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Ce My final recmendnﬁon is that we Wry to bat some change in
attitude in 1ISA-16, toward greater objectivity in rezard to what is to be
considered inca:nnatiole with our form of government,

WILLIAY F, FRIEDRAN
Special As=sistant

1 Incl to Coment 2
Coments on D/F from SEC
to V/DIR on Clearance of
SCAT'P Personnel.
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Yo I realize that it is Security's business to search for, collect, and
present unfavorable or discreditable information, that is, evidence or indica-
tions of loyalty or security risks, in the case of each person for whom our
specisl type of clearance is being sought. I realize that it is not Securityt's
tusiness to search for, collect, and prasent favorable or creditable iaformation.
But it seems to me that when Security has collected the latter type of informa-
tion it should zive some recoznition thereto and try to throw it in on the other
side of the clearance scale, to counterbalance the bad. However, if nobedy will
agree vith me on this point, then this weighing in of the 9good" with the ¥bad"
should be done by the reviewing authorities, on the echelon immediately above
RSA-16, namely, the Chief of Staff, the Vice Director, and the Director. I
take it that that is why these papers on lHorse, Newman, and Ulan were sent to
7ou, and it is on that basis that I aake my coments below.

2, a. It sppears to me that Securily is overly-cantious on this nmatter
of clearance for our work., In order to indicate whal leads me to this opinien,’
I attach hareto a detailed corment on Security's inclosures desling with the
three men mentioned above.

‘b, What nakes me spprehensive about our clearance procedures is that
we have here three cases on wiich we wanted nore infomation and asked NS&~16
therefor. ‘then we got the information I, at least, do not see too sound grounds
for aob going ahsad with clearance, This rgises the question: how about the
mndreds of cases we do not see and do not ask about? Are the .NSA-16 procediures
and interpretations too st.ﬁet, so thai we lose many potentially valuable appli-
cants for jobs? Furthsrmore, I am really apprehensive of what will happen to us
when it becomss 'mown that, so far as N5A-16 is concernsd, membership in organ~
izations such as the Anerican Association for the Advancement of Science and the
tmerican !Mathematical Society is considered by NSi-16 ss derogstory. We are not
only not going to be able to build up our staff but may, in fact, lose many
competent people we now have, whose loyality and security hitherto have been
unruestioned, Hany of our upper-level employees are members of these orgeniza-
tions; if membership in then disqualifies applicenis, it will sooner or later
be deemed sufficient to warrart temimation of services of actual employees:
the -obvims precaution is to iransfer or look elsewhere for employment.

3. . 8. In regard to Dr. Newman, who bas 2 clearance for SECRTT, I rocowmend
aoing ahead with nis part.icip:tlon in SEMIP, 1953, which requires no Migher
clearance.

be I mcomxend, further, that in the other twe ceses, Morse and Ulan,
we should try to get whatever waivers nay really be required, to enable us to
avail cursslves, in matters classified through STUCRRY, of their high professicnal
qualn.fic&td.ans.
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Comments on a D/F from Colonel Wyman to Admiral Wenger
on Clearance of SCAMP Personnel

1. a. The subject nemorandum cutlines derogatory material uncovered by
HS&~I6 in the course of investigation of three peaple: Professor Phillip
HeCord Horse, Dr, fiorris Newmaw and Dr. Stanislaw i1, Ulam.

" b, I shall start by taking up the factual or slleged derogatory
. naterial on cach of the above naned individuals in tarm. I shell also
1ist some non-derogatory matarial on each of tie three people.

2. a. !orse is a full professor at 'IT; his major subject is, I believe,
Physles. He has been Director of Srookhaven Laboratory, which is a
research laboratory of the Atomic Tnergy Comnrission., le was also the
founder and first Director of the Yeapons System trvaluation Group, which

is now the principal Operations Analysis Group for the Joint Chiefs of
Staff.

be [54-16 lists lorse's associations and affiliations "with organ-
izatIons who by their ideclogies and public staading are kmoun tc be
incompatible with the United States form of govermment,? as follows: -

(1) Yassaclmsetts Civil Liberty Union.

lly comment: While this Union has been cited by Californis
“Coomitiee on Un-American Activitdes, I am not sware that
it is known to be incompatible with the United Statss
forn of govermment. It mipght be, but if so, it comes as
a distinct surprise to me. It is not on the list of
sybversive organizations cited by the Attorney General
of the U.5.; nor is the American Givil Liberlies Union,
the parent organization, on the Attorney Gensralts list -
as yot. If we are to be juided by what any committee
of one of the LB or L9 states fesls about an organ-
ization, I do not think there will be many organizations
in the U.S. that will ®pzass” the test.

(2) The snmerican Soviet Science Socisty, Incorparated.

- My comment: There is no question sbout this society having
en cited by the Attorney Ceneral of the United States.
However, at one time, during a period shortly after its
founding, this society was in no way subversive. UWhen
it became clear to Averican scientists that this o
ization had been infiltrated, many scientists immediately
dropped their pembership, Sone were aven expelled, No
statement is made concerning wbether, in fact, Professor
Morse did tils, whether he is row a member, how long he
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was a menber, etc. It seems to me to be of the greatest
imporiance to Imow when, if ever, a person under investi-
gation for clearance dropped membership in an orgenisa~
tion which has been cited by the Attorney General of the
United States. In this connection, the case of another
vroxinent scientist, Prof. Phillp ilorrison, is worth
thinking about, as rolated in the attached newspaper
account (AP dispateh of 9 Jioy 1953).

(3) The Pducational Fumi { the Ezmrgemy Comrittee of Atomic
Scientists,

Hy comnent: 7There seen to 'he several thinys agninst EIcn'se on
account of his connection with this comxittee, TFirst, he
is a trustee of the Comniitee; next, the names of othex
nenbers of the Comittes are cited as those of people
obviously not to be trusted., The other members mentioned
are Harold C. Urey and Limus Pauling. 1 do not imow how
Harold C. Urey becape a "fellow-irasaler® or evem how the
authorities define or delermine what such a treveler is,
but I do know that he is a Tobel Prize winner, important
contributor t¢ the atoxic bard development, axd an outs
spoken anti-communist. I do not know oun vhat grounds
Limus Panling is considered a cormunist suspect, tut I

_ do know that he is President-Elect of the Mational Academy
oi‘ Scienges of the United States. Iy comrent under a
with respect to listing by a committee of one of
rrie e I} or L9 states of the Umion, aleo appliss to the
citing of the Emergenty Comaittee of Atomic Scientdists
-.by the Joint legislature Fact Finding Committee of the
State of ilashington.

(L) The Scientists Committee on Loyalty Problems.,

Yy coment: Iembership in this commitiee, cited by the House
n-Amorican Activities Committes, may be sufficient juste
ification for denying llorse clearance. Observe, howewer,
that it is not stated that he is a neriber but only that
he is a sponsor. I a3 nod quite sure what this means and,
in fact, it may be that sponsorsiip is worse than member-
ship froa the peint of view that il may imply greater

participation.

{S) I see nothing derogatory whatever in the firs’e_santence; as
to the secomd, a fect is a fact no matter vhere it appears.
Woy bold it against Iforse thet the fact was mublished in a
wall-inown Corpmunist journal?
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{6) Same comment as applicd to ithe first sentence of {5) above;
as to the second sentence, if anything, this is an item in
favor of Horse.

. ¢. Finally, the report concludes with the statement that Ilorse's

. collearues considered hin loyal. It sppears to me that of the six
comments only (2) and (L) are relevant and these need further expansion.
There is a2 quotation from USCIB £% witich states that "The person shall
be of excellent character anl discretion, and of unquesiioned loyalty to
the United States. There shall be no exception to this requirement.®
Professor Jorse is certainly of exccllent character and there has never
been any question concerning lis discretion, The question of his loyalty
remains to be exanined and it is quite possible that further investigation
developing around points {2) and (i) may indicate that there is some doubt
concerning his loyalty. However, on the basis of what lhias been presented
I do not see hov this conclusion was reached,

3o 8¢ The case of Dr, Morris Newuan is considerably different from that
of Professor Worse. Dr. Hewman is denied clearance for the following
reasons: :

(1) &ms -other is not a citizen of the United States.

(2) fis wife did not 1ist membership in @ cited organization when
", spplying for a govermmenit position. The entire facts of her
sugpension are uot lnown by this Agency, at this time.

My comments: Point (1) is not at complete variance with

i #5, since that docunent merely states that a personts
parents should be citizens of the United States, 2rd not
that they smst be titizens of the United States. The
real cuestion is, where is his motber? Is she in the
U.Ss or in some country behind the iron curtain? How
strictly USCID regulations are to be internreted is, of
course, a matter for top level policy, Lut it is my
opinion that NSA-16¢s interpretation is entirely too
strict when it wishes to deny even a start on cleargnes
simply becmuse of the fact cited in point {1} above.

Point (2) is somewhat bothersome to me. It says that
“The entire facts are not known by this Agency, at this
time," but it appears to me that we should itry to
ascertain then before coging to any final conclusions,
{hen qualified scisntific personnel at this Ajency nake
serious effort to obtain the services of qualified
scientific personnel at other agencies it appears to
me that SA~16 should make every effort te get all the
facts needed, In this connection it is interesting to
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note that NSA~16 states that Dr. Newnman's wife hed been
tleared of loyally charpes; I therefore do not ses why
Neuman'g clearance should now be in guestion on secount
of his wife's clearance difficulties,

be Drs Neumants memberstip in three organizations is discussed in

1SA-Y6's report. Fven though 20 mention is made of these nemberships in
the concluding reasons for denisl of clearance, I am at a loss to under-
stand why they are mentioned at ail., The first of these organizations
© is the American Association for the Advancement of Sceience. This is a

- completely aon-political, scientific-organization whose membership comw
prises thousands of outatanding scientists. The second organization
nentionsd is the American Mathematical Soeiety. To put it didly, it
is a rather far-fetched even to hint thal a person is not clearable
because he belongs to this society., dJobn von Neumemn was president of
this society from 1950 to 1552. Present and past members vho worked at
or with the Azency and who have COHINT ¢learance are: H. H. Campsigne,
W. D. Yray, S. ¥ullback, R. A. Leibler, J. J. Bachus, K. . Gleason,
‘farghall 4Yall, S. S. Cairns, H. P, Robertson, H. 7. Eagstrom, C. B.
Tomplcine, Gna Rees, and about £ifty other people at the Agency. There :
is no comment Ly NSK~16, or i, on the third organization, the Mathematical
Association of America., That is fortunaie since this organization cone
cerng itself primarily with the teaching of collepe mathematics,

S« Finally we come to the case of IUr. Stanislau Ulam. This is the -
strangest case of the three, It 2ppears to me that HSA-16 does not suppert
its case for denying Ulam COMINT clearance by its owa quotes. Under item
{2) let us consider the reasons for denying clearance point by point:
points {a), (b) and (c} azain are questions of strict, —ediuwm, or loose
interpretation of USCIN £S5 and I shall not go into them. In point (d) it
is stated that Ulam is not considered to be of excellent discretion and
~ items X4 {3}, 1d {4), and 1d (7) are the references. ILet us look at those
references in inverse order:

(1) In 12 (7), Vlian is characterized as a talkative, sociable
individual’'but not indiscreet and was, in fact, most circume
spect regarding confidential matiers. 0How can snyone com-
ceivably interpret this statement as indicating that Ulam
is nolt conzidered to be of excellent discretion?

{2) In 1d (L) it is stated that Tlam "is not too discreet, although
if told not to tell anything, he would not tell it.” Againl
Tail %0 see how this indicates indiscretion on Agency problems,
since we certxiniy tell people not to tell secrets.

(3} In 14 (3) it is stated that Ulan is in the interviewee’s
opinion somewhat indiscreet. However, this seems to be the
only evidence of Tlam's indiscretion. Also it is to be noted
that no account is taken of any of the zood things which have
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been sazid about Ulazn, Appsrently only derogatory or
possibly derogstory information is ziven any weight, but
this may be consistent with the thesis that it is
Security's business Lo search for derogatory evideme

Drﬂyo

(L) In point 2 {e) it is stated that Ulam and wife are known
to asnociate with a comunist sympathizer. Ieference is
made to 1 {g). Bubt lLere it is stated that Ulam and wife
are clozely associated with someone who is known to have
associsted with people of comrunist sympathy and who is
binsclf suspected of sympatby with commnist ideals. It
is also stated that it is the informant!s opindon that
(laxn does not subscribe to the theories and ideas of his
wife and the [irst associaie. Hole again that the nega-
tive material, no atier how slight, is given weight
while the positive material is completely ignored.

(5) Finally, in 2f it is stated that Ulam's wife is considered
extra orogressive and even radicgl in her nolitical views.
‘fnen one exarrines the data presemted to support this claim
it is azain noted that the informant stated that (lam does

_not cubscribe o the t"eories and ideas o his wife.

. 4o 2. A&s in the case of Jewman, there are many items collected undsr
Tam's name uwhich are not included arou: the reasons why Ulan was denied
clearante. »hy were they collected or having collected them; why are
they mentioned? Some of them appear io be :u'relemnt, some “alf-truths
and some even support Ulon's loyalty and discretion.

i). On the basis of what WSA-1S mresents it amnears to ne that Ulam
is certainly 2 clearsbie individual, there is no question concerning
clearance for Jewnan, and the case of llarse nerits further imesh;:af.ion.

¢+ Finally, the items regarded by Security as being derogatory raise

a nnestion as to vhether Secur:.ty is be::q" realistic in its field. Some
£ thom are relevant, sone are irrelevant and some, far froo being deroga-

tory, are actually’ just the oppbsite. This would appear Lo indicate at
least some lack ol nerspective on the part of Security. Jne may conclude
that many loyal and potentially waluatle people are being lost to the
Agency by too-inflexible interpretations vidich, step by step, will soon
lead to eguating membership in the American Hathematical Society with
nembership in truly subversive orga_rﬁ.zttmns such as the Communist Party
of America,
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