ur smal'l 
I 

handwrit~en notes ·on scra~ch-pad paper and slxt~-f~ve typ~-

writton sheets, copy1ne or paruphrns~n~ .or sur~*rizing state 

Depart:nent doc'U;'nents , dst-ed in' tho fir.st ~~ee 'm9riths of 

1938, were ChDJ)1be,rs IS bombshell in, his qe1'enso ito the 'libel 
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. : a~tion ,whic,h Al~er iUas 'had l)1.au~~. a:~alnst ~~ ~ ,~e , 

' federal cour.t in ,Bal timore. They :were part, 'h~ sald. of .' 
~ l ~ ., 

i1l?-e :frul~9 01' 'an esp~onage op~~tion in whl'ch- he an~' ,~ger ' 
"I' ".. 

HIss had he~n engaged ' t~gether from ' ~934 t~ 1938., The 
'\ 

, \ 

,I , 

h~ndwrI~ten notes (~aitlmore Doc~~nts 1-4) wer'e. apparentl,. . ' 
. ' . 

1n ~ger Hiss ' .. s , handYlr~t~nt, ari4 A.lger, · '}:1e clal~ed. had glv.- :. , 

.' en thom tq h1ril; the typewritten I?sges (Bill ti~o~e ri:OcumeJilts 
,. 

5-47) he' sn·id h~d been· typod by pr,lscIl~a Hiss; ,':fo~ Alser. ~ 
• . ' I , 

' on the famil;y ,typev/riter from .st,ato Department; docume~ts ' 
. ' " • I > 

Alger had brought home ,oyernight :for, the" purpo;se. , The . . , 

defcn'sa co~coded· Alger'Hiss' s ~ hnndyjr:i.t1ng o~ .tpe fOur.' sm~ll 

r.1omoranda. and did nO.t conte.st .,the Gov;orTh'11ent 'ls" eXpe,rt' te:~tl., 
h . ' , • 

~6ny that the typed 9hee~s l.l~d "bee~ typed ~n ,t~e same' machine · 
, ~ . 

'a~ had' l?oen used -for the a,o-callqd Hiss stand~rds"'-letters\.' · 
• ' I 

. etc .,' unquest~.onnblY: written ,on the His~ :famil,'" t~ewrlt'e~; 
I 

,from 1931 to 1937. 

Ther~ was; ~f course, ~ther evidence. 
I • 

~here , were the 

, . two 'devo10pe'd micro.:fi1m strips that ' H~us;eco~ttee" Inve~.tI-' 
" " '. • I 

'gators .found, ',f/rapped orie ip lUlother 'in wax ,paper, 'in the' 
, \ ' 

'hollowed out pwriP!tin .~'o whi'Ch, Ch~mb,ers' ied \th~m at hl~ 
i 

, • I 

Westminster" i~arylandi .farm on December ' 2, 1948 (oR. 703'-9, , 
I 

713). Each of the ritty-ei~t frames in the'~wo strips 

,wan a .pho tographo'd page oJ: ~n origi~!ll 's't~ to~ ~epar,tm.ent 
1 

u_ocu:nent. T~ese 1111cro,fil~s _ \7€tl~O 'nlGlodrrune.tic~11y of1'ectiv,e; . . 

documents of- state,. ,f~und I'at nig;ht by consre8~ionai Invosti'- : ... ,. 

gat,ors' .. in n pUmpkin pat,cn. presen~ed' such an ~xciting: in­
I 

consrul ty that all of Chambers i s npro<?rs~l . 0'£ lils charge, 
, , 

. 
, inc'lucii'ng the t~-peg. nn,d haildwri ~t·en sheets he : pro~u.Q'ed~ ~: 

t..~e Da1,t 'imore 110e,1 suit, 'b~.canle pop~la~iy ,a:t:l4 inac.o~atel,., 
.. : 

, , 

I ' ~ . 

-2- i ' ' 
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, known as the "Pumpkin Papers"'. But intrinsically, and 

'evidentially, the mi:erofil~ strips .were ~risignif+cant •. . 
Thore was only Chambers'S word for it that the orieinals 

, . 
which were photographed .had come to hint from A'lg~r Hiss • . 
Ten frames (covering ~al~1Jnore E.xhlb,lts 54 and 55) vero 

photographs of copies of three state Department cables 

\7hich had· passed through Alger Blss' s office and beon 

initialled by him. The other £oltty-eiGht y(er~ photograph3'" 

of a: gr~up ot papel's rola~ad to a proposed til'ade agreement 
, . 

wi til Germa~y; ' --ehe sub jec t matter fell in the province of 

Alger Elss and his chief, Assistant SeC·I·etarr S!iy~e, but 

the particular COpi~3 photogl'a~hed were not 'the on9S which 

would nor.mally ~vo gone th~ough ~he Hiss-Sayre otrice ·(see· 

Defehdant's Brief on Appeal, pp • . 14~20). The ~lcrbtilms by 

themselves would 'have Qeen negligible as proof that Alger 

Hiss w,as giving out state Department secrets; they Vlere 
" 11 -

, 
import&nt only as the capstone of the edifice wilich Chambers . , . 

h~d started to build vita the typed Baltimore Do~uments. 
I . 

There was the t1~owriter, too. In my first and aecond 

affidavits 1n support ot this motlo~ ,I have ~poken of ho~ 

the Government used the typ~writer' as dramatic ~isual evI­

~ence o£ Hiss's guil t--even th.~l,igh ~l-}e Government made no 

effort st the trials to show that this p~rtlcular typewriter 

In ovidence (Woodstock #N230099) ~as the orig~n~1 Eiss 

typewriter. The typewriter was awfully effective. 

And thore \7SS Edith J-Jurray--tho ::iystorious maid kept 

under wraps by the Governmen~until t~e last day 'ot the 

second trial, .when the defense would have no chQ~ce to find 

out,' and shoW' the jury, wIiether what ~~e said was truth, 

~r 'imagination, or dI5~<?rtod " recollection. ELiit~ Murray 

-3-
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said she had seen the Hisses and the .Chambers6s 'visit ,. . I • • 
I 

,together f ,ourteen years earlier; she said she ~a\V ,A16er , . 

at Ch~;nbers' s home for three or four !ninutes, qnce, thai;;, 

' lonG ago, and certainly remembered him. 

too. 

j 

She was effective, 
1 

I 
But these avidehces 'were' only et~ectivo qecau.se they 

I 
, I 

tended to confirm Chambers's basic proofs, t'he lB~ltlmore 
1 , " 

DocUr.tents--the typed and hand.wrl tten doctlrlez:lts ,that Cha.~b~rs 
I 

finally :"-'.t up at, the libel suit deposi,tion hear-iug in . : 

.. 

B'31tinore. Handwritten !!otes liles :3s1timore l1dcUl:1ents 1-4 ,I 
! . ' 

might easily.have been stolen ofr. someone' s des:k, or out of 
I 
I 

sor:.!eonc t s '\\'asteQasket; but the t:'pewrittcn sh:;e)ts were ~-e~lly 

important. 'L'hey seemed to have iJeen typed on tlle hiss i'a.·nily, 
I 

I 

typewritor--the o'ne Priscilla hsd been given byl har .Cather 
I 

in 1932 or 1933 and wLlich she and ~\lger had certainly had 
I ' 

around until late 1937 or- early 1933. The 'Goverrunent· expert 
1 • 

said they had boen. The ·defense hac no proof Fnat t!ley hnd 
• • I 

not been. 'rho jur' . qr~viously concluded tha t they had be'en, 

and rOT" that reason convicted AIrel' Hiss. 

1&y earlier affidavIts in su~rort of thiG *otlon have 
I 
I 

dc~l tat lenctlL with the typewri tor. 1 have s~19 ... m that 

Cha::1bers could have . . c:..'e~tcd II faJw typc\fri ter tb .forco -'lis 
I • 

P.al tlmore' !)cctl:.ents v::; tn, nnd how .110 could. have I dOYle so. I 
I 

have offered proof ~lOt only 'that th.e !:'!acnine in levldence, 
I 

• J 
,Woodstock .:H2J0099, J.6 not tr.!e oriGinal :(i3s fmrllY type-

~ritcr, but that it is itself a deliberately ra~~lcatod 

machl~e--leavln[. no posslble inferenc3 but thtit 1 t.ie typed 

- I Bal t1more QOCll.'1louts are forceries. r have' tena.~rad ovidence 

that Ecii.tn ~urra.yI3 recollection is, to say the 'loas.t, un-, • I ' 
trustworthy, e.nd that Chambers himself had gone; into hlding 
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f.rom the Cor.;mun~st Party "eeks before the dates! or many ot 1; 

the st~te Department documents whlch he cla1med~ Alger had 

had. copl~d for him on the \Yood~ tock. ,My ' ,earlle~ afrldavlts,. 

' are, I believe, compulsive towards the gran t lng/' of a 'new 
" f • 

trial. 

But in those earlier affidavlts I could n:ot present 
I 

, I 
proofs based upon study of the Baltimore 'Documents them-

selves. The defense had photograph~ Qf some ot them; but 

those had been takon oar-ly in the cnso, before my exper1r:lent~ 

had exposed tho techniques by which forgery by !typewrl~er 

could pe--and in this case undoubtedly was--acc'ompllshed. I 
I • 
I 

had nskod the Government for access to the orlginals for , 
• I 

expert ex~inntion and photography, as well as itor testing 

of their paper content and condition. My request had been, 
I 

refUsed, and in my first supplemental laffldavit I gave ~otiCE 

that at the hearing on the Inotion I would move :in open court 

for an order allowing ~e to make- such an examination. 

After ' my first suppler:tental- af.fldnvi t \TaS, filed, the 

T.1niteq. stntes Attorney asked'me to consent to '~n adjournment· 
. . 

'of the hearing on the ground that · he needed I!lox:e time to 

study tho affic;1avlt and its supporting materiali. I said I 

had no objection, but felt that J should not b~ required to 

defer ny SUbsidiary motion for leave to examine the 

orisinal documents. I oursestcd that 'we take ~oth points 

up with Judee Goddard. 

-5-
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At our conferenc,e-w1 th Judge Goddard 1n ch~ambers on. 

'Yarch 21st n new time schedule was set for the hbaring or , y . . , ) . 
tho motion, a::d tl~e United state:! Attorney w1 tpdr~w . his 

t d i ti m' · , I, t oldcc tio:! to nj rcquos c . exam na on. J.4""!O (locumen s were ., . I 

accordinGly pl"oc.uced\ .at tty request in Eoaj;on on ~prll 1st, 
. I 

. . 

~nd,un?er continuous :ffi~ supervision and subject! t~ , reason-

able limitations as to ~orklng hours, were made ~vailable 
) , 

to mJ" el:perts ~han and how t!ley wer~ .needed'" for. a period 
) , 

of e littl.e' ovor t~o ";-eekf;J. I 90m:nend the cooperation with 

which ooth the , United states Attorney and the Fa:! carried 
. I 

out, the spirit o~ ' tho ~greeinent under wnich the pocumenta y : 
.~are to ba made nyal'lable for exam ina tion. . ; 

I 

if ~he motion was originally made on 'January 24~ 1952~ re­
turnable for 'hearing on February '4, 1952,. the n6?Ct regular 
~vailable, criminsl ~otion day. I 'consented to an adjournment 
to Fcoruary 25th, and 'latar' a conference was h~ld with Judge 
Goddard in chrunb.er·s . on ' ,the United states_ Attorney' s request 
fo~ a further adjournme~t. At this conference, pn February 
19th, the motlon i., a 0' set down tor ~rgument on Aprll 8th, the 
Government's counter-affidavits to be filed and served on 
Uarch 24th, and tlemora! .. da· or lau to be filed 'andi exchange on 
March 31st. I 

I , 
At the conference mentioned 'in ~~e te~t, 3~ which the 

Unitod 'states Attorney, ';11thdrew 'his objec.tion to) my proposed 
exa~1nation or the documents; he requested that he be siven 
not less than four weaks !n which, to answer such; further 
sUpplemental arr1dav1,ts as I mi{£ht 1'1J.e as a ros41 t or the 
:(p:aciinntion, as \':(ell as my earlier . arri~avits. ~his arrange­
ment was acceptable to ~e and w.e.s app'rovod by Ju~ge Goddard, 
tind' .at t4 .further .conference in cr.al:lbers ' on tlarchl3lst, atter 
I'had had an opport~nity to consult with my ,experts, the 
datoo wero set as follows: . ' I 

I 

?ur~her·affidavits in 'support, ~ 
of motion April 21 

Governmont t Ll countel~-a!'ridavits May 19 
Interchange, of memoranda of law A!~y 26 
HearIng on -motion JUne - 2. . , 1 

, ~ ~ree subsidiary roquests i made or the unit~d states 
Attorney were rerused by him on what seemed to me to be 
~ecessarily tecpnlcal grounds. These will be mentioned, 
below. .... I 
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J 
RESULTS OF THE EXAMIUATION OF THE DOCUUENTS 

], 

.. 

ThisJ my second supplemental arfidavitj ~eals with 
; I 

(the rosults or tho excmlnation of tho documents. 'nl(~' exani-
1 

Inatlon has been r.:.ost frultful. I believe that It leaves , . 

no v'estir;e of doubt but that ~hainbors' s whole ~to~.:: is, fal~H~, ' 
I 

'and that his fraudulen~ plot now stands expose,d. 

. 1 

typod 

Back""round: . or ·the 
Or B n a":Q Document~ . 

As I havo said, Priecilla His.s was supp.o~ed to hav.') 
I 

the doc.uments on the .family :machine, 3S ~13er was no 
i 

typist. According to Chambers' ~ stol'Y, tr..e· ol'~inllr:t l?lan 
I' 

was to havo Algor brin{:: home Qrigina,l <.locuT.lent~ overnich~, 

so that Priscilla, could make typed copies or s~uml~rlos. 

Ch.ambers WOU1~ CO~H) arou .. '1d to Every ton days or two weeks 
I 

1 

pick up tae typed material, togethcr' wl,th ol'if.i\I'131s ·w~,lich , 
I Aleel" "i.le,llt havo brou6ht'· hO!;lc on th~t- particuln'rY' day,_ ' 

I I 
Chambers would take t .. ~e copies and ori:3innls ·to! 3:11 tL'!ora 'II, 

t ' t i ~,t t t, t' 1 t • d 1 t th! '1 1"'d ,·1 t I A.la !l_g ...... I 0 ... ave . nen:. ,P .. l0 o-:rapnc; :1 131" ... 19 ~a ,.0 .t_,>.l .. 
I 

. ho would cone back to ,:!n.shlnr,:-ton anil ~"etu.rr' tho I oric·i..nuls I 
to U.:;ar. T:\c typed copies or ~'.n:t"arics ll~ wotd burn. I 

£'orsome ronson never yot convincin~ly e~le.l!;lcdJ I 

~hc Cl'OP of cypeci papers which Chambers produce!d' in Bal timorel 

1 
! . , 

he kept, instead of burnln(~ t.lem. Be broke 'with, the P~.!"ty, 
1 

and abandoned .H.ts document conspiracy, around Aprll 15, 1933. 
: 

The papers which, .e had kept, instoad of burninf;::, he put 
I 

into an envelope, w:lich· he gave for snfekeepinf>i to hls wife ',8 
I 
I 

nephew, ~{athan Levino', 'in !!.a-J ..or .Tune o~ that YFar- Levlne 

put the envelope in an old dumbwai tor shaft in his 'llothOl~' 8 
i 

. hous 0 In B rookl~rn, ~ncl !'orro t , abol). t 1 t • !:ic 
1 

had' no i 
idea 

what was. in ;Lt. 
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There the documents are said to hav~· rested for more 

than ten years. On November 4, 1948, at tho deposition hear-, . . . 
ine in Dal timoro', Chambers lias asked to produce any co'rres-:", 

pondence or other papers that he miGht have received from . " 

any member of the Hiss family. Heprod\lced nono the next 

day, and the hearing was adjourned. It was .resUmed on 
\ ' 

Novembel~ 16 for testimony by Mrs. Chambers. On the 1.'0110w­

ing day Chambers reappeared, with the documents. Uow, for 
j 

tho .t'lrs t timo in his many' orficial stories, .he sssorted 

that t~lc conspiracy had actually lnvol ved the copying of . , 

official state Department papers. tie told cow ~,e had :recol-

lcctod t~·.te existence oi' the onvelo.pe th~.t ho had G!von. so 

!:lan:1 years hofore to Nr. t" ~r.n Lovino; how he had ~skf)d Leylne 

!or it; :l?W they he.d [:o~~c tocctber on ~~ove:nbel' it~th to tho 

house in J3rookl:.~n and TJGv.ine !lad pulled the <ius ~-ancrus ted 
" 

ol~velope out 0 f th0 dumbwai te!' SD.,r.d't anu" r;i'te;:; it to h:lm; 

ho\,; ~.c had opened· i t by himself in the k1 tc)1en," whila .Levine 

,wns cleaninc '..tp the dust th~,t had f'al~en op. the, floor; and 
I 

. how !"!C VIas Snlt\zed nt finding that the envelope ;containad " . :JI 
the sa type\'fri tton sheets, which. he had f·orsotto.n all about. 

'iii tiJ. the typEmri t ton ahac ts were other th;l.ng~, ho said. 

There were the short handwritten memoranda. 'l'here we're some 
1 

yellow shoots supposedly 1n the hanQwr1ting of' Harry Dexter 
" , 

?!~·lito. 'l'here were two str+ps of developed miC~qfilm, and 

three cylinders of microfilm, undeveloped. Anq, according 
• I 

to Cuamu6rs I S article in t.?-o SatUl'dny Evonine Post for April $, 

: 19~2, t.le1'6 ,','C:I::'O II ono CI' two smaller t te~'ls of: rio particular 
I 

, 

. JI i£his nccoun" :1eco ssarll'J teloSCOptHl Chrunbol's I D ynr:1.1ng 

l,storlOG in t,lO balti:' a~o .... oposition hoaring, t!lc i'irst ~nd 
, seconu t~in13, and nio Saturaay Sveninp Post a~ticles. 

, 

-8-
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Ua.th:ln Levine !Ii.sde cleor, !lr!d Chambers haoi repeatedLy 

made clea1" for him, t:'!a.t Levi:l.e never knew ~hat ~ent into 

the envelope, D.~d nover 3a~ what ca~e out of it., He ~ew 
I 

only tha.t ho had 'Put·It in tho dU!Iibwaiter. sh~ft for' 

C:lan'ibers in 1930; t~ut he 'had Gotten'it out for ~1m: ill 

October, 1943 (cn cross-oxa:ninatlon he corrected', this to 

lfovember 14, 19~a); 'th.!lt ft \Yan scnled; anel, that: it was 
W 

bulky. 
. .. 

Tho hand~ritten ~~dtyp~written papers Chambers pro­
I 

duced in Bal tlmolto three dtxys ls:tar, c;>n lIovembelJ
, lith. The 

developed ::llicrofilr.l ho ,did not; h3 hold it for' t~,~e House 

Com.'ni ttee I hidden in the pu.l1pkin. Why, if he r~ally found 
1 2/ 

the:a nIl together in tho envelope, i~ still a mYstery_ 

lJI Sec L~\"ille I s testimony at J~. 726-731; also h~3 t3sti­
:nony on Doce!:lber 10, 194}3, ,before the House Committae. 

r;/ As in so many othe~" :respects, Chambers has nuide a 
~elated nttempt; in h!.s naturday Evening Post articles to' 
plub this partiicul&r' hole ill his s~ory. ?G'ysticaily, he 
explninD thtlt lithe lAeaning of the pumpkin" is ~t}le neax-t 
meaning of the eo.se", and t~a't ile· was "moved by ~ sub­
consclous 111tuitloll1f to put tile 1111crofilms in it.; (Satur­
ds.y Evoning Post, April ~. 1952, p_ 72). strsll;;e1y 
enough~ 0"'-011 th13 explanat"ion deals onl" with the three 
cylinders 01' undeveloped' micl"ofilmr fon'·his decision 
n,on tho le't'cl of conociousness", was to divide' tho ev idence 
"1..'1 order to tl'Y to find out what was. o~ tho 'l:.ndavoloped 
f:l1m" (ibid~). Thore 1s still no explanation of his 
failure to produc~ the developed film lu,Baltimo~o. 

-9-
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Foreground: ?~t the Documents 
Themselves Show 

•.. L 

~ 

l"" . • 

Ir Chambers is telling the truth,-the ttpe~ Baltioore 
< , 

D6c~ents must havo been typed bv one person (Priscilla 
_ • • v .. • ' :. y 
niss), on one typewriter (the Iii~s i'SJ"Tiily 1'loodst?ck), 

currently over the three months period represent~d by the 

dates of the underlying state Department documents (Je.nu­

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

in one envelope, a specii'ic envelope, for ten ye*rs, over' 

a disused dumbwaiter in Brooklyn. They must havG rested 
~ 1 

there, in that envelope, with three cylinders of W1dovoloped 

mlcroi'ilm and a "little spool of developed film (actually , , J./ 
two s tr ips)" , as well as with the "long l:'!.emo on ~tellow . 
i'oolBcap in the hand\7~i tine of Har!"! Dexter Whoi t~ Lan~ 

one or trio smaller i tc:ns of no particul~r L-aport4nce. II, , 

i 

Y i;al ti."!1ore 10, n pl~ec~s or a 'lout.) 'HfJ,r liepnrt:ncnt 1UP 
report routed to I::r. Ha:nilton, oJ: the '~~ar sestcrn Division 
of tho ':tate Dopartmont, ~",as o'tovlously not wI'i~t~n on the 
sa~o typewriter as tl.e others, and the Govern.'ncnt r.ln~e no 
contontion that it ·was -(R. 1097-1101); but ~hambers still 
pressed ~is recollection: "I believo Alger hiss'~ave me 
that papcrtf. (H. 655, contrast R. 532). 

]/ This p:lrticular description comes fror~ pal1e 736 of an 
advance copy of Chambers' s aool08ia, ''':''11 tnossl1, ~uortly to 
be published. lU.3 April 5, 1952., artic'le in the Saturday 
Evening jost speaks or II tV/O strips of (;~veloped dicrofilmll • 

His second tr,.s.l testi~.ony (H. 292) em,9hasizes th~tt while the 
undeveloped' film Vias in cylinaers, the developed f 11m ViaS 

not. ~·/heri A,~ent AIJpell of the FI3I reached in .and fou,,"'ld 1 t 
in the er~Hm pumpkin on December 2, 1948 (or when Chambers 
"took out tho documents and handed them overlf--\lf~ichever nay 
be the fact--seo, R. 709-714; R. 29~), they were ritill not in 
cylinders; accordinc to A:;cnt Appell, they \.,ere It\1rapped one 
in ~nother, wrapped in VfaX paper". 

81 Tnis description is from his April 5, 1952, Saturcay 
"2Venine Post artl.cle. Tho text· of tho "mer.-~o Oll :l,'ellow fool­
scap" ascl~ibed to Harry DeAter '(Illite wan read lnto the 
ConGressional Record for January )0, 1950, by Roprosentative 
!f1xon, a";10- \;;le mer:orandum "/as tnore described as conn~sting 
of ei:;ht pages. 
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I attach affidavits 01' exPerts who have at'last ,ba.d 

an opportunity to examine and analyze the orlgi*als'o~ th~ 
, . 

Baltimore Documents and the Hiss ·standards. "rheir quallf'l­
! ' 

cations haye been set ou't' befor~ in my earlier: arridavlt~' 

anc ill their affidavits which I anne~ed to ·mine~ Mrs., 

" ~·olyn s. Ehrl ic~ is o.n eX}?ert in the US3 of ph6tC?micro­

~raphy to eetect pri.ntln~ .forgeries. It!iS3 Ellzf;lboth 
T', 

!'cCartl-.. y 1s an oxpert in the o:c:rer..ination ot questionod 
'I 

ciocu.:nen:;s, hall.dwritten and typel;rItten. 
I 

Dr. D!lnicl P. 

UO:":,'an 10 ~:n e:xport in phY8,ical and chemical en*i:rs1s ot 

paper, meta.ls nnd o,ther l1~cteri2.ls. They he.ve exa'll~ed the 

!?n.ltimoro Docl.unent!J, separately, accordinG to their sevoral, 

t3xpertn';)sses. They have recordoa. their f.indiIl6~ 1n their , 

s.ffidavl ts, '\'Ihicl~ I number 

Exhibi t 2S-I:' 
E .. ~hibit 2S-II: 

,Ex!'.dbi t 23-I1I: 

Elizabeth McOarthy 
Evelyn S. EhrlIch 
Daniel P. Norma# 

They find, . und will te3tify at a no\'! trial: 

1. T~udi tue Dnl timore Documonts wc~e not typed by 
. 

one 'person, but by tVIO,. and· probably t10::'0, nnd that thore-
.., .. I • 

f,ore Priscilla ;11[38 cannot nave 'typeuall or thOtl, 'as' , 

Char.lbcrs sald. :Ji"..e dld. (Sxhlalt 2S-I) 

2. That Pris,?111a :ass ~ :J.u "1.:>t type allY 01' the 

Rul ti~ore Documents. '(j~J:llibi t 28-1) 

3. !';lat nelthoI' r~'i8cilln nor ' .\l..:.~el' Hl~:lll:lade 
, , 

ti.:o p~ncll corrccti~ns on the Daltlmore Documents. (Exhibit 

2S-I) 

4. That the Ealtblore t.OCUtru.r~'lts, ph;.rsically ob­

servod, 1'&11 into two catecories 0: sizo, one of which is 
I 

mado up .of ShOt1ts apparentl:! C~)t down to a- partiCUlar size 
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. . 

. . , 

-. 

. 
J 

. . 

(~pprox1ma~'ol:r 8" x lO~I?) atter .the 

~ut - before the penclled . correct~ons 

lIl) 

. . 1 . 
1 

I 
I 

, ~ . .-
-I 

. . • , 

I 
I 
1 

, 
I 

typing had been done, 
JI : " 

wal'o -made. (,?xhibit ' 28~ 
I 
I , 
I 

5. 'l'hat the saUlO two categories shOlT 'such different 
" I • 

chal~acteriDtics of aging nnd disco;toration that t¥ay cannot 
• • I 

have beon stored to'gether, for ten years in a single envelope, 
~ ~ " .. f t> " -

and therefore canno~ all havo been kept in ~~e ~nyelope 
, i 

which Chambers recovered from the dumbwni'ter. (~ibit 28-lll] 

.,.6 • 
: , 

That the envelope in' ,,):iich Chambers saip, the docu-
I 

m~~ts had been kept i.s most peculiar 1n itself'; 1ts observa- 1 

1 . , 

ble stains, both ou~side 'and i .n, and the coridi tior 0'1' its 
• I 

flap, and of the two p~rts or the- label which pre:sumably 
I 

onc~ sealed it, p,ose 'questions which defy logic'a\l o:xp~ana­

tiop. (E:dlib1,t 2S~III, espec;ially ill:ustrat1:ve ~igures 5, 

, 
1 

i 
7. That none of ~e Baltimore Documents can have' 

I 

beon kept. in th~~ enyelope; they are devoid of tlie stains 
I 

, ana. pressure marks \~hich they wonld have 'had to show 11' 

they had been In the onve.lope. (Exhibit 2S-III) ! 
I 

8. ~lat tho absonce of stains and pressure marks on 
. 1·' 

the Bri1tL~ore Documents cannot be explained by 'the prosence 
• • r 

1 
I 

21 Spectrographic analysis of the typewriter ink at ~he 
edges of. the pages which were cut off in the middle of 

"line-end 'le tters might h~veenabled ll:s to prove ~ore 'effec­
tively t~at the cutting was done ~fter the typing. The 
Government \'1ould 'not let us make the excisions. necessary 
for this analysl~. . ; j 

I 
I 

1 
I 

I 
. 

I 

I 
! 
i 
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~- . . 

or other protective material, since the env~!o~~ could 
1Q/ -

have held all thaDa &ild the microfllms~ too.. (Exhibit 
• I -

not 

28-

III) 
I 

I 

9. That the Baltimore Doc~~ents are a tr~cky set 'of 
I 

pap-et's, typed 011 a rrmchine, or !"I.ulchir.os, clos&lyi re,sombline . 

tho oriL4inal Hiss machine, but \\'itl!. m~scellaneou:sl:r c.if'fer­

ent typeViri ter ribbons and faked t:;"pcr.raph~cnl e;rrors, 

plalnly desisncd to confuse. (E~11bits2S-I, ·2~;Ir -and.2S-

III) 
-

10. That the t7po~rlter in evicouce (*oo~8tock 
I 

;jlrr230099) \ias certainly not the original Hiss ma~hina, 

a1 though it probably was tho ':le.chino ~ade to foree t~lO 

BaltL~ore Doc~~ents. (E7~ibits 2S-I1 8Jd 2S-III) ! 

In sLlort, the typec1 eel til'ore Docu."nents wel:-e nO.t . . 
tn>ed by Priscilla lass, or by anyone porson. Th~y t/ere 

not siven to Chambel's by Alger Hiss. Thoy Y1ere not Plott 

in the envelope and kept ,il1 the dUrlb\'mi tor l'or ten long 
• ! 

years. They are an in1!enlous net ') f forGeries. 

CONCI,USIOU 

After all my inves t1estio!)., I :;till d'o not know 

exactly \7hat Cllru:lbel~S did, or how It€: did it, or e;::actly 
f 

\7hat motly(tt~d hl:n to fra"no :tl/or Hiss. Some sitins point 

10/ I have !:lyself cr.a:linod t:.~ · ·~nyclop6, and t10en in it 
marl~:tn€~ waich mi,sh:t well havo been oede by the cylinders of 
undeveloped microfil~. 'rhere is ar.othor markinr;, r.1e.da ap­
pare:1tly bj the presence 01' a squarish box or carfton, -:::.pp.:r·ox­
imately 3" x 3". T}ds :nark, from. Its shape and s:1!ze, cannot 
be tho mnrk of Chambers IS "1ittlb ~pool of deve~~pod film"; 
and therctol~e evon the "PUl'Gpki:&l l'ape .. )s": mlcrof1ln; !!!sy \\"011 
not have heen in the envelope. Unfortunately, tho United 
states Attorney would not. permit us to split the .envelope so 
that tlO could demonstrate photOGraphically the i~terior 
markings snd stains~ The United stutes At~orney :would (lOt, 
either, let us see the g pages of '''foolscapll on tne Bround 
that it had not bee~ fornally aw~itted as'an ex~bit at the­
trial--even thOUGh it had been produced in court,: and its ' 
tex~ has sinco been made public by Repr.esentative

1 
Hixon· in 

the Congressional Record. ,71hether or not the fo~lscap shows 
stains or pressure narks, it could not? ,11aVe adequately pro­
tected- the Baltimore- Documents. 
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I • , • I ,. 
1 
,I , 

-. 

to - the conclusion that,- thoueh hill personal < -,int~refJt may , ~ 

'have beEm largely to protect himsQlf in, the 11b~1 suit, ' . 
I tp.e availabi~lty to il1:n -'of the means for such se,lr-protoc-

• i 
t :ion may have b~en part of a much la;'ger sC,heme,' invol~ing 

, ~ .. . ." I 

o'thor people_ and far larGer objectives t~an th6 'aere '." 
' . t , 

1iramlne of AlBer Hiss. This, ho~/evf)r, is speculation. 
1 . , , 

Ror purposes of this ~otion it ~ho~ld be enoueh that I 
, ! 

'., .. ~ 
" ~1 '. 

prescnt proof that every l~portant po1nt of tho i Gove~ent'8 

c~se at the trials is vulnorab1e •. Chambers wasl the Govern- ' 

ment',s wltness_ its only real 

that h~ said, or did, or said 

v/itn:ess; nnd everything. 
, - . 

he d1d, is tairid;e~ with 

fraud and ,forgery. The Governmerit ~ay prese~t :ev1dence 

to countervail some of my prof~ered proofs; 1f ~o. that 

wl11 cre'ate issues. Those 1ssues should he con:s1dere~, 'anew, 
I' • 

by a jury. Wherever the truth mar ult1mately ~e found, 
I 

in all its details, 'TiO havo surely b'orne the, burden , ;" 
• 1 

- :of. shqwinCr that on the proor~ that went' before '; tha last 
• J 

'j~ry a crave :nlscarriago of justice has occurr~d. . 't:e 
, . . 

·s!loula. bo given a chance to rectify- this at a p,.ow tria'l. 

.. ~ , , 
I 

Sworn to bef9re mo this . , 
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EX:LICI'2 23-I 

cow.·JOmiEALTH. OF NI\S8ACHU9E!TTS ) 

OOUr~TY OF SUFFOL.1{ 

J 

. I, ELlr;:J\B::TH nc'CARTnY, ot Boston, SUttol~ Cnuntt, l~agRa-

~h\taettri. on oath d"Jlrig~ and Ray.: I 

I. r6SJid~ Mt 'l~ Port~r stl'{(!t and have an r ottl.~e at 40 
I 

, 

.1 lun #. quait.tled EY.J\m1nnl' ot qu~9tloned ~ocumen's. I 
• I 

linve "tated 'IfJ7 qua11t1catlona 1fl thin l'p.spect 1n! an aftidavit 
, ' I' 

'executed. Jnnt1l117 .22, 1952, for tiling, in c,onnect~()n wIth a motIon . . 
tor 0.. ne,r trial ot A,.ig~l' Jtias on the· ground ot nf,1!17 discovered I 

I 

• j 

. My -nrtldavlt ot Janua~ 22nd deQlt with _he re8Ultft ,ot 
• I -

an expel'i':lpnt b*lng ~O~duct,p.d bS' the. ' attorn~~ t~r ' Alfier 'HlsR .to 

detemlne tb~ extent to which 1t vould b~ poss1bie aa a practlcnl ' - .. , .... , 

~ • ., f 

. ~upllcRt~ the tyPing ot anoth~r maohine that qua~ltled 40CUMAnt ' 
. ' • I ' . , 

.~xdtQln~r8, oomparing sp~ol.m'.m'}~, ot .,;yplng trom' t~& two maohinqs, 

'~ould be led b)' or4iM17 Aiand~rdG ot O~ptl1'1~on l to oonolu4e 

thnt on1;y a s1rigl,e J!ltloh~ne !ia'd· b~~ usti4,e 

Wban.I tirst _8gr.n~d·to ~a~let in ,the .~~r~en', I told 
III • 1. 

IJr. J.ana, U~. HiDe',,· attoml!~; that I d01iot~C\· Yer1 MUeh wheth'tr 
, I 

Such a machine · oOul.-~ be m,ade, but tlu2t it 1 t O()U~d the knOwle4ge 

tha. t such R. thing \i~8 1'0801 bl~ would be .~o 1T!lJ)or!tnn~ to the 
• i 

p~ot~s,;1on or docump,nt p.~m1ne", tiff wel.i as to ;t~e publ1o' at 
., 

iRrg~, that 't thmlght. ·1 "I~ld 'bp do1ng 11 publio :"~r'llbe ~ aAel8t-
, I -

1ng. ~n the ~xpar~~nt. I 

Aft my ~nrl1er att14,av1t showa, ' ~t'. LAn~~18 exp~1'1ment, 1ft 
• ! 

terms nr prooise dup1.ioat1on "'ot the typ1ng nt onilJ !!lElchi.nf9- by . ' , 

. 
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supposed posalble. I llluotrRtnd this bY' attnc~1ng tn m7,nttl- , 
i • 

d.Qvl t spec im9ns of typing trom thl! tvo 1'!1nbhln~ 9., It mny b~ th£l t . . 
Gov~rnmnnt dooump.nt p.xam1n~r8, E\ppl'()noh~ng thp.F'p. tllO A~tR of 

, . I • • 
Rp~c1m~nR w lth the knowledf>e that some ot th~m \,! p.r~ typNl on. Ii 

Dla~hinp. da11berately fe.b"leRt~(l ~o 9~ to pr()~UCA~ typtllV. rr-QQUlbllng 

thnt ot nnothp.r maohine, haVp. beceu.sp of th~lr ftorn~~rn1ng b~~n 

ablll to cllF.tlngulsh thp. produc t~ 01' the ttfO ms,chtn~!: ~BOr now, 
r 
, 

ot COU't'90, I hnvA no tIny ot kn0\11ntr how 'far.' th,.y: tin}, MYP bc:p.n 
I 

suoOf!l8atul in mnklJ:lg fluch 11. dlpt1nct1ofl. I d(),b9l1nv~, howev"'r, 
I 

thnt thf' 6xpF~1t."An~ Wl;l, ~ c1.t~ri':><1 to ' n p!>lnt ~o el'os~ to Cn.n1')1"·t~ 
I 

du'011ca~1()n tJv.:tt tmy or;rt'tul documt>nt ~X'.amtn(lr who f'r:o>m h"'rf' "n 

engag·1p to compare <lu~gt1(m~ll tYT'tnfi with .semnl;:o;g, in A e t tu?.t1on 

" ,.,hp,re th!? bnckgrnuntl 1"s.cts ~1'o~" th.o '""'n$;p.lbl11ty' thnt FJ du,,':tc~tp 

r 

t!!ke thl.l.t "ltles1bn tty 'nto account, nnel munt b" -Pr'PTlnrf>d to b~ 

oonfrf.'ntprl lJ1t}:l a d.u\')11e~tlr>n' HI") pub~tRntl~11y C'1Jl 1ptc It~ to 

liefy d(tt~ctlon. 

·~po~ntly, "r. 1.An~ t.;:tit r.1" th'l t t!~3 O()Vl"rm:t~nt !lfV:\" 
I • 

f1nnlly l'gr~pd to l~t hi'"' ~Vl'> ~n ~'1'I)l"t pXIJ1il~n~. ~lnn ml,d" "r thIS 

or.1p;lnJlls of thp "!"o-cal1~ ~:!t :t~l)rl" D~C'.n:lnnt~ t<ll"tnh h.~tl b"'''n 

Introduc~(l 1n t:'vldpnc~ 1n th~ Pig/:! trl.~l~, ~e 1H~i.l r.r. th·· t2t'j-cRll~d 

Rls!J St8ndar-lr; ~'1 th ~hlch l.fr. ? '"'hen, th'" G-oVf'l'nmr.nt' R ~.oc"m"'nt 
I 

e~e.rt, ll!\d oot:l3>Etretl th~m. ~{F p.,skpd. JnP to oompr.l'p thnq~ t~,,.. p."t~ 

of t.loo11mf:tnte with eneh !)th"-'r, ~n!l p)oo ",1th ~?"cirnl:'n!! or: ty~1ng 

from the oo-callpd Hl~g nnchtnp in h1s ~opgnFeton--trott 1~, th" 
, 

m~oh1np. whioh had b~pn t~trcdue~d 1nt? the t~1~1~ np b~tng tho 

ranch1nl! mmr'd by th~ H1FRc>i! in thp 1930' .p, Ilnc! t-f~1eh h'1d b<=-<=-n 

UR~d aG th~ etandp~ ~ehtn~ 1n th~ exp~r1m~nt of tr,,'1ng to 

Cl'''r.t"! a d\1J')11oAt~ •. HA ~n.1lt p~ \mnt~ tty np1nlnf,' ::.~ t ... ~hetl\<'r' 

all thre~ eets or dOCtlm~nt9 h.~d. b(>~n t:rpp.d on on~ m~chh'~--tn 
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~tlhloh case, ot oourse, the machine "ou14~ n.ece.98~ilY 'be tbe 10-

celled lUas maohine-or whether more- than one maotilne' w., ul,ed, " 

~nd, if· so, ho", many. 
• I 

I have nover examined Mr. Lane's's~oaile~ Hiss maohine, 

my "If'orl~ 1 n connection wi tli tho oongtruotion o~ ~~e dupiloate 
, ~ 

"~, , 

,'. 

'\ 

,.. hnvin~ bf!en 11m! ted to oxamination ot npecimeno or typing' from' , .... 
, " 

it and frQm the d"pli~nte maohine. Howev~l', 9~n~e the ,~xperlment" 

in dupllontlon V.~9 tlnlAhed ruld I ~adft my Jariuar,'~ttidaYit about • 

it, I have ref\d Dr. DAAlel NorClM'o 'atricl'nvit ot:.l-!Ql'Ch 7th In. 
I • 

1-thloh h~ c1esoriben. and 111u9trate~ the reaults o~ his ,physioal 

ex~minat1on of the m~chlne, and th'e Sl'ounds 1'01' .hl's oonolusion 

th~t it 13 a dellberntely nltnrod mQohlne. I h~~a ~ade mJ 
I 

oXI;\rn1nntion or the three oets ot docume,nts in the l1ght ot my .. 

knowlec1f!e or Dr. Norman t~ rlmlings, ag well as ~Y own expoJ'lence 

1n Rtudy1nR th~ typing rftsul to ot a machine dell:beJ-ntely crea.ted 

tor tho purpono ot Bhowlng·th~t forgery by typowriter would 'be . ' 

possible. 

Hi thout oonfl1deJ'ing tho posslb1lity- of forgery, I should 
I 

h:W9 ooncluded, by nll atanaarll tests ordlnarili applied bi 

('Jucst1oned dooument examlnor~,' thnt all three so'ts or documents 

were typed on thA sarli., Dllchlna. I should not h.t:iVf) bR.co'd this 

oonolukl1on m~ri,ly upon nn 1nconaoqunnt1nl number or rola.tively' !I I .. 

iden"lilcal peouliRr1 tics, but upon the moro oon;vinolng t'aot ,that 

!I I have .1n mind. the ten similarities ot' typing lapreaoion be­
t"leen thp. DaltblCmt1 DooumentR nnd the stan(lllrd'o !lfhlch M~. i'eehtUl, 
tho Qovflrnment's expert n.t the neoond t~ial, rol!led on as a'baRia 
for hl~ op1n1.on. thnt they ,"ern typod on t~o same 13ach1ne. I oall 
th~m ~noongeoup.ntl~l not only beCAuse Mr. Feehan gave no testl-' . 
mony a~ t·:> thf) 1(lent1 ty or 11R91rn11~1 ty or the lother soventy- , 
:rOUl" ohAr~ot"rn, but baC,!lUCfe elltht ,01' the ten pfiouli1.1l'l tieo whioh 
he plQkerl '\rp. or n klncl ~"hlch are mout likely to ocour 1n old 
tYP~\-rrl tnrR, o3.rtlcul ~ly \loo,dstnoke of this vintage. For ex~ 
amplo, I 'hftve seen fit la'lfJt t'ourtoon Woodotoolul jot thio period,_ 
~l,l of wh.1oh ha<l ~omp.wht\t 91mil:lr d.o.m!'\ge at tho i~l~ht side ot the, 
lower loop of tho Hgt1. Tho fin'll upflt~oko or,t~e 0" 19 one ot 
th~ ~n~t vutnorable RM!llt pleo~HJ ot type in tho lwhole keyboard, 
'In,1 ~ fI dtton ru~h~t'l to the right or It:lft out of '1 ts . pertoot. nro 
1n much-ul1ed mlloh1nan. I could oontinuo the ontalogtle in deta1~. 
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I ;tind no subotantial oona~Atent devint10ns in type impressions 
1 

.. . . j 

. as ruilong the three scts or doouments. .Ho\-Tever, 'mf own expeJ:'ienoe 

has shown mo th~t it is. p0981bl~, by ~~etul workl on a machine, 
, . 

to eliminate almost oompletely the deviations wh1~h would nor-

mally ·~ve developed be~~een 1ta typl~g .and that:~i an~ther 
maohine, and theretore, wh11~ I cannot sny det1nl~elY ~hat all 

'three oets' ot· doouments ~ere not tfped on the sam1e. maohine, I 
I 

bell~ve it JU9~ -aR POOfil.ble, in ·the light at the ;oboeJ"iable 
' " j faota, that the Baltimore. Doouments were. typed on· a machine 

• i 

whioh vae not the' .original Hiss maohine used tor·/the 8tan~~rd8,. 
, •• . I 

" " . I 
but another machine made to type 1ik., ·tho orlg1n~1 Hiss machine. 

• • I ' 

Sinoe the typing or the Bal~lmore Documents so , c1.0sel~ resembles 
I. 
I 

th~ typing ot the speolmens · t.rom the eo-oalled H18s machine, and 
• I 

sinoe DJ-. norman nne ·furnishod ev1denoe toot that maohine is a 
• " I, 

I 

del.1berstely, tabl'lc'lted one, loan onl), oonoluc1e ;that, ,a.s be-
I • 
I 

~~een the ~fO poso1bl11tles, t~e tor gory or the ~altlmore Docu-

m:eritlll ,is, th,"·more .like11. ~ It· .the Ba~tlmore Doo~eDts ar'e torSe4. 
! the.forgery 10 a good one, but it 19 no botter than I know would 

• I 

~e .. poA~lblo with oareful wor~BJl9~lp. 

I' have not\oontined my examination ot the 1doouments to a 

'oomparloon ot tho .typ1ng t~r ~p'oge~ ot trying ~o reaoh an 
t • •• 

I 

opinion sa to how, many lOlao~1Des vere used. ~hen ; Mr •. Lane asked 
. . i 

me to make thiB o~mpnr190n ~e told me thll:t·the:re :vere additional 
, 

pOints on vnl0h:he wanted my opinion. Ho -sald that, .whlle the 
• 1 

cietonse had on 'earlier occQslons been allowed' to l photogt-aph the . , 

. ' I 
documents 1n one way, or an~ther, ~he originale hQd neV9r, 60 tar 

. 1 

as he' knew, been made.nv~1lable tor c~oee nnd de~al1ed expert 

~tudy. ~e told me that accord.1ng to Chnmbora,i'q ~eAt1moni :at the 
I 

trial all the typewrl tten' ,Baltimore Documont9 h9.~ boen .typed br 
I 
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' . 

. ' 
'. 

. . 

Pr18~1ila Hiaa and giyen.to ,h1m by Alger Hlso at some t1me be-' 

tween January 5 and ,April 15, 1938. He aaked m~ to examine the 
• , I 

ol'iglnal doouments closel1 Md gl ve him my' oplr.ioll as to ~"hethtlr 

this te~tlmoDf was correot. 

I have dono so, gnn am satisfIed that Ohambers's, t~atl-
1 

mony on, this point oannot possibly'be corroot. :The following 

are my more algn1t'lcnnt conolu91~ns; I am :;l~GP!)~cd to :tupport 

and illu~trate eaoh of them in detail on t~a ~tund 1t ~lv9n ~n 

opportunl ty •. 

1. 
; . 

No one persoll typed th6 Bill timore i:'oQua:enta. Thore 
I 

'!fero oe,.ta1~ly t",o ~y':pl ntn, "those work ~'l)r1 cd. r;!:larply in even-

ness of' pr0(13ure. typing Rkll t, meoh~nlcRl um1e)~Dt.g,naln::; ~md 
I • 

oontrol of the maoh1no, style habl tg, ~md othel' i 81 mil!!)" ,re~'OoctB • . 
tlo one pernon'~ ~ork oould.exhibit Iluoh d1:'faronces. It 1e ~ulte 

p09~~b16 thqt more thsln. two typll3ts 'Tt)re lnvolvad. 
i 

2. 91 noe oerta.1nly mo!'c than one pt:ll"aon, tY'p~/l the_ 

Baltlmo~e Pooumontd, Pr190111~ Hlg9 oannot have :type~ the~ all. 

Fur thel"Ctore , the chru'acterlstlc9 of hr.!' :tyPl:1~ m'?.ke 1 t. J~~rf~ctly 
. 

e1CH.Jr thnt oha -..rae not e1 ther of the two r.rl11cigal typ1StFo in-

volved. I b1l.sp. this oonoluSJion to :?. corw1d(H'abl(~ m:tN.t Ulx,m 

Sluch fnctol's ,not olearly obRervabli:; (-t::cept from thE' i.ir1.g'.nal 
, 

dooumentn, ~R typing rhythm, ?rORp.ure hnb1t~ an~ vG'riat1ons, 

qunllty ~r touoh, p~oe ot typing, rel~t!ve co~p~t~non o~ the 

t:vo handA, vn<-l the 111te. ~y conclusion !'rom th'l-3tJ facto:"R ~,9 

borne out by IAAny other ;Ilrfercntlc\tln~ ch!l..l"'"')cto;r1 sttcs 'n ~uch .. 
mDtt9r~ no style, ~.eohl}n1c1tl Rl-:111, ~~r1 habits of min<l. }ris­

cl1ta HlgA !.iid not 1n my opinion typ~ ~ny, of the:'. Ut.llt1'!,oro 

D'o(mments; • 

-5-
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-I 
• l 

J. Tho respeotive tendenoies towards· aertal~ k~nddot ~ . 
J ' • 

typing orrors end oorrections are aloo, extremel1 important., 

It iAl n,oommon hnblt ot moBt typists, when an i~o~eot, ·'le~tt.~\ ; 
. , ' 

1 R struok, 'to push the cMTiage baok dn~ ot1'lke; o'Y~r the' ,"<'Ds " 
I' ,I ' .Jf', • 

letter with the rIght ono. The normal and nlmo;st univerrial ,\\' 

tendency, in doing .thl0, 1s ·to Rtrlk~ the second, corr~~t, 

letter more he~v11y. RO (lS ' to obliterate · the 't~r8t., . lnoorJ-eot,. .. ~ 

1tIiprCS8Ion. 
• 

In the B~ltimore Doouments I . ·find tr,om ~xamlnatlon ot 
I 

tho or'g1nals no lese th~n twenty-seYen lnstanoes where the 
\ 

,ordInary habIt 1s roversed, and the 1noorreot letter is struok 

more he~vl1y thnn the oorrect one. There 1s m? llS!ob 'Watanoft 

in f.-\ny ot thl'! Hiss fltandRrds. 

Thin differenoe goes tar to support the conolusion 

th~t PrI,~cl11A f!i~s (li(l not type the Balt1more Documents. But 

1 t hn.R ~n 0.<'\" 1 tlonal, fp..l'-reilohing ('l1gnlfloanc~·. ' The' phonomeno,n 

~A not iRol~ted; it apPOArs pn A9vanteen ·paRes . ~t the Baltimore 

.Dooum'lntq" I:\ml in tho \fork Of both of the oleaJ.lY different . 
< • • 

'tynintR, 90 that 1 t oannot be a personnl idloBYncrnsy. It 1s 
, . . 

suoh: An extr~ot'dInol"Y phenoln9non, 90 laok',ng 1~ rQtlo~al explo.na-

tion 1n th~ ' ~'ork of nny ordinary tYl"llst, that 1. t can 90a~o81y 

bp e~rla1ned on ~ny othol" b~91g than th~t the ~yplSt9 ot the 

B~ltlmore Documnnta o1tha~ ,were Attompt1ng to make precise and 

1ntent}onal ooples of' someone elBa'g , unintentional typ1ng errors, 

or "'ere ~tt(ll:lptlng to simulate the work of fJom~ othe~ relatively 

ln~ccurnto typist. 

b.. ~'/hlle on the RubJect of typ1ng e~~oro, I feel I should' 

oomment on the ~tR.temont of th's pron9cutor, 1·1r;. }~u~phy; to the 

JUl"~', th~\ t thf) 'Jury could drm .. oonclu9iona as :to the id6nt1 t)' 
• ,.'o<t' 

of the typi~t by obr.'lrvlng thl"ee "oornmon typ1'n:s. errors.". naKely, 

thC! comb1n1ttionA "I'" for "1", "t" for "gil, \lne! "til, fo~ "d"~ Md. 

" ~ 

not1nR; thFlt thoy Ilppe f ll'P,(l both in ' tho Baltirnor:e Doouments (lnd· In;. ,;; \ 
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~WO i ot the 8tand~r.dg, Gover~ent- Exhibits 3~ and 46-B. 
, 1 , 

In my opIn1on th1s observat1on was gro'9sly ' ~eloadlng. 
• ! 

, Ther ,oomb1nat1on "r h tor '",1,· does 'not appear at 'all lin ~he 
I 

standards, 1n~ the sense ot be1ng ~ contue1~n betwe;n the tvo 

let:ters. rbe lnstMoe ~r. Murphy, obvlounly hnd 1n im1nd 19 1n 

the, word '~ransQJ'lptll 1n G'~.e~nment Exhib1t 34, wh~re' tbe 

, typlf1t, having or1g1nally_. ltJ'1 t ten the letters "~ra~8~1.·, notioed 

the om1a810n ot the 'OD, _ and went baok to type the ;letter,s ·01" 
I 

o'l.~r the letters 12,'1", thuB Bu~er1mposlng the II'I ~n' the' "11(. 

Thft""combln'lt1on,e" 't~ ~or .fgl n'n~ 'tM toJ' ~d" aJ'e' the 

oommonest kind ~t typing errors, committed by everr typist 
. ..... 

-because ot the proximity or the letters on the kerhonrd. ~ven , • • • 1 

it 'lfr. ~UJ'phy'o selection of what he. caUs ·commo~1 typing 

errors' were correot~whloh they ~e not--or we~e UnU9Unl--
, • ' r ' 

., 

, . 
whlo~ they are not-tbey 'are totally 'ln~ignltlcant! against tha · ~ ' ,_ 

, 

ta~t ~hat the Baltimore ~ocument8 contain at leasti tlfty typing . . 
eM"ore or a ~1nd whioh do bear- on the 'porsonallty ,lot the typls' . ' . 

. and "hl'oh do not appeaP an)'Where 1n th" atandardo" while ' on 
~ . ~ J 

tho other hand nlne e~ors ot thnt nature appenrl~g i~ . the 
I 

Bt~ndnrdB noyer oocur 1n ' thft Baltimore . Doouments. i· ,Onl1 tour 
- l • ' " - , 

errors ot this kind are comQon to the two Bets ot :dcoumento. 

5~ Entlrel7 apart trom th~ ' tiPlng'ot ~~e ~alt1more .Do~u­

M8pts, mJ examination 'or the orig1nals haa given me ,an opportunl-
, t 

t7'~ to draw oertaln o'onclus1ona ~om tho pencilled loor!'Gct1onfJ . 
an~ proot-re~dlng m~rks appearing on them. 

. , ! 
~ otriklng fact, is th~t, whoreaB the Baltl~~ro Documents 

" 
are clqlmed to hllve been t1Pe~ ourt'ently trom day :to day over a 

period of about three, months, the penoilled oorre~tl~nB give . . 
the appenran'ce of having ·been'""m.ade 1n one oontlntiOU8 operation 

\ " 

-7-
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, ,I 

i rathe,. ,than at the separnte t1ma3 When tho Bopnra te pages should" 

ha\fe been tJPod •. The · oorreotions and .proof-readlng marka \lere 

:m~de with a sott, gray1sh-blaok penoll, ln ap~oximntcly the 

iAaM8 condltion ot wornnesa and bluntneo9 througbout, and are 
1 
: 

quite Inconsistent wlth the ldee that. tho 9ame ~ or different 

pencils ~eJ'e used at 0. numbor of different tlm~g over a three 

'months period. 

A9 to the handwriting and thft oor~eotionRl or proof­

relld1ng hnblts, they ShOlf that the penoll n'otntlons l"erft oqr:---
I 

tu11r dona, at one t'me, by one person, ~ulta probably with 

Atanographlc- training •. I have studied numerous sampleR of the 
, 
I 

hR.ndwri ting of' Alg.,r !l.~d rriflol11!l Rlsa, as wetl as aamples 

of documents' furnished to r.!a :\9 takon from t,lg~r Hl<;~'S! tileR 

in the 1930's and showing his correctlonnl ~niproof'-re!ldlng . , 
• j 

h~blt9. In my opin10n neithAr Algar nor l;l"lsa~lla H19s could 
. . 

have ·done t~a pencil mark1.ng on the documents.' 

6. Although the pencll correQ~lons woutd appear, a~ I 

have, naid, to hl.\vo bean m!\d~ 1n one operat10n, 6xamln ll.t1pn of 

the r1bbon impr1nt app~arlng on the or1g1nal documents makes 
t 

1. t soem extromaly unlike+y. that the documents 'ler l ' tyned 1n 

a normP:l sIngle continuous opergtion, or even oonsecutlvely by 
l 

th~ ~nr.e p~r90n over ~ period of three months. ' I base thla 

~bR~rv~tlon on the tact thqt tho lnk on ~ocumentA dntod ~n the 
1 

I 

same (lo.y somet1.mc9 d.lrrl'Jrn racl10ally 1n 00101', doouments ~l'it~d 

~1 thin a ft'!'A dSlYS of ~nch other 11~,n~ge show 1nk of cl1rrerent 

phe.dI39, 9.n<'1 <locuments typed months ll.pnrt sho." lnk. of much tho 
I • 

9~li1e color. At least four, nnrl probably rnot'a, r1bbon9 ~fflr,c uaed, 

~nrl 1 r th~ documflnt's vern typn·'l oonsocutively ~acord1ng to thsi,r 

d!lteR 1. t ~10ul·l appear that theRP' four or more ribbons ~f:lro 

01 t'lrn!l.tely bein~ put on ~nd tRken off thn r.l~chlne, sornet imos 

-8-
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I ! ' ~ 1 ~ ~,~ 
I _ . i!-, ! 

'it, ~, 

I i~ 

, . j" 1"' '·t J,~" 
,~lal1y" or QV~J"l, dny ,or so. 'f~e ~~f!t, r1blion" ·,p1i11t11 , _~~~: .the blac.lif'8~' 5:;~': 

\ ' ~,' , 

~nd ~1.earc8t. 1Il1praB9~on, WB.a(used only .0nC,e, If';~~t~r;tor~' :D;~CU-' j~ :~I 
1mont No.9. ,I do not undertAlte ,to, A,!8gn9t~ anll·t,x~a~~~n\. ,a8 :t ilr' 

l' . - <J. 

Ito why thin a~tf!rn~tion··ot rl~bbong ·may have ~,e~ ":lac;;e, );,u,t '/"> ';'[ 
jmArel~p PC!1nt out thnt it' appoars antlrely lnOQfB1st,ent with,.the-, 

Inor;nal; ~ge of ,,'tyPe)l!'1tllr. • ,: ' . : ~: ' 
" '.~ 

P.r . , 

flyorn to hefore mn thin 

, /9 r( OilY' or Aprl1~ 1952. 

My commIssion expfres Novemqer 7 i 1953., 

- '. 
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EJGiIDI'j? 2S-II 

com~OmfE,ALTH OF J.{ASS.\CHUSETTS. ) 

COUNTY OF SUFFOLK 
• . ; SSe : 

" 
• , 

, 
EVELYN SELTZER EHRLIOH, be1ng dull sworn,d!eposes and 

• 1 

saJs: 
I 

Ml,name 1s Evel1~ Se~tzer Ehr11oh. I '11ve kt417 Beaoon 
, \ 

1 

Street, 'Boston, Massaohusetts. My baokgro~d and ~ra1hing ln 
I • 

. the deteotion 'ot spurious and deoeptlTe 'lmp~ln~s spd tJPographJ. 
, , . ~ 'I 

·as well as ml experienoe in the use or photomlorography ln t~e 
• I" 

deteotlon' and ~llustratlon ot dooumentary. ~orserle:8; are outl.!:ned 

in· an. at~ldaTit whloh I exeouted on Januarl' 24, 191

52, ,'tor tiling, 
.' I • I 

In'oonneotion'with a motion belng made ',or a new trial or Alger 
• I 

,Rias' on the grouqd o~ ne'wll disoovered evldenoe. !: 

I , 

In ull earller ~ttl,daT1 t Ideal t wi th 't1l0 pl':~))lem~ whiOh 
..,. " I .... 

'Mr~ Hlssls attornel, Chester!~ ~e. Iv;Ld as~ed'me! to.oon,slder.,. 

1. I· examined samples.ot t7ping taken trom aWoodetook 
, .'" I" 

't,pe1f1'lter whloh :Mr. Lane told me was supposed to ,baTe belonged ' 
~ . 

·to, the H5:ss tamlll tn the .1936' S, apd oonn-alted t:hem 'wl th ,sampiel 
> I 

,ot tJplng.'talten trom an'other machine whioh Hr. La~e told me .he 
\10 • • ~ 

1 

had had' ma~~ with' the obJeo~ ot dupllo~tlng as pearly as posslble . 
- .... ~I~ I 

the tJP.ing trom the s~oaJ.led H1ss,. ~ohln~. the' o~Jeot of th1~ 

ex~lna.tlon was to ~e.term.i.ne how .ne,arly '~e~teot ,,8. ld~Plloatlon ',. I 

had be,~ aohieved. On the basis ot ml'e~amlnatlo~ I tound that I' 
, I 

could suocesstu~17 dlfterentlate the (t1.P1ng ~t th~ ~vo maohines 

on the bas'ls' 01' a tev· 9peolt1~. o~aoterl"BtloB, b~t, as t. stated 
• - I 

.l,n1 my attld~vl t. exeS,ept' tor' ~hese subtle details ~ ,tqund that 1;he 

ml~rosoopl0 varlatio';1s' 9n ;:one maohine had been dup,11o'ate'd on: t'he 
I 

ot~er .sotaithtu11y t)l~t I might not pa:~e ,bel~'eved it poss1ble 
" I 

• that two separate maohines were involved -it I had/not been. so • ' , I 

informed in advanoe. 
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I In addition, atter studying the test1mony ' g1ven by the . 
I 

Government's ,expert, Mr. Ramos C'. Feehan, 1n the I seoond tr1~1 
. 

i~ the Hiss oase, I expressed the opin1on that,~Y documen~ 

expert, noting wi th reason~ble care', who apPliedJ ~he or1 ter~a 
, I 

ot· oomparlson used by Mr. Feehan to the samples sent me by 
. .. \ " 

Mr,. · Lane trom his two maohines would reaoh the 'oonClusion that a' . I 
single maohlne had been us~d to type all of themJ 

.. ~ i 

2. The' .seoond problem wh10h I oonsldered· : in my a.ffid~vit 

at: January 2~th inYolved a three-way oomparison 

typing ln (a) '. speoimens from the so-called H1ss 

Lane's possesslon, (b)-the Balt1more Doouments, 

do:ouments lntroduo'ed as Government standards at 

l' between the .-
I ' 

I 
~aohlne ln Mr. 
I 

and (0) the 
I 
the trial and 
• 1 

adJnlttedl~ typed ln the 1930 IS ,on the machine t~~n ol·med by the 

Hl:9s~. 
I 

For pUrposes of this oomparison I was fur~lghed wlth 
, 

or~glnal speolmens from the se-oalled Hiss machine, but only 
1 

,,,l lth photooopies of the Government standards~-known as Govern-
. . • - 1 

ment Exh~bits 3~, 37, 39' and 46-B--and of three ~f ~heBaltimore 
I 

Doouments. Hr. Lane expla1ned to me that the orl1g1nal Bai tlmore , , 

Do:cuments and the orlg~nal · Government standards "Jere in the 
I 

posse9~101') of the Government and th9.t he dld not ·ihave access to 

them for oomparlson purposes •. I , 
I 

The photoooples thus supp11ed to 'me ,.,ere lin genera.l so 
, ~ i 

dllstorted by the oopying procreEtf!' thl;lt I found thefn' too ·In-
I 

ao~urate to w9rk ·trom. However, one photocopy~-tpat .of Govern-
I 

ment Exh1blt 46-B, one of the standards of Hlss trplng--was ' 

surflciently clear to enable me to form a tentatl,.e conolus10n 
;.-.. I 

that the 'maoh1ne on whloh that dooume~t ;-las typed: mlght well not 

be the same as the so-called Hlss maoh1ne 1n Mr. Lane's posses-
, . 

I attached ·to my aff1dav1t a series (Serle's B) ot photo­. i 
I 

I 
-2-
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.miorographs made at 15X ,and 17X magn1f1oations,.:,' ~~l'ch ~n rit ,_ 
Ill" ,-, '" '\. 

op~nion tended to support this tentative <JUdginent~ . A~, I }itta~eci~ 
'\- I - _ 

in my att14avlt'~. ,I was unwilling to expree,o any, 't~~, 'Ju4~.~t ., ' 

,I 
regarding ~the sim1lar1 ties .or· the inoon,sisten~ies 'I between the ., , . • 

, , 

. , 

, 
," 

.) 'J. • ' • ~ 

two 'sets of typing wl thout aooess to ~b~' Original! ot the ~t.~rlB1. r,:'" ~ 
. . . 

used as a standard. I' 
~ 

In the latter part ot )Iaroh, i952, Hi-. Lan~,S;~torm~~. IDII ':' ': ' .. 
,I " '" ~., , 

that he had 'had a oonferenoe 'f1th the Unl ted statr.I:'~·.:Attorn~r 

and wlth 1;h8 Judge~ a~d that the Government bad a$t'eed to ~~C?;, .. . 

him to have aooess to the orl~lnal Baltimore 'Doo~ent~ '~n4 the 
, I 

or~glna~ Government standards of Hlss typing tor' ~etailed exam1na- . 
! ... 

tion and oo'mparison wl th eaoh other and with speoimens' ·trom the. 
t -- "!' _ 

I 

so-oalled Hlss maohine. Mr. Lane asked me to make suoh,ada-
, '! 

• I 

• I -

tal~led examina.tion, and oomparison, with a view to seeing, whether 
I • 

study of tne or1g1nals would support ,anY mo~e posl tl't'e, ~.onolus1on'-

than I had been able to reaoh on earlie~ exams.Jatlo~ of 'the~ . my . '. 'I , ' . 
ooples. 

~ I ' > 

The orlginal doouments were ',put at ~y d1SP~sal ~n Boston 

under FBI guard on April 1, 1952, and I -have. ~een allowe~ to make 
I • , . 

an intensive study of them, and to 'take suoh phot~gr'aPhs 'and 

measurements as ~ m1g~t wish. ~ have also been' able· to make a~ 
~ .. ' _. 
f 

siml1a.r study of- the original 'of Defendant' s Exhi~1t TT, 1l.1e.tter- ,", 
, . 

, apparently typed on t~e _ H1es ''1oodetook in, 1933. F,o~- oompar1son 
, . I ) 

. purposes I have h!ld a. lR.rge. number of speo1mens ·furn1shed me' as , ' 
I • 

having been ·typed on the ' so-oalled Hlss maohlne (whioh I w111 oall 
I • 

#N230099) at various times and with~ varying rlbbo~s. and operators,', 
j 

frop! the da.te ,.,hen' the ma.ohine was flrst dlsoovered in Apr1l; 1914-.9, 

down to the present. 
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In studying and contrast1ng these three ,s~ts ot documents 
- i 

' (Ba1t1more Documents 5-47;, the Hiss staild8.rds LG~vernment 's 

EXh1bits ~4, 37, 39 ~d 46-B and Deten~tts Exh~blt Tt!. specl-
i 

m~ns t~en slnce Aprll 16,1949, trom ~N230099)~;1 tound'maD1 
> , I 

ot t~em d1ttlcult to work tram •. Th~ 'Baitlmore D~oumerits were 
• I " _ 

'all on poor types' ot paper with lnadequate sizlng ,and' a high 
, 1 

degree ot absorbenoy. In ~1 instances 'the rib~ons ~ere 
I 

ap~ar.e~tl' molst. T~ese taotors resulte~ in obs,urlng th~ exao~ 

• oh~acterlstl~s ot ~he type which ~l~ht haYe be~i ?bSerTab~e.on 
mloroscoplc examination lt the documents. had been ,on other kinds 

• 1 

ot paper. !wo./ 'ot the Hlss standard.--qoYernment jExhlbl1;S 34 and 
I . -

39--are likewlse lnadequate tor comparlson' purp~aes; the latter 
, • 11 

I 

~8' a~ ~nexpensiye and extremely absorbent ~ond. ~d th~ tormer, 
. " - I 

though with a good sizing surtace, has a'hlghly ~rregular 
• • l' 

surfaoe oontormat1on; and both are t1Pe~ w1~h a ~eaT7' mOls~ 

ribbon-whioh further alters the measurements to 'suoh an extent 
, : • +' r ~ 

tha~ preoise oomparlsonsare '81most imposs1ble. ;In this oonneo-

tlon, I haye noted that whe'n Mr. Feehan, ln hls ~estlmony at the' 
. "". ,. 

, ,'. I 
sooond tr1al, was Illustratlng to thff Jury the ten similar 

, 1 ' , ., 
i 

oharaoteristlos whlch he sald supported his oP1n~on ~hat the 

,same mach1ne typed both the Baltimore Doouments . ~d the Blss . . . , 
, I ' 

• .. • I 

standards, h~ used, letters appear~ng .1n these tw~ ,blurred 
• . , 1 ' , 

'exhlblts--Goyer~ment Exh1~lts 34 and 39--to illustrate everyone 

ot hls 'ten oharaoterlstlcs, wlth onlT t~o supportlng reterenoes 
I )1 . 

to Government EXhibit 46-B, andlt)ne 'at all to"Oov,ernment Exhiblt 
, I 

37 or De~endant's Exhiblt TT. I 

,I I 
.The only reliable oompar1son I have tOUnd ipo9B~ble is 

bBtween the, three last-ment1oned, standards, and' the speoimens 
f ' 

I have been turn1shed trom #N230099. On the ~as~'s ot this 

-4-
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I 

oomparison I' am nbw prepared to oontirmthe tentative J~dgment, 
! 

I tormed earlier on the basis ot my study ot 

'Gover,nment ExhIbit 46-B. 

a photooopy ot 
I" 

'j, 
In 'myopinion, #N230099 cannot be the 

J same maohine that 
i 

typed Government Exhibl ts 37 aild ,46-B and. Detendant" s Exhibit 'l'T·., 
, r ' 

I base this opinion upon cert,ain d~tterenoes. in 1type' impressions 

between many of the letters in the tHO so'ts 'ot, ~octiments, these 
: I ' 

differenoes appearing with such a high degree ofi regularity as 
, .. i " 

to preolud~ the possib1lity of their being due to variatIons ot 
- I 

, I . 

ribbon, typing pressure, or other peouliarities ot operation, 
I . 
j 

,and being ot sucb ,a n~ture that ditferences in i~prlnt oannot 

be due tO'age or wear on the maohine. I 

I 
On the other hand, I have not found it·possible to form 

\ 

I 

Qldefinite opinion as to whether ,the Baltimore Doouments were 
*/ I 

t~ped on.#N230099.-'I observe certain subtle details of difference, 
1 . . 

but these are of a kind which might quite possib+y be due to the 
• • I 

. . .. l .. 
particular ribbons and the abs'orbent qua'll ty of rhe low. grade of 

I" 

p~orlY sized paper which .was used tor the, Balt1m9re Doouments. 
I 

The same 1s true of a oQmparlson bettoTeen the Bal t1more Documents 
\ . 
l 

an~ ~he Hlss Standards 46-B, 37,and'TT. As to these oomparisons 
, 1 

I ·can only say that th~ observable ,pecu11ar1ties!1n th~ type 

ot the Baltimore Doouments in my opinion more nearly resemble . - ,'l 
the peouliarities in the typing from #N230099 th~n they do the 

-, : 

p'~culiar1~~eB in the Hiss Standards whioh I used [tor oompar1son. 

I am attaohlng photographs lntended to 1llustrate tne 
,.' 1 

gr.ounds tor my op1n10n. ~!es A, 0, E and F shqw oomparisons, 

at l5X Ilagniflcation, ~f" the "y", "t", "u" and 114" appearing ln . 

Baltimore Document llo. lO"1:ras not included 
Balt1more Document,s used for this study. 
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... ~ 1 

'. 1 

i 
.t, " " . . ~~ \. \ . .,. 

, J' 

.' .. 

,I " (: 

811 three 8e~8 ~t .doouments. The partioular 1m~~lnts w~~~ I , ' 
t, 

• . J ' < ' . 

have ohoseq to photograph hay& be&n seleoted no~ , ~ecause . ,thel 
• • I 

" I , * • 
were unusual" but be~auge atter o,aretul attid7 I : tound them 

, I I -A./;;.~ 

typical examples, to'r photomlorograp~lo purpose~, ot t~ par-' . . ' ~ , tot.~ 
, . \ , 

tloular peou11ar1ties whioh I obS9ne in these letters throughout, ~ , 
1 . \' " , , ' ~ . : , ... ~ , 

the three sets 01' doouments. Nor· are these tour letters 'the' 
, • l' ' 

only on~s Which could be used to '111ust~ate my ~p1nlon~ The 

kinde ot distortions wh10h I have ,illustrated, part10ularly by' 
.. 1 ' • 

the "u" and the' II n", oould 'be equally well il~u*tra~.ed by Pl:1oto-:-, 
, , . 

g~aphic stud1es ot many 01' the other charaoterrf ' on tije 'k~yb'oard·. 
, ' . 

The photo~aph9 ' in Series 'B and Dare ' entargments ot:, ' , '. 
~ . 

details of the I y• and "t" appear1ng 1n the thr~e sets qt d~ou-

ments, at magrirf1oat1on 2,6X. Tne p~o~omiorogra~hs in. Series A-F' 

,"ere made 1n the same way as those wh10h were made tor m1 
1 

enrlier 'ntt1dav1t, exoept that polar'1zed l1ght was used ·tor 
, I , 

I ' 
most of the photomicrographs ino~uded with, this lattidavit. 

• • I 

SERIES A and B ' 

, 
I 

y. The clear-ou,t sharp arigles which are almos~ ;ai,.,aj'8 ,ap.parent . 
at the Junoture of' the serlphe and the lege tot the small 

• I . . " 

letter "yM in , the Hiss Standards 46-8, ~7 a~d TT are almost 
,1 I \ , 

I, 

always blurre'd and 1nd1stinot· in the lmpr1n~s ot this letter 
. ~ 

• 1 

by N230099. The 'l~ft leg of the emall lett~r "y" appears tQ 
I 'I 

I 

, 

meet the main statf of the letter at al'high~r J?oint .1n the 
, . 1 

1mpr1nts of this letter 1n the Hiss Standar~e than 1n .the 

~mprlnts made by #N230099. ~hie d1tferenoe ~akes the 
i • ~ 

dascenner of the sma~l lette~ "y" longer in the His~ Standards 
• I 

than 'j lt does in the imprints from #N230099. i There 1s , a ~reak , 

or cut fn the type faoe ot the terminal aro in the 'de'soender 

of the small letter I~y" in IJN230099 whioh'does not' appear in : • 
1 ' j , 
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,.the other 'two sets ot doo.uments. This, deteot; helps t,o 
• • • j 

obsoure the dlfterenoe between the length ~t lthe .desoender 

ot the ",.' In' the #~1230a,9 maohlne and that,~t the' 'y' ln' 

the Hlss Standards where the type' taoe is cont1nuous in 
• • I' 

• • . I • 

thls 'term1n, al oUrye. It also tends to contuse mlcrometr10 . \ . 
oomparisons between the le~ter ',' as 1t appe~rs ~P the 

, > r 
Baitlmore.Doouments. and as it; appears in epeO:lmens trom 

" I 

SERIES O' and D 
I 

• I 

t. The arc in the'terminal ourve or the small lotter .,- 1, . '. '1 
I • 

wi,del' 1n most ,ot t~e lm~1nt. ot' t,hl'.' ,lette~ 11n the Blos 

Standards. 46-B, 37 and TT t~ 1n the Impl'ln~s ot this' 
, 

lett~~ ~Y #N23009~, and the 11ne ·ot the ourv~ tollows a" 
I 

different pattern •. 

SERIES E 

. 
I' 

• • " w, • .. It I 

u. Thean81es where tho lO1l:er serlph and ,thO' ,loop, respectively, 
· . _ · l· . 

mee,t the r.lgbt, leg ar~ ditterent 1n the ,1mpr1nts ot #N2,0099 1 '~ I 

trom, those in the B18~ Standards 46-~, 37 QJl4 ft.. . . 

S~RIES r 
'I • 

n. 'The' dltter.~noes between t,be lJnprlnte ot' th1o, : l,.otter in the 
., t I, 

Hlss· -Standards 46-B,,:37 and '~f, and the 1mprint's lnthe 
f r 

t1Plng trom #N230099~. are most.olearly' ehqvn:1n the angles . , 

where the ser.lphs meet the lett and'~1ght leg and where 
1 

the loop me'ete ,the· lett uprlght. 

;f~o?~ Z~ 
, Swor~ to be~ore me th1s 

./4 f{da1 of April, 1952 •. 
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OOm!ONWEALfH or HASSAa~SJCTTS ) 
: 88.: 

COUNTY OF ESSEX ) 

1 • 

.. . ", " .. , 

DA~IEL P. NCRMAl~, be1ng dult sworn, depos,es and says: 
I 

I am Pres1dent ot Sklnner & Sherm~, Inc _I' 246 Stuart 

S~reet, Boston, ~lass _ My f1rm 1s 'engaged in the, buslness ot 

testing" and analysls, both phtsloal and ohemioal:, of paper, and 
" 

other materials, for the United Ste.tes Armed ~e.r;vloes, Federal, 

State, end Munioipal Departments, and maJor inau~trial firm~ .• 

e, • 

My qualifications, and those ot my organiz~tlon, in this and 

,related fields are S9~ out 1n detail in ari aftid~v1t which I 

executed on J.!aroh' 7, 1952, to)" t1ling 1n conneot1on w1th a motion 

tor a ne~ trial ot Alger H1as on the ground of ne"rrly discovered 

evidence. 

In the latter part of !-faroh, 1952, Chester T. Lane, 
I • 

attorney tor Alger Hiss, - informed me that the United St~tes 

Attorney had tinally agreed to make ~v~ilable to ' him for physioal 
• I 

examinat10n and analysis the originals ot the so-called Baltimore 
I • 

DOC,uments whioh were 'introduoed in evldEmce at t~e HisB tr1als, 

and 'he requested me a~d my organization to examine these, docu-
i 

ments by _physical and ohemic~l tests in an atto~~t to obtain any 
. 

possible 1nformation as to their aource a.nd history. He told me 

that he wa.s pa.rtioularly interested in any concl*s1:one ",hloh I 
, ' 

could draw trom Auch an examination which '-lQuld baar upon the 

tr.uth of the claim, that Sal timore Documents 5-1H i "1e~e all doou-
I 

mentA typed by one parson on one machine in the period of 
\ 

approximately tne first three months of 1939 and ha~ all been 

k~pt together, ,d,th 'other material, in a single envelope from 

the middle ot 1939 until l~oveml>er 1949. 
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Baltimore DoouU16nts 5-~1: and"Goverll1lent' ~~l~lcts, 3,~, '3! ,'" ,~ ',; 
39' ~d ll-6-B (the H~ss' Standards) were mado a.Va1~ab~e' ~o me :ah~" ",~', 

my organization under FBI guar;d~ ln Bosto,n on: Ap*,11 1, '1952. ' I 

I ~ .: 

Shortly thereatter, at m)' request, there were '4so made:ava'11abie 
the envelope (GC?vernment Exh1bl t 19) in "hloh ',I; understand s:~' 

has been claimed that the doouments were stored,' between' 1938. 'and ~, 
, • ... ~' , ,.L ... • 

119lJ.g, as well as Bal tlmore Doouments I-lJ. (the, h~nd1fl'l tten not~8).' 
" 

E\nd Government Exhibits 66 and 66-A Jthe paper ~n which Mr.u 

MoCool typed in court) • 
• I 

• 
I ~.,as permitted to out a section ot the blank portions, ot-

f ' 

, eaoh ot the typed Baltlmore Doouments, a sectlon ot page 3 of 
1 > ~ ." " 

Government IS Exhlbit 4-6-B, and a seot1"o~ot the '] complete1), blank 
\ .. I ' •• 

I • 

page ot Exhlblt 66. In ~ost instances ~he sect10na were' approxl-. 
, .' 

mately 111 squ9i'e but ln a tew instanoesas lar~ as approx1.matel), 
. , ) " , 

I~n x 5". I' was not perml tt"ed to take an1" seotlon on whioh 'there· 
t '" ~ ~ I 

WA,S typlng or writing ot any kind, and Wherever"! an abnor~al1ty 
... I '" Of 

of any kind, suoh as a sta~n or spot, wag obseryed I ,had tO,leave 
I 

at least halt of the abnormalit1. 

I was aiso permitted to' out slx 1" squares trom the , . 
envelope, one from the tlap, three trom the tr9~t arid two trom. 

" I 
the b30k, the seotlons ln each lnstanoe again belng so ,ae1eote'd 

..,.. -, .] .." 
that at lenst hnlf of each stain 1n whlch I was] interested was 

1 

i 
lett intact on the envelope. (~y Itba~k" of' theienvelope I mean 

the Rlde on which the clasp and label are t~und; by'tront' I 
- I , 

meRn the opposite s1de--the slde on ~loh the address would 
I ' 

normally be ~itten.) "then the speoimens were taken., both ~om 

the documents and tram the envelope, I would indicate the' portio~ 
.." I,' .. 

,- I 

I wanted ~nd an FBI agent would then cut it ott~ the, agent' and I 
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V:Ould initial ·the maln, par~ ot the doo,ument, .and iwe would then 
, • I 

. . photograph the document' and the portion cut therytro~" ~imu~-

',t ',aneous,17, approximately !n. i!!Y.. 'It was not p~s?lble to photo­

graph the marklngs 'on , the; inside ot the envelope \vlthout slit-
, 

, tlng lt open, and I lias denied permission to do thiS.,." 
, " I 

'Exoept as J~s't lndioated, I wae pe!'mltte~ \ to l?~~:togr~ph " 

the ,do~uaents~ and t~e enyelope treel,. , 
I 

, 

lijl1lfi I lias allowed to take 8.w8.J and use ~s I saw tit 
, 

thG samples cut tram the documents and ,from the ~D.elope, the 
, i 

balanoe ot the papers were' at all t~mes kept un~~r ~e111anoe 
.. , . ' 
by one ~r more repre,8~ntatl ves at the-. FBI,. 

• . I 

As a result , ot direot' obsenatlonot the papera ,-and' etudJ -.. ' " , 

. O~ m1 pho~ographs ,at ~hem, as' ~~11 -as ~emloal ,~d other ana17s~8 , 

C?t t~, ,gpeo'lmens whioh 'were turDlebe~ ~o . . m~, I ~ave been ' a~le ' to . 

~eaoh a DUmber' at detlnlt,~ oo~oluslonB bearing o:n t~e ,questions . . 
;thloh Mr. Lane asked us to o()nalder: " I ~. 

, . ' la. Ph1s1oally"the. typed Baltimore ~ooUments exoept Noe. 
0 , , 

\ ~ .. ". t 9 and' l~ ; tall lnto tWo, dltterent size oategor,le~: 
• I 

A. 8i': ,x 11' (Balt1mo~e Document~ number,ed 5~ 61. 7. 8, kj, .13, 15, 37,' 3g~. 39, 40, ~1, 42, ~3, 44; '+5, 46, 
, " 

B. g. ,x 10i' (Baltimore Documents nu:mbe~ed ~ll, l~, 16,,' 
17, lS, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25,' 26, 27, 28,. 29, 
30, 31" "32. 33. 34, 35, 36,. _ i . , • j 

, lb. 'From th~ arrangelllent , ot the ' typ1ng. ~'n the page s 'ot 
• , I 

the doouments 1n oate~ory B4 1noludlng t~e ·obse~able narrow 
.. , " 
margins Qnd the tre qu.e nt' sllo1ng ot the eelge ot"~the paper through 
" • I , 

the typed, letters at the r1ght marg1n" 1t appe~s probable ,that 
• I 

· ~t some time atter 'the typlng was ,done all the, sheets ln th1s 
" ), 0 -

oategory were out down from some other size or ~1zes to the. 

present 8' x 10!" slze. I 111us~rate th1s obse~yatlon b1' a 

photograph marked Figure -l. -whioh !s a 0.4 magn~tloation ot· . , 

. Kisseloff-22997 
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Baltlmor~ 22, page 1, showing the entire dooume~t r~ght out to 
I • 

the edge ot the' pap~r. 'Figure 2 1s a 0.4 aagn1~loat1on ot 
- . 

Baltimore 17, page 1, showing similar ~rowding ~t·the right 

marg~n, and partioularly the cutting at the e~d.or th~ 25th llne. 

Flgure 3 is a JX enlargement ot a por.tlon of th~ rlght margin 

ot the same page, showing how the last word in the 25th line 
I 

ot the text lias out ott and the miss'lng 'portion penoilled In. 

Figure 4 sho~m a 3X enlargement ot the upper rlght margln or 
I 

Baltlmore 11, page 1, showing partloularly the words ln the ." 

23rd and 25th lines whioh have been out of~ at the edge ot the 

paper. 
I 

Phe~omena ot this klnd are present .on ma~y othe~.pages 

of documents in oategory B, but ar~ not present ~in any of the 
, I 

pages of doouments in category A. 

2a. The majority of the, typed Baltimore lDocuments are on 

paper whioh meets present-day Federal speolflcations for white 

manifold papers of'types IV and V. That is to say, they are 

oomposed wholly or predominantly of chemioal woqd fibers. None 
I 

of the papers show ~n abnormally high noldl ty (tho pH of ~1ater 
I 

extracts of the paper vary between 5.0 and 5.5, 'l-rhile the 

speclfications merely require th9.t the pH be not less than !~. 2) I 

I 
, I 

and there 1s no evidence of abnormal chemical pr,opert1es in the 

many samples tested. 

2b. All documents j.n categorr A (g~1t X lln) are heavlly 

yellowed and sho .... ' marks ot age over substantial portlons ot 

~heir area to a degree not apparent in any of the documents 1n 
I 

category B (S" x lO~"). The appearanoe of the paper 1n the 
, 

oategory B doouments 1s very similar to that of .Government man1-

fold paper known to'have been. stored 1n ordinar~ off1ce files 

from 1937 to 1952. The a;·pearance of the paper :1n the ,category A 

-4-
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l( documents is -that ot sheets whloh, haYo been ~ub.Jeo~e~: tcj " ~ .'~ 
l .f f 1 -

de~erlorating oohditl~~s .whlo~ were not u~1top~~Or08. , tn~ , 
I 

area of, the sheete.t4' I 
.. ,. t • ... • .' ~ 

'" c. ,e, ~ 

, It is well known. that the. oondlHons ot 1 8t~l'age , ~~ . ' " 

paper have a considerable intluenoe on its de~ee ot permane,noi',: ~ , I ' . - ;. . , 
I 1 '- • ' 

variatio'ns in heat and humid! ty beln,B 1n partioular repon8ib~e. . 
1 - . .... 

for variatlons ln the rate' .ot agln~ and " 1eliow~?g ot ':pa~er •. ~~ 

view of the taot that most ot the papers in both ·oategory, A-
.. , ,. -.< " 

• I 

and oategory B ,nre ot the same general olasti (~redom~nant~7~ 

ohemioal "-toad pulp) and shot'" no chemical id1osin'oras1es .( suoh 
• t 

~s abnormal alum' ooncentratlons whlch would be 'retleoted ~lD ' . " 
- 1 ' . . 

abnormal aoidity), I conclude ,that the · tWo categories ot ~o~, ' 
t • 

I 

ments oould not· have been\store~ , together underl the same atmoa-

pberic,oondltions tor most at. thelr ex1stenoe. ! . , 
, , 

~xperlments which we have ,oonduoted wltht pap~r ot oompar-
.. I 

able quality known to have oome trom G~~ernment t11es- ln the 
I 

latter part of. the 1930t~ have: satlstled'us that the present 
• I\- '~. 

I 

appearanoe of the-typed Ba~timore Documents oan~ot have b~e~ 
I 

oau~ed by the handllng-and ~xposure to light-to ,vhioh these 
, ... ,l ·. , ' 

doouinent~ have presumably been subjected slnce ther ",er'e 'first . - l -. , 

turned over to the Governme'nt in November 19l1-g. ! Partloular~l:, 

such handling and exposure .to light oould not e~la1n the varl-

1ng degreeR of aged appear~nce shown by the dooUments 'ln the ·two 
\ 

categ~rleB, A nnd B. . . i 
3. ~lliat I haTe sald indloates that it W~Uld haTe ,~een 

imposslble for all the typed Baltimore Dooumentsl to haTe been '~. 

stored together over the 10 year. perlod trom 193~ to 19~. -From 
j 

this "1t f'ollows that they oannot 'have been 

durlng that" period in the ,envelope in whioh 

to' ha.ve been stored. 

all 'stored together ' 
1 they I are alleged 
I 
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• 1 

examined this envelope (G~vernment 
, \ I have oarefully 

Exhibit 19) tor the purpose 
I 

o~ determining whether it would . . ) 

nover~heless have been posslble that some ot' the ;doouments 
, , I 

might haTe been stored in' it. My examination leads to the 
t 

• I' 

oonolusion that it wo~d not haTe been possible. II base this 
Ii. 

, I • 

observation on" analyses ot oertain stains appear~ng on both~ 
I . 

the tront and baok ot the envelope,and both ins~de and out, 
I " 

as well as upon observation of the etteot made o~ the'envelo~~ 
• • 1 

bJthe. presenoe or oertain hard physical obJeot,s iwhioh may tiave 
• • I " 

been mlorofilm containers ot one kind or'another~ These ob-
" . i 

servatlons lead me to oonclude tha~unless. verl 1laborate pre-
,. 

O:autlons had been ,taken', no se~ ot paperEJ oould ~ve been . 
j 

enolos~d tor a period ot· 10' years ln this enTelopo without .ho~· 
I 

'~ng stains or pressure. marks whioh are totally al>sent in all the 
, • I 

I 

typed Baltimore Doouments. In view otthe slze ot 'the envelope 
, . l • 

and the presumed size ot the miorotllm oontainers. or other 
" _... .... , 

. I 

phYsioal obJeots 'whioh 'were enolosed in it, I amI satisfied that 
• I 

I 

there would not have been-room in t~e env~lope ~~r additional 
• • 1 

material ,~uttiolent to proteot the Baltimore Doo~ents·. 
I 

, . 
At m1 suggesti'on'Mr. Lane requested permi~8ion: to, examine, 

, '. I 

the g sheets ot yellow ,paper whioh were marked at the trial as . 1 .. ·' . . 

Go,ernment Exhibl t, 20 tor Identifioation', and w~lOh Oh8mbers 
1 

" I 

testitled were also ,nolosed in the envelope. . This permission 
• 1 ' 

" , 

was denied, Soo that'I have no lmowle~ge as" t~ w¥ther. those 
I r.ellow sheets retleot the type ot stains or pressure marks to 

• . 1 -

whlqh I 'have referre~. H~we,er, if they do, I ~- satisfied 'that 
, 

po g sheets ot ordln~ry paper oould havebesn so arranged ,as 

,oompletely t,o proteot' any set_ ~t papers, of th,e ~lPe used tor 

',the Baltimore Doo~9nts, trom '~arkings 'ot the ki*d l' have' '. 

'Clesoribed. 
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I do not undertake to present at tHis tim,e detailed data . 
on the results ot the exam~tions' and anai~8e8 Iwhioh I and mr 
organization have made ot the stains and pr-esstme- marks: appear­

ing on the envelope. I do, ho'"ever, illustrate ;the oond1t1on 

ot,~~e envelope by the attaohed photographs--Figures 5, 6 and 7. 
" • 1 

For purp~ses ot these photographs the envelope was hel~ down 

by two rubber bands. 

Figure 5 is a photograph of the front of Ithe envelope 

wi th the tlap open 80 that. the stains ,on the out1side of the 
I 

envelope are visible. 

Figure 6 is a s1milar photograph showing ~he back of the 

envelope with the flap open. 

Figure 7 shows, the back of the envelope with the flap 
I 

I 
olosed. It ls interesting to note that the .portion ot the label 

I 
" I 

which is still attached to the flap shows an entlrely different 

degree ot discoloration and sta~ning than does t~e portlon'ot 
• I 

the label ~dheririg to the baok ot the env$lope, ' ~lthough they 
I 

were clearly once part ot the s~me label. Unfor~unatelY, I was 

not perml tted by the FBI. to sll t open the envelope ~o that ·1 
I 

could take photographs of its interlor, partioul~rly photographs 

1llustrating the internal stalns ~1hlch I have observed and 
) 

analyzed, and the oharacter of ,.,hlch preoludes th~ir being due 

to oeepaga or penetration from the outside. 

4. !-ir. Lane nsked us to make a' separate ~'tudy of the 

rlbbon thread oounts visible on the , typed Baltimore Doouments. 
, 

Thls study has established to our satlsfactlon that at least 
1 

four ribbona i'1ere used in the typing of these doQuments. Al-

ternatlon in the use of the varlous rlbbons bears no disoernible' 

relationshlY) to' any posslble grouping of ~he doo~ments by,4:tnelr 

-;7-
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... of 'I' ~ 

" .. - ,,) 

• '" ;1, 
: ".J1' 

. -:'1 
;.! ., .' 

" .. , 
dates; ln ta~t, ,ln a numb ",I' of instanoe'o two 4~OUlients'dated< .', .... , ,~ 

j, • 

,8ome time apart are tfped ,"ltl:\ a r1~bon ot a g~.,en' tbrea4ooUn~' ~ 0, ' 0 ~ 
I • " t 

,while other doouments ",i th dates in between Bra, ~ypi4: ,;l:th a< ,; 
t.. . " I ) 

" J 
,1, . 'ribbo~ .C?f a dlfterent oount~ , 'I • 

• J :... • f,; 5,. I report ,the result ot ·one further 'separate, expel'S:-l 
, I " 

;ment whioh I oonduoted at Mr. Lane I p. request.· I He advised me. < 

! • • ~ .-

that Ira Lookey, trom whom the detense had aoqrlred.WOodsto~~. 

I • :No. N23bo99, had testifi~d at the seoond tl'i~lj that. when he 

'originally aoqulred the maohlne :In 19lJ.5 it wasi out 'In. a heay, 
c 

,~ 

. . 
;, 

~ I 

. " I ,. 
~ ~ J 

'\ 

')"ain in a l'lashington baokyard. He 'asked .me tol determine whether' ~ 
. \ 

'No. N230099 oould' have been exposed outdo,ora t,o the' .~lements 
1 ... 

, for any length of time. Asa basls'tor reaoh1hg a oonolulion 
• 1 

. I ' , , 
on this point I exposed ~ \ofoodstook t~etfJ'l ter) ot the srune 

'I • 

general. ol9.sS and approximately. the same seriai number ou~d'oor8 
1 \ 

in Ipg~doh, }.f~ss., for a period of t,.,o "eeks .• · : For the tirst 

I,week, on days. in whioh ,.,e did nO't h~ve r,ain, w~ wet the type-
I ' 
1 , 

wri tel" down with water. In the second ,-reek, whieh was relatlyely 
t 

< 

dry, we did no~. At th~ end of the tirst three, 'days this oom-
- '1 • 

,parison Woodstook machine showed appreoiable signs-ot oorrosion, ) . , 
and damage in the form of paint flaking otr.·an~ rust. appearing 

,on various parts of the me'ohan'ism. At the end,1 01" t1f~ weeks .the 

type faoe, t~e type bars; the· 'carriage lTays, t~e slotted 8egme~t 
, . 

'in which 'the type 'move~ an~ all the unpainted '~et~l portions, 
, 

tahowed heavy rusting and the palnt on the oarr~age 'back and' 
. i, 

.sideB of the' machine showed subat9.ntial "tlaking and spot!iing. 
I 

,No traces at rust or ot flaking 61" the paint or: the nature we 
I 

have observed in this exposed oomparison machi~e oan 'be tound ',on '. . 
No. N230099. 

) . 
It nppears to be mere~y a 80mewh~t d1rty m~ohine. 
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<" 

~n my oplhlon Woodst'ook No. N230099 oould not 'be in ,1~9 ,~'esent 
.' ' ! 

~ondltion i_f'lt ,had ever ~,een, exposed ,to a, heavy ,rain, unl:ess 
I r ,_ 

I 

8;tter 8~oh 'exposure it 'had 'been _oompletely reoon1it~oned., 

.' , I, ' 

" I., 
i Y ~ p,;v:~ ~, 

. . I 
I: I, 

, 

I, 

" 

E~s.e~, :88. 
. ~ ~ 

~.u.b8crlbed and!,~~rn to betore ' ~e, 

"~ Aprl1~ 1952. 
" , 

\ . . . 

"~ 

'I -9-
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GE #1 

SOLDERING TYPICAL OF PRODUCTION METHODS OF 
vlOODSTOCK FACTORY IN TYPEWRITERS OF T'HE 

"200"SERIES 
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KEYS IIFII AND II 511 OBTAINED FROM \ifOODSTOCK FACTORY 
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KEY "K" OBTAINED FROM vlOODSTOCK FACTORY 
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Directo~, FDI (74-1333) 

SAC i .New York (6,7!""14$20) 

JAB'AM 
ESPIONAGE - R 
PERJURY 

Co 

f There are forwarded. herewith to-the Dureau and the Boaton Ottice 
t photocraphic prints prepar~d by this office :trOtl. fim submitted by the 'Boston r ''Office. 'These photographs vere taken by 'Boston o't tl1e Ba1tiaore ~ibit~ ~ 

tbrou~~ 47 encompassing 65 pages ~nd showing cuts taken trOt:!. each page py 
D!";. llILLIAM NORMAN, the defense expert. ' . 

1\ The 'ti'J.J:l b"Ot:I. which these ph9~grapha vere prepared was forwarded 
, by Doston letter ot 4~14 .. 52. Tbe. film;. ,'Will be retained as 'an exhibit in thia 
\ office.. , 

.,/ I 

JJD:P.AA. 

Ene. ~(JIS~ MAIL 
.~ 

~ cc - lloston (Enc.) 
'REGISTERED ~ 

, - '~ 

,~ I ' 
I ' 
i 
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COt-P·fOWi!EAl;'H OF MI\ ~G .4CHUm<:TTS ) 
I F.t!.Z 

COUNTY OF 5UF' (? OLK ) 

I l'~5J id~ f.< t 16 Port<2)t Btr,;!(.lt A.nd have an otfice fit lJO 

C f'!\1 rt !1tJ-e .... t. both 1n said Boetoft. 

! orn r,.. qUtll:'lfled .::' Y-EHi'I.:1.nllJ- ot qu ~etloned docttBIeftte. r 
h~vQ st.?ted my quallt1c!ltlone in th'.B r~8peot 1n an ~ttldavl' 

~xeeutP.d JaDUF.l!7 22 " 19t52, fnr t111n8' 1n aonnectl(')n with a motten 

tor G. nelf trial of :l\lg~2" Jtlsa on the gJ'ound ot n~17 d.lsCtovel'ea 
, 

pvldence. 

My f,l.rf"1r18vlt nf JanutU7 22nct 49@1' wlth the r~8Ult" of 

on expt;rlll~nt be.1ng condact~4 lr1 the Qtt"rn~s tor Io.lger Hi,u, to 

determln~ thf:> Axten~ to whieh 1t ~mtld b~ p."l'ble a8 S pt'QetlcBl 
; 

matter to build O!- e.da~t s 'yp~rlt~r which would 80 nesrly 

4'IP11cA'p. the typtng of another DlBChin9 that qual1tle4 40cgmtmt 
. ' . 

-
would be led by Ol'd~Mry Atandar-.1.8 oto".pnr1~on to 001101,,4e 

tho').t only a tl1ngl~ mAohine had b~ 91\ ua",4. 

'lban. I tlrelt 8CJ'f .. ed to aeslet 1n the ~ertmeft'_ i '.14 

Mr. Lan~. 'n~. Hls~I :" Attom~~, that I dOQ·o'~a. yen mueh wbether 

such I! me.chlne ooul!d be made, but tltD, it l' Gould. the kllMfle4«$ 

thl.i. t fnlch If. thing waf! ,,0881 b1.p,! Vml14 be so lMJ'OMent ~o the 

profc.sF-ion of docum~nt ~xlllmlne", !lA " ell QS to the publl0 a' 

l~rg,~, that ! thought. I woold bp doing a publ!" 89.,..,I&e bJ aRe18t­

ing in th~ ~Xp~rtm~n~. 

AA my ~nr'11t~r atfidavit showe, Mt-. Lanf:!lg ~~J'lmen'. in 

t"'Jrms ~f nreChlp. d.u~lleat1nn of' the tyr. !"" of ~ne maohlnp. by 

an()th~~, Wfl.S e t\rr1t:id. tn e: potnt or p"'t't~ott~n wbloh I had not 

I . Kisseloff-23010 
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suppoeoo 'f,'osalble. I lllu"trAt~d th1e by AtttJc}:l1ng tn '!!Y ~tf\­

davit Bp~lm9ne of t!Jplng f!t0t!' th.c!t t"J('I mtH'h1.n~9. It mny b o thvt 

GoV$l.rnm~nt d.ooum~nt ~xam1n~N!Jf &.'P'P1'"(~.oh'."n; th"~!-' t't'~ p,>t~ "r 
9peolm"nA w lth the knnwll'!dg? thnt !!tome of thf'm \H~r(.\ tyn r·1 !')n E, 

m.flch!niO d@llbA:rately fab,.ter,t~d ~f') .r;~ tn pl"~1uef;: tyn~ n~~ r~'el' c:.mbll~ 

that. ot ancth€x- maohine, hsv~ bftC!?u,,!'p' of" th~1T' f()r"W~M"n~ ti::'''" 

able to cU.!IIt!.ngu Ish the prt'tduet~ of th~ tm~ ms,ch1nr-~; c-,$;I eJf now, 

of cou-rI\J~, I havF! nn way ()f kn(,)\-tl~~ h"w f~r theAY mp.y lv·v p bopn 

8UOOf?I!u!,tul in tJHl.ldng puch a (l1p.t:tnet1.l."ln. T d()·bq'.lnv~. h"wPY<'r. 

thnt thp 9X'.Pr!"'ir~nt 'Wp~ Ca,..rt~d t", n p~tnt ~c (':lo~'" to o,-,m'~"'\1eto 

dU'o11eatlon th!:!t {my 1'l!;I"9'f'ul ~~eml'l"nt <?xl?m'1"'I"''t' who from h"'~r' "n 

£mgag'"!l! t~ oompare qU~C!ltil"n.~d. tY:rtn~ \..'\th .G?Fmnl"'g, !.n ;-' !l!ttll~. ttl)n 

wh~r!'? thp baekgrnunti faets "l\11m.r th.Q '''~~~lbi1tty thnt r: d.U'1'Qor;tp 

msoh1n~ might h')vp b.o~n o<'n et't'tJ.et~t1. fer f'?rgf.lry (1)U'T"")(H:o "' F!, !1'!U!'t 

tek:~ that 1)ne~1bn tty 1nt:':' s.ccount, a.nr1 mU<I"It h.., pY'!"n!":t"'d tt"l h~ 

con~1"~nt~d w1tJ:! .t;l dU!J11~~tl"n !'.n Flub~tantl#.'lJly e"m , ~tr.a P:!=! to 

de-ry d~tf'/lctlon. 

F(.'e~n tly. ':r. L.r:l.no:> t~Vt m" th"" t t!~" \1()Vi"rn':;'!!'>nt~FI'" 

flnDl'y !I~r~(.)d tl1 1·'t h1.~' hnv'-' .C::T1 i:'~"0r't r-xl?m4n.~.tlon 'I'Il,'de. "r th~ 

nrt~lnn19 of thp ~o-cRl1 <:>d 9~1 t1.ml;)r' D~('nm~~nt (1, t,!r1 ~ h h?d b:.. "'n 

1ntrodu('!~d 1n f';'v1d(>nc~ in th", F1~CI tr1:'1'IJ,~. :!t~ \d'~ll r;r th·' ~""-cRJ1"·d 

Rl!1HJ 5tp..nd<'l.rdR '.;11 th ))-.'h 1.ch, ,·rr. ,i' :-·he.l1 t t~F' G'OVf'I'nm~'nt t r' Ij.o~'nr.'''nt 

of tlo(mm~ntF.1 wlth "?~ch "th"t", e.nd !"1~o ",ith r-t'P"ciM"'n!:' of t;r··ing 

from the Ao-ea.llpd H1~!!I! Mf1.eh'"l'v·" in rig ':'O"Q"~~~.~n--tha.t ,.~. th'~ 

mf:;l.chl!'!A \'Jh:toh had b~'en 1.nt:rmucf"t:'!, tnt., th'" tr1~1 ':; Of! b"'"n~ th"" 

maeh~ n~ mmr.>d by thr. ~11~~"·!::' in th~ ]9'30' ~, P-t'l(1 ~M' cr, hqd b~:::,r. 

USJ~t11).r; thf-' t!tanrlF~ ""R~h~no ~T1 thf' ~r.)"r1m~nt rtf try'ng t.., 

Cl}~rlc.t .. ,"" dnnl1o~tr.. H<:':! ~~1'''I. r~ "'nr:t~ my ""\)tn " I"H'I f,r: t·, "'·}H ... th c l"· 

all thrr:-"" e~ts of dOCllmr.>!'\te ,.. ... ~~, bf.'~·~ tyy:.pd on on'" mC\ch~Ii<'--~" 
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'l1hlch a~P.le, of course, the machine would n8C8esu-lly be the so­

o,c;?,lled Hiss maohlna--or '11hether more than one lDaoh1ne WQIJ used, 

'lnd, 1. r so, hot,~ mallJ. 

I have never eXamined Mr. I .. ane's· so-oalled Hiee maohlne, 

my work 1 n connect1on '111 th the oonstruotion of the duplicate 

hav1n~ bp.en lim! ted to e.xrunlnlltion of specimens ot typing from 

l.t and. from the dupllc ,!:!te m9.oh1n~. However, sInce the experiment 

',n d.upl1'"lllt1on "ras ttn1Rhed and 1 made my January affidavit about 

~t, J have :r~.r.',1 :!r. Dan~el r'lorman l g afflrlEtv1t of Mf!I..roh 7th 1n 

Which h~ ffesorlbe~ and 111untrate~ th~ r~aultg ot hIs physical 

eX~.mln ;,?t1on of tl1A m:ach'n~, and the grounds for hie conolusion 

th~, t it ,~ a del1,ber?tely ~lt(-!:red mt.tchlne. I h'lVA made fll1 

r":'{;tffi1nation of the thl"eA flets of c'iocuments in the li~ht or my 

knowl(? r1t?c of r)r. ~ ,' orman'~ r.1w::11n~9, "HI .,.rell as my own experienoe 

"n Rtudy" nr: th~ typ1 ng r~sul tR or ~. mach! ne a.~libe,..atel)' oreated 

for tho T'ur~)t'HH!t of' 81:low1 ng th~~t forge,.y by typewriter blould be 

pose1ble. 

11[1 thout oon~1at'trlng the possibIlity of forgery, I ~hould 

h,<'lV~ conolnder'\" by f.\ll 8 tan','l.ar..:t testA ord1na.rl1y applied by 

r!ueat toned document Enmminers f' that all three sats of documen te 

"];;;re typed on thFl ~amf.t r:Hilohlne. I ahQuld not hav9 basedthls 

(!onoluid ')rl ml'lrc ly upon n!t"nconseQuont1.1'l,l number of reV-J,ti vely 

identical r'eoull:u-l ties, but upon the wore convincing f!1ot that 

-:..:.1 1 have in mlncl the ten similar! ties of typing impress ion be­
t\4een thp. D9.1t1rtlm·~ Documents lI\nd. thf) etM<lards t,1hich Mr. ii'eehaB, 
the ~}oVftrnaHmt I s ~~pert at the Racond. tr1al, relied on aa r:l bt\Als 
foJ" h'. 9 od.n1.on that 'they were typed on the same r.laohine. I 09011 
thf"lm ~ noonStHlUAnt'n,l ,not only beCA-UAG ~-1r. Feehan g!lve no testi­
mony ~.~ t ·) the 1dent1 ty or liH91m11a.r! ty ot the other seventy­
fcur cl1!·,r '~otnrr.. but bee ~lu~e e1aht or the ten t)l!!aull~1 ties 14hlch 
he p1ckl=Hl "l.r" or ~ klncl l~hlch Rl'et rnoet likely to occur in old 
tYD<-"",~l t~rA, p~rt1cul~rly Woo"'.stonk.a ot thlA vintage. For' ex­
&mp1:e, I hAve geen r:tt le~Rt fourteen Woodstook,q ot th1~ period, 
'l11 of l>rh1l'!h had ~c)mp.whr:l, t '!I1m'.laJ' 1amn~~ at the rlfht side of the 
lower loop of the Itgfl. The ttnq,l up9troke ot the ell, 9 DnA of 
th~~,o~t vlllneT' ,n.bl~ !!'Jffiall pl~oe~ of ty-pe 1n the whole kf!J7board p 

:In'' ~ ~ ~.:ften ru~h"!d to the rl~ht or lli'lft out of 1 tgpertoct ~:ro 
i,n much-uq~d mnah1n~". r coui:d oont'nua the cFltalogu9 1n detail. 
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1 find no aubat"mtlal cOflAIAtent deviations 1n type impressions 

1\9 among the three sete ot documents. H0\18Ver,my o'tfn exper"lenoe 

hae ohown me that 1 t 1s p09s1ble, by oareful ,",fOrk on 8. machine, 

to ellmln.'ite almost oompletely the deviations whioh would nor­

mally have develope£1l betwfum ite typing and that. of another 

maohll'l9, and therefore, while I cannot say definitely tha.t all 

threp. ~ete of doouments ':1ere not typed on the Bame maohlne, I 

believe 1t Just ~g possible, 1n the 11ght ot the observable 

taete, thnt the Baltlmora Documents were, typed on a maohine 

which vee not the original Hlgs machine used tor the stan4arde, . 

but another lMchlne mnda to type like the or1ginal Hiss maoh1ne. 

Sinoe the typing of the Balt1mo~e Documents so olG991, resembles 

thp. typing of the speoimens from the eo-oalled Hla8 maohine, and 

sinoe ]),... Norman has furni9hed evidence that that machine 1. a 

deliberately tabrloqted one, loan only oonoluAe that, as be­

tween the ~.,o p0901b\11tle8, the forgery ot the Baltimore Doou­

menta 1s the· more likel,. It the Baltimore Documents mte feu-sed, 

the forgery is ~ good one, but it 19 no better 'han I know would 

be pOBalblc with caretul workmanship. 

I have not ,oonflned my examlnat10n ot the dooUlllents to a 

oomparlBon ot the typing for purpose8 of try1ng to reach an 
opinion aA to how many machines were used. ~hen ~~. Lane &ake4 

me to make th1a oomparlson he told me that tbe~8 vere addit10nal 

pointe on Which he wanted my opinion. He said that, while tbe 

def19ne9 ht=).d on earlier ooeneions beeri allo\.~a to photograph the 

document9 1n one ~ or another, the orlg!nale hEld never, eo tar 

~9 he kney, b"en ma.de RV!ll11ab19 tor clotH~ and detailed expert 

Atudy. He told @e that ae~ordlng to Chambera'~ teatlmoftl at the 

tr1e!1 1111 the typawr1 tten B~l t!.mora DocumentlJ bad boen typed b, 
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Frlsol11a Hla! and given to him by Alger H180 at aome time be­

tween January 5 arId April 15, 19'3g. He nsk.ed me to eXM11ne the 

original documents 010ge11 .i.Ild g1 ve him my oplr,lofl 8.m to '.{hethl!r 

this teBtlmonJ was correot. 

I haVR done so.~nd run satisfitd th:1.t (:ha:r:bcersls tfl;:otl­

many on this point oannot :00ge~.b11 be eOIToct. The follcn-rlng 

are my more elgnlficn.nt eonolu9ione; I am pl·eprn'·cd. t,'1lJpI)Ort 

llnd illustrate each of them in dstli.l1 en t;~13 ~ t,1).rdl 1 r .:;1 van ".n 

OPPo1"tunity. 

1. No one per eo., type') the B','ll th\ore CocU!llent e. There 

"",u"e e9rtalnly two typintm, ",hoee work v~r1 ad 8hllrply 1n even­

nass of prer::lsure, tJP~nl? Ak111, meoh'1!nicsl u.n/~erot9.n(11.n~ ~tnd 

oontrol of the mSGh1ne, ~tyle habits, qnd othel' ~d\nU.$/rrf!;'1DfH;t8. 

~30 one pernon'~ W'Ol"!K 00\11<:11 tI,;'Ixhtblt ~uoh d,1f'fe1"f)nce:!. It iGJtdte 

p091='blA thqt more th'll1 two typl~ta ~1e1'~ 1nvolvlffd. 

2. Sinoe oerta,inly moro than on~1 j.l~l"'aOn typ":!!l th~ 

Sal t',rno!'e Doouments, Pl'lso111fl Hi91!) oc~nnr.')t h8J.v,o. tj~lad tile;;> 1111. 

Furthermore, the chritracteri9tles of h~l' .ty-ci:1'J :k~~ke i t pl~rt~ctly 

alee,. that shEil :'1r:?e not ~1ther of the t1,:fO 1:-r1nclp'31 typiatr. in­

volved. I b:t9P. thl R oonolup-lon to ;1. eOfln1tlet':.;.blr,' nxtf>(,t u;;on 

6uoh factors t not ole,!!!'"ly obRervHbl.;; ('~~C>;~i)t :froll': titf" I.irt;,', n,sl 

d.ooumentl-'t ,~.R typing rhythm, Drt'HHHlr~ hab1.tg~n:1 V '~J .. :"'.,.'.t1'Jn::;, 

~uAllt~ of touch, p~ce of typ'ng, rel~t!ve OOMpAtHnoa of the 

tvo hands, ;:wd the 11.ltp.. "',y conclusion from thA'~!1 t>~.ct\.i::--'B ~ 8 

borne out by many othp.r .;llfferentl'<"tt1n~ c:h;J.rS';ct~J"1~t\(~s 1n '1uch 

mfJtter~ RA style, meohllnio."tl Al~:111.q,nr1 h-"'.b1ts of m1.nr"i. l':ri~-

011181 H1til~ d~.Cl not in my optn~on tYl"~9.ny of U'p P'~lt~Tor~ 

DocumentR. 
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,. 1'be reepeotl.,e tendenole,g t0W8J'48 oertaln kinds ot 

typing OJ-rors end c,orreot!one afte 6100 extremaL, important. 

It l1t1 n oommon Mblit or moat typlste t When an lnooM"eot lett.p 

1 A struck, to pUBhthe oUTlap back !U1d 9t1'111:9 over the 1fI"ODg 

letter with the rlg~t one. the normal ~d almost unlverRal 

tendencr. in dol~ thte, 1.s to mtr1:.-.e the eeoond, corJ'ect, 

letter more heavily. 90 tHI to obliterate the tlret, incorreot, 

1m,pre681on. 

In the Baltimore Documents I tind tJ-om examination or 
the or"g1naln n ':".' less th'!lll twenty-seven instances Where the 

o:rdln~ry habit Is r$"er~Htd, and the inco:rreot letter 1s stPuok 

j,o:re h~qvl1y thnn the oorreot one. There 19 A2. aMob 1Dgtancft 

in ~ny or th~ Hl~s 9tMd~.ras. 

Thl~ dlf'ferenoe t;OEH\ far to support the oonolusion 

th~t !>rl~c111Fl H1 ,!'IS dld not type the Baltimore Doouments. But 

1 t hltA ~:;n e.d~J.1 tional, far-reaohlng gtgnlfloance. The phenomenon 

'A not 19o1~tedf it ,~.ppoll\.ra on ~ev9nteen pagos ot the Baltimore 

))ooump.ntq, ~n·l in the '<To.-k of' both of the oleRrly different 

typ1~t~, 90 that it carmot be e.l personal id1of4ynorasy. It 19 

iiuoh ~n extrao1'*dlntill"W phenomenon, 90 lack',ng 1n rational explana­

tIon in th~ .."ork or ~n~ oT'd1nary typ19t, that 1 t can se,:troely 

bEl' pxr:'l?.lned on I'lny oth"r b\lSl n than th"lt the typists of the 

B iii. 1 t1 r.::ore Dacumentel ~1 the:r' were a.ttgn1ptlng to maka preels9 Md 

intent10nftl copies of gomeone e19~lg unintentional typing Arrors, 

or ~'ftr~ qttemptlng to slmulatft the ~.,ork of some otber ral1!tlvel)' 

1n~ccurat~ typi9t. 

4. t1'hl1e 011 the !;ubJect of' typing errore, I teel 1 should 

oomment on the ~tRtemftnt of the prosecutor, M,.. ll:urphy, to the 

Jury, that th~ Ju"y could draw oonclu91on~ qg to the 1dAntlty 

of' the typlt:1t by ob~~"1ng thJ'e~ "oommon typIng error!!Q, namely, 

thdl! eomb~r.~t1on~ I1r" foJO "1", "t" for "gil, ~lIl !1 "tit for "d", Md. 

noting' thp..t they ~ppairtr~d both in the Baltimore Documents nnd 1n 
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tvo of the atandarde, Government Exhlb1ta 34 and 46-1. 

In m)' opinion ~hlg observation YQ8 grogsl, misleading.' 

The oombinatlon art! tor "11l does not!lppear at all 1n 'he 

standards, 1n the ganlSe of being a oont'u81oD between the tW'o 

letters. fhe 1nste.noe ~J'. Murphy obvloualy h0.4 1ft mln! i9 tn 

the word "tJ'"nacrl!lta : 10 30vernment Exhlbit ,~, where tbe 

typiAt, having originally Wl'lt t en the letters a'ranerl', ootlaed 

the omission of tbe '.,0, and went baok to t7P8 tbe let'er8 '01" 

over the letters ·p,l·~ thus superimposing tbe '1" on', theul il • 

The 'oomblnat1~naR ora toJ' aga eftd 't' tor 'd' are tbe 

oommonest kind of 'Y'P~ng 81'r01'8, oGmcdt'ea bJ, evep, tlPlst 
, 

because of the proxlmlt, of the letteps on 'f:1tt ke,"llr4.. Itea 

1f Ur. Murpby's seleotlon ot \-that he oaUa ·oommon ',plns 
errorg U yere oor,.eot-;"w~lOh the), are not~oJ'" werewwsual- '· 

which they ruo-e not-t-'er are 'ota11), 'iftslgntttcaot again,"'1le f 

faot tba.t the Baltimore 'DoownentaGontaln at leas' tin, ',plng 
e"01"8 ot a Itt Ad whlc~ 10 beap Oft the personal1t1 ot Ute 'rils' 
anl,l whlah do not g,ppe,;,u. anpbere 1n the .tandaPd'~ while, 'Oil 

the otber hnn4 nine e~orB ot tM,t nature appeiu-lngll) ,~. 

standards neYer OCCUP ' 1n: th9 Baltimore Dooumeate. 0nlltov 

errors of this kind aJ..e oommon to the two aets of doo_eli'8.' 
5. Entlrelr apart h'om the t)'plna ot tbe Ba.l'lalore ,PO!1I-

, . 

ments, tn1 exrunlna.tlon of ' the or1g1nals has given me an 'oppOp1nJnt-

t1 to drAw certain oonolusions trom ttle penotl1ed OOM-GCtiORS 

and proot",.eadlog mar~8 appearing o~ them. 

A et1"lklng fact is that, ~herea8 the Baltimore Doouments 

are cl~lmed to have b~en ' typed GUrrent17 from daJ to daJ Oyep a 

pe~lod of about three :months, the penolUed oorr8otlone give 

th$!-1pr>ea]'t9.ftoe of h&V!!ng been made ln one oontinuous operatl'on 

-7-
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rather than at the iseparate tlm93 when the separate pages should 
i 

have be49D t)'pe4. 1ihe oOM"eetlons and. proof-readIng marka tfere 

made with a IOn, $ray19h-blaOkpencI1, 1n apv,roxlmately the 

Aame aon41tlon or WOPMEUJA and bluntneas throughout, .and a.re 

qui te inconsistent itd th the Idee. that the game or ell t'ferent 

penctls were used Bit a. number of dlff@rent tImes ovarll three 

months period. 

A9 to the ha~dwrttlng and the oo~~~ctlonRl or proof­

r&a.d1ng habits, thel:?, show that the penoil notPlt1on~ N'erfl oqr~­

tully done, at one 't'me, by one pe:rson, qulta prob!lbly ~'th 

IIIItano~Ml"hlc training. I have etutiled numerous g!.l.mplea of the 

b<l'l ndvr 1 tlng of Al~er n.nd Pl"'l@olll!l MiRS ,as well as Ba.!tlplfL)A 

of documents tupnls~ed to me r4.a taken t"rom [.lga.,. HI ':: IJ • A f!.leR 

in the 19;o's and shoWing hi9 correctIonAl qnaproof-r~~dlng 
; . 

hqbl t9. In my op1n~on net. thAI' Alger nor 1;1"'1eo1119 Hl~s eould 

have done the penciil. me.rld.og on the documenta. 

6. Although the pencil corr~otlonr; \1foulfl appear, ElF< I 

have Raiel, to have been mads in one operation, eXami!H:t1on of 

the ribbon imprint appearlng on the orl.g1nal d.ooument~ makes 

t t seem extremely unlikely that the- documents weI'''' ty'pad tn 

a normp.l a1ng;le continuous operation, or even oonsecu.t1vely by 

tha aqme p~rBon OVAr ~ period of three months. 1 b~ge thl~ 

{\b!=!~Mat1on on the fFlet thBt the 1nk on documentR d11tad on thl! 

B81me dar eomet'.mes ~il ffl9"n rgd10ally in 00 lor. d.oaument9 d?tefl 

v.l thin 111 f~';1 a.~yg oir gnch other 11k~~t19F.! sho'.4 1nk or cUtferent 

"hadl19 ,!lnd lloouman1;e typed. months n.pq,.t sho~,,. ink. of muc r; tho 

g~me colo~. At leamt four, ~.nr'J probably !i'\ol"e, "'1bbon~ !(Tfu"e us~d, 

anrt 1 f thp. d(')cumaFlt~ ~~"A tYPft,'l. oonseeut1vely t\ccord1n~ t:· thg~r 

C1.gtee t t r'1ou1·~1. appeal'" that theRe four or mo!"'~ rlbbong w~re 

j;'jl t~rnntely beln~ put on and taken orf the 1l.1aehlne, 90methieg 

-s-
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~al1y, O~ every day or ao. The bee' ribbon, maklag lhe blackest 

!\lna. olea.rolt 1l1lpresslon., rl1a8 uS$d onl)' onoe, in B,-altlmore Doou­

ment No.9. I do nmt undertake to A~S .. 99' anI explanation as 

to why thin alternation of ribbons may have taken place, but 

merel;' point out th~tlt appears entirely lnootu~19teat '4'lth the 

norma.l use of a type\1!'1 t4'r. 

1'hrnrn to heroN:l mn th'ts 

/9:< flrtty of I\.pr11 .. 1952. 

My commission expires November 7, 1953. 
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EXTI I B IT 23~ I II 

COIOfONWBALfR or MAS~AORU8Eft8 
I ~ 

) 
: SI.: 

COUNTY or mesa ) 

DANIEL P. N~MAN, being dul, sworn, deposes and says: 

I am Pre81de~' :of 8k1nner & Sherman, Inc., 246 Stuart 

Street, Boeton, Mae,. : My firm is engaged in the business ot 

tssting and anal7811!1, both ph7eloal and ohemlcal, of paper, and 

other materials, toti' the United 8te,tee Armed ~ervlcee. Federal, 

State, and Munlo1pa~ Departments, andma30r industrial firms. 

My qualifioations, and these of m1 organization, in this and 

related fields are s,et : out 1n detail in an aftid.a.vl t which I 

executed on Maroh 7, 1952, tor fll1ng in conneotion with a motion 

tor a new trial of Alger Hiss on the ground of newly disoovered 

evidence. 

In the latter part of Maroh, 1952, CheAter T. L~ne. 

attorney tor Alger Hiss, informed me that the United Stl!ltes 

Attorney had finally agreed to m~ke ~v~11ab1e to hIm for physioal 

examination and. anal~a1.s the originals of the so-oalled Balt1more 

Doeuments whioh were introduced. in evidence at the Hiss trials, 

and he requested me ana m7 organizat1on to examine the99 doou­

ments by physical and ohemioal teats in B.n attempt to obtain any 

poss1ble 1nformatlon as to their souroe a.nd history. He told me 

that he wa.s partioularly interested 1n any conclusions wbioh I 

could drew from Auch ,an examination which would bear upon the 

truth of the claim that Balt1more DocuJtent9 5-h7 were all docu-

mente typed by one parson on one mach1ne 1n the pertod of 

approximately the f1rst three months of 1939 I-lnd had. all been 

kept together, with other materlal, in a e1ngl~ envelope from 

the midd.le of 1938 until November 194t. 
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Baltimore Doo~.nta 5-47 and Governa8.DtSxblblts )4,37. 
39 and ~6-B (the Hls19 Standards) were mad. aval1a~le to me and 

my organlzation und~r FBI guard in Boston on Apr!l 1, 1952. 

Shortl,. thereatter, lat Mr request. there were aleo made avallable 

the envelope (Government Exhibit 19) 1n whloh I understand lt 

has been clal~ed that the doouments were stored between 1938 &Ad 

1949, a9 well as Baltimore Documents l-~ (the ha.ndwrltten notes) 

anrl Government Exhibits 66 and 66-A (the paper on whlch Mr. 

McCool typed in COlmt) • 
• 

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

eaoh of the typed Baltimore Documents, a seotlon of page 3 of 

Government's Exhlbl~ 46-B, and 8. sectlon of the oomplete17 blank 

pa.ge of Exhibit 66. In moet instances the sectlons were approx1-

mately I" eouare but in a few instanoes as large as a.pproxlmate1y 

!~ R X 5". I was notpermi tted to take .!lIlJ seot10n on whioh there 

was typing or writing of any kind, and wherever an abnormality 

of' any kind, suoh I3.S a sta.in or spot, was observed I had to leave 

at least half of the a.bnormal.itr. 

I was also peirmltted to' out six 1" squares from the 

envelope, one from the fla.p. three trom the tront and two trom 

the b~ok.. the seotions in 9!:lch instance again belng 90 selected 

that at lettst ha.lf ot" each sta1n 1n which I was interested was 

left intaot on the 9invelope. (By "baok U of the envelope I mean 

the side on wh1ch the clasp and label are found; by atront' I 

mflH1D the appos1 te slide--the alde on which the a.ddre9s would 

normally be written.) When the speoimens were taken, both trom 

the documenta a.nd. ~om the envelope, I would indicate the portion 

I wanted and an FBI agent would then cut it ott, the agent and I 
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would ln1 tlal the maln part of the dooument. and we would thea 

photograph the dooument and the portlon out therefrom,slmul­

taneousl" approx1mately 1n. 1!lll. It wa.s not poss1ble to photo-
I 
I 

graph the marklngs on the lnslde of the envelope wlthout s11t-

tlng lt open, and I wal den1ed permlsslon to do thls. 

Exoept as Ju~t lndlcated, I was peJ'llllttedto photolraph ",. 
i the doouments and the envelope tJlee11. 
: . 

Whlle I was allowed to take ava, and use asI saw tit 
. i 

the samples cut tro~ the doowaents and troin th~ .nvelope.the 
; 
1 , 

balance of the pape~s were at all tlmes kept WldeJ'~Gl11ano.' 
i '..' 

. I ." 

by one or more repr~sentatlves of thEi.rBI. 

As a. result ~f dlreot obse~ation of the 
. '. 

'. ,,\-,! 
, i 

-.',; 

o~ m1 photographs 011 them. BS,weil as otlemtoalandothaJIualraes:'. 
! . _ t • 

ot thespeo1Jl18ns vh1loh were 'tvniahed t9 rD" I havebeeo' a~le to 
: • # ' .' 

reaoh a number ot defln1te oonolusions besrln8 Oll the questlolls 
! 

whloh Mr. Lane asked! us to oons14er~ 

la. Ph7s1callr, the t1ped Baltl1110re boogents exoept No~.' : -~; 
! I .:, 

I ' 

9 and 10 tall 1nto ~o dlfterent slse.oat.80~les: 
i '" - ," ( ,: 
! • • 

A. 8ilt x 1111 (Baltlmore l)ooUlllents IlWn~red5. 6 . 7 •. 8" . kiL 13, l~. '31'.' 38','9'. ~,,~l, 42,43-,. Q.4; l5,~, '. 
, • .. •• > ~ , •• ', -: • 

B. go x iOi' : (Baltlmore DOOUm~D'8Ilumb~r~411.,1"',l',: .~, 
~b: ~~: ~~: ~~: ~~: §~:~ll. 24, 25. 26, .27, 28,?9f:' -:", i 

! . ' • 
I -

lb. FJaom the I arransement of tbetJ'plng on the page.~,i~t 
I, '. " 

the doouments 1n oategory B ~ lnoluding t!)eobservable DarJ'C)" ,j, 

: ' " . ,- ~.' '. . ' -'. i 
marglns and the frequent sll01ng ot the edge ot the paper t~ouBh ) 

i ' ~..:' ,; .... : -, . 

the typed letters at: the right marg1n, 1t appears probable that' 
I 

at some tlme atter t~8t1P1ng was dOD8 all the sheets lD,tbla' , .. ,; 

oategor:v 14'ere out down from some other slze or slzes to the 
1 " 

i 

present SA x 10~" SlZ9. I illustrate thie obserYatioD b, a 

photograph marked Flgure 1, whloh ls a 0.4 magnlflcatlon ot' 
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i 
"-_._-- ---~~ -_ ... _---- -- -------

Baltimore 22, page 1. 'how1ng the ent1re document r1ght out to 

the edge of the paper. '1gure 2 1s a 0.4 aagnlfioat1on ot 

Baltimore 17, page l~ showing similar orowding at the r1ght 

margin, and partioul~rlY' the cutting at the end of the 25th line. 
, 

Figure 3 Ie a JX enlargement of a portion of the rIght margin 

ot the same page, showi'nl how tbe last word in the 25th 11ne 

ot the text wag cut otf and the missing port1on pencilled In. 

Figure 4 sho~ a 3X enlargement ot the upper right margin ot 
, 

Baltimore 11, page 1, showing partioular1, the words 1n the 

23rd and 25th lines whloh have been out ott at the edge of the 

paper. 

Phenomena ot thls kind are present on many othe~ pages 

ot documents 1n oategory B, but are not present 1n any of the 

pages of documents in eategor:v A. 

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

paper whioh meets present-day Federal speolficatlons for white 

manifold papers of types IV and V. That 19 to say, they 1:11'e 

composed wholly or predominantly of chemIcal wood fibers. None 

of the papers show an abnormally high acIdity (the pH of water 

extracts of tbe papen varY' between 5.0 and 5.5, while the 

specIfications merely reC!uIrethat the pH be not less tha.n !~.2) I 

~nd there 1s no evidenoe ot abnormal chemical properties in the 

many samples tested. 

2b. All documents 1_n category A (g;11 X l11t) are heavily 

yellowed and show marks of age over substantial portions of 

their area to a degree not apparent in any of the documents in 

o-Qtegor7 B (gil X lO~III). Tbe appearanoe of the paper In the 

oa.tegory B documents ie very slm11'lr to tha.t of Government mani­

told paper known to 'have been stored in ordinary office flles 

from 1937 to 1952. 'the s':-'pearance of the paper In the category A 

-4-
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I have oaretulll examined this envelope (Government 

Exhibi' 19) tor the purpose ot determining whether 1t would 

never'heless have beenp08sible that Bome ot the 400umeata 

might have been ator_din It. My exam1nation leads to the 

oonolusion that 1t would not bav. beeD posalble. I baaethis 

observation on anal7aes of oertain stains appearing OD both 
, ' 

the tront and baok or ~h8 envelope, and both 1nside and out, 

as well a8 upon observation ot the etteot made OD the envelop.8 

b, the presenoe ot oertain hard physloAl obJeot.s wblob ma1 have 

been miorofilm contain.rs ot one kind or another. these Ob­

servat10ns lead me to ~onolude that, uleas, Vflrl,' elaborate pre­

cautions had been tuen, no set ot papers oould have 'beeD ' 

enclosed tor a period ~f 10 ,ears 1n this envelope without sbaw­

lng stains or pressure [marks whloh are iottlll,a'baen' lDall! tJi. 
t)'ped Baltimore Doowhents. In view ot the ailleotth,envelope 

i I 
; 

and the presumed alle ot the microfilm oontaiaere or other 
: I • 

pb18ical obJeots wh1~h were enolosed 1n 1'. lam ·&a'18.11.4 t~t 
there would not have be;en room In tbe envelope tor additl.o~ 

material suffloient to ,proteot the Baltimore Docum8ftta. 
, , 

At m7 suggestion Mr. Lane r.questadperm.1s.iont~ e:a:amiAe' 

the g sheete ot yellow :paper Whioh were marked.a.t \be "lal aa 

Government Exhibit 20 tor Identitloatlon, and nioh Cb8.mb.ra 

testified were alao $no:l08e4 in the envelope. Title pepm1'810D 

wae denied, 80 that f haTe no knowledge 88 to whether thoa. 

,ellow sheeta retlect tbe type ot stains or pressure marka to 

whioh I have referred •. However, it tbe, do, I am aatlstied tba" 

no g sheets or ordlna:rl paper could h~ve been so arranged a.­

oompletely to proteot any let of papers, ot the type used tor 

the Baltimore Docume,t~ trom markings ot the kind I have 

described. 

Kisseloff-23023 -6-
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I 40 not undertake to presont at this tlme detailed data 

Oft the results ot t~e 8xam1natlons and anallses whloh I and ml 

o~nlzatlon have mad. ' ot the stains and pressure marks·appear-
I 

lng Oft the envelope.! X do, ho,\,ever, 1llustrate the ooOOi tion 

ot the envelope by ~,he attaohed photographs-F1gurea 5, 6 and 7. 

For purposes 01' theae photographs the envelope was held dovn 

by two rubber banda. , 

Figure 5 Is a i photogJ'aph at the tront of the envelope 

with the tlap open ap that. the atalnson the outside otthe 

envelope are vIs1blel. 

Flgure 6 1s a : stm11ar photograph shovlng the baok ot the 

envelope with the fl~p 'open. 

Figure 7 shows the back of the envelope w1th the flap 

010se4. It 1s Interest:1ng to note that the portIon of the label 

whioh 1s atlll attacked, to the flap shows an entirely dIfferent 

degree of disooloration and staInIng than does the portion or 
the label adhering to the back of the envelope, although they 

were clearly onoe pa~t of the game label. Unfortunately, I was 

not permitt&d by the FBI to slit open the envelope 90 th~t I 

could take photographs of its interior, partloul~rly photographs 

illustrating the inte,rnal stains which I have obseJ'"Ved and 

anallZed,Elnd the ohariaoter of which preoludes theI~ being flue 

to seepagfJ or penetraltlon trom the outside. 

~. t.{r. Ltlne aiBked us to make a separate study of the 

ribbon thread Gounts visible on the typed Baltimore Doouments. 

This study has established to our satisfaction that at least 

four ribbons were usea in the typing of these documents. Al­

ternation 1n the use of the various ribbons beB.rsno disoernible · 

reiationshln to any possible grouping of the doouments ~t~tnelr 

-7-
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etate!; 1n faot, 1n '8. nab.r of 1Dstaaoea '''0 400uments dated 

80me t1me apart uei typed w1th a. r1"bon ot a given thread oaunt 
, . 

while other dooumen~s :w1th date.! 1n between are ~yped with a 

ribbon of a dlfterent :oount. 

5. I report: the result of ODe tur'her separate experi­

ment whioh I conduo~ed at Mr. Lane's request. He advised me 

that Ira Locke,., trom whom the defense had acquired Wood.took 

No. N230099, had testified at the aeoond trial that when he 

originally a.oqulred, the machine 1n 19~5 it was out 1n a heavy 

r~ln 1n a Washtngton backyard. He asked me to determine whether 

No. N230099 could have been exposed outdoors to the elementa 

for any length of tlme..As a. basis for reaohing a conolusion 

on thie point I exposed a Woodstook t~ewrlt8r of the same 

general olqas and approximatelr the same sertal number outdoors 

ln Ipswioh, liass., tor a period of two weeke. For the first 

week, on days tn whioh we dId not have rain, we wet the type­

wr1ter aown with water. In the seeond week, which was relatively 

dJ'lY, ~..re d1d not. A·t th~ end of the first tbree days th1s oom­

parison Woodstook maohine showed appreo1able slgns ot 00J'lr0810n 

and d.amage 1n the form of paint flaking oft and rust appearing 

on various parts or the mechan'18m. At the end of two weekathe 

type face, the type bArS, the carr1age ways, the slotted segment 

1n which the type movee, and all the unpa1nted metal portions, 

showed heavy rustlng and the pa.1nt on the carriage baok and. 

eldeR of the mach1ne showed substantial flaking and spott1ng. 

No traces of rust or of flaking ot the palnt of the nature we 

have observed 1n this exposed oomparlson machine oan be found on 

No. N230099. It ~ppears to be merely a somewhat dlrty maoh1ne. 

-s-
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In my op1n1on Wood~took No. 1230099 oould Dot be 1n its presen'C 

oondition it 1t had! e,er been exposed to a heav1 raln, unle88 

atter such expo sure i 1 t had been oomplete1, recond! tlone4 •. 

i i .. , ... J 

OOMMORWBAL!B OFMASSADRUSBftS.· 
i ! ."',' ,. . i 

Essex, 89. 

. ..... . t-1. . 
Subsorlbed ana:·~\tv~r~ '0 before 118, _w.s :/.J; .. 4'.t1tq. 0' 

~ " 

April, 1952. 
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I. ... 

E::.clr:H'l.' 2S - II 

CO};:MONWEALTH OF MAS$ ... \CRUSnTS ) 
• 

COUNTY 0' SUFFOLK ) 
88. : 

EVELYN SELTZ~ EHRLIOH, belng dul, sworn, deposes and 

saJs: 

)Ofy nama le E~811ft Seltzer Ehrlloh. I l1ve at 417 Beaoon 

Street, Boston, Ma8~,aohusetts.M7 backgro~d and tralnllll. 1n 

the deteot1on of ap"louB and deoeptlve Imprints aDd t7Pographf. 

as well as my experl~nqe In the use of photomlorographl lD .. the 

detection and ill.stra~lon ot doOWDeot&r7 torgerles, are :'outllne4. 
, 

1n an affidavit Whlo~ 1 exeouted on JMuar, 24, 1952, tor filiAl 

in conneotion wltb ai O1O:t10n being made for a DeW tr1al. of Alger,. 

Hls8 on the ground or neyl, dlsoovered evidenoe.· 
. ( "- ' - - -- . .' , ., .'. 

In m7 aarlleJl : ~ftldavl' 1 de'alt wltbt" pr.~)lem.wb10.11 
~ , ' ' ' " , 

; I . ,I 

1. I examlne4 s4unples of, .7plDg,aea'. 'tro. S' tfoodl1;ook 
! . .. , ,." ',.-

t"ewltsr whlob Mr. !La~ told me val 8UPp~.e4 to bive ' beloD8~ 
. ' ~ ';-'. " ." . .. , 

ot t1Ping taken trom :an~tbep maohlne wbJ.Oh ·Mr. Lane told 118M ' 
. i " -'. . .'" ..... 

had had made with th. obJeot of 4upl~cat,tI'18 a8 aearl,. as pOla1h1e '-
. : ' : ~:41 ,:.:.- '." , . . '. 

the typlng trom the 8~~al.le4 Bls8 "ohlAe. tbeobJeot of thi. ,:,' . 
. 'c,' 

examlnat10n V8a to de~e~lne bow · ,fteaJ"17perteot a4u~11oatloD '~1' : ,"; 

had been aohleyed. 0" ~he basls ot m1 examlnattob I , foUnd ,bat' i ' .\ 

could Quoeesltull, dl~teren'latethe t1Plns ot th~ ,t~ _6'~liel 
I ' , . . ' 

on the basla of a fewl speolflc cbaraoteJl1.tlos, but. as I .,ate4 
1 ' -, .j 

1n my attldaVl t, except itor these eubtle a.tal1a Ito,u14' 'bA' ·. ~he " _ '. ' 

miorosoopl0 varlation, o:n one machine had ,been 4,*pllo~te4 01\ tbe 

other so faithfully t~t! I mlght no,t havs-.belt" ved 1t poailble' .' .~ .. 

I ' . 
that tvo separate maol1n$B were involved It I baa not been 80 

informed In advanoe. 
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In a4dltloD, :atter studllng the testimony given by the 
, 

Gove~nmeDtts expert~ Mr. Ramoe C. Feehan, in the seoond trial 

ln the Rla8 case, I ·expresBed the opinion that any dooument 

expert, Bating with 'reasonable care, who applied the criteria 

ot oomparison uued ~7 Mr. Feehan to the samples sent me bl 

Mr. L~e from biB t~ maohines would reach the oonclusion that a 

single maohlne had been used to type all of them. 

2. 'lhe eeoon<i problem which I oonsidered 1n my affldav1t 

ot January 2iJ..th lnvollved a three-wa.y comparison between the 

typing 1n (a) apeolm~ns from the ao-called H1ss maohlne 1n Mr. 

Lanela possess1on, (b) :the Baltimore Documents, and (0) the 

doouments introduoed· as Government standards at the tr1al and 

a&lllttedly typed 1n the 1930 l s on the machine then owned by the 

H19aee. 

For purposes Gfthis comparison I wa.s furnlghed with 

original specimens f70m the 8~oalled Hlss mach1ne, but only 

with photooopies ot the Government stsndards--known as Govern­

ment Exhibits 34, 37'1 39 A.nd J+6-B--and of three ot the Baltimore 

Doouments. ~~. Lane explained to me that the original Baltimore 

Dooumente and the ori!glnal Government standards 'JII'ere in the 

possession of the Govlernment and th.9.t he did not ha.ve aocess to 

them for oomparison ~urpose8. 

'the photooopies thuB supplied .to me were in general so 

distorted bl the oopylng process th1it I found them too in­

aoourate to work from. However, one photocopy--that of Govern­

ment Exhib1t 46-B, one of the etandarde of Hiss typing--wes 

sutfioiently clear to : enable me to form a. tenta.tive oonolusion 

that the machine on whloh that document was typed might well not 

be the same as the go~oalled Hisa maohine ln Mr. Lane's p08ses­

slon. I attached to my affidavit a series (Series B) of photo-

-2-
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micrographs made at 151 :and 17X llasnltloatloDe,. whloh in IBJ 

opinion tended to 8Uppor.t thie tentative Judgment. As I stated 

in my att14avlt, I va~ unwilling to express all1 final Judpent 

regarding the 81mllarlt~e9 or the lnoons1stenoies between tbe 

two eet8 of' typing wl~hout aooess to tbe original ot the m&terl&l. 

used a8 a standard. 

In the la.tter par:t ot Maroh. 1952, Mr. Lane informed me 

that he hila. bad a oonfer'enoe with the Unl ted States Attorn., 

~nd wl th the Judge, aDd :that the Govei-nment had agreed to allow 

him to have aOoess to ,the orlg1nal Balt1more Doouments and the 

orlglnal Government stan~ardg of H1s9 typing tor deta11ed examina­

tlon and comparlson with eaoh other and with speo1meD8 from the 

so-called Hlss machln •• Mr. Lane asked me to make suoh a de­

tailed examinatlon and comparlson, w1th a v1ew to seeing whether 

study otthe orlginals would support any more positive oonolu810n 

than I had been able ~o reaoh OR my earl1er exam1nation ot the 

copies. 

The orlginal d~cument8 were put at my disposal 1n Boston 

under FBI guard on Ap~ll 1, 1952, and I have been allowed to make 

an intensive atudy of them, and to takp. such photographs and 

measurements r-lS I mlghit wish. I have also been able to make a 

siml1~r study or the orlginal or Detend~ntl9 Exhibit TT, a letter 

apparently typed on the Hlss Woodstock 1n 1933. For oomparlson 

purposes I have ha.d a lR.rge number ot epeolmens turn! shed me as 

hav~.ng been typed on the so-called Hlge maohine (whioh I w11l call 

#N230099) at various t!mes and wlth varying ribbons and operators, 

from the date when the ,maohlne was f1rst discovered ln Aprll, 1949, 

down to the present. 
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In atu4ying and contrasting theee three sets of doouments 

(Balt1more Documents 5-~7; the B18S .t~darde ~overnment'. 

Exhibits 3~, 31, 391 and ~6-8 and Detendant's Exhibit 117; speoi­

mene taken since Apt-1I 16, 1949, trom 'D230099), I touna ID&DI 

of them d1ffloult to ~ork from. The Baltimore Doouments were 

all on poor types or paper wlth Inadequate elzing and a h18h 

degree of absorbenor. In JIl&Dj Instances the ribbons were 

apparentl, moist. The:se factors re8ulted 1n obsourlng tbe exaot 

oharacter1stlcs of the: type which might baYe beenobaenable· on _ ' 
- I . 

mioroscopic 8lt8.JDina~lon if' the documents had been on othel' Jdnds 

of paper. Two of t~e ~i8S standa.rd&--Oovernment Exblblts ')4 IU14 
, 

39--are likewlee l~deCtuate for comparison purposes, the lat'~ 
, . 

1& an inexpenslve ~d extreme11 absorbent .bon4l and the to~er. 

though with a good ~1z~ng surtace, baea -blgh11 irregular 
: i 

Burf'a.oe oonformatlon; and both are typed wtth a heavr, mol., 

rlbbon which turthe~ ~ters the measurements 'oauoh an extent 
I . 

that preclse oompari!aoRa ere almostlmpolSlble. In. th1e oonnee-
I 

tlon, I have Doted tjhst when Mr. FeehaD, In hls testlmony fl' 'he ' 

seoond trlal, vas 11~u8trat1ng to the Jury the ten sliDlla:r 

charaoter1stlos whlcih he said 8upported. hle op1n1oJi~ha,' the 

aame machine typed b~th the Baltimore Dooumenta aAd the 'Blse 

s tandarda, he used l~t~ers appearIng 1n tbeae two blurred 

exhlblts--Governmentl EXhlblts 311. and '9--to Illustrate .v .... , ODe 
i 

of hie ten charaoteristics, with on17 two 8upportlng reterenoe8 

.., ; 

- i 

, , 

to Government Exhlb1 t 46-B, and lOne at all to OoverDDlent EXhibit . ,'. 

31 or Defendant's Exl;llb'S. t TT. 

The only reliable comparison I have tOWld po9slble 18 

between the three l~et-mentloned standards, and the specimene 

I have been turn1she~ t~om #N230099. On the basia of this 

-4-

Kisseloff-23030 

--------- ---- .--- ._._ ... _ --_ . _----- ----- . .. . ------- -- .. ---- -----.-- - --. - - - -----.~ 



.. , .. 

oomparison I am now : ~~pared to oonfirm the tentat1ve Judgment 

I formed earlle!' on 'the basis of IDJ study ot a photooopy ot 
I 

Governmeat Exh1bit 4'-8. 
In m,. oplnloJl., #N2;0099 oannot be the same maohine that 

typed Government Exnlblts 37 and ~6-B and Defendant's Exhlblt TT. · 

I base thle opinIon 'upon certain difterences In type lmpresslons 

between man,. ot the ;letters in the tW'o seta of documents, these 

dlfferenoes a.ppearlD:g wl th such a hlgh degree of regularl ty as 

to preclude the poss!lblli ty ot the1r belng due to var1ations of 

r1bbon, typIng pre~8ure, or other peouliarities of operation, 

and beIng of such a nature that differenoes ln 1mprint cannot 

be due to age or wear on the maohine. 

On the other hand, I have not found lt posslble to form 

a def1nlte oplnion as to whether the Baltlmore Documents were 
*1 

typed on #N230099. - I o'bserve certaln 8ubtle detalls of difference, 

but these are of a k!nd whloh might qulte possibly be due to the 

particular ribbons and the absorbent quality of the low grade of 

poor11 sized paper walch was used tor the Baltimore Doouments. 

The 8ame is true of a oomparlson between the Baltimore Documents 

and the Hlee Standarda 46-5, 37 and TT. As to these oomparlaons 

I can only say that .he observable peculiaritles 1n the type 

of the Baltlmore Doouments in my opinion more nearly resemble 

the peoullar1tles 1n the typing from #N230099 than they do the 

peouliar1tIes ln the H1ss Standards whioh I uBed for oompa.rison. 

I am attaohlng photographs Intended to lllustrate the 

grounds tor my opinl0,n. iieMi'9S A, C, E and F show oomparisons, 

at lSlC magnIfIcatIon, of the Ifylt, "til, /tUM and "n'I aDpearlng 1n 

!I Baltimore Documen~ No. 10 ' ~'ras not 1ncluded 1n the group of 
Baltimore Documen~s used for this study. 

-5-
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all three sets or dpouments. The particular imprints whloh I 

have ohose~ to photograph have been seleoted not beoause the, 

were unusual, but beoause atter oareful study I found them 

typical examples, tor :photomlorographl0 purposes, ot the par­

tioular peouliar!ties which I observe 1n these letters throughout 

the three sets ot d~oumentB. Nor are these tour letters tbe 

only ones whioh oould be used to illustrate my opinion. The 

kinds of distortions whioh I have illustrated, part1cularly b7 

the "u" and the In", could be equally well illustrated by photo­

graphic studies of many or the other characters on the keyboard. 

The photographs in Serles B and Dare enlargments ot 

details of the lIya RJnd Uta appe~1ng ln the three aets of docu­

mente, .9.t magnlfioatl1on 26x. The photomiorographs in Series A-F 

'
l1ere made in the same way as those whioh were made for m1 

eArlier 9ff1d~vlt, except that polarized light was used for 

most of the photomicrogranhs inoluded with this art1dav1t. 

SERIES A and B 

y. The clear-out sharp angles Which are almost always apparent 

at the Juncture of the serlphs a.nd the legs ot the smaU . 
letter "yM in the Hies Standards 46-B, ~7 and TT are almost 

always blurred and indietinot in the impr1nts of th1s letter 

by N230099. The left leg of the small letter "1' appears to 

meet the main staff of the letter at aL:higher polnt 1n the 

impr1nts of this letter 1n the Hlse Standards than in the 

imprInts made by #N230099. This dIfference makes the 

deecender of the small letter ftylt longer 1n the H1s~ Sta.ndards 

than ~t does 1n the imprints from #N230099. There 1s a break 

or cut in the type face of the terminal aro 1n the descender 

of the small letter Itylt 1n flN230099 whioh does not appear 1n 
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the other two seta of doouments. -!b1s deteot helpa ",0 

obsoure the d1fte~enoe between tbe leng1h ot the 4esoen4er 

of the Irlt 1n the #N230099 mach1ne and that _ot the ',. 1A 

the H1ss Standar:d8 iwhere the type taoe 18 oont1nuous 1ft 

this terminal oVve. It also tends to oontUse mlcrOme.trlo 

oomparisons betw;een the le'ter ',' a8 1t appears 10 the 

Baltimore Dooum~nts and as It appears 1D speolmell8 tJaom 

#N230099. 

SPIES 0 fAd D 

t. The arc in the t~J'mlnal. CUM'e ot the 8-.J.l i."er Ita_ 1, 

\--rider In most ot! the ImFln~e at tbi8 letter 1n the .188 

Standards 46-8, ~7 :and 1'1 tba.r1 lathel.prlnte ot tbl.'_-
i : . ~ ,. 

letter by #1230099,: and the 11ne ot tbe 0 .... tollowa8, 
; ! 

dIfferent patterb •. 

, , 

u. The angles where '~e lower aeplpb and the' ,lo.,p, r.apeO,lve17, 
,. , .. 

---~-.. ~ 

meet the rlght 1.g :are different In. the lm~.t1t. of "~?JC}Q', ' , ... , 
I I ; c, .1 ,I~ 

trom thoee lnthe S:188 S's.ndill"ds 46-B, 37 _4ft. ''C' 

IERISS l. 
n. The dlttereneee lIt'et1"een 'he l,aprl.ts ottb18 'letteJ' til, ,til. 
Ii" 

I , • _ " ' 

Hlsa Standards lUi-Si, 37 alid'll ; and-the lml)rlDts' lA'he ' 
1 . ' . > •• 

t1plng from #N230099, are moet olear11 shown 1ft the ,ansles 
I • 

where the 8eriph~ m.et the lett andr1snt lei aild where 

the loop meets tqe lett upright. 

Sworn to betore me thIs 

/4 I-t day of Appll, lJ952. 

d. . £. ~ CJ~';' 
(otar .. 110. : -A. ii' ~~'.. . 

:; in Kisseloff-23033 
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SECOND SUPPLEMEIiTAL AFFIDAVIT or CHES'rEH 'r, LANE 
IN stiPPOflT: F FiiOTION FOR !tE'N TRIAL 

ON GROUND OF NEWLY DISCOVr..."!';ED i!.'VIDsN'CE 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

~30UTHh'RN DIs-rRICT ,OF NI.M YORK 

.. ---.--- 1- .. - .. - ~ - - - -
• • 

• • 
I 
I 
I 

-ae;ainst:-

ALGER HISS, 
• • Criminal 30. C~123~O~ 

Defendant. 

- - .. - .. - - .. .. .. - - .. - .. - .. .. 

: sa.: 
CO:-JiITY 0 17 NS-N YORK ) 

· • 

• • 

CH,:,;s'rER T. LAUE, beinG d-,::ly swor-:;, deposes and says: 

I s!n an atto~ney at law, a --r:cmber of the firm of Beer, 

Richards, Lane & Haller, attorneys for Alger Hiss, the 

defendant herein, and aZll in charge of this case for my firm. 

This is my second supplemental affidavit in support of the 

defeHdant's pendirl,€: !~otion for a new trIal on tll8 ;-round of 

newly discovered evidence under Rule 33 of the Pecoral Hules 

of Criminal Proeedu~e. 

I'HE BALTIMORE DOCUlf8NTS 

The da:-nnins evidence in this case--the evidence with-

out wLticl'1 there ViOl-lId have been no case \yorth considerinc--

was the so-called r:al t 1-'ore Docu:nent 3. 'I'lwso four 8;'1all 

handwri t ten notes -0;,1 sera tcll-pad paper ar~d sixty-fi va t::rpe-

wri tten sheots, copyinC: or pnraphrasin,:-- or SlJ_~lqarizinc: ,state 

Depart;.tent doeu.:"nents duti:)d in t21C first three n~ontlls of 

1933, were Chambers's bombshell in Lis defense to the libel 

Kisseloff-23034 
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action which Algetr Hias had brought against him in the 

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

the fruits of an espionage ope~tion in \fhich he and Alger 

Hiss had been enga:ged together from 1934 to 1938. The 

handwritten notes !(Baltimore Documents 1-4) were apparently 

in Alger Hiss's handYlritil18, and Alger, he claimed, had giv­

en tj:~em to h1m; the typewritten pages (Baltimore Documents 

5-47) he sa·id had been typed b'y Priscilla .Hiss for AlGer 

on the family typewriter from state Department d.ocuments 

Alc;er had brought home overnight for th.e purpose. The 

defense con.ceded Alber Hiss's handv/riting on t~tle four small 

l"lemoranda, and did not contest the Government's expert testi­

:r,on:; that t.iie typed sheets hRd 'been t7ped on the same machine 

as had been used for the so-called Hiss Standards--letters, 

etc., unquestionably written on the liiss family typewriter 

from 1931 to 1937. 

There was, of course, other evidence. There were the 

two developed l:licro!film strips that House Committee investi­

gators found, wrapp~d one in another in wax paper, in the 

hollowed out pumpkin to whicn Chambers led them at hls 

Vest~inster, Maryland, farm on December 2, 1943 (R. 703-9, 

71.3) • Eaci.l of tile fifty-eig,ht frames in the two strips 

was a photographed page of an original state Department 

l:ocu:~ent. These r'ilcrofilms were ~lelodrame.tically effec eive; 

docum.ent s of s ta to, found. at ni,:::;ht b:T Consressional investi­

ga tors in a pumpkin pa tCI1, presan ted such an exc i ting in­

consrni ty that all of Chambers' 5 "proofs" of h1s charge, 

includinc·: the t~/ped and hand\'1ri tten sheets he produced in 

the Baltim.ore libel suit, became popularly and inaccurately 

-2-
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known as the "Pumpkin Papers". Eut intrinsically, and 

evidentially, tile microfilm strips were insignificant. 

There was only Chanibers' s word for it that tile originals 

which were photogrS;phed had come to him from Alger Hiss. 

Ten frames (coverin6 Baltimore Exl1.iblts 54 and 55) were 

photo,srapl'.LS of copi'es of three state Department cables 
I 

which had passed through Alger Hiss's office and been 

initialled b y him • • 'The other fOl·ty-eicht \vere photographs ~ 

of a gr~u~ of papers relat~d to a proposed trade aGreement 

with ~.:'En"';!.any; ;;:le SUbject E111.t:;er fell in tlle province of 

AlGer iils3 and ilis c11101', Assistant Secretary Sayre, but 

t'::le particular- copies ~ Jhoto£~·2.~).hed were not the ones which 

would normally havo ' gone through the Hiss-Sayre office (see 

Defendant's P·rief oIjl Appeal, pp. 14-20). The::1icrofilms by 

themselves would have been negligible as proof that Alger 

Hiss was giving out i state Department secrets'; they were 

imports-nt only as the capstone of the edifice which Chambers 

had started to build with the typed Baltimore Documents. 

There WElS the :typewriter, too. In my 'first and second 
I . 

, 
affidavits in suppo~t of this motion I have spoken of how 

the ']over!11nent used :the typawri tar as dramatic visual evl­

de~ce of Hi:::·s' s guilit--even though t..'1e Government made no 

effort at the trial~ ' to show that this particular typewriter 

in evidence (Woodstock #N230099) was the original Riss 

t:;--pewrlter. The typ~writer was awfully effective. 

And there was Edlt..il ?lmrray--~'-le mysterious maid kept 

under wraps by the Govern..l'!lent until the last day of the 

second trial, when the defense would have no chance to find 

out, and shO\, the jury, whether what she said was truth. 

or imac;ination, or distorted recollection. EtU th Ii'IUrl"ay 

-3-
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8ald she had seen ~he Hisses and the Chamberses viai t. 
1 

together fourteen ~ears earlier; she said she saw Alger 
I 

at Chambers's home lror three or four minutes, once, the t 
I 
I ' 

long ago, and eertai:inlY remembered him. She was effective, 

too. 
I 
I 
I , 

But these evi~ences were only effective because they 

tended to confirm chambers.s basic proofs, t'he Baltimore 
I 

Documents-the type~ and l1andwrl tten doc1.ll'1ents that Chambers 
; 

finally ::\'ut up a t t~e :libel suit deposi tion hearing in 
i 

Baltl!?lore. Handwritten notes like Baltimore Documents 1-4 
might easily have b~en stolen off someone's desk, or out of 

someone's wastebasket; but the typewritten S}-Lets were really 
1 

I 

important. They seemed to have been typed on the Hlss family 
I 

i 
typewriter-the one 1 Priscilla had been given by her t'ather 

in 1932 or 1933 and IWilich sha and lUger had certainly had 
I 

around until late 1937 or early 1933. The Government expert 
I 

said they had been. I The del'ense had no proof tnat t~ley had 
I 

not been. 'fhe jur" !or.1viously concluded that they had been, 
! 

and for that reason lco~victed Alc:er Hiss. 
I 

My earlier af~idavlts in support of this motion have 

daHl tat lengt.h wi td the typewrl tar. I have SllO'iin ti·J.at 

Cha..'1tbers could have ~l'ested a fake. typewri tar to forse :.ds 
i 
I 

Pal timore DocUr'ients :idth, and ~ he could Ii.ave dona so. I 

have offered proof npt only that the machine in evidence, 

Woodstock }N230099, ~6 n~t the oriCinal Hiss family type-
! 

writer, b~t that It ~s itself a deliberately fabricated 
i 

machine--leaving no possible inferenca but the t t~le typed 
. ; 

Bal timore Docu!'llents ~re forceries. I bave tendered evidence 
I 

that Editn i{urray's ~ecollection is, to say the l-:ls'st, un-

trustworthy, E:'.nd that Chsmbe~'s himself ned Gone into hiding 
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from the Commun1st ~arty weeks before the dates ot many of 
I 

I . 
the state Departmen, documents wh1ch he claimed A.lger had 

i . 

had cop1ed for h1m on ~lw Woodstock. My ear11er aff1dav1ts 
! :, 

I . 

are. I be11eve, compulsive towards the grant1ng of a new 
I 
! 

trial. I 
I 

I 
But in those earlier aff1davits I could not present 

proofs based upon spudY of the Bal tL'11ore Documents them­

selves. The defens~ had photographs of some of them; but 
I 

these had been taken early in tho case, before my experiment 
j 

had exposed the teckmiques by which forgery by typewriter 
I 
I 

could be--and in th!is case undoubtedly was--accomplished. I 
I , 

had asked the Gove~ent for access to the orig1nals for 
I 

expert examination [and photography, as well as for test1ng 
I 
I 

of their paper con~en1:; and condition. My request had been 
I 
I 

refused, and in mYlf1rst supplemental affidavit I gave notic 
i 

that at the hearing on the motion I would move 1n open court 
i 

for an order allowing me to make such an examination. 

After my f1r~t !supplemental affidavit was filed. the 
I 
I United states Attorney asked m.e to consent to an adjournment 
i ~ 
I of the hearing on ~he ground that he needed more time to 

study the affidavit and its supporting material. I said I 
! 
I 

had no objection, [but felt that J should not be required to 
I 

i defer oy subsidla~ motion for leave to examine the 
! 

orieinal do(;ument~. I 3usgested that we take both points 
i 

up with JudGe Goddard. 
! 

-5-
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, . 

At our confer~nce with Judge Goddard in chambers on. 
I i 

March 21st L\ new tl11t:) :scb.edule was set for the hearing of y !, 
the motion, ar:.d t+.~e :United states Attorney withdrew his 

, 
, ' 

I : 

01- .lee tion to my reQ.}18ated examination. Tr..e documents were 
! 

accordinGly pr'oc.uce~:dt m.y request in Boston on AprU lat, 
, ! 

and, under continuou~ :?E·I supervision and subject to reason-
I 

able Ih1itatlonsaai to vorkln5 hours, Were madeaval1a'ble 
I 
I 

to ny experts when rn~ how they were needed, for a pepl04 
! .. 

of It I1ttleover twp weeks. I oommend theoooperatloll w1th 

which both the unlt~d !stlates !\tol"11ey and the PBI oarrled 
i I 

out the spirit of the lagreement under wh.lchthe documents 
!, 'y' 

\lore to be made ava~laJble for e.xaminatlon.· 

¥aro;~i. ~:~~:;1jl P~~~~='tr~~~J!!!~lU 
available crilll1na1' o~19n day._" I cCtnsented. toaaa4.1o~eDt 
to February ~5th. - - cl ~ater a conf.r,~IlCe1'fa, held wl~J~8. 
Goddard in c .. "lambersl <)~.~he v.:dte,cl $tate. 4ttorns 7 1s J'lefl\l8.* 
for a fUrther adjou:rnment., At this coftferenee., on1'eb:ruan 
19th, the motion iisa slet down tcral"gament .onAprUSth,th8 
('rOvernment,' s, coun, ,tat-art, f'1dQV1,ts,' to befl1ed.d,~e,'~,e",G,on.i . 
llarch 24th. and memfr~;.da of law to be filed and exchange . on 
March 31st. i' .. ' . ' 

i 

At the confert,nce mentloned in the text,at. which the 
Unitod states A,tto~eYi withdrew hi, objeotion to rq Propo,ecl 
exa.mination of the 1oc~ents" he requested that he ~g1.1"ell 
not less than four ,asks in wh!chto&aswersuch turthel" ' 
supplemental atfldav1 t$ as I ''!llght tI1eaa8 re~~t ort~ 
e:caminntion, as wel~ a!s my earlier atf14avlte..f.b.1s a~e­
ment was aceeptableitoi me and was approved bY,J'udse God.dard,' 
and at (£ further conference in chambers on Harch )lat. atte. 
I had had an opportliml:ty to consult with my exp.rt's, the 
dates wero set as fGll~Yls: 

I i 
i : 

FIlrther aiffldavl tam sUpport 
of Illotiion AprU 2l 

Gover!rq1ont· 8 counter-affidavits 148."1 19 
Interc1p.ange of memoranda of law Mal' 26 
Haarln$ o~ motion June 2. 

. i' Y 'three 8ubsld1 arr ~que s ts I made 0 r tho United states 
Attorney were retus,dpy him on wha1; seemed tome. to be 
unnecessarily tee.pnlea~ grounds. These will be mentioned 
below. . 
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I 
I 

I ' 

RESULTS OP r'i EXAMlJiATIONOF TEE DOCUMlIln'S 
! 

'!hIs, my seCO*d Supplemental a.ffldavlt, deals with 
I 
I 

the result8 or the ~x¥nation of .the documents. The exam-
i . 

Inatlon has been moat i'rult.ful.. I believe that it leaves 
I ' 

no vestige or doubt ibut that Chalnbers 1 s whole story is false, 
i 

and that his rraUdU~8nt plot now stands exposed. 

; 

As! havo said, Priscilla Hiss was supposed to have 
i 

typed the docum.ents Ion theramily machine, a8 Al.ser ~a8 no 

typist. According io Chambers' 8 story, the ordinazr./ plan 
!. ' 

. i 
was to ha.va Alg~r bting home orlginRl docUl'ltents overniGht, 

I · 
80 that Priscilla, e~uld make typed copies or 8lllillUE;rles. 

. i " 

I Every ten days or two weeks Chambers would come aroQ.t'ld to 
i 

pic;k up the typed m,te!rlal, together with originals which 

Alger ~-11ght have br~ueh.t home on that par:ticular d.ay. 
! , 

Chambers would take i t h e copies and original.s to Bal tL:~ore 
i 

that night. to have ! them photographed; later the SEnne ni ~;ht 

i 
he would come back to "fJas~nlil[,tori and return t.he oric lnu1a 

I 

to Al,~er. The type~ copies or sullti1_arle s h.e would burn. 
i 

For some reas¢'n never yet convincingly exple.ined, 
! I 

the Cl"OP 01' typed p~pe!rs which Chambers produced in Bal timore . 
i 

he kept. instead of I bUr'a.lng t~lem. He broke wi th the Party, 
, 

and abandoned .(lls d~cup1ent conspiracy, around April 15, 1933. 

The papers whieh._8 r had kept, instead of burning, he put 
I 

into an envelope, wtlich he gave for safekeeping to his wife's 
! ' 

nephew, Nathan Lev-ipe,: in Mayor .June of that year. Levine 
• ! 

put the envelope in i an old dumbwaiter shaft 1n his :!lothar's 
i 
I 

house in Brookl:m. ~nd forgot about it. i-lo had no idea 

what was in it. 

i 
! -7'.-
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I , 

'!'here the docUments are said to have rested tor more 
I ' -

than ten years. On [NOVember 4. 1948, at the deposition hea.r-
i : 

ine in Bal timors, Clfambers lias asked to produce any oorrea-
I 
I pondence or other papers that he mi~ht have received rrom 
! 

any member of the H~ss family. He produced none the next 
I 

day. and the hearing was adjourned. It was resumed on 
I 

November 16 for testimony by Mrs. Chambers. On the 1'ollo\1f­
! 

! 

ing day Chambers re~ppearedJ with the documents. NOW, for 
I 

the first time in ~8 many official stories, ~e asserted 

that t:'le conspiracy [had actually invol'red the copying of 

official state DepEllitllJ~nt papers. He told r.('w ~e had recoI-
I 

lected t~e existenc~ of the envelope that he had g!von so 

t) "" fore ~ol. t 1an:, yes rs '" -: Levinej hew he had QSk£l(l Levine 
I 

_Cor it; ~lOW they hr_c! co'-:e tOGether on November 14th to the 
! 

house in Brookl",.cn 3J{d Levine had Dulled the c.ust-encrusted 
.,. I: .. 

oLvelope out or the! dUJ'ilbwai ters1:lal't and r:1ven it to ~::.1m; 
i 

how .':.e had opcl1e d i r h:r himsel f in the ki tcllen. whi10 Levine 

\Vas cleaninf)"' \J.P the i dust that h8d fallen on the floor; and 
Irr,.j _ ! 

I 

how he was ama7.ea a~ finding that the envelope contained 
i JI 

these typewritten 8he~ts, which he had f'or;;otten all about. 

'Nit.Li the typeFritten sheets were other things, .he said. 

There were the shorilt handwritten ID.emoranda. 'l'here were some 
i 

yellow shea ts suppojsedly in tlle he.ndwri tint!, of Harr-y :Oexter 
I 

1!ilite. 1'here were [two strips of developed microfilm, and 

three cylinders of microfilm, undeveloped. And, according 

to CfJ.ambers' s articlle in tlle Saturday :.;;vening .fost for April , 
i 

1952, t~ler6 .liere II qne cr' two smaller i tens or- no particular 

L'l1po:c·tance" • 

JI ;[h15 account nJcossarilJt~lGSCOpes Cnrun.bers' 8 varying 
stories in tHe balih~:Jre --:epos~tlon nearing, t:le first and 
seconC4 trials, and. il1is Saturday l::;venin£~ Post articles. 

I -8-
Kisseiloff-23041 

i 



, .. 

, 

Hatt.:ln Levinel made clear, erld Chambers ha.s repeatedLr 
I I 

I 
made elea:;. ... for him, i t.."la t Levine novel" knew what \'lent into 

! 

the envelope, and npvar 3aw what ea~ out ot it. He knew 

only that l:e llad pu~ :1.t in the dumbwalter shaft for 
I 

C~lambers in 1930; ttat ne had gotten it out for him 1n 
I • 

October, 1943 (on cr-oss-exa:nlnatlon he correcteclthis to 
I , ' 
, 

November 14, 19~5);1 that it was sealed; and that it vas 
hi 

bulky. 
I .. 

The handwri tt,n ~"ld typewrItten papers Chambers pro-

duced in [:81 ttmore ~hree days' latar, on NoVembsl' 17th. The 
I 
I I 

dev-eloped microfilm!he did nc>tf he held ltfor the House 
I ; 

I 
Committee, hidden 111 the pumpkin. 

i 

the::-:l all together irl. the envelope, 
I 
I 

I 

I 

i 

',;Why .it her~al.ly fUn4 
isstl11 a mystery.' , 

V ~.ee Levine' s te~ti~ny at, R.726-7l1J' also, his testl-, 
mony on Dece::aber 10,: 1943, betore the Houa8 ColDD11ttee. 

I I 

I : r;/ As in so many othe~ respects, Chambers ,has made a " 
belated t\ tte;:npt in li!.s: Saturday EvenlngPost ,articl(tsto 
plu[: this particula~ MIa in his story. ,M1stleally, he 
explalrw that .. the l@aning otthepumpkinD 18 qtheheart 
meaning of the case"l. and that he was amoved by a sub-' . 
cons~ious iutu! t1oll"i tG put .the micrQtllms in +t. (SlltUl'.i 
day .e.vening Post, APlrl~, ~. 1952, p. 1,2,).,' st,rangelY 
enout;h. aVOi.1 this explanation deals onlywlth the three 
cylinders of undeveloped micl"ofilmitorhis de,cieion " ", ' 
"on the level of co~clousness· was to c:iivldethe evidenee 
ff 11'1 order to try to Ifl1}d out what was on the undBveloped . 
film" (lbie.). There 1s stll1 no explana~19n 9t hia 
failure to produce the 'developed fl1min Baltimore. 

; 
, 
I 
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,. ' 

ForeftrOMdl What the Documents 
T~emsei ves . Show . 

' . 

j 

Ir Chambers i$ telling the truth, the typed Baltimore 
I 
I 

Doc~ant8 must ~ve l been typed by one person (Priscilla 
i· . Y 

Hiss), on one typlewriter (the Hiss famtl.ly Woodstock), 
. I • currently-over thie three months period represented by the 

I 
I 
! 

dates of the unde~lylng state Department documents (Jenu-
I 

ary 5, to April l~ 19)8). 
i 

They must have been kept together 

in one envelope. ~ specifIc envelope. £or ten years, over 
I . 
I . 

a dIwused dumbwai~e~ in Brooklyn. They must have rested 
I 

there, in that envelope, with three cylinders of undeveloped 
i 

microfilm and a 

two strips)", 
1/ 

foolscap in the 

I 

n~ittle spool of developed film (actually 

a~ well as with the "long l"'!emo on :/ellow l . 
handwriting 

I 
! 

of Harry Dexter ',Vhi te Lang 
one or two smaller l'tems of no particular importance." 

! 

W 

, 
I Y Baltimore 10, i a pl"ecis of a lon{; 'lia.r Departrnen.t iUD 

report routed to DIr. ' Hamilton, of the .?arSsstern Division 
of the ~ta.te Departm~nt, was obviously not written on the 
same typewriter a~ the others, and the Government made no 
contention that i~ w~s (R. 1097-1101); bllt~h8mbers still 
pressed his recollection: Q I believe Alzer hlss ::.:ave me 
that paper". (R. ~55~ contrast R. 532). 

i 11 This partlcul~r description comes from PQ~e 736 of an 
advanoe copy of C~ambers' s a101o5 i8. "1[11 tness , SHortly to 
be published. Hl~ April 5. 952, article in the Saturday 
~vening Post 8pea~s of "two strips of developed microfilm". 
His second trial ~e9timony (R. 292) emphasizes thRt while the 
undeveloped film ~a8 ; in cylinders, the developed film was 
not. WhenJ\ e~ent ~ppell of the pljI reached in and found it 
in the green pumpliin ; on December 2, 1943 (or when Chambers 
"took out t:ue docUments and handed them over"--whichever nay 
be the ract--see S. 709-714; R. 29S), they were still not in 
cylinders; accordiJ,ng ' to Agent Ap~ell, they we r'e "wrapped one 
in another, wrapp~d in wax paper • 

i 

8-' Tilis descriptiion is from his April 5, 1952, Sa turd.ay 
~eninf..'; Post artic!le. The text of tho "meno 011 :"ellow fool­
scap" ascribed to iHarry Dexter '(flil te \\'88 read into the 
ConGressional Recoird. ' for January 30. 1950, by nepresontntive 
~axon. 8:::-10 the memprandum was there described ' as consistil1t:: 
of eight pages. . . 

-10-
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i 
i 
i 

I att8.ch a~flaavlt8 of experts who have at laat bad 

an opportunity t~ examine and anall'zethe orIgInals of . the 

Baltimore DocumeJ ts \ and the Hiss "standards. 'rheirqualIfi-
I 

i i 
cations have been! set out before, in my earlier effidavlts 

\ 
anc in their affi~avita ~.lch I annexed to mine. Mrs. , 

! , 

"~'Velyn S. Ehrlich! is: an expert in the uss of photomlcro~ 
\ 

:;raplly to detect ~rlit'lting forgeries. Miss Elis'sbeth 
I . . 

t 'c ~~ erthy 1s Iln ex~ert in the e.:tam.inati~n of questioned 

C:ocuments, h,a.lldwr1tten and typewritten. Dr. l~Q.niel P. 
\ 

nO~'a41 ~s an expcnt in physical and chemical ene.lysis of 
I 

paper, metals and i10ther mcterials. The;}r haveexa:nined the 
i 

~; alti:!1lor(l Document r ' :seperately, according to their several 
I 

axpertn-3sses. Ther have recorded their findiIlJ'::; s 1n their 
i 

e.ffidavlts, which, I number 

Exhlbl,t 25-11 
Exhibit 23-1I: 
Exl:d~bi t 23-111: 

i 
i 

! 

Elizabeth McCarthy 
Evelyn S. Ehrlich 
Dan1el P. Norman 

Tney finc., anq will te3tify a t a new trial: 
I 

I 
1. Th & C t it6 \t:8l timore Doc umen'GS were not typed by 

one person, but b ~~ itwo,. and probabl y nore, n nd that there-
i 

i 

fore .?riscilla ;~l~s \ C8!1not n.ave typed all of then, as 
i 
I 

Char;lbers sald s~~e J.ld.. (S.xhlbi t 25-I) 
I 

T:lat Priscilla :-1.iss ,d. d ~ :o t t:rpc an:" 01.' the 
i 
i 

Ea.l tLnore Docume!lts ~ .( Exli.lbi t 23-1) 
i 

).:r;lat neltltor · friscilia nor .\l ~; er }:i38 :!:lade 

t J.:e 
I 

pe.:1C 11 correc ti -:>,ns ; on ttla Dal tlmore Documents. (Exhibit 
I 

23-1) I 
\ 

That the P:s.ltL"lore lJoCU!Il.dnts, physically ob-

i 
~erved, raIl into t\f? c.ate gories of' size, one of which is 

i 

made up of s iwets apparent I :! CI) t down toa particular size 

-11-
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atter the typing hscibeen done, if ' (approximately 3" be lO~U) 
I ' 
! 
I 

ut before the pen~illed 
! 

corrections were made. (ExhibIt 2&-

III) 
\ 

That the \ saIne two categories show such dIfferent 
I 
! 

chal~acteri9t1cs of i agtng and discoloration truittb.eYCaDDot 
! 

have been stored t~ge~er for ten years in a single envelope, 
I 
I 

and therefore cannqt all have been kept 1n the envelope 
, ' 

i 

which Chambers rec~vered from the dumbwaiter. (EXhibit 2S~III 
\1 ' 6. That the \en'felope in which Chambers said the dot:11-
\ ! 

ments had been kept! i. most peculiar in 1tself; ltsobsem-
'I,' " ' 

ble stains. both oU~81lc:le anti1n, and the cc,nd1tloilo1" ltlt" 
\ flap, and ot the t1l'lr ~al"tsot the label whlchpresumab17 , 

once sealed it, pos~question8wh1chdety log1cfal explan.. , 
: ' 

i ! 
tion. (Exhibit 2S-~II:, e8pec~all,. ll1ust:rat~ve Plgu.re~S. 

\ 
I 

\ 
6 and 7). 

I 

7. That none IOf! the Baltimore DocUments can have 
I 

been kept in that e~velope; they-are devoid of the stains 
i ' 
I ' 

and pressure marks w\hieh theywo\u.dhave had to show it 
\ 

they had been in the': envelope. (Exhibit 28-IIt) 
I ' 

8. That the absence of stains andpre88uremaJl!itaon. 

the Bal t1.111ore Documehts, cannot be explained by the presence i 
i . ' ' . 

I 

U Spectrographic ~alys1s ot the typewriter ink at the 
edges of the pages w~ich were cut ott in the m1.4dl.e ot 
line-end Ie tters m1g~t have enabled us to prove mON effec­
tively that the cutting was done after the typing •. The . 
Government would not \let us make the eltcisionsnecessal"J 
for this analysis. \ 

Kisseloff-13045 
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I 
I 

\ 
I 

\ 

\ 

r:-" ... _ .. ' 

I 
\_~-

-. -. \ .. ~. ~ 

I 

\ 

I 
I 
I 

\ , 
I 
! 
I 
! 

! 

... . . " " . 

ot other protective! materIal. 
I , ' 

since the env!t!0j>8 could not 
19/ . \ ~ 

have held all these i aLld the microfilms too. (Exhibit 28-
I ' 

III) 

9'. That , thr Bal t1more Documents are a tricky , set of 

i papers, typed on ~rrie.chine, or ma.chines, close.ly rese~ubline 
1 

\ . 
the original IIlss imachlna, but with miscellaneously ciiffer-

ent typawrl tar riJ bons and faked t;'1>op;raphlcal errors, 
, I , 

plainly designed ~o confuse. (E:thiblts 23-1, ·23-11 and 23-
i 

III) 
I 

10. That t!l~ typewriter In evidence (Woodstock 

#P.230099) was eert~lrilY not the original Hiss machine, 
I 
I 

a1 though it probably was thE) :1aehlne made to foree the 
, 

Baltimore Document~. '(E.T.hIblts 23-1I and 2S-11I) 

In short, th~ typed Ealtlmore Documents 'Here not 
I 
! ' 

typed b] Priscilla \Hiss, or by anyone parson. 'rhey were 
, 
I 

not given to Chambe!rs 'by tiger Hiss. They were not put 
\ 
! 

In the envelope Bnd \ kept in the dumbwaltor for ten long 
1 " 

,.ears. They are an I ingenious set ~; r :forGeries. 

CONCLUSIon 

After all my ~nve8ticatlon, I still do not know 

exactly what Ch84nber!s did, or how he did it, or exactly 

what motiv& ted hl:ntp f'rai'ne !'U£::er 11iss. Some si~ns point 
! 

101 1 have !!1.)"self e~~~ined the envelope, and seen in it 
markings which miGht \ we'll have been made by the cylinders of 
undeveloped 1'llicrot'il'.l1. , There is ar.other Marking, made ap­
parently by the pres ~nc:e of a squarish box or carton, ~PPl"ox­
imately )" x 3". This ::nark, from H~s shape and size, cannot 
be the mark of Chambers's "little spool of developed film"; 
and therefore even tr~e "Pumpkin .eapers'! microfilm ~ay wol1 
not have been in tile (envelope. Unfortunately~ the Un1 ted 
states Attorney woul~ not permit us to split the ,envelope so 
that L'/e could demonstlrate photographically the interior 
markIngs and stains. : The United 5to.tes Attorney would not, 
either, let us see the S pages of "foolscap" on the ground 
that it had not been rOl!mally admitted a8 an exhibIt at the ' 
tria1--even though it \ h&d been produced In court, and its 
text has since been m~de: public by Representative !-iixon 1n 
the Congressional Rec<\)rd!. ·.vhether or not the foolscap shows 
stains or pressure marks" it could not llave adequately pro­
tected the Baltimore DocUments. 

I 
I 

\ 
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l" 

I 

\ 

to the conclus10q that, though his pe~onal interest mB7 
i 
i 

have been largelyi to protect hims~lf' in the l1bel suit,i 
I ' 
\ I 

the availability ~ohim of the means for such self'-protec­
! 

tion may have 

other people, 

bee~ J,art of a much larger scheme, involving 
i ! 

andl.re:r larger objectives than the mere 
I 

framing of A13er Hiss. This, however, 1s speculation. 

For purposes of tliis motion it should be enough that I 
I 
I 
! 

present prool' that! every 
I 

important point of the Gover:unent's 
i 

case at the trialsl is vulnerable. Chambers WBS the Govern-
I 

! 
ment's witness, it~ only real witness; and everything 

that h'3 said, or did, or said he did, 1s tainted with 
! ' 
i 

fraud and forgery. 1 The Government may present evidonce 
I 

i 
to countervail some of my proffered proofs; if 80, that 

i 

will create issuesJ1 Those issues should he considered anew, 

by a jury. Wherevet the tI-Uth may ultimately be found, 

in all its deta1ls,i wo have surely borne the burden 
I 

of showing that on ;the proofs that went before tha last 
I 

jury a crave ~n18earr1a.ge of just1ce has occurred. 7/e 

should. be given a cl\l.ance to rect11"y this at a now trial. 
: 

i 
Sworn to before me ~is 

\ 

"il' 
, ... ~ .. 

",21st day of April, 1~52. ) 

I /)/ i. . ... 

I / '1i.4-k1aufM ,Uwka 
I 
I 

'I 
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71:-:5 c". i (i I Ii I.nn be rb-C.lDW N"'" 0 ~o,!. 
B.Seru41 IJllwtb Qy bc.+wOQ 

A.Typebar with type mounted, as 
ready :for us,e on typewriters. 

, B.Typebar without typ~. 
C.Type ,detached :from typebar; from 

left to right: end (head-on); typ­
ing face; side 'or skirt. 

D.Typebar with type", mounted but not 
so.ldered on. 

(I: 

B, 

---=====:::::-:::::~::--=---=-=--:=-=---=---==~~~=======-:-=~~----



o 

o 

----.. _-------_._- ----~- -----------""'" 

Close-up of end Qf type detached 

~ f~om typebar (magnifipation, llX, 

of left hand detail of line C of 

Figure A-4 ,( M33'l ) ') .• 
t, 
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R. Sc ... ial /)vmbcr below N:J.~o~o" 
13. Set-u-4.1 II .. ",.., har be. +WQQI? N ,..,..o~"o 

.' .- -=-= .. --=-- =--

~ 1-' '. " ." • 

A.Typebar with type mounted, as 
ready for us,e on typewriters. 

B.Typebar without type. 
C.Type -detached from type,bar; from 

left to right: end (head-o~); typ­
ing face; side ~r skirt. 

D.Typebar with type mounted but not 
so.ldered on. 
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Close-up of end of type detached 

_from typebar (magnifi~ation, llX, 

of left hand detail of line C of 

Figure A-4 (M33l)). 
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