' RS ) .t .
14 . . l

1 ENCLOSURE TO BUREAU

RE: NY 65-14920

RIGISTERED MAIL

Kisseloff-24837

~




Kisseloff-24838




*US v. John Doe

December 9, 1948 .
_Pres. by Messrs. Donegan, 1 L3964 !
" Whearty and Strine. ' ' |

Stripling

?‘R OBERT E. STRIPLING, called us a witness,
having first been sworn, ﬁestified as follows:
" BY MR. WHEARTY:
Q@ Mr. Stripling what 1s your officiel position?
A 1 am the Chlef Invesitgator of the House Committee on
. Un-American Activities.
| Q And how long have you been in that position?
A I have been'with the Committee since 1938. In 1938 I
was the Secretary of the Committee. In 1939 I was the
Secretary of the Committee. In 1940 I was appointed Secretary
_and Chief Investigator; which posltions I have held since,
wlith the exception of 18 months in the Army.
Q Now, Mr. Stripling, this Grand Jury, as you know, 1s
i Interested in a pretty detalled knowledge, 1f it's possible,
of the way in which thess fumous films came to 1light. And
rather than ask you specific questions, it would seem to me
that we will just glve you a general Question of this charac-
ter and have you describe it in your own words: Will you
- describe that matter es fuliy us you can, please?
A All right, sir. On November 30 -=- may I refer to my notes??
Q@ Oh, by all means, certainly. A On Novembser 30 an
indlvidual by the name of Nicholas S. Vazzana, who is a
lewyer, I understand, and acts as an investigator for a firm
of lawyers in New York City --

Q@ Did you have an address for him? A No, sir, I

don't. But I think I can tell you how you can reach him.
Kisseloff-24839
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Stripling

‘He came to me some time ago and sald that he was working

for the firm of lawyers that were representing Whittaker
Chambers in the libel matter. He asked me for coples of the
Committee's puvlic-hearings, and from time to time he came
by and asked me varlous questions regerding what appesared in

the record. On Novembter 30 he came in toc see me and he made

this statement to me, he seld: "Alger Hlss better go shoot

- himself." And I had no ides whet he was referring to; except

for the way in which he said it, he indicated that something
Important had daQeloped in the case. It sc heppens that
Congressman Nixon, of the Jommittee on Un-American Activities,
who had been princlpally in charge of the lilss-Chambers
controversy for trhe Committee acting principally as & sub-
Committee, had just arrived back 1n iiashington that morning,
so I asked Mr. Vazzana if he would go up to see Mr. Nixon
with me. I took him up to Mr. Nixon's office, introduced
him and asked him 1f he would tell Wr, Nixon what he was
refsrring to. Whiereupon he said to me tnat he was not
privileged to do that, that he wag under instructions
thrcugh his firm of lawyers -- that Judge Chestnut in
Baltimore had instructed him that they would be in contempt
to discuss the metter. And we talked with him for some
time, but he did not divulge the nature of the development,
except that he definltely gave us the !lmpression that
something very unusual had occurred.

¢ At that time, Mr. Stripling, had you bLeen informed
Kisseloff-24840
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of the voluntary turning over of these other documents in
. . Baltimore? A Mo, sir.
i .Q You knew nothing of that whatever? A .In fact, +
didn't even know that they were taking pre-trial . testimony
. or depositions. The following morning F~ I mean, this ltem
; appeared In the Washington Post, this was Wednesday,
December 1, 1948, in a column entlitled The Federal Dliary, by
Jerry Klutz. Jerry Klutz, as you may know, writes a very
_ famous column in Washington oh government affairs. In the
column, under the title of "Loyalty," he states as follows:
(Reading) "The Hiss-Chambers fight is slated to make news
again very shortly. Since Alger Hiss sued Whittaker Chambers
for 1libel attorneys fof.both men have been takihg detailed
. depositions from witnesses, including the two principals.
§ :} : Some very. startling information on who 1ls a liar is reported
; to have been uncovered." When I;saw that 1n;th§ﬁpaper I
" called Hr. Nixon and asked him if he had sesn 1t and he said '
é that he had not. He said, "If Vazzana ébmés-in‘today; be
; sure and briﬁg him up. ~We want.to_talk to hiﬁ'kgain;"

' Vazzana did-come by. - I showed him thiq‘clippng, He made

]

¥

' no comment whatscever, I took him to Mr.‘Nixbnfs office

? and dgain Mr. Niﬁon‘triédﬂtoigat*him to'te;l_g95what had s
i developéd,'buf'héfwould not. We‘leftvthe'building, went out?
5 tb_;unch‘ Mr.»Nixcnvand,I discussed it_during'tha 1un6h f
. period and we both decided thatﬂit:wouidfbéié good .1dea to go
. - : and see-Whittaker,Chémbérs.> wa, tﬁeffeasqn?wé'did that»wasg
et e e o isseloff-24841 ‘;
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because durling the hearing on Whittaker Chambers 1t was very
apparent to me that he was withholding information, because
he would not fill in certain detalls which I felt that he
should, and from time to time in the record or in the cwirse

of the hearings I spoke rather strongly to Mr. Chambers on

~and off the record, in wnich I practlcally accused him of

holding out and I kept saying to him that 1t was impossible

- for us to handle & hearing or a case cf this kina unlsss we

had the full cooperation of & witness, unless ne was frank

-and sincere in all of his answers.

- BY Mit. DONEGAN:.

4

i

« Me. Stripling, I don't mean to interrupt you at this

. time, but with reference to his answers bofore the Committee,

either in executive session or in a public sesslon, 1s it

© your recollection -- of ccurse, the best ovidence of that

would be the record, but is 1t yocur recollectlon that

Mr. Chambers stated befors the Committee, under oath, that

ho did not have any information which would corroborate the

; fact that he was giving information as an esplonage agent?

A Mp, Donegan, I wald like to check the record as to what
he said on that. I don't -- I mean, I think that during

the course of the hearing that we wers definitely under the

~ impression that 1f he had any information it had been

.destroyed.
Q_ I would like to pursue 1t just a 1little bit further,

| because I think 1t's pertinent, espseclally for the Grand

. Kisseloff-24842
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: Jury since Mr. Chambers has smppeared before this Grand Jury
previous to this. Of course, the Commlt tee was Interested ;
;-in not only the Communist situatlon as it existéd, or as :
5 Mr. Chambers slleged 1t exlsted, and as Hisus déﬁied it

' exlsted, but also the possibility of espionage or whether

there was actual 1nformation transmitted; imd of course 1t

. would be qulte materisl whether the documents were transmltted.

Now, is it your recollection -- and 1 realize that the record
isn't here, lsn't avallable to you now, but is 1t your
recollsction that there were questions asked Which would
logically bring that out if Chambers hadn't been withholding
the information dellberately? A I remember that in his
orlginal statement which he made before the Committee the
first time he sappesred, that the question of ultimate esplonage
came up, in which he was describling the formation.of the
setting up of this apparatus within the government and he
stated -- I belleve tne record can vear me out on thls --
that espionage was the ultimate objective or one of the
ultimate objectives. - On that, on whetner or not a direct
question was asked, 1 would have to check the record.

G Now, in addition to that, with reference to your
position wilth the Committee, outside of the public hearings
or the executive hearings, do you know whether Chambers
misled the Committee with reference to the giving of these
documents or whether he had any documents or wnether he had

anything to corroborate the statement that he made?

o Kisseloff-24843
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A Well, I know this: that not only the imvestigators but
. myself asked Mr. Chambers time and time again if he had any

. additional information, anvthing to bear out what he had

stated.

Q And vou would conclude, with reference to your
experience us an investigator, that Chambers did mislead the
investigators with reference to this information?
£ Oh, there 1s no question about that.

Q@ The Grand Jury 1s particularly interestec in that
point. A NWo, there is no guostion about tnat.

Q Of course, you reallze the situatlon; that it had
been well known and there were two people who had glven
testimony under oath, and Chambers, who was making the
allegation, did not st that time or did not untlil recently
come up with these documents. A  Qh, yes.

Q And it's your concluslon, with reference to jyour
position in the Committee, ﬁhat he was misleading the
Commlttee? 4 Oh, there 1s no muestlon abmt that. And
I weas a8 surprised as anyone when the documents developed.

& All right. 1I'm sorry to nhave interruptsd your --

A  All right, sir. After reading the Jerry Klutz column and
again telking to Vazzana, Mr. Nixon and I declded to go

immediately to Westminster and see Mr. Uhambers. I put in a
call to him at Westminster. He answered the phone. I asked
him if he would be there during the afterncon. He sald that

he would., I didn't say that ¥Mr. Wixon would accompany me;
Kisseloff-24844
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:}~name was not mentioned at all to Mr;-Chgmbere;and'we didn't

Stripling

I just simply said, "I want to sse you, and I'll be up be-

fore six o'clock.” Mr. Nixon and I, accompanied by a

Committee stenographer, Mrs. Kose Purdy, drove up to West-

cminster in Mr. Nixon's sutomobile. We arrived there 1t was
“dark:; I would say 1t was around six o'clock.:  We went to the

~house. Mrs. Chambers finally answered the door. She saild

that Mr. Chambers was in the barn, milking. Ve went in and
had a seat. I would say in 10 or 15 minutes Mr. Chambers
appeared. He was in his working clothes, or milking clothes,
and he sat down and we talked for a few minutes, and then

I -- Mr. Nixon took out this article in Jerry Klutz's

. column and read it to Mr. Chambers and sald, "Well, what

about this?" And at that point I interrupted Mr. Nixon and
I sald, "Mr. Chambers, as you know" -~ and I said, "1 know

you are not going to like this, but" -- and he interrupted

" me and he said, iMr, Stripling, I know exactly'what you are
- golng to say." He sald, "You have said it beforé.“ Aﬁd I
_ sald, "Yes, I certainly have. You have besen withholding

} information." And he sald, "Yes, I have been withholding

: information, that's brue."' Wé then asked him what this was
all about. And he told us the same thing that Mr. Hazzana
j had told us, and tﬁat'was that he would be in contempt of

? court 1f he discusssd 1t,

Q May I interrupt you there. -Did Mr. Chambers recognlze

?j this Mr. Hazzana, or whatover his name is? A No, Hazzana's

L Kssekﬁﬁg4845kzuuu,. .
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bring up Mr. Hazzana's name. In other words, knowing Chambers
and having had him before the Committee so many tilmes, he is
g rather -- he is the kind of person yocu have to work on to
get uny kind of information. He doesn't voluntesr anything.
And ¥r. Nixon kept trying to find out from him whet had been

pregsented at tne pre-triazl,

(Continued by IFG)

o Kisseloff-24846
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?‘ *A (Oont ) we were not seekxng - frankly, we"
beeking new" evidonoe. we merely wanted to knw

happened at: the pre-tr1a1 and I will be glad'to

iﬁwhy we were partioularly 1ntereeted 1n determinlw

féhad ‘been brought up. at the pre-trlal,.beoauao 1; } “
’“waa based upon a newspaper artlole which appeared thea,ame
‘ day, With your permlsaion, I will tell ‘you, kT
BY MR, WHEARTY: | TR |
ol Go ahead, A Now, as you understand, I work
for the Commlttee._ It,ta‘my Job;  Nr, N;xog‘lala'gemﬁer
of the Committee, and 1is veiy enthusiastic, I wuld saj, ‘
'and concerned about this case, and he has worked very hard:
dh“it; | f | o
 Well, the rollowing‘aftiole appearedithg'aagqt‘
day that the item appeared in Mr,uxluftz' oolumn;in ﬁhgt
WASHINGION DAILY NEWS, and 1t says: | -
o “Higs & Ghambers'Pbrﬁyiy Probe Hits Dead End,"
It 18 a Unitéd‘Prees dispatoh: -

"The Justioe Department is about ready to drop
its investigation of the oslebrated Algerfias-WKhittaker

' Chambers oontroversy, it was learned today. Department
| officials still have 'under etudy' the question of a pos-
| 4

sible perjury proeecut1on; But officials said prlvately
that unless additional evidence is forthcoming, they are
inclined to forget the whole thing,

Kisseloff-24847
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*The perjury question arose when Mr, Chambers,

an admitted ex-Communlist who is now with Time Magazine,

charged under oath that Mr, Hiss was‘a member of a pre-
war Communist underground in official Washington, Mr,
Higs, & former State Department official, denled it -
also under oath, Thelr conflicting statements were made
during House Un-American Activities Committee!s hearings
last summer on Communists in the Government, The Commit-
tee turned their testimony over to the Justice Department
for a perjufy investigation,

"One department source sald that on the basls
of avallable evidence, officials in charge of the cuse
believe 1t would be unwise to take it before a Grand Jury,
But he emphasized this attitude could change over-night
if the House Committee dug up some new svidence, [or the
department invesgtigators)

"The F. B, I, has taken part in the department's
investigation, Attorney General Tom C, Clark has as-
signed the case to Special Agssistant John Ford Baecher
and U, 85, Attorney George Morris Fay, "

As 1 say, this article appeared the same day,
Mr, Nixon wes considerably oconcerned that if new evidence
had been submitted ~ evidence which would cause Vazzana
to make the statement %o us which he did - then he won-

dered what 1t was all about,

Kisseloff-24848
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Stripling

We went to Mr, Chambere, and as I say\we had
this conversation, He would not tell us whét he had sub- |
mitted, He dild say this, however - and I think this is
very significant - - he used the expression - - no, I am
sorry, it was not thet way - - In trying to find out from
him exactly what had happened, I said, "I have heard by
rumor that you dropped a bomb-shell at this pre-trial
examination," Mr, Chambers sald, "Yes, but," he said,
"the first ome will be nothing compared to the second
one," - | |

Now, he would not comment beyond that, He said
he oould not give testimony, that he would have to talk
Yo his lawyers, and eo fdfth, We left, |
BY MR. DONEGAN: ' | |

Q That was out at’ therarm? A That was in his

drawing room at the farm,

‘BY MR WHEART!.

Q On Deoember 1st? ‘A On December 1at

: . Nixon and I drove back to washington On the way back
'we diaouaeed lt very thoroughly, as to what he’could be
1',w1thhold1ng, and what he had 1n mind But rrom_his atti--

";;:tude, and rrom knowing him, we were oonvlnoed'that he f

T told Mr Nixon tnatf: thought. ‘L8 as 1mportant g]

g%:fthat the et cnxng  he'db; and th

"l{{ mepkﬁ£24849:
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was to go to his office and call the Federsl Bureau of

-Investigation, ond tell then sverything thot he knew about

it, which he 414,

He went to his office at appfoxlmately eleven
o'clock, according to hinm - I didn't aoccompany him; he let
me out in front of the House Office Building - and he
called a high official of the Fedesral Bureau of Investiga-
tion, and told him everything that we had lesrned,

BY MR, DONEGAN:

Q@ Bo you know the neme of that official? A Yes
sir, I do,

Q@ Will you give 1t% A It wes Assistant Direct-
or Lou Nichols, The following morning, at about seven
o'clock, or six-thirty, I belisve it was - -

Q@ Would that bs December 2nd? A December 2nd -
I received a 'phone call from Mr, Nixon at home, He asked
me if I could ﬁeet him in ny office at seven-thirty,

That was rather early, and unusually early for officee to

open in Washington, nire o'clock being the usual time,
"i:ibut I %014 him I would be there, He sald, "It is very

‘Amportant "

Mr Nixon wes leaving to go to Psnama that day,

.ny-on a “two o'clock boat, and he hed to he in New York, I
'“jL got tled up in traffic and then, when I got to the office,
“égit waa about rive minutes to eight and Mr. Nixon had left,

LT Kisseloff-24850
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Bowever, he‘léfﬁ"méfﬁjndte ;n?wh;ch hg,ga;d i§gu'

‘effeot - I have forgotten the exaot wording of the note - -

he sald, "I have been thinking this cVEp. Isesue a sub-.

t

.

s
i

poena immediately upon;Opambera; andfserve it befqrefnopn,i

&£ possible, calling for everything in his possession in
AOoumentary form," | _ | ' >i
At 8:15 Mr, Nixon called me from the Pennsylvania
train, and I told him thatlighad gotten hils note,}and I
would see to 1t that a subpoena was served, &f I could
find Mr, Chgmbere. | |
The eubvoena was prepared, an& I called Mr,
Chambers and asked him if he would atoﬁ*by my office that
day, fhat I wanted to see him,
BY MR, WHEARTY:

Q@ You knew he was coming to Washington? A Yes,

I am sorry I forgot to tell you that, He told ue he was
going to the Btate Department to testify concerning =a
loyalty case, He sald he would stop by, and I didn't
tell him why 1 wanted to see him, or anything,

& Before we get too faf into that, let me ask
you this question: When you drew that subpoena, it was
what 1z known in the trade as & "flyer? - - inother
words, a general subpoena? A That's right, sir,

Q@ Couched in the most generai terms, so ag to
be a catch-all for practicelly anything in connection with

the mattert A That's right, I mentioned the names of
Kisseloff-24851



>'calling for all documents, any material whatsoever, ln your

Btripling

everybody who was involved in the case, There is no ques-
tion about that, that it was a blanket subpoena,
Mr. Chambers came by my office at about fi® min-

utes after two, I sald, "I have a subpoena here, upon you,

posseesion, to be produced {orthwith, and you are to appear
before the Committee on - I think it was - the 17th, %o
give testimony oconcerning these documents,"”

And he then reached in his pocket and handed me
a note, saying, "Well, here ie one dooument,” but he sald,
"I will be glad to turn over the others,'

This is not the origlnal of the document; that is
in the files in Waghington, but I have copied it verbatim,
and if you like I should be glad to of fer it,

Q@ Read it into the record, A It says:

"3-4-38
"Karl -
"If you have given up playing around with my

girl friend, she wishes you would take your stuff

out of her ocloset, so she can use it for her clothes

instead of yours!'
Then there 1s an "H" with one quote, ending 1%, The "H"
i1s not in quotes,

I sald, after examining 1t, "I am particularly

interested in this document, because you are addressed as

Karl,* and there had been some controversy in the public
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%abelleve it 19 elther from Kenry Gollina or - - §'~
;*lady's name 1nto 1t but he'aaid‘
;»Hefbnt "
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record as to whether or not he had been known as "Karl® or
"George Crossley" or other nameé. ‘

Q Wae that a handwritten name? A Thle is typed,

Q@ But was the original also typed? A Also
typed,

BY MR, DONEGAN:

Q Has any examination been made of the paper to
determine its age? A .No, sir, The paper appears to be
rather o0ld; 1t is a little yellow,

BY MR, WHEARTY:
'Q Has any examination been made to compare the
typing in the note - - iéf me ﬁithdraw_this question, I
know you couldn't make such an examination, since you didn't
have the original documents - I will withdraw the.questlon.
A JUROR: Wae any handwrlting on; that |
memorandum?
THE WITNESS: No, sir,

Q Did you question him as to the identity of the
writer, of the "H“? A !ea, eir I ééked'himévho wrute
it,' Of course, when I aaw the 'H“ I 1mmed1ately sald, "I

‘this from Hiss?" and he said, "No, I don't think so, I

,411ko to be positive about thia, beoauae I have goﬁfi‘g;f

the huband of J

'z didn‘t disoua” lt}with'h1; beyond tha:
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hearing, that he was to come back by my office, and that
I would accompany him to Westmingter to receive the docu-
ments that he was to turn over,

BY MR, DONEGAN:

Q@ Mr, Stripling, up to that point had there been
any discussion, either with Chambers or this lawyer you
had previously been talking with, concerning the deposl-
tions that had been taken by Hiss' attorneys in Baltimore?
A Only except what I told you about Vazzana coming by
the office, He did say that the depositions were belng
taken, but he didn't say whose depoeition was beilng taken,
but we knew that.  they were taking pre-trial testimony in
Baltimore,

Q Go ahead, A Mr, Chambers left the room, and
I endorsed the subpoena and put the time, and so forth, on
it, and filed 1it,

He called me lﬁte that afternoon and said, "I
have finiehed here, and I will stop by.," It was getting
rather kte, and I had been up late the night before, golng
up to his place, and I then ocalled for two of the investi-
gators on the staff - Mr, Appell and Mr, Wheeler - and 1
told them that I wanted them to sccompany Mr, Chambers to
Westminster and to pick up the doocuments or material re-
ferred to in the gubpoena,

BY MR, WEEARTY:
Q Up to that point, you didn't have the faintest

e o KiGGRIOFF=DABIS S e e e
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:fﬁu“ notion, ee I understand 1, that there were any rilme?
.?'A;iA Noj. exoept tor one thing that Mr Ohambera had eald
ffto me, as we were leavlng Weetmineter the night betore
" "He turned to me and nald “Do you know a real good photo-
Vgraphie teohnleian?' and I aaid “!ee, I have one on my

etafr " and he eaid "Well that'e ell I Just’ wondered

'1: you had one, " That is the only 1ndication I had that
"1t might be eomethlng to do wlth pletureeor doeumente ';
which had to'be. brought out ' |

Mr, dhambere came . 1nto the otrioe, and I read

| “the subpoena, 1n effect, to him, and I eaid "You are to
" prooeed with theee two gentlemen, and in reaponae to the

 ’eubpoena you are to then and there turn over to them all

| documents and materiale and. so rorth in your poeeeeeion,

and they lert ‘
The next morning, about 9 15, Mr, Wheeler and

‘Mr, Appell-eame.haek_into the office, I sald, "Did you

get anything?" and they said, "Yes, Here 1t 1s."

I examined the\ode‘roll‘or film, whioch was not

 in a ocontalner, It was wrepped inuell or wax paﬁer, I

held 1t up to the light, and 1t was apﬁarent that these
were quite 1e§1b1e. In other words, that you oould see
thed; o | |

Mr, Wheeler had‘a machine which would enlarge
them, at his home, and I said, "You ge;immediately‘to

your home and get the machine," which he did and he

~ Kisseloff-24855
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'~ “came baok and we hooked up the machine and looked through
" that, and there - very plainly - were documents from the
”f'StaﬁQ’Dehartment, because they had the stamp from the

~ Aesistant Beoretary, and were marked "Confidential and

8o forth, on 1t,

I immediately told Mr, Wheeler to take all the
£ilm which had been developed to this photographic tech-
nician, to have prints made,

- I instructed Mr, Appell to take theundeveloped
film to the Veterans Administration Laboratory, and have
it developed, and after it was developed then to joln Mr,
Wheeler and have prints made from it,

I didn't hear from them for a ocouple of hours,
except that Mr, Wheeler called me and said that the
prints were ocoming out very well,

In the meantime I placed a call to Mr, Lou
Nichols, Assistant Director of the Federal Bureau of
Investigation, He was not in his office, I told his
secretary that it was very important that I get in touch
with him at once, I waited an hour, and he did not call
baak ,

I then ocalled her again, and asked her if she
had delivered my message to Mr, Nichols, She said no,
that she hadn't, that he was moving and she was having
some difficulty in locating him, and I belleve she 8ald

he might be taking the day off, I am not sure of that,
Kisseloff-24856
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Bhe then asked if I would speak to Mr, McGuire,
his Assistant, and I sadd no, I didn't know Mr, McGuire;
perhaps I had better talk to Mr, Nichols, but to tell
him that 1t was very 1mpoftént, from their standpoint
and not mine, %o get in touch with me,

Later on in thé_artefn§bn Mr, Wheeler retufned‘
with the‘prints; end I examined the érlnta and_lmmediafely
called the two members of‘the Cémﬁittee who were physi;
cally present in the building.ln Waph;ngﬁon -‘the‘House
Office Building - and asked them to come around, and told
them in a general way that we had‘Just'obtéined some’ |
micro-film which appeared to be of tremendous 1mportance

in this matter,
- I then communlcated with the Ghairman of the
Committee, Mr, Thomae, and told hlm that a very 1moortant

vdevelopment had ocourred and that 1t waa necessary that

it the gub- Committee be appointed to. conslder this matter

Also, I rorgot to mentlon that in the morning,

T‘ae soon- ae we. had ezamlned thll film the firat tima,

:'”‘fday before advising him that the subpoena had baen

= w-I almply aaid :

'40halrman or tha Bub-OGmmittoo?' 7”‘£umjuwfﬁ

sent a wlralsss message to Mr leon who had sailed the

uThe aeoond bomb—ahell amazing;;;;‘ y“,“<._
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I walted all day long to hear from Mr, Nixon,
and I did not get a raply,

In the meantime, Mr, Thomss, the Chairman, ap-
pointed a Bub-Committee to take this matter under con-
glderation,

Ae soon as he did that, I called Mr, Mundt 1n
Madiecn, South Dakots, and gave him a complete fill-in
on all the developments up to that moment, including
the - - not all of the contents, but I read some of the
messages to him; and he then instructed me to put a
stenographer on the 'phone and he dictated a press state-
ment which was released shortly thereafter,

I called him again and he authorized me, or
directed me, I shculd say, to release the title of two
of the documente; none of the content but the title,

‘one of them having "Strictly Confidential" and certain
information in the corner which indicated that it had
been sent in code,

~'BY MR, DONEGAN:

- | Q Up to thls time, Mr, S¢ripling, have the

. s o‘oxit'ent’a of those documents been disclosed publiocly?

o | :‘%jA No, eir,

) 6{:; l Q Hr Btrlpling, with reference to one point,

‘L E“’I wonld llke to clariry 1t a little bit partioulaﬁly

"“"'nnoo ‘bhe Granﬂ Jury L8 1nterasted in- the matter, and

~ T Kissloff-24858
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- it'le direotly related to an appearanoe of Mr | Moﬂohey :
and myaelr berore the Bub-committee at the Commodore <

Hotel I think 1t was, on the evening of Deoember Sth

A Yes, 8ir?

Q When was At that you or tha Committee or any
member of the committee had any knowledge that the docu-~
ments which had been turned over by Ohambera on November
17th, at the pre-trial deposition in‘Baltimore; had been
called to the attention of the Departmenf of Justice?

A I believe that the first time that I obtained any
real knowledge of the atory was from ﬁr, Vazzana after
the mioro-films had been obtained, Bubaequently, you
understand - after we obtained the mioro-films - we then
subpoenaed the documents or coples of the documentse from
the attorneys for Mr, Chambers, Mr, Cleveland,

*} Gould you fix the approxlmate time - was 1t
prior to Friday, December 3rd? A No, eir, Just a
moment, Well, in what detail do you mean, Mr, Donegan?

Q Well, this is what I mean, Chambers was
talking in terms of a ‘second bomb-shell," A Yes,

Q And naturally, when he télked about the
“ﬁecdnd bomb~shell," which you were interested in deter-
mlning what 1t was, had any 1nqu;r1ee been made concern-
ing fhe/“rirst bomb-ghell?" A Oh, yes, We inquired
of Mr, Chambers, He wouldn't tell us what he had done,

Kisseloff-24859
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but it was quite apparent that he had submitted some

5lvdooumentany evidence of some sort,

@ D33 you inguire of the attorneys in Baltimore?
A No, we did not inquire of the attorneys,

Q Mey I ask whether there was any particular
reason in not going also after the "flrst bomb-shell,"
slnoe you were interested, of ocourse, in getting all
“oomb-shells;® and since you did call the F, B, I. the
firet %time and oouldn't get Mr, Nichols? You naturally

would be interested in knowing whether Mr, Nichols knew

anything about the number one "bomb-shell," A I aidn't
agk Mr, Nichols myself,

Q@ You didn't talk to him about it? A Only
to ask him about gecuring these documente, He called me
pack after my eecond ‘phone call, and I told him what we
had, and I told him I was sure, as soon as the Committee
could meet, they would bé glad to turn thie materlial or
coples of it over to the Department,

% T believe you said the time already, but would
you mind repeating 1t? A That would be December 3rd -
Friday, December 3rd.

Q Now, to go back to the other point,  With
reference to 1t, was there any reason why the Committee
iidn't make any inguiries concerning the "first bomb-
ghell?" In other words, of Nr. Chamberse or through his

attorneye -~ - you knew hig attorneys, of course?

Kisseloff-24860
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A No, I didn't know his attorneys, I will say this -
that, number one, at the time we were of the impression
very definitely that this matter wes under the Jurlsdic-
tion of the Court, and that any inquiry or efforts to get
1t would be in conflict with the Court, and I think that
is the reason we made no effort to do so; but as you know.
Waehington,‘whan things begin to buzgz, like on a matter =
which is as contrcversiél'as this, newspapermen become

involved,

I do know that two newspapermen, who I assume

had talked with someone who knew something about 1t, and

had communicated with Mr, Nizon rerhaps, had called Mr.,
Campbell of the Department of Jusﬁice - -

Q Idéntirying Mr, Alex Campbell, Assistant
Attorney Gensral in Oharge of the 0r1m1nal Division or
theDepartment of Juatice - - A R and had made 1nqu1ny§

'concerning the item which had appeared in Jerry Klutte!

column about the new developmenta

- 0of course, I got this third-hand from the neve-

s
i

papermen, but from thelr oonversationa to me, Mr Campbell

had 1nd1cated to them - he hed seid he had no oomment to ;
make, but one ‘of the newspapermen sald to me that he 1n— }
dloated -5 He sald “I reel qulte oertaln that there |

19 something developlng,? but he refused to make any

: ,I _‘«
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'*‘haa boen very oonoerned shat the people involved in this
f_=oasa be brought to Justice, and he was. considerably dis-

?*?;;turbed by the 1dea that thla case would be dropped
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Q Can you fix the approximate time that that
came to your attentlont A No, sir, I would ssy it was
on Friday, the 3rd,

Q@ Now, with reference tc this newspaper clip-
ping - - in other words, you referred toc two newspaper
clippings, one by Jerry Kluttz, who writes for one of the
Washington papers - -

MR, WHEARTY: The WASHINGTON POST - -

8 - - that that ceused you to be wondering
whether Mr, Chambers had any further information, 1Is
that what I understand? A That, plus Mr, Vezzana,
Vazzana preceded that,

% You also referred to the other newspaper item,
with reference to the Hiss-Chambers controversy, and the
reference to the possibllity that nothing further would
be done unless there were other developments, W;th refer.

ence to that second newspaper article, I don't think the

Grand Jury 1s quite olesr what signifiocance that had,

‘a8 far as the course of action that was taken is con-

'oefhéd' A Y aian't meke 1t very olear, but Mr, Nixon

As a matter of fact we Were 1n the process of

i the caaq!_and we had been

CKisseloff-24862 .- ..




4'_.work1ng for some time on 1t, and the report waa - barore'

i:3they opened the pumpktn - practioally ready ror releaae
‘that perticular point Binoe these two newapapar 1tams

. as far asg you. know, by any membera of the Oommittee~or- »

Q Just one more. question, with rererenoe to
have come up before this Grand Jury, was any effort made,

any mambers of ‘the 1nvestigat1ve statr to contact any

person in the Department of Juatlcp - partloularly Mr,

Alex Campbell - since you. had sone 1ndication that the i
Department of Justice might heve been interested in thls
matter? A I know of no communication to the Department
of Justice from the Comm;ttee, regarding this, except
the two that I have mentioned to you, |

Q The two to Mr, Nichols, you mean? A That's
right, to Mr, Nichols,
BY MR, WHEARTY:

Q@ Mr, stripling, what I wouldbe interested to
know, and I think we would all be, 1s this: Once you
saw what Chambers had, and got your hends on the film,
have you since talked to Chambers? A S8ince I got the
film - - yes, we have, |

X Have you questioned him? A Yes,

Q You questioned him at the Bub-Committee
meeting in New York? A Yes,

Q What I had in mind was, once you found the

- Kisseloff-24863
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" nature of what he had, did you call him back to Washing-

ton and question him, in advance of the Committee hearling?

A No, sir,

Q@ You had no opportunity to find out why he

was holding those doocuments? A Oh, yes, I served

- another subpoena on him - - the subpoena I had before I

received the material ocalled for the 17th, but as soon
ase I got it we issued a subpoena calling for hle appear-
ance on Monday of this week,

Q You mean, at an earlier date?t A That's
right. We were interested in finding out as soon as
possible,

Q@ Burely; but I am wondering 1f, as soon as
you saw what you had, you made any attempt, even in ad-
vance of a Committee meeting, to find out from Chambers
why he had held those out from you or from anybody else,
A You understand I was in this situation, to be very
frank with you - -

Q I am not being coritical of you, you under-
stand; I am asking the fact, A Oh, I understand, I
am trying to tell you why I didn't do a lot of things,

This was Mr, Nixon's case, in court parlance,
and he had gotten on a boat, I didn't want to take any
action to give him the impression that as soon as he got
out of the country his whole case was taken over by

somebody else; so I didn't do anything the whole day

Kisseloff—24864
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Friday, except to walit for his reply as to whe ther he was "'~

going to get off the boat, and when I didn't hearvrrom

him and realized that something had to be done about it

I communicated with Mr, Thomas and Mr, Mundt,

BY MR, DONEGAN: | |
Q And they_anthorized the disclosure of th@u

faot that thie material had been obtained in the pumpkin?

A That's right; Mr, Mundt did,
Q Do I aleo understand, Mr, Stripling, that

'wlth referenoe t6 your aotion in. oommunioating witb Mr

Nichols, -and when Mr, Nichols wasn't: available 1n your
not talking to anybody‘elae, that you took that respon-

'81bility upon yourself - - in other words, the Committee
.:was”nof”available’at that time? A . The Oomﬁitteefwaé
'not available, and I oertainly felt this was a matter
that" the F, B I. ahould know about, |

Q But you did not reel you wanted to talk to |
anybody else in. the F B I - when you. aay ‘Mr, Nicbols

.~t't; wae not ava11able that day, and ycu eay his aeoretary :

fjf ;exp1a1ned that ‘he. had tha day ofr or eomething like_ b
"1ﬁf%fthat? A Of oourse, I knew<Hr ;
Q And you didng know Mr;;Laddﬂgthe Aasietant”;‘;

s Niohole -:-jg;i7fﬁ'””i&?
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my relaying this information to the bose?" but I am sure
he wae referring to Mr, Hoover,

Q I am sure he would have relayed it to Mr,
Hoover whether you had any objeotion or not, A I an
qulte sure he would have, also, That is my understand-
ing., You asked me if I didn't get in touch with NMr,
Campbell at one point - - of course, I don't care to go
into 1it, but you realize the delicate sltuation exlating,

Q@ I am not asking you for any explanation,
Mr, 8tripling, this Grand Jury, of course, is naturally
puzzled, as you are puzzled, by what reason Mr, Chambers
had for holding this material back for this length of
time, ‘

Can you oontribute anything to help them in
arriving at a conclusion with reference to that matter,
elther that has been developed by your investigators,
or as a result of any hearings held by the Committee up
to this time? A You mean besides what Mr, Chambere
says about 1t?

Q Yes, besides what My, Chambers says; or if
there is anything that he has told either the Committee

“or your investigators that would thrbw light on 1%, I
- tb;hkjit would be of interest to this Grand Jury, par-

"ticularly«a;nqe-ybu_hayevdpaorlbed H}; Chambers - and 1

-vf;ﬁ;gk_diher §§ob1éﬂh§vq desoribed him that way - that

N SO SO - AT S
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ho somotimoa does not say thlngs and ho somettmes doea”

| *; not say uhat is a oorreot ract ; A I don't know, ';‘f

but - - ' | , - .
o : HR ﬁONEdAN' :Déésvfhéuarand-Jury yant {f
to take a reoesa? ‘

» A JUROR'- I would llke to aak one quaa-f
ltldd' When this Vazzana came to you and said
that Hiaa ought to shoot himeelf - - do you
remember that statement you mada?

THE HITNEBﬁ: Yes, sir,

A JUROR:  Was anybody else there but
yourself?

THE WITNESS: No, sir,

A JUROR: You were alone? |

THE WITNQSS: That's right, sir,

A JUROR: Another statement was - -

THE WITNESS: You understand that he
didn't oome 1n'aer10ualy and say Hiss ought
to shoot hlmeeir,vbut he had been coming into
my office from time to time, and he was trying
to dig up sturf, I assume, for his client,
and he Just kind of shook his head and said,
"Hise ought to shoot himself," or something
like that,

A JUROR: I see, There 1s an awful lot

Kisseloff-24867




703

S8tripling

of spy investigations and Communist activity
investigations going on, for a number of years,
This Committee of Un-American Activities that
you know oconslderable about - has there been

any time when they trled to get information

from the Attorney General's office, and couldn't
get the 1nrormation?

THE WITNESS8: ©Oh, yes, sir,

A JUROR: Did they give you any reason
why they didn't want to give you the information
that they had?

THE WITNESS: Yes, eir,

A JUROR: For what reason®

THE WITNESS: That it would not be in the
public interest,

A JUROR: 8t%1l11, your Committee had a
seoret oommltteé; didn't it, so that when you
got information it wouldn't be given out to
the publioc?

THE WITNESS: (No answer, )

A JUROR: Forget that,

THE WITNESS: Yes, sir,

A JUROR: Thelr reply was Just that 1t was
not in the public interest?

THE WITNESS8: I have particular instances

Kisseloff-24868
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in mind,

A JUROR: Let us hear them,

THE WITNESS: 1In 1944, the Committee
served a subpoena upon the Commiassioner ofthe
Civil SBervice - Civil Service Commissioner
Mitahell - calling upon him to produce the
files of 120 Federsl employees - - I could be
wrong about the number,:

Mr, Mitochell refused to comply with the
subpoena and gave as his reaﬁona that he had
been directed to do so by the President of the
United States, upcn the advice of the Attorney
General, .

The last ocase that I recall immedistely,
or the one which has been most publicized, was
the effort on the part of the Committee to

obtaln a copy of the letter of March 15, 1947,

written by J, Edger Hoover, to W, Averill

-Harriman, regarding Dr, Edward U, Condon,

Wevdbmmunicated with the Attorney Oeneral
several tinee'diﬁegtly upon.that, and the re-
plies, whe ther dirgdt from the Attorney General

or through the President or,#hrough the Bedre% -

tgryqufdommé?be; was that it would not be in

the pubiigv1nterést{t¢-méke”ﬁhét 1nf§rmatibn"

Kisseloff-24869.
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In that particular case, the House adopted
a Resolution of Inquiry, by a vote of ten to
one, calling upon the Department to produce
the letter, but the President refused to do so,

A JUROR: Hasn't the President since is-
sued a blanket order not to?

THE WITNESS: As a matter of fact, I
think that the order was 1ssued as a direct
result of this request,

A JUROR: It has taken formal shape now,
hasn't 1t%?

THZ WITNES8S5: He i1ssued a "freeze order"
on 1%,

A JUROR: That i1s President Truman, ien't
1t?

THE WITNESS:

BY MR, WHEARTY:

Yaes, sir,

Q Mr, Stripling, to fill out the picture a
little bit, in the letters advising the Committee of the

reasons for not permitting the turning over of the

material that you wanted, 1sn't 1t a faot that there

was an explanation of the legal authority for that stand?
A Oh, yes, I don't mean to give the impression that

it was Just a blanket statement that it was against

" publio interest to turn the information over to us,

Kisseloff-24870
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It was anbstantiatad and aupplemented by briers beglnning_ Eg
with George Washington, I believe,

A JUROR: Nr, Stripling, ocan you under-
stand any reason why Mr. Chambers would bring
in Mr, Alger Hies' name - would it be in any_way
to his personal intersst to do so? |

THE WITNESS: 8ir, I know of no reason why
he would do go, I ocan elaborate a 1little bit
as to my own opinion, ,

‘A JUROR: Do you fhinklhls statements are
dependable in any way?

THE WITNESS: Well, I will say this: When
Mr, Chambers first testified in the open session
in Washington, and Mr, Hiss followed him two
days later in open session, in which he denled
this categorically - or at least he gave the
appearance of denying it categorically - he oon-
vinced everybody in the room - - I would say
there wers six hundred people there - - that he
never knew this person and he had never seen
this person; and but for one or two slips which
Mr, Hiss made I don't think any of this would
have come out,

But when we began to 1nvesﬁigate, we found

out that what Mr, Chambers had sald about Mr,

Kisseloff-24871
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Hiss, in all the detsils that we could check,
vas exsotly correot,

Here is what we did: VWhen Mr, Hiss replied
on the stand, everyh@dj was convinced that here
a great injustice had been done, and we as &
Committee had beeﬁ used by Mr, Chambers to destroy
the reputation of the man.

That very night, Mr, Nixon and two other
members and I ~ I am not sure whether it was that
night or the next night, but we procesded to New
York, and in this very building we brought Mr,
Chambers in and we sald to him: "All right, You
say you know thie man, You say you knew him ﬁell,
What are the detalls on how well you knew him?
Were you ever in his house? Where was the fur-
niturs placed? What did they eat?"

And 'he gave us the answers, and then
we -took the information that he gave us and
checked it, and it checked out, It checked out
to euch perfection that the oredibility of ir,
Chambers was - = I don't know where you are
going to draw the line, but I know on two or
three times I was definitely of the lmpression
that he was lying, and he was not lying,

When he told the story of the automobile,

I didn't believe 1t; but it turned out that the.
Kisseloff-24872
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story of the automoblle is true, We haven't
g been able to locate the automcbile, but Mr, Hiss
| certainly did not tell the full facts about the
automobile,

A JUROR: What slip or two was that that
you ascertalned Mr, Hlss made?

THE WITNESS: I don't say 1t was a slip,
necessarily, sir, I would say 1t was hls manner,

and the faot that when you read the . record he’

d1dn't say exaotly what he left the impression’
that he had sald, |
% In other words, his denials were not straight;
| they were always qualified in certain 1aﬁguagé,
and so forth, | ’ N
A JUROR: Thank you, |
ANOTHER JUROR: May I sk you, Mr, Btripling,
when Mr, Chambafsioame beforé-fhe Committee
originally, was he a-vﬁluntarywipneséff 
THE WITNEBB. .NO,'air,{hé was not,
A JUROR: He' waa'not'aliblﬁntary“ﬁitﬁésﬁ? ;
THE WITNESS' 'Nd,,air, not 1n any degree O
A JUROR' Had he been 1nveatigateﬁ by you
and you served 8 s&poena upon him S 1g that 1t?
THE WITNEBS.. You understand that the story
'or Hr Ohambere about the whola bualnesa generally
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hed been floating around Washlington for many
. , vyeara, It was nothing new, The Chambers story
| had bean heard before,

I sent two members of my staff - Mr, 6 Wwheeler
and Mr, Mandell - to see Mr, Chambers early this
year, It would jmqbably be January or February,
but 1t wae early this year, And they were to
see him not about Alger Hles, but we were in-
‘vestlgating certaln psople - namely, Nathan
Gregory Silvermaster - and the whole thing_gfew
out of the Condon case, |

We knew that Bllvermaster was friendly
with Condon, andfso forth, and what we were
really working on was the Condon ocase,
| When thevy went to see Mr, Chambers, it
was during the lﬁterview then that he told them
this story, but not in too much detall,

Then, when’phis Grand Jury had been con-
8ldering the Elizabeth Bentley case - we had
R been waiting rcr"fha Grand Jury to give us the
f!l.i;?‘~j '§ ; o opportunity to bp§n3_1n the witnesses Silver-

‘ : ?7T f~: o master and others, in’publio sesslon, and‘when
fffpffT - © e brought in Mias Bentley and these other
‘ 5}5:?:‘;}f   N witneeees,-uhy aome or the people mentioned in
ERP T Am.ss Bentley s teeumony We felt t14d in %o

et b s ,; K;sseloff—24874
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Mr, Chambers and brought him to Washington,

" There was no qommunloatloh rromvﬁf;‘v’
Chambers, or any one oﬁnneotéd with Mr, Chambers,
that he wanted to'testify or;hélwould»llke to ‘
testify, or anything Iike.that,

A JUROR: Ié it 1ﬁ the power of the
Committee to give anybody immunity?. '

MR, WHEARTY: That 1s a legal question,

I don't know whether Mr, Btripling wants to
answer that or not, I will be glad to help
you out on 1it, |

THE WITNESS: Well, - -

A JUROR: The reason I am asking the
question is, I am following current events,
end want to know why today you see in the paper

that - I think it was Mr, Nixon who sald he

thought 1t would be a misteke 1f Chambere were

1ndlcted,

THE WITNESB: Well, sir, why Mr, Nixon
8aid that I would much prefer that he answer
i1t, but about the immunity - -

A JUROR: I am wondering why Mr, Nixon

made that statement, because, after all, Mr,

Kisseloff-24875
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- Nixon is working on the case with you, and I
~ want to know what he had in his mind,

THE WITNESS: I would be glad to give
you the background of the immunity, but - -

A JUROR: Have you offered Mr, Chambers
anything in the way of immunity?

THE WITNEBS: We can't offer him any
ilmmunity, sir, but there is a provislon which
says that a person can not be prosecuted in a
oriminal action for what he says before a Com-
mittee of Congress; and the reason for that
statute 18 so that a pefson before a Committee
of Congress can not refuse to answer a question
under the Fifth Amendment,

But the matter, as Mr, Whearty can tell
you, has not bgen clearly determined in the
Courts,

Whether or not a man can absolutely re-
fuse to answer a qQuestion before a Committee
of Congress, I don't know; but that 1s the
reason for the statute, so that he can not
refuse to answer,

A JUROR: Does your Committee have any
other evidenoce such as this, about anybody else

concerned ln this whole investigation?

- Kisseloff-24876
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THE WITNESS: B8ir, the only evidence that
I am aware of - -

A JUROR: I mean such as this - real evi-
dence?

THE WITNESS: Wll, when you mfer to real
evidence, I don't bellieve we have anything in
documentary form - no, sir - but we do have a
oase that we have been very 'much concerned with,
that involves the Government.

BY MR, DONEGAN:

Q I would like to clarify that, Is that evi-
dence related to this case? If it is, I think the Grand
Jury would like to hear 1f, A Well, Mr, Donegan, I
don't know whether it 1s related or not, I have in mind
the case which we made a report}on several months ago,
involving Clarence 31eky and his wife, Marola 8an Hiaky,
and Dr, Chapin regarding the thett of atomic secrets,

Q Now, is that in any way - using the general.
tgrm, and I think you ,ogm'evéluate the general term,
since you are familiar with'thé Bentley story; 8o to
speak - - ig that in any way related to the Bentlay story?

paratus, then 1t oould well be that lt would tie 1n jI
don't know that, N - | | |
 Kisseloff-24877
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Q Well, do you have any knowledge that it tles
in with 4%, inasmuch as you are familiar with the Bentley
story? A No, sir,

Q Now, with reference to the Chamber s-Hies si‘tu-
ation, with which ws are particularly concerned now, do
you have any knowledge that it ties in there? A No, sir,
not direotly, I mean, there might be indirect deductions
that you could make, but not directly, no, sir,

Q Well, in order to save time, in your opinion
do you think it would be of particular value to this Grand
Jury, knowing that they have been considering the Bentley
story and the Hiss-Chambers story? A Well,vthe only
evidence that}would refer to, Mr, Donegan, 1s the testi-
mony of Mr, Chapin himself, He confessed to the ocon-

" spiraoy,

Q He confessed to what? A Well, we refer to

it as a oonspiraocy,

Q Well, the point of this, Mr, Stripling - and

'5?rl;1~th1nk'you‘rully.underetand it - 1s,0one very important

"fi?freapon, and the real reéson,‘of having you here before
3'f3§he*0rand Jury 18 Af there 1s anything that you have or
§7 §you know of, or At there 1e anything that the Committee

RN jfhaa, that would aid ‘this Grand Jury, elther with reference

ﬂ l”"'_,;:.':;:1:0 the Bentley story or: with referenoe to the Ohambers-
41.gevf?nzsa -tory. they vant %o hear 1%, and I want you to feel

Klgseloff—24878 o
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-~ rree to give it out,

ie related to thoee mattere, heoauee yOu know it and

don't know it ana g0 I ean't eey.- A No,- eir, I he _f‘“

"no evidenoe but we are. uorking on varioue anglee now
thet Af they were to develop, ; have been inetruoted bj
the Committee that eny material which we get relating to
either or these cases - either the Bentley oaee or the |
other - to immediately bring it to the attention of the
Grand Jury, and the thing I have in mind now ie, we have
been working ror several daye on the typewriter angle,j'
and we heve obtained two or three eamplee --

Q Let us explain the typewriter engle to the

"Grand Jury, I think Nr Stripling ie referring to the

typewriter that Mrs, Hiss is supposed to have oopied the
reports on? A That'e right A
| A JUROR: That came from ; BeE father?
THE WITNESS: That'e right .
A JUROR: Does your-Oom@ittee have a
peyehiatriet on it? | : |
THE WITNESS: No, ma'am, -
A JUROR: There wasn't &ny psyohiatriat
in Court, watehieg theee people that gave;their

testimony?

-~ Kisseloff-24879
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_ THE WITNESS8: It is a publioc hearing, and
there may have been five or six hundred people
in’the aﬁdience, but I ﬁon't know of ‘any pey-
ohiatrlet there, |

A JUROR: bon't you think Mr, Hies le a
gort of mental case, trying to block out some-
thing in his baokground? You know, there are
things that they can block out,

THE WITNESS: The only thing is that Mr,
Hisse definitely gave the Committee and the pub-
1ic and Congrese wrong information about matters
that he knew about,

A JUROR: I thought it was very simllar
to Hauptmann, When he was on the stand, he was
blooking things out, and I was wondering if 1%
1 the same type of mentallty,

THE WITNESS: I don't know that, Mr,

Hiss is very agile mentally,

A JURCR: I am sure he 1s,

ANOTHER JUROR: What maejor function does
your Committee perform that no other governmental
instrumentality has as i1%s function? We would
all like to know about it - and I know I would,

THE WITNESS: All right, air, A Committee
of Qongreaa has a right of subpoena, In other

wordse, a Committee can issue & subpoena for
Kisseloff-24880
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anybody - -

A JUROR: I would like you to tell us
what you do that other governmental departments
or functione can't do or don't do, and that's
all,

THE WITNESS: Fundamentally it 1s the
duty of a Committee of Congress, and 1ts func-
fion, to investigate anf situation which they
are authorized to investigate, to determine
whether or not legislation is needed, or
whe ther legislation should beorepealed, on a

given situation,

In determining that fact, it is necessary .

that they have the facts, and that they be
able to get those facts, by the subpoenaing

N of evlidence and by the taking of testimony;

‘Our Committee has always functioned g

prinoibally'oa an 1netrument of exposure, In |

; other worde, it 15 not illegal to be a Com-

E munist in the Unlted Btates, and you oouldn't |
o.proaoouto anybody ror being a Communiat in the
‘lUnitod Btates s , |
‘v But. our Gommlttee, over a period of ten
I?.years, has" exposed hundreds and hundreda of L
';poople who were Oommuniate and who vere doing

2 overythlng ‘An thelr power to destroy the very |
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Government which protected them,

Now, those people could not be prosecuted.
In the oase of Higs and Chambers and this ap-
paratus, 1f before 1t reached the stezge of
esplonage, the setting up and operation of

an apparatus in the Government - I don't know

: between'your Committee and the Grand Jury, let

5! whether i1t is8 1illegal or not - - |
g A JUROR: Mr, Stripling, you indicated é
% that you have exposed those people, but has ;
% your Committee made any suggestione for chang- 5

% ing the laws?
?_ ? THE WITNESS: Many, sir, %
; § A JUROR: Many, you say? §
| % THE WITNES8: That's right, |
| < % A JUROR: The fundamental difference %

us eay, is that this 18 an entirely seoret
' body, and we ocan't tell the public what we do,

" and your Committee mskes it all publio?
THE WITNESS: Well, the function of a

puplxo’committée'xn congreés - 1t should be
- puSiib‘g - in other words, they lean to public
"1a§uég‘rathér‘thgn.privéte, '
il(_A<JUBOR:j}Iﬁfbﬂher‘wbrda, Af the facte

"’ were brought out in'a jury room, and there wers
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no indictment, the facts would dle; but - -

THE WLTNESS: * I don't Know whether it 1a

proper to make. the statement or not, but whether

or not an 1ndletment were to rlow rrom thia
Grand Jury - - | :_ | e

A JUROR: Don't mistake me, I am not dlé?
ocussing whethar,orfnbt“ﬁe w111~1nd10€.' Perhapa
I didn't make myself clear, :Bus in any ocase,
and forgetting this»partioular oase,7 in any |
case, under any clﬁouﬁafanoeh;‘ir nojlndictment
took form in this Jnry room éf'any other Jury
room, the publioc might never hear of the case?

THE WITNEBS: That's rfght, sir,

A JUROR: But you actually handle it dif-
ferently, and use whatever publicity methods
you desire? | |

THE WITNESS: The Committee does that,

A JURDR} Ir I gave any suggeafion that
we had an indictment here in mind, I want to
corraoct that immedlately, ,

ANOTHER JUROR: Fér instance, I have
learned Just recently that the statute of limi-
tations in esplonage isthree years, which does
not seem right to me.

Now, ig that something that such a Com-

mittee as yours would take care of, 1r they
Kisseloff-24883
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R S I R V11 N ‘ thought it nacessary?
. S s THE WITNESS: I feel positive, sir, that
N as a result of the work of this Grand Jury, re-
gardless of what the outcome may be, that there
wlll he numerous changss in the statute in the
?:; | o | next Gongrees,
o A JUROR: That wouldn't affect the case

here, would 1t?

THE WITNESS; No, it wouldn't,

BY MR; WHEARTY ;

Q@ You have already put out a report as one of

your recommendations that the statute be changed with re-

spect to esplonags, haven't ycu! A Yes, One of our

Committees asked about two years ego that the statute be

£y}

extended, but 1t was never made law,

A JURCR: When you hended that subpoena

to Mr, Whittsker Chambers, to produce everything

thst he had, hed you the slightest idea at that
time that you were going to be suppllied with all
this information, or was it a mere wish on your

part?
THE WITNESS: I was fishing, I will say

that, but when he sald to me that he had in-
formation and he would turn it over, I was very

optimistic, because when you get anything out of
Kisseloff-24884
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Chambers, why, I think it would be worth-while,
~BY MR, DONEGAN:
Q May I ask you a question there, as related to
Chambers' mental processes - - let us put it that why - -
‘do I understand he made no explanation as to why he hadn't
told you about it before? A I hadn't seen Mr, Chambers a
then, o |
| Q No, I mean at the time he made the statement,
and you gave him the subpoena, did he make any explanation
then as to why he-hadn't told you about it before? A Oh,
yes, | |
Q I don't think we have that, What was that
explanation? A Well, Mr, Nixon 1s a Quaker, and Mr,
Chambers, I belleve, héa neoehtly become a Quéker;iand'he
looked at Mr, Nixon and he said "You will understand thia s
Ani then he told us that orlginally, when he =
decided to tell as much ae he did that he debated withln |
his own mind ror a long tlme - in faot he sald, “I debated:
'a day' - - I don't know Just the term he uaed but he ' . |
‘said that he had- eearohed his soul, 8o to ‘speak, to dectde |
whether or not he would do thlao and then he’ aald that
'Gonditlone in the world and n he aald “Ohina partioularly

. be cleared up was ror me to go all the way,4

i

i

i

|

|

convinoad me that the only way that thia thing oould ever }
. E b

Q Waa any . queation raiaed at ‘that tlme, elther i
, . |

)

"
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.;qunt to do thls, being a Quaker, but he wanted to break
[ T

A No, sir,
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by Mr, Chambers, Mr, Nixon, or whoever else wag present,
a8 to how he could explain his conduct in not producing
these documents or the informa$ion oontained in the doou-
mente? A No, eir, we dldn't go into that one bit,
Q@ When 1t was before formal bodies, elther the
Committee or the Grand Jury - that was 1ot gone into?
Of oourse, you understand that here was a
men who was confessing, and we wanted to get the informa-
tion, and I saw no point - -
Q Understand me, What I want to get at is
aomething that will throw some light on what Chambers said
to you or to the Committee or to anybody else, that he

A No, elr, he sald that he didn'tg

Q Nr, Stripling, one of the Grand Jurors has

 ;  fg1ven me this newspaper here - - this 1s today's issue
ot THE NEW YORK TINES, December 9th - - "Mr, Stripling

Athen aaked 1: ‘he had ever 1ndicated where the evidenoce

; ﬁe 1ndioated that 1t was in a safe place ror trading
pnrp; é§ wlth the ola G?D (Bovlet Seoret Police) or other

Ruseian agenoies, 1n tha event he, hia wife or chil-
e ore, plaoed_ln any homr‘ '* When did he give that

A’Lne azan's give that, alr That must be f:

,‘.\

explanation?

; ngssgloff— 24886




......

Rt LV R

You eee, Mr Levine 1a testirying here, sir

K JURDR'j Did Mr Chambere aleo say tha"

' of the teneta of the Quaker raith was | ndt to" "
‘hurt anyboay - did he make that statement* é
THE WITNESB. He said that he was oonaider- ?'

'1ng the human element ‘That 19 the term he. used,

- Whon he testiried the rirst tlme, in other words .
- - Mr, Nixon kept asking him all along;'”Well §
why didn't you aay somethlng about this before ‘- ?
vhy have you waited?" or eomething like that, and
he . went into what I have related | ’

!hen he aaid thore vas a great atruggle
in his own mind becauee of the human element°? ,
that he wanted to deetrov the ooneplraqy or - i
Communism, but he wanted to do 1t without deetroy--
- dng the humane, 1t poeslble, but he sald he waa
oconvinced now that it was not possible to do 1t

A JUROR: He excluded Hiss whenlhe aa;d
he felt 1t his duty to divulge 1%, I read that
in the paper, | | B 4 ' |

ANOTHER JUROR: Did he refer to Ith,e" statute
of limitations as a prb%éotionhror them, as a |
thing that would save tham from being hurt?

THE WITNESB' ‘No, eir, He has never brought

any such condition up, and in my own mind all
Kisseloff-24887 -
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. along, all the suspiolons that I had th@t.he had
Asbmethlng, I had‘flgured that it was because he
was in Qo deep himself that Be didn't want to

 come out with it because he felt he would be

. putting his neck in a noose,

That was my own impression, but he never

gadd that he was concerned as to whet would hap-
a3 pen with him, |

| BY MR, WHEARTE:

o Q Mr, Stripling, last Baturday, the 4th of

- December, Mr, Fay and I went over to your dofice, and we

-examined the reproductions of the prints of these fllms,

'+ and at that time saw the films themselves, I think I
should ask you these questions, so that the Jjury will
know, Have you since turned the films over to the F, B, I,

for technlcal proocessing? A No, sir, That was supposed
to have been done this morning; it may have been done by

thie time.
Q@ In looking at the copies that Mr, Wheeler pro-

duced for the Grand Jury, I think I recall that at least
ohe drawing s not included in the sheets that I saw - -
A I aqked Mr, Wheeler if he absolutely took everything,
| and hgiéaid he did, 1If there 18 a dlagram missing, the
. only explanation I can make is that two men from the Navy
l 5epartment came and asked if they could examine the mate-

rial that was supposed to be from the Navy, If they
- - Kisseloff-24888
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Q It was a communication device, -Aj'That's
right, ”
| Q I_ldoked through the papers here, and that.
does not seem to be here among them, and I thoﬁght it
might have been an inadvertent omission, ahd-Ilvantedytha
Jury to knaw‘that full ooples will be made availabie to

‘them, A I will ba glad to assure you Mr Donegan - -

.the queation, and ir you will Just state that you are not :

BY ‘MR, DONEGAN:
| Q I talked to you abont this the other night,
and I haven't any queation on 1t A Burely.' I asked

Bureau makes their sets today you oan get it, |
Q Well, the polnt 19 that Mr whearty wasg up

- 'and spoke to you,with Mp, th, an& he eaw that laat Bat-
urday, I bave no know].edge of: that of oouree ‘

Now I would 11ke to aak you a: queetion, Kr

1 Stripling, and perhaps you are not 1n a. poaitlon to answer

‘in .the pocition, ‘that will 'be satiaraotory, ,

" There has boen cons&derable publioity given to

: 1“,the Oommlttee and the Grand Jury as to ita tunotion, and
"'.thera hag been the queation ooming up with rererenoo to |
|’ publio hearlngs, and the orroot on the Grand Jury 1nqu1ry
"as to public hearings uo e '

1 Mr, wheeler, and he eaid he took everything, but when the -

v, o i o - 8
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Mr, McGohey and myself appeared before your Bub-
‘Committee at the Commodore Hotel on December 6th, at which

time I think I can state - and you oorrect me if I am not

i'ﬂstating it correctly - that the Committee sald that they

would cooperate fully,

Now, there has been further - - I understand that
that was & Sub-Committee? A Yes, sir,

Q Now, there have been further hearings in Wash-
ington, Are you in any position to state as to what the
Committee's intentions are with reference fo public hear-
ings, and what witnesses will be oalled? A 8ir, I would
like personally very much fo tell you exactly what I know,

Q But you are not in a position to? A I will

~say why, The rules of the House of Representatives gtate

specifically that no one, not even a Member of Cengress,

oan divulge what takee plsce in an executive meeting of

{_‘the'Houaé or of a House Committee, without the express

,"authority of the House, by a vote,

Now, Af I wers to %8ll you what happened yesterday

"'1nfthe Committee room, whan Mr, Gamnbell and Mr, Fay were

'*“Ci;berdre the Gommittee, I would be violating my oath to the

i

- XIf you teel that shonld, I ahall be glad to

‘%”Qéﬁbﬁit it to tha Bouse, but I am ln that posltlon

WLTQ As you reoall I qualified my queetion by

TKisseloff-24890
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saying I didn't know whether you were in a poaitibn to

angwer that question, and the reason I aaked the question,

ags I saild before the Sub-Committee on Deoember Gth that

“fi;fthe Grand Jury was quite ooncerned and I wae there for

that purpose, to express the concern of the Grand Juny,

.but now I understand that you are not in the position‘to

comment on that, A No, sir, I am not,
MR, DONEGAN: I think the Orand Jury 1s

planning to suspend now,

(WITNESS EXCUSED)
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