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r" It also i3 to be noted that the Manhattan Engineer District
furnished Dr. Fuchs' name to the Bureau on March 28, 1944, after a Bureaun
Inguiry concerning the personnel of the British Miession in the United States
working for the Manhattan Engineer District. The Manhattan Engineer District
also subsequently furnished on August 11, 1944, the fact that Fuchs was

being transferred to los Alamas., In addition, the Manhattan Engineer District
advised on July 2, 1946, that Fuchs departed on June 29, 1946, from Montreal,
Canada, for England. The Manhattan Engineer District never requested investi-
gation regarding either Fuchs or other members of the British Mission. Accord-
ing to the records of the Atomic Energy Commission, Fuchs was permitted to be
employed on the atomic energy project inasmuch as General Groves had been
assured by the British Supply Mission in North America that all members of the
British Mission working with the Manhattan Engineer District had been cleared
by British Security prior to thelr trip to the United Statea, )

With respect to the second visit by Fuchs %o the United States,
when he arrived in New York City on November 11, 1947, the records of the
Atomic Energy Commission contained a letter dated October 22, 1947, from

L. G. Ralfe of the British Commonwealth Scientific Office, Washington, D. C.,
to Carroll L. Wilson, General Manager of the Atomic Energy Commission, re-

questing a clearance for Fuchs. This clearance was given by letter to Mr.
Ralfe from Mr. Wilson, dated November 7, 1947. Burezu records failed to
reflect that the Atomic Energy Commission submitted Fuchs' name for a name
check or investigation in 1947. '

Fuchs was interviewed by Assistant Director E. H. Clegg and Special
Agent R. J. lamphere in Iondon, England, during the period May 20 through
June 2, 1950, |During the interview, he furnished essentially the same
information which had previously been furnished to the British and in some @)
instances elaborated upon the informationJ®XHe positively identified photo-
graphs of Harry Gold as being identical witl his American espionage contact.,
Two signed statements were obtained from Fuchs, one including therein
detailed information relating to the technical data furnished to the Soviets
and the other statement eliminating this technical data,
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B. JURISDICTION

1. Jurisdiction between the Manhattan B:g}noer Dis trict and the FBI

Tt g et ©

Dr. Emil Fuchs was employed by the British during the entire
tenure of bis association with atomic energy work in the United States.
&% loast the majority of this time, his salary was pald, according
4o the British, by the British Department of Scientifio and Industrial
Research.

While in the United States, Dr. Fuchs, of courss, was assooisted
with the Manhattan Engineer Distriot, and therefore, was under the juris-
diotion of the War Department. The Delimitations Agreanent in effect at
that time (Agreement signed February 9, 1942) provided that the Wer Depart-
ment would be responsible for investigation of ell civilian employees of the
War Department, as well as civilians on military resemtions or under
military control.

In a confersnce between Major Gemeral George V. Strong, Assistant
Chief of Staff, G-2, War Department and Mr. B. A. Temm on April 15, 1943 an
agreemont was reached that the Bureau would not take any action regarding
invesgtigations of persoms comnected with the Atamic Bamb Project (MED),
unless military intelligence specifically requested it. At this time, the
War Department stated they took complete respomsibility for protective
activities in comneotlion with the MED Project. Specifically, the Burean
was not to initiate any investigative activities except om request of the
War Department. This agreement, which was continued in effect during the
entire 1life of the MED, fixed oomplete responsibility for clearance pro-
cedures and investigations on the War Department. (100-180625-268) —

2+ Jurisdiction of the FBI under the Atomio Enorgy Act

The Atomic Energy Act was signed by the President on August 1,
1946. The Atomlo Energy Commission did not offioially take over the program
from the Menhatian Engineer District until January 1, 1947. 8ince that
later date, the Bureau has exercised jurisdiotion and conducted investigation
under the provisiona of the Atomie Energy Aot, which provided for:




o

(1) Investigations by the FBI wiih reference to charscter, assoc-
iations, and loyalty of all applicants for positions with, and employees of,
the Atomlc Energy Commissiom; all applicants for positions with and employees
of contractors and licensees of the Commission who will have access Lo re~
stricted data; and of all other perasons who will have access to restricted
data.

(2) Imvestigations by the FBI of all violations of the Atomle
Energy Aot. .

, _ The statute provides that notwithstanding the provisions set forth
above,t*during such period of time after the enactment of this Aot as may

be neces to make the investlgatlon, reporiy...(a) aay Individual wheo
was pem??;%é accass to restricted az%:& by the may be permitted access
to restricted data and (b) the Commission may employ any individual who was
employed by the MED.* (Sectiop 10 (5) (B) (iii) (Atomic Energy Act)

Ne request was received from the Atomic Energy Commission for
investigation of Fuchs when he received accass to restricted data in 1947,
although from the above-cited provisions it would appear that while they
could contime the clearance already lssued by MED, it would be necessary
that they immediately request an FBI investigation. Ne instance can be
recalled where the Atomi¢ Energy Commlssion requested the Bureau, under the
provislons of the stomlec Pnergy Act, to inveatigate a British or Canadian
sclentist or other employee who would have access to restricted data of the
Atomic Energy Commdssion.

On February 5, 1950, the following question was propounded to the
officials of the Atomie Energy Commissions ®Is it the policy of the United
States Atomie Energy Commission to request FBY investigations on British and
Canadian atomic energy persomnel who will have access to United States Atomle
Energy Commission restricted data or is it the poliecy to contime the practice
of the Manhattan Fngineering District of accepting the British and Canadian
investigations and clearances?™ Mr. Frank Hammack, Acting Director of Security,
obtained from Carroll Wilson, General Manager of the Atomic Energy Commission,
the following answer, which is quoted: %It has been the polioy of the United
States Atomic Energy Commisston to accept British and Canadian investigations
and clearsnces of their own persomnel, juat as they accept ours.»

on March 10, 1950, a memorandum was directed to the Attorney General
calling to his attention the policy of the Atomic Energy Commissgion in accept~
ing clearances from British and Canadian guthorities for their personnel who
work in the United States on phases.of the Atomde Energy program. It was
suggested that intelligence services of the foreign government clearing a
person subedt documentation in the form of a report. It was also suggested
that the person cleared file & questionnaire which could be mads svallable
% the Bureau. It was suggested that the pAttorney Genmersl would be interested
in the situation and would want to take the matter up with the state Depart~
ment and the Atomic Energy Commissiom. (65~58805-619)
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Our colliboration uu{x_m-ﬂu this case developed in the following

] . o ) _
' @ lreprcaentatiu of tho Breitish cmnienuom Int-elligenco for s
considerabls period of tim has been stationsd at the Army Security Agency, K
Arlington.Balle Certain information duling vith MGB - utivitiu in ku
had besn made availabls to British Inte iﬁ Afte
conferenses amang Gsneral Carter We.Clarke anﬁ 5 and MI: reprauutativu,

" arrangenents were made thr ir, for a discussion of mfomation .Cﬁ
available to us IMM representatives of {MI ¥I-6, )

eﬁanol along line was held anong repressntatives of. both MI=5-and
III-6

ial Agent Robert J. lLamphere on Apiil 4, 1949. Th , &

et discussions took place,. st which the British representatives wers
shown material which was believed to be of interest to th One of the .
satters brought to the attention of thefBritish Intelligencef representative
was material dealing with Rest (subsequently identified as Fuchs). The
British representatives indicated s considerable interest in the material
regarding Rest and indicated that they were attempting to identify him, The
actual identification of Hest was made by the Bureau upon the receipt of &
docutient from the Atomic Energy Commission on dugust 29, 1949, which was
identified as the document which had been passed to the Soviet Intelligence

irvico bi Rast ﬁﬂune 10, 1944.] The author of this document was X, Puchs,

XEx Septesber 7, 1949, a memorandum was received franEBritieh
Intelligence ] réquesting the Buresu's assistanc connection with
identification of Rest. On September 22, 1949,]British Intelligence aa advised
that the documant MSN-12 was undoubtedly the document furnished to the Soviet
Intelligence Service by Rest e available information gencerning the
aathor, Dr, Fuchs, was fu i "to]British Intalligence luding the fact
that his name appearsd in Israel erinta notebock, the fact that his
appeared on a list of Soviet sgents and Comminiats contained in a captured ™\
German document, and the fact that he had a married sister in the United
States, Kristel Heineman, whose husband, Robert Heineman, had been a member of
the Communist Party in Cambridge, Massashusetts. British Intelligence waa
advised that further investigation of the matter was in progress,.

(65~58805=3)
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From September 22, 1949, to February 2, 1950 {the date of Fuchs!
here was a oonstant exchange of memoranda betwsen the Burseau and
information developed by the Bureau of pertinency was furnished %o
on the receipt of information that Fuchs was to be arrested ty the
authorities on February 2, 1950, Special Agent Lish Whitsom was
immediately directed to fly to England and he arrived in Londoa on the night
of February 3, 1950. At the time Whitson a&rrived in London, the matter was.
already before the Court, Fuchs had been charged, end was ewaiting arrsigment
eand trial. Sir Percy J. Sillitoe, Director General of MI-5, advised Special
Agent Whitson that British orimipal regulatioms prohibited interviews with
prisoners awsiting trial or after cormitment,, unless the prisoners requested
guch an interview. 8ir Peroy stated that wunder British law, the witnesses
could not disocuss with anyone the confessions made by Fuchs nor could they
reveal to anyons either that he had made a confession or the substance or
details of such a confession. 8ir Paroy stated that should it come to the
attention of the Court that it had been publicly stated that Fuchs confessed,
or should it come to the attention of the Court that the substance of his
confession had been made available to outsiders, the Court would summarily
commit to jail officers of MI~5, and might at the same time dismiss the case
against Fuchae Sir Percy stated that he wished to assist the Bureau in every
way, but because of the nature and importance of the oase he could not afford,
under eny circumstances, to permit copies of the statements to be sent to
Washington. since, when the witnesses were called befors the Court, he wanbed
them to be able to state truthfully under cath that they had not viclated the
British laws in that respect. It was explained to Whitson that the procedure
in the case was entirely out of the hands of MI-5 and that the prosecution was
being handled by the Public Prosecutor under the Abttorney General of Great
Britain, and thet the custody of the prigomer was in ‘the hands of the Prison
Systen under the Hame Office.

With respect to an interview of Fuchas the matter stood this way from
the time Whitgon arrived in London until the completion of the trial on March
1, 1950, although at the request of Fuchs, the MI~§ interrogator, W. J. Skardon,
did interview Fuchs during that period. Sir Peroy Sillitoe, after the trial
was completed, stated that he had attempted to sound out the Home Office om the
matter of an interrogation of Fuchs by Whitson and had also instructed Skardon
Yo attempt to get Fuchs to ask for an interview by Whitson at the earliest
possible time. W. J. Bkardon was also contacted by Special Agent Whitson
reogarding -this matter and Skardon stated that, heving rogard to Fuchs! general
attitude, he had not deemed it prudent to ask Fuchs whether the latter was
prepared to see an officer of the FBl.

10
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Sir Percy Sillitoe alse has advised that he discussed the
proposition of an interview with Fuchs by an FBI representative with Sir
Frank Newsman, Permanent Undsr Seoxetary of the Home Office. 7The Home
0ffice had custody of Fuchs., Newsam advised Sir Percy that there wers

thres reasons why the FBY conld not interrogate Fuchs: first, the twenty-one _

day period for appeal by Fuchs had not runj second, his place of detention
bhad not been settled; third, the Fucha' cass waa a matter of Parliamentary
questions and debates and the Home Office falt that these matters wonld have
1o be ocut of the way bef re a forelign intelligence ageno'y conld be permitted
to j.nterrogate Fachs,

Tt 1s to be noted that some ot!&;ﬁgas representatives confi-
dentially advised lhitson that they ritish Govermment was

afraid of newspeper publicity to the effect that an FBI Agent mad interv}ﬁecdu_)

Fuchs, since|MI-5 already been embarrassed by the FBI's making the
identification of Puchs in the first inztance.

| % ew of the fact that{fhere were delays in getting the statemant
from MI-S

that Special jgemt Whitson was not given an opportunity, despite
his requeats, to interview Fuchs, instructions were issued for Special Agent
Whitson to return to the United States. He left London on March 11, 1950.
: (Serial 713)

0n March 13, 1950, a memorendum was directed to the pAttorney
Gensral, calling to his atitention the fact that representatives of the FRI -
bad not been allowed by the British authoritigs to interview Fuchs. Tt
w23 pointed out to the Attornmey General thatSir Percy Sillitoe had indi~
cated that the matier was in the hands of the Home Offlice and that the Home
Office would view favorably a formal request through the State Department
and the Forelgn Office for an interview no earlier than one month from

W

March 9, 1950, and very probably withintwo months. ¥t was also pointed (u_)

out to the Attorney General that the delaying tac n the part of the
British bhad seriously impaired the Burean!'s efforts to identify the gmerican
contacts of Fuchs and had otherwise hindered the investigation. It was
suggested to the Attorney Gemeral that he might desire to call this matter
to the attentlon of the Secretary of State, and a letter to the Secretary
of State was attached for the Attormey Generalts approval. The letter to
the Secretary of State from the Attormey Ggneral outlined the information
which has been set forth previously, and requssted the Secretery of State
to enter into negotiations with ths British in order to arrange an interview
with Fuchs by representatives of the Bureau at the earliest possible date.
{65~58805~660) —
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- on larch 16, 1950, & cabls was sent to John Cimperman, the
Bureau's Iegal Attache in London, ordering kim back to the Bureau's
headquarters for a conferenceregarding collaboration with ¥I-5.
Following Mr. Cimperman’s return to Iondon he was in contact with Sir
Percy 8illitoe om March'24, 1950,fat which time he informed Sir Pexcy
that the Director was outraged at lack of cooperation Yetween the
Burean and MI~5 and other brenches of the Britishk Government. ¥r. -
Cimperman also reised specific instances of the lack of opoperation, and
these will be enumerated hereinmafter in detail in connection with sir
Percy's reply. Sir Percy stated he was sorry about past developments

“and that he had bsen having a®rough time' himself, tut that he wanted to

maintain good relations with the Burean and stated he wanted the Directa

* %o kmow confidentially that he wohld recommend and sponsor an interview

of Fuchs by the FBI. In the presence of ir. Cimperman, Sir Percy telephon-
ically contacted a ¥r. Baker in the Home Office, informing him that MI-5
wholsheartedly recommended and agitated for aa gatlon and clearance ((L)
for a Bureau representative to interview Fuchs « Baker was reluctant

to glve any &ssurence without first consulting his swperior, Sir Frank
Aubrey Newsam, the Permanent Under-Secretary of State for Home Affairs,

who was out of towm, :

. On March 3G, 1950, a cable was received from Mr. Cimperman in
which he stated that Sir Percy Sillitoe had informed him that he hsd had
8 lengthy discussion with Sir Frank A. Newsam, but was unsuccessful in
obtaining consent for an FBI interrogation of Fuchs. Sir Percy suggested
that the question should be presented through the State Department and the
British Foreign 0ffice, whereby it would reach a ministerial level, and
Sir Percy indicated that in this case he would continue giving the matter
his support. Sir Percy slsc asked that the following message be conveyed
%o the Directar in reply to the statements made to him by Mr. Cimperman
on March 24, 1950 g u,)

#1 have consldered the message which you conveyed to me through Mr.
Cimperman on 24 March, 1950. I have delayed oy reply until T knew
the cutcome of my efforts to comply with your request that one of
your officers should be permitted to interrcgate Fuchs. (u.)

“Let me say at the outset that I am deeply concerned and distressed
that in spite of the long standing and bappy relations between cur two
services, you should have felt moved to feel & sense of outrage at the
way in which this case has been handled between us, and I can only feel
that this immsgt be due to some migunderstanding of the facts and to
certain circumstances outside my control. T mast earnestly hope that
what follows may set your min}d &t rest. (Q,) .
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"I now turn to the specific points which you msde ta me through Mr.
clear I will

Cimpernan, and in order that wy answers gey be full and Iwi
Preface ny paragrapks with each point. - -;{u) :

7 -

", That you were outraged at the lack af™ccoperation by the British
Government and MI~5 on the Fuchs case, particularly at their wm-
willingness to provide the F.B.I. wlth an sdvance copy of Fuchst
statement and sub tly not permitiing an F.B.T. agent to -
question Fuchs. 4 wy —

fulfill a1l his requests with the exception of the two you mention, tu)

®In the case of ths former, the strictness of British crime procedure

in cases which are mbjudice preciuded me from supplying the document

when it was requesied, but its full contents were made known to your
ropresentative, and a copy was passed to him immediately after the

trisl. In the case of the latter, until Puchs was convicted on lst

March there could be no question of his interrogation by anybody

éxcept at the request of the accused, The same situation prevailed

during the 21 days after his conviction, during which time he had a

right of appesl which, ag you kmow, even though he did not exereiss. #tw)

*0n purely judiecial grounds, therefore, Fuchs could not have besn
.interrogated by any of your officers until after 22nd March, This
situation was made clear %o your special representative who was in-
formed that after that date, however, the position could bé recon=-
gldered. since his return to the nited States on 11th March, I have
heard nothing pf this matier until 1 received your message from Mr.,



s

*uite apart from the lagal positdon, however, I have in our
.Joint interests always attached prims importance t6 Ffuchat
value 45 & sourcs of intelligence. You realize that for security
reasons, 1t was necessary to arrest and prosecute Fuchas immediately

. legal evidence was available. At the moment of his conviction,

" therefore, he was by no means & fully explolited source, and my
immediate concern, in both our interests, was to re-establish the
flow of intelligence from him. Tn the view of my interrogator,
Skardon, whose opinion on this point was clearly over-riding, it
might have been disastrous to introduce another interrcgator before
hs himsslf had had an opportunity of re-establishing the comfidence
which had exlated before the trizl. That confidence is now, T think,
sufficieantly re~established  to reduce the risk which is bound to attend
the introduction of a fresh interrogator in these circumstances. I
belleve this is & practieal point which will appeal to you, and I
cannot believe that yom would have acted otherwise in similar eircum—
stances. (u) ,

¥2. That you went out of your way publicly to defend MI~5 bafore the
Atamlc Energy Commlssion, by praising them on theilr cooperetion and
" paylog them compliments, but only to be subsequently embarrassed by
having to tell the Atomie Ene Cormmission that an interview with
Fuchs had not been permitted. ( ﬂ.)

"Naturally I would not expect you to have represented my service to the
Atomic Bnergy Commisslon otherwise than as you found it. While I am
gratified that you should have felt able to praise its work, I
equally recognize that the impossibility of allowing Fuchs to be
interviewed at that time by an F.B.J. officer was of concern to the
Atcumie Energy Commisgion and therefore had to be conveyed to them. (u)

3. That the F,B.I. will insist on seeing Fuchs to develop information
which would assist in developing the identity of hjs Aferican contact,
but thet an MI-5 interrogator could be prasent. (u_’)

*Immediately on receipt through Mr. Cimpeman of 'yf'our nessage stressing
the importance which you attached to securing an immediate interview
with Fuchs, I telephoned to the permanent head of the Home 0ffice, but
owing %o his absence from London I was only able to see him yesterday
when I had a lengthy interview, at which I gave my full support to
your application. I regret to say that he informed me that it would
be unprecedented to grant such a request, All, therefore, depends '
upon your approach through the State Department and Forelgn Office,
in which you may count uwpon my contimmed support. ( u) .
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1 an sorry I bave not been successful in this matter, but you

- will appreciate that it is net within oy powar to give permit
to visit priscnsr im British Prison and I syself have to obtaln
pemission from the opriate authorities before my staff can
interview prisonar, ‘?(u) -

e That you wiched to know why MI~S had not discussed the eﬂ.th
Mre Cimperman befers Kr. Whitson arrived im Londong. -

"Throughont this case, ly paranount concern has bemn. to uteguard

the sources upen which it was based, The regulstions spplicable

to Sigint (Cammmications Intelligence) material specifically lays
down that it may not be ocmsmnicated except te indootrinated peraons,
In the case of any Sigint material which is subleat to specisl
‘restrictions, as was ths case with this particular source, coomni-
caticns may only be made to perscns known to be specially indectrinated,
No intimation was received by us that Mr. Cimpersan was specially
indoctrinated, and since the chamnel of sommunication between ocur twe
services via ir. Patterson was sufficlient for cur purposes, we did not
question the omissions Had it been notified to us that Mr, Cimperman
had been speoially indoctrinated for 8 purpose, 1 ahauld bave been
most bappy to cooperate with him. (u)

"in the light of the foregoing I feel confident that you will
appreciats that I have, throughout this case, acted im the fullest
spirit of coopsrations I place a high value on the good relations
which our two services hawve always enjoyed and I would not like to
think that a case which has bsen so mccesatully handled by ocur
Jodnt technical officers should be d to impair the future
effectivensss of our two services,* (u,

It is noted that by cable dated lech 31, 1950, Mr. Cimperman
advised that Fuchs! appesal perlod was ten days after conviction rather
than twenty-one days as referred to above in the statement of Sir Peroy
Silli;;o. Therefore, Fuchs oould not have been intetvieved before Maroch
11, 1950, -

A 'SEGRH

On March 31, 1950, anpther wemorandum was directed to the Attorney
General, calling to his attention the faot that Sir Peroy 31l1litoe had had
a lengthy discussion with Sir Frank Aubrey Newsam, btut had been unsuccessful
in obtaining consent for an FBI interview of Fuchs, The Attornsy General
was informed that Sir Peroy indicated that the gquestion should now be
presented through the Siate Department to the British Foreign Office. It
was auggested that the Attorney General might desire to bring the matter to
the attention of the Seoretary of State, and there was attached for the
Attorney General's approval the lstter to the'Secrestary of State over the
Attorney General's signature, dated April 3, 1950.
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On March 31, 1950, there was forwarded to the Bureau by the

- Attorney General a letter which he had received from Mr. Llewellyn E.
Thompaon, Acting Assistant Secretary for European Affalrs. This letter
referenced the Attorney Genersl's letter of March 16, 1950, and stated
that the United States FEmbassy in London had been apprised of the facts
set forth in the Attorney General's letter, and had been asked to inform
the Department of the most expeditious and appropriate mamner of obtalning
an interview with Fuchs. It was set forth that as soon a8 a reply was
received the State Department would advise of the progress made.

" On March 31, 1950, a memorandum was directed to the Attorney
General, advising him thst the Bureau's representative in London had
advised that Sir Percy Sillitoe had recommended to the British Home
Office on March 24, 1950, that the FBI be granted permission to interview
Fuchs. However, on March 30, 1950, information was made avallable by the
Buresu's Legal Attache that Sir Percy Sillitoe had been informed by Sir
Frank Aubrey Newsam, Permanent Under Secretary of State for Home Affairs,
that it would be unprecedented to grant sush a request. Sir Percy
Sillitoe indicated that he felt the matter should be presented thro
the State Department to the British Forelgn Office. (65~58805~935 }—

In accord with this, there was attached for the Attorney General's
signature a letter to the Secretary of State setting forth the foregoing
facts and requesting that he enter into negotiations with the British in
order to arrange for interrogation of Fuchs by the FBIL. (65~58805~935) «

The American Embassy in London was informed in a telegram from the
Secretary of State, dated April 12, 1950, of the facts set forth in the
preceding paragraph. The Secretary of State requested the American Embassy
in london to advise as to developments in the matter, based on previous
correspondence, and to advise as to whether the interview might be expected.
Yvehons prw Stote Lettio bl 3-30-¥  fos 0305 (65-58805~1038)

In an airgram from the American Embassy in London to the Secretary
of State, dated April 13, 1950, Ambassador Douglas advised that the Foreign
0ffice was aware of the FBL's desire to interview Fuchs through communications
from the British Bubassy in Washington, D. C. Sir Rober Makins, Deputy Under
Secretary of State of the Britlsh Govermment, stated that the matter had been
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ﬁsonidered. by the British Ministers, and that the Home Secretaryis
conolusion was that a request for an interview could not be granted,
ag to do s0 would be inconsistent with Britiah legal and penal practioea.
8ir Roger Makins added thet British suthorities were disposed to give
all posaible help end would be prepared to have any interrogstion desired
by the FBI condusted by o British officisl, He stated that if the Ameriocan
Enbassy ocared to make a formal request for an interview, a formal answer,
detailing the ressons for the refusal, would be forthouming. It was
commented in tha airgresm from Axbesssdor Douglas thet the apparent refusal @)
wes final, and a formal request would bring a formal refusal ﬁhﬂ facts
set forth in this sirgrsm were furnished to the Attorney General by
memorandum dated April 21, 1960. (65-58805-1031 and 1032) -

On May 3, 1950, there was received from the State Depariment,
through Lisison charmmels, s memorandum which had been received by the
State Department from the British Bmbessy, dated May 2, 1960, Thias
manorsndum is being set forth in its entirsty as follows: &, (A~ -

“On the 20th April ¥r. R. Gordon Armeson, at the request of Under-
Seoretary Webd, conveyed to Sir Deriok Hoyer Miller s request from
the Govermment of the United States of Amerios that His Majesty's

‘Govermment should permit a representative of the Federal Bureau of
Imst“%owo interrogste Dr. Fuchs in prison in the United

nn&d@no

#2. To allow the interrogation by a representative of a foreign
govermment of & British subject convicted by a British court and
imprisoned in the United Kingdom is sn unprecedented departure

from British procedure and involves diffioulties, legal and
political, for His Majesty's Goverrment. In view, however, of the
exoeptional circumstances of the csge of Dr. Fuchs, His Majesty's
Government have re-considered their previcus attitude on this
matter and have worked out an arrangement by which it would be
posaible for a member of the Federal Bureav of Investigation to
interrogate Dr. Fucha. In reversing their previous desision His

Ma Jesty 'sGovernment have had in mind the strong representations
made by the British Seowrity Servios (M.I.5) in favour of permitting
& representative of the Federsl Buremu of Investigation to interrogate

r. Funhn-/(f (M}
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"S. 7The srrangement which Nis Msjesty's Govermment propose is.
that the representative of the Federal Bureau of Investigetion .
should acoumpany & member of the British Seourity Service (M.I.B)
for an interrogation of Dr. Fushs. The Fadertl Buresu of Investi-
gation representative could then proseed to question Dr. Fyohs
provided that the following conditions sre fultlllcd:-gx; ?&J

#*(a) Dr. Fuchs must in the first place consent to be
quegtionsd by a representative of the Federsl Bureau
of Investigation. Q( (L

*(b) The interrogation of Dr. Fuchs must take place in the
presence of a prison officer. This is the umiversal
practios for interrogations of priscners in the United

EKingdom. (4 (bu

%(o) The interrogation must be confined to counter-intelligence
and seourily matters and should not concern itself with
atomic energy intelligence as suoh. gﬁ(u/

A oy

¥(d) All that should be said either publioly or in sxscutive
sessions of Congressional committees after the imterrogation
is that the United States authorities have received every
possible faoility from the British Seourity suthorities.
In no oircumstances should & mamber of the Federal Bureau
of Investigation or any other United States spokesman
mention that & Federal Buresu of Investigation repre-
sentative hes interrogated Dr. Fuoha.w W/

“4. In view of the unprecedsated nature of this proposal, His'.

Majesty's Government feel bound to make the above mentionsd request

regarding seoregy. They request that the fast that a Pederal

Bureau of Investigation repressntative is to be permitted to

interrogate Dr. Fusha should be treated as Top Secret and should be

made known to the fewest possible mmber of pooplo.',yt)(aj '

s pan A5kl MttRe, ot 3 -21. 9 : ‘
t-b LYY N B

With respect to the foresgoing, s memorandum was direoted v the
Attornsy General dated May 4, 1950, providing him with & copy of the
nemorandum, and setting forth the following:

?,.?.,//9, Varas 1, of
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“The first three oonditions, set out under paragraph three of this
nemorandum, (1) thet &« member of the Britiak Seourity Servioce
socompsny & repressntative of the Federsl Bureau of Investigetion,
(2) that Dr. Fuchs must consent to be questioned, and (3) that the
lnterrogation of Dr. Fuchs must take place iz the presence of a
prisen officer, appear to be ressonsble.

“The fourth condition, that the interrogation must be confined to
counter-intelligencs and seourity matters and should not goncern
itself with atomic energy intelligense as such, is definitely i
wmreasonable, It would be useless to proosed with any interview :
with Fuohs with this restriotion imposed. Any thorough interview
would have to cover atomio emergy lntelligence.

®the fifth condition, that all that should be said either publicly
or in exeoutive sessions of Congressional committees after the
interrogation is that the Uhnited States authoritlies have received
every possible facility from the British Security suthorities, end
in no oiroumstances should a member of the Federal Burean of
Investigation or any other United States spokesman mention that m

FBI representative has interrogeted Fuoha, imposes a restriotion
whioch would be binding on us eand is impractioals It would be ime
possible for this Buresu to comply since we would have to furnish ¥
ths results of the interview to the Atomioc Energy Commission, other
intelligence sgencies and, possibly, to tha Joint Congressicnal
Camittes on Atomic Energy. These agencies would have to know the
source of the information and an evaluation of the source.

“Ihe restrictions which the British Govermment has placed on the

interview meke it impossible for this Buresu to discharge its N
responsibilities, Therefore, it is not believed possible for the i
Bureau to interview Dr. Fuchs under these conditiona.

"Tn view of the above, you may desire to taks this matter wp further
with the Stato Department,

11 8
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David lLawrence, in an article appearing im the New York Herald
Tridune, dated My &, 1950, discussed the request of the State :
Department to the British Govermzent for an interview of Puchs hy
Mited States representatives. - lawrence stated that the request had
just been oomplied with by the British Goverzment and forwarded through
diplometic channels. Iasrsace also dealt in his article with the
clsarance of Tuchs to come to the United States to work om atomic research
and stated that the British Home Gffice knew . Fuchs was & Communist for
a long time. : :

on May 5, 1950, Mre Geoffrey Pattersca of MI-5 furnished to Mr.
Tadd the contents of a press release to be issved in London by the British ,
Government on the following day, which stated as follows:

"There has been the fullest possible exchange of information
between the United States and Rritish in the Fuchs case. The
Tnited States recently asked for facilities to imterview Fuchs
and in view of the special circumstances of this case, this has
been granted. A formal request for facilities to interview Fuchs
was earlier received in the last few days.®

. ' (65~58605-1111) .

on My 9, 1950, Mr. John Cimperman, the Bureau's Legal Attache
in tondon, telephonically advised that the Iondon papers were setting out
that the Fuchs case would be discussed in Parliasent next Thursday, May
11th, and that the Home Secretary and the Foreign Secretary would be asked
questions regarding the proposed interrogation of Fuchs by Bureau agents.
¥r. Cimperman said that Labor members would ask &z to the precedent
governing interrogation of prisoners in England by officials of a foreign
govermment, conditions of such an interview, and, in addition, to what
countries such facilitiea were granted. .

{65~58805-1212)

o May 9, 1950, the State Department furnished the Bureau with a
copy of a dispatch from the Ambassador in London to the Secretary of State,
dated My 3, 1950, in which the Secretary of State was advised of the discussion
with mMakins® on that date concerndng the five conditions imposed on an interview
of Puchs by an FBI Agent. It was stated that in elaboraticm of condition
Number Two, "Makins® pointed out that it was & cardinal principle of British
jurisprudence that any British prisoner could not be interviewed without hias
consent. He fwrther stated that it ie the Home Secretary alone who decides who
shall interview British prisoners, and it is only after the Home 3ecretary
approves an interview that a prisoner is asked if he agrees to be interviewed.
"Ridna® indicated that the British were creating prgcedent in dllowing an interview
of a tish prisoner by foreign representatives. W65—538054-1175) o

She pe Lt Lottho oltel, 3-21-g%
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By letter dated ny 9, 1950, sssistant Attorney General

- James Me MoInsrney furnished the Bureau with a copy of a letter

directed by . Peyton Ford to the Homorable James E. Webb, Under-
Secretary of State, dated Nay 9, 1950, This letter forwarded to Webb a
copy .0f the Burean memorandum to the Attomey General dated My 4, 1950,
setting forth the Bureants viswsg with respect to the proposed interview
of Fuchs. It was indicated in this letter to Webd that the Department of
Justice felt . that some further effort should be made to obtain from the

British a modification of ths fourth and fifth restrictions.

(65-58805-1162) —

By cable dated By 12, 1950, Cimperman in [ondon advised that
the Home Secretary gave the following answers in the House of Commons
concerning the circumatances and conditions for granting the FEI
interrogation of fuchss :

"It is provided by the Prison Rules, 1949, that an officer of
police may visit any prisoner who willingly sees him on production of an
order issued by or on behalf of the apmrorriate chief or officer of
police, such visit being additional to the prisonerts normal
entitlement of visitors. This provision is intended to relate to
vieits by officers of British police forces and I am not aware of
any mrecedent for such & visit by police of other countries, The
government of the United States has, however, recently mide a request
that a representative of the FBI should be allowed to visit the prisoner,
Klaus Fuchs, and in the exceptional circumstances of this case the
request has been granted. In accordance with the usual practice, the visit
will take place in the presence of a prison officer and will be subject
to the usual conditions governing the interviaewing of priscners.”

(65-58805-1163)

On Nay 12, 1950, William Borden, the Executive Director of the
Joint Committes on Atomic Energy, called to see Assistant Director L. B. Nichols,
and atated that Senator Brian McMahon wanted to kanow for his personsl informa-~
tion any recent details regarding the Fuchs case. He asked about the interview
with Fuchs and was told on a strictly informsl and off the record basis that
the British had set up conditions which made the interview impossible,

Iater the same day, Senator McMahon called and asked if there
was some action that he should taks, He was advised that this was a matter

for him to decide. He stated he was inclined to send a wire to the Secretary .
of State requesting that the Secretary of Stats make & personal protest to the

British. ;
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On the same date, McMrhon later advised that the State Departaent
had succeeded in working out a new arrangement with the British concerning
the interview with Fuchs and were sending & communication to the Buresu on
that date. later on the sazs date he advised that a commmication had been
delivered to Nr. Peyton Ford of tha Depsrtument at 1:00 PN, on that date,
which in effect stated that the Buresa could interview Fuchs and that th.
British were withdrawing two of the conditionss uvamely, the condition
prohibiting the questioning of Fuchs on technical details of atomic energy, and
the condition which mrohibited the Bureau from stating that Fuchs had been
interviewad. (65-58808-1151) —

By letter dated lhy 16, 1950, Assistant Attorney Genersl James Mo
McInernay furnished the Burean with a copy of a lstter dated sy 12, 1950,
directed to M. Peyton Ford from the Acting Secretary of State James E. Webb.
¥r. Webbts letter reflected that the State Department had raised with the
British Embassy the questions inwlved in the fourth and fifth conditions
relative to the interview of Fuchs by Bureau Agents.

With respect to Condition No. 4, relating to the confining of the
interrogation to counter-intelligence and security matters, it was stated that
the State Department was assured that the British do not intend that the FBI
representative be "rigorously excluded® from touching upon atomic energy
intelligence. It was further stated that it was their view that the.-
interrogation would be directed primarily to counter-intelligence and security
matters and that atomie energy intelligence would be incidental to the
achievement of the primary objective.

With respect to Condition No. 5, it was stated that the British
agree that this restriotion "is now acadamic® inazmuch as the publicity which
has already occurred has revealed that the British have already agreed to an
interrogation of Fucha by remresentatives of the FBI. It was further pointed
out that the British Fmbassy realizes that the FBI is obliged to furnish
information to various executive agencies of the Government and possibly
the Joint Committee on Atomic Energy in Executive Session as to tha resulis.
of the interrogation and that these agencies will have to know the source of the
information and an evaluation t.hereaf.

W, Webb's lstter then stated, #It seems to me, therefore, that the
way is clear for the Bureau to procsed to take the necessary steps to interrogats
Dr. Fuchs, I should like to suggest in this connactlon that the representative

LR}
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whom you intend to use in the interrogation and such other members

of the Bureau as you may care to send gst in touch with M¥r, R.

Gordon Arneson, Special Assistant to me on atomic energy matters
(including intelligence)." Ir. Webb further pointed ocut that as soon
as the Bureau is prepared to proceed, the British would be glad to urge
London to determine immediately whether Dr, Fuchs would sutmit to
interrogation, ; (65~58805-1199)

On May 15, 1950, the Burean directed a memorandum to Mr. Peyton
Ford with reference to.the letter of Mr. Webb dated May 12, 1950. Mr., Ford
was adviged that if it was clearly understoaed that our interrogation of
Fuchs must be complete and thorough and that no phase of the interview, such
as atomic energy intelligence can or should be trsated as incidental,
we would proceed to make arrangements for the interview. It was suggested
that the State Department determine whether or not Fuchs would agree to
submit to the interrogation. (65-58805-1138)

' On May 16, 1950, Mr, Peyton Ford advised Mr. Ladd thsat the State
Department had sent word to Lomdon to inquire whether or not Fucha
would consent tc be interviewed by the Buresu, Mr. Ford indicated that
the State Department would notify the Bureau as soon as they received a
response, He also stated that according to the State Department, thers was
no limitation on the Bureau with regard to the interview of Fuchs.
(65-58805-1167} “—

A cable from Cimperman on May 16, 1950, reported that Fuchs
had been seen by British Security Service (MI-5) on that date concerning
an interrogation by FBI Agents, Fuchs replied in part, "I am not
prepared to answer questions of a purely personal nature conce ny
friends. Otherwise, I am prepared to give all the help I can )2-38805-1169)“’
W

At 4:00 PM, BEST, on May 18, 1950, after having conferred with Mr.

. R. Gordon Arneson, Speclal Assistant to the Under Secretary of State, Mr,
Joseph Chase, of the Under Secretary's office, and Mr. Henderson, of the Atomic
Energy Commission, Assistant Director H, H, Clegg and Special Agent R. J.
Lamphere departed for London to interview Fuchs.

A letter from Mr. Clegg dated May 22, 1950, reported that arrangements
had been made to interview Fuchs bheginning on May 20, 1950. In the interview
room were the two Burean representatives and W. J. Skardon of MI-5. A jail
sttache was stationed outside the door maintaining nominal surveillance through
a glass panel in the door. Mr. Clegg reported that the Governor of the Wormmood
Scrubbs Prison was very cordial. Lo .
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On May 25, 1950, the MI~5 representative in Washington, Mr. Geoffrey
Patteraon, advised Mr, Belmont that after reading of the apprehension of Harry
Gold, he had returmed to Washington from Canada and would bs interested in any
information that could be given him, He was furnished by dr. Belmont with
essentially the same facts that had previously appeared in the newspapers —
relative to the arrest of Gold, (Memo from Mr. Belmont to ir, Ladd dated 5-25-50)

On May 29, 1950, Mr. Patterson advised Mr. Belmont that he had been
called to Montreal, Cansda, on May 26, to see Sir Percy Sillitoe. He stated that
Sillitoa was irritated at the stories in the Cenadian press implying that the
FBI was able to obtain the identity of Fuchs' contact when FBI representatives
were allowed to interview Fuchs., He criticigzed Patterson for not knowing any-
thing about the pending arrest of Gold, that the FBI was working on Gold as a
suspect, and for not knowing whom the Bureau was sending to London to interview
Fuchs., Patterson stated that he had advised Sir Percy that Gold's identification
resx;lted i’g investigative efforts of the Bureau rather than from the interview
of Fuchs, o

According to Patterson, Sir Percy indicated that he had wired London
that he would like to speak to lMessrs, Clegg and Lamphere before they left
London if posasible, Mr. Patterson indicated that Sir Percy desired to discusas
with NriiClegg the failure of the Bureau to advise MI-5 of phe pending arrest of
Gold, (Memo from hir. Belmont to Mr. Ladd dated 5-29-50) (75

By letter dated liay 31, 1950, lir. Clegg advised of the results of a
conference betwesn him, Agents Lamphere and Cimperman and Sir Percy Sillitoe
and other representatives of MI~-5 which took place on May 31, 1950, He reported
that{5ir Percy had indicated that he did not appreciate the Director!'s message
that he was outragced and felt that this was unjustified in view of the fact that
he had personally undertaken to obtain the maximum emount of cooperation and had
interceded with high officials in an effort to obtain permisaion for the Bureau
to interview Fuchs. He also indicated that he had noted that the Canadian press
and some American newspapers had implied that the interview with Fuchs by Buream
agents had developed information on which the arrest of Gold was predicated,
He considered this a reflection of LI-5 and noted that neither the FBI nor the
ittornay Ganeral had publicly indicated that MI~5 was coopersting with the FEIL] A(u)

It waa pointed out to Sir Percy that the Director was Justifiably
outraged althaugh he was not mindful of the action which Sir Percy had taken.
and appreciated his personal intercession. It was further pointed out that the
statements in the Canadian and Americal} papers were only infersnces and that no Kby
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Etatmh emanating from the Department of Justice oarrisd such inferences

and no statements wers made to the effsct that the arrest of Gold resulted
from sn interview of Fuohs by Buresu representatives. It wes also pointed oub
to him that the London pspers oarried stories with similar utormog u ’
(Mr. Clegg's letter dated May 31, 19860). '

A letter dated June 8, 1980, wea directed teo the Legal Attaoche
in london for persomal delivery to Sir Peroy Sillitoe. This letter pointed
out the Director's feeling that the extreme delay in granting permission for
representatives of this Buresu to interview Fuohs was wmjustified and that
the Direotor's conocern was directed toward the delay snd mot toward 8ir Percy
in whose efforts and sincerity he had complete confidence. Hes was again
agsured that no statemsnt emanated from the Department of Justios oarrying
the inferense that Gold's arrest was based on results of interrogation of
Fuchs by FBI representatives. It was also polnted out that sfter the arrest
of Fuohs, a public atatement was immediately made that the relations with the

British in the development of this osse had been most cordial from the standpoint
of cooperation and at ths Director's appearance before & counittes of the United

States Sepate on February 4, 1950, he again stated that the FBI was working in

fullest cooperation with British authorities. A similer statement was made by

the Director on February 8 before the Joint Committes on Atomioc Energy. % g )
a,

Sir Percy's attention was directed to many highly erronsous
utterly ridloulous newspaper atories emanating from London and that no sction
had been taken by Sir Peroy or his organization Yo ocorreot misinformatiqn
sontained therein.(letter to 8ir Peroy J. Sillitoe dated Juos 9, 1950)

On \%, 1950, a osble was dispatobed te Mr. John Cimperman
instrusting him to inform 8ir Peroy that the ¥BI had no requeat for any delay
whatscever in any denaturalization or other proceeding that the British might
desire to take agsinst Fushs. This wes done inasmush as 8ir Peroy had
advised Assistant Director Hugh He Clegg and Specisl Agent Robert J. Laaphsre
that he had regquested the Home Office to defer for two weeks the contemplated
denaturalization proceedings &0 that the Buresau representatives might have en
ogportunity to talk further with Fyohs prior to hia beooming antagonised.

(65-68805-1376/1578) -

By letter dated June 29, 1950,Mn Oeoffrey Pattersom, looal
MI-5 representative, advised that he had received a persomal leatier from

11 §

*

A ARPREANLY Ty

‘i‘



Ny

8ir Percy ltatink he was “most anxious to terminate these controversisl
exchanges on the rights andwrongs of our handling of the Fuoha! case”and
‘%hnt it was his most earneat wish to restore normal working relations.

-S1r Peroy stated he had no intention of sli this sontretemps to effect
the future relations between MI-5 and the PBI. r Peroy assured that MNI-G
wauld oontimie to be as forthooming as ever in intelligemnce mttera:.i b‘*

8ir Perey alsc acknowledged reseipt of the Direotor's recent
. letter and stated that pow that both he and the Direotor had exohanged their
views hs was "most anxious to let bygones be bygones and to get back to mormal
and healthy working relations.® 8ir Peroy indicated his intention to be
present at the noxt sanual meeting of the International Assooistion of Chiefs
of Police to be held in Colorado Springs next October, at whioh time he hoped
to meet the Direotor.
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D. APPLICABLE UNITED STATES STATUTES

In view of the faat that available information received from the
interviews of Juchs indicates his last sdmitted espionage contast in the
United States was in the Fall of 1945, the Statute of Iimitations might
bar prosssution of Fuchs except under Sections 32(a) and 3k, Title 50, United
States Code (80 cited inassuch as offenses %o be charged occourred prior
to September 1, 19%48)s Both Sections provide a saxisum penalty of death
or thirty years' imprisonment where the violstion is committed in time of
wars stataments of Fuchs io Michasl We Pexrin, of the British Ministry
-of Supply, indicate that after his return to England in 1946, he did furnish
information to his Soviet contact regarding informetiocn he had cbtained in
the United States, the exast dates not being available in Perrin's statement;] % (u)
This might possibly bring Fuchs! activity within other pertinent provisions
of the Bsplonage statute, depending upon the date he provided such informatica.

It is believed that prosecution of Harry Gold and any of his
espicnage associates who may be identified, on the basis of information
presently available, would negessarily be under Sections 32(a) and 34,
Title 50, United States Cods. Inasauch as both Sections carry the death
penalty for viclations in wartime, an indiciment can be returned at any
time for wartime violations without regard to the Statute of Limitationse
Gold's sdmitted espionage activities from 1936 through December 7th, 1941,
would appear to be barred by the Statute of ILimitations, inasmuch as they
were peacetine violatioms. A

The above-msnticned statutes are quotsad as followss

g 32, Unlawfully discl information affecting national defense.
(a) oever, nt or reascn to beldeve that 1t 1g to

be used to the injury of the United States or to the advantage of
a foreign nation, communicates, delivers, or transmits, or attempis
to, or aids or induces another te, commmicate, delliver, or
transmit, to any forelgn govermment, or to any factiom or party

or xilitary or naval force within a foreign comntry, whether
recognited or unrecogniszed by the United States, or to any
representative, officer, agent, smployee, subjJect, or citizen
thereof, either directly or indirectly, any document, writing,
code book, signal book, sketech, photograph, photographic negative,
blusprint, plan, map, model, note, instnment, appliance, or
information relating to  the natiocnal defense, shall be punished

by imprisonment for not more than twenty years: FROVIDED, That
whoever shal) vieclate the provisions of this subsection in time

of war shall be punished by death or by impriscoment for not

rore than thirty years; and (b)ec."
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*s 3he Coxspiracy to viclate sections 32 or _}_3_._

. If twe or more perscns conspire to viclate the provisims
of seotions 32 or 33 of this title, and cus or more of such persous
doas any act to effect the objsct of the conspiracy, esch of the

parties to such conspiracy shall be punished as in said secticna
provided in the case of the doing of the act the sccomplishment
of vhich is the object of such conspiracy. Except as above
provided conspirscies to ocmmit offenses under this chapter shall
be punished as provided by sectiom 88 of Title 18,%
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IX. Fuchs' Background, Relatives, dctivities, Prosecution,

P
. t
?
)
L)
]
;
3
L
|
B
g
18
g
|
!
jo4
i
i
%



- - -,.,-Hm_- - . - - C e
’roE )
C

Y 1" B

4, ITIDENTIFICATION

bl

o identification of Fuchs as a Boviet espiocpage agent was based (S)
on inform which was received from The information was
as of June 15, 1944, and indicated that one Rést had furnished to his Soviet -
superiors a dooument, bearing a serial mumber ¥SN-l, followed by a8 digit which
was missing. I% was also indicated in the information from s) {
that this individual had :ﬂ:d sister in the Tnited States and as T

might be a British scientis ased on this information, a memorandum was T
directed to Mr. Ladd, dat t 25, 1949, recommanding that the Liaison o
Section contact the Atomic Energy Commission to identify the document, Kr. ?
Rolander, Security Officer, Atomlic Energy Commission, was contacted by a

reau Liaison Officer on August 29, 1949, and he, after some difficulties,

%gntiﬁed the ¥SN Series as documents prepared by the British Atomic Mission

New York City during the early part of 1944. The documents in this Series i
were obtained from the Atomic Energy Commission and were dxamined, at which '
time the document MSN-12 was identified as a docupemt prepared by Dr. K.
Fuch_s}mo subsequently identified as Enil Julius Klaus Fuchs,

ﬁ—58805-i gl :” | b,

The document USN-12, entitled "Fluctuations and the Efficiancy of —(S)
a Diffusion Plant, Part 3," was shown to a representative ofﬁ
who, on the basis of the title, was able to definitely state t it was ¢
document in guestion. '

A review of the Bureau's files was made on Fuchs and 1t was
determined that Fuchs' name had appeared in Israel Halperin's notebook, .
that his name appeared on & list of Soviet agents and Communists contained
in a captured German document, and that he did have a married sister in the
United States, Kristel Heineman, whose husband, Rolert Heineman, had been
a member of the Communist Party in Cambridge, Massachusetts, (65-58805~3) -

On the basis of this information, instructions were issued to the
Field on September 27, 1949, calling for an investigation to definitely
prove the tentative identification, to determine the_activities of Kristel
Heineman and to identify the Unknown SubjectE'Goose." the same date, a (‘-’(J
memorandum was furnished t raishing them ¢ vailable information.
It is to be noted that, in Conne with the identification of Fuchs, a
memorandum was received fro ated October 29, 1949, which contains
the following statement: 5=3) B

bl pex
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"Our Headquarters are now of the opinion that in the light of

information supplied by youn, Fuchs had been proven beyond all \

reasonable doubt to be identical with the Soviet Agent Reat.-ég (y
(Seriel 33) / ¢ u}
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B. BACKGROUND AND KNOWM ACTIVITIES

1. Personal History 133 ‘g .‘C'g'

Exdl Julius Klaua%chs was born jn Russelsheim, Germany, on December
29, 1911. His father is Buil Fuchs, born at Beerfelden, Germany, on May 13,
"B"F?f. His mother, Elfe Wagner, reportedly was born and died in Germany. A
brother, Gerhard Fuchs, was born at Russelsheim, Germany, en October 30, 1909.
& sister, Kristel Fuchs Heineman, birth name Elma Anna Dorothea Ida Christel
Fuchs, was born July 22, 1913, at Russelsheim, Germany. A sister, Elizabeth
Fuchs Kittowski, reportedly committed suicide in 1938 or 1939.

2., Early background @

According to information received fmm; -,a Emil Julius-Xlaus Fuchs
received his early education at a secondary school 2t Eisenhach, Germany. From

the Spring of 1930 to the Fall of 1931 Fuchs studied &t the University of Ieipzig

in mathematics and physics. From the Fall of 1531 to the Spring of 1933 Fuchs
studied &t the University of kiel in mathematics and physics. In the Summer of
1933 Fuchs studied at the University of Berlin in mathematics and sigs.
(Source mo 3/9/50, Transla from German data received rm@r—ﬁwho
obtained ormation illegally.¥iccording to a signed statement of PFuchs,
dated January 27, 1950, his father, Dr. Emil Fuchs, was a parson who belonged
to the Soclal Democratic Party in Germasny. At the University of lelpzig, as
a student, Fuchs Joined the S.P.D. (Sccial Democretic Party) and was active
in student politics. Iater, after going to Kiel University, and after
Hindenberg became Chancellor, Fuchs broke with the 3,P,D, and became an open
Communist. With the burning of the Reichstag, Fuchs, according to his signed
statement, leamed he was to be arrested, and he went into the underground
Comminist movement. He stayed in this movement until he left Oermany,
reportedly leaving Germany on the orders of the Commnist Party, to finish
hie education &s persons with technical knowledge would be needad after the
Communist revolution in Germany. Fuchs, statement, sets forth that
he then went to France and to Englmd.? § ¢ .

According to ﬂa.fter Faochs went €0 Berlin he attended the .
Friedrich~Wilhelm Institute. He remained in Berlin until July 1933, when he
was eent to Paris 1o represent the German Commmmist students in Berlin at a
meeting of an intermational student group, which was part of the so-called
Popular Front movement. He did not have any sssigned mission by the leaders g
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of the Commmist Party in Germany but was sent to Paris and was given advice
and instructions by the lesders of the Communist student group in Berlin. g f3
(65-58805-640) e

In comnection with the foregoing it is to be noted at this point
that on June 15, 1945 J. A. Cimperman in London forwarded copies of two
captured Germen documents, which were apparently prepared by the German Security
Police in the Spring of 1941 prior to the invasion of Russia. Included on the
list was the following:

"Klaus Fuchs, student of philosophy, Dec. 29, 1911,
Russelsheim, RSHA-IVAB,. Gestapo Field Office Kiel."

fGerherd Fuchs, October 30, 1905, Russelsheim, studaﬁt,
RSHA-IVA2 Gestapo Field Office Kiel."

The RSHA reportedly stands for thg Centrel Office of the Security b, e
Polioe in Germany. | { {5)

According to[UI-5,YFulhs fled from Berlin to Paris in July, 1933.
He arrived in BEnglend on Seftember 24, 1533, teking up residence in Bristol,
England, in order to céntime his studies at Bristél University. He atudied
under Professor N. F. Mott, doing research work on the theory of electrons of
metals. He remained at the University of Bristol wmtil 1937, receiving his
Ph.D. Degree in 1937. ﬁ

In September, 1937, Fuchs transférred to the University of Edinburgh,
where he was ewerded a reseerch scholarship working under Professor Meax Borm.
In July 1938, he applied for a further extension of his permit o reside in
Great Britain. This was supported by the Sdolety for the Protestion of Bolence g
and Learning. ’ . :

S

' With the outbreak of World War II, Fuchs, acoording toEﬁI-S-.)(Iaa :
exempt from specinl restrictions, being olassified as a “C" refugee from Nari !
oppression. However, in May, 1940, under the gemeral order oovering all .
‘enemy aliens, he was interned. An internment file made availlable by the S
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According to information fromlMI~5,]Fuchs was released from intern-

- ment upon the recommendation of the authoritfes at Edinburgh University in
orger t, aHa might resume his research work. On Jamary 11, 1941, according
totl’}l-sﬁ arrived at Liverpool from Canada and then returned to Edinburgh,
remaining there until May., In that month he moved to Birminghem where he began
research work on the atomic snergy project under Professor Rudolph Ernst Peierls.
In May, 1942, his employers recommended he should be granted a certificate of
naturalization. On August 7, 1942, Fuchs received a Certificate of
Naturalization on the basis of an application filed in July, 1939, after
an investigation by the Birmingham, England Police Department » which showed
no political activity of any kind and indicated he confined himself to
scientific research. (65-58805-640)

In addition to the above background information, Fuchs, during
interview with Assistant Director H., H. Clegg and Special Agent R. J. Lamphere
during the perlod May 20 to June 2, 1950, stated that his sister, Elizabeth,
had been married to an individual by the name of Kiaus Kittowski and thst she
comnitted sulcide in about 1938, He stated that it had been reported that
Kittowsid at one time was dead which report was not true and that he had
learned that Kittowski is presently in the Eastern Zone of Germany and is an
active Communist, :

: Fuchs also stated that while he was at the University of Bristol
he was active on a committee helping the Spanish Republican forces and he
regarded this activity as work in behalf of the Communist Party. Also while
in Bristol, he attended some meetings of the Socliety for Cultural Relations
with the Unlon of Soviet Socialist Republics which organigation he regarded
&s being a Coomunist front group. He was not actually a member of this
Soclety but did attend many of the meetings. :

Fuchs stated that whils he was at. the University of Edinburgh, he
organized the sending of leaflets from Scotland to Germany, This work was in
-behalf of the German Communist Party. ,

Fuchs stated that during the period he was in England from September,
1933 until sometims in 1941, he was aware that an underground section of the
Germsn Communist Party was operating in Bngland. Fuchs was considered to be a
. member of this section of the German Communist Party and had probably filled _

cut a biography oconcerning himself which was furnished to officisls ef the German

Cozmmnist Party some time after his arrival in England. This was done becsuse
it was feared that the Party might be infiltrated by the Nazis., According to
Fuchs, Jurgen Kucsynaki was regarded as the head of the underground section of the
German Communist Party during this period. :
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Pucha indicsted also that he quite likely furnished biographical
information concerni.n.g his sister Kristal %o the underground Comminist movemant
in England.

Fuchs stated that all of his ospionnge activities in behalf of the
Soviet Union wers motivated by his belief in the principles of Commnism
and by the same desire which prompted his work in Germany in bshalf of the
Comminist Party. At various times he had doubts concerning the position
of the Soviet Union in world affsire but was alwgys able to reconcile the
Soviet position in his own mind during his period of espionage activities
until he finally broke away from this activity in February or March, 194%9.

On November 20, 1943, General George V. Strong wrote a letter to Mr,
Howard K. Traver, Visa Division, State Department, reguesting that the wvisa of
Fuchs and other British scientists be axpedited in view of the fact that they
& were to leave England to come to the United States by Novamber 22, 1943.
(65-58805~133) .-

According to a letter from the Norfolk Office dated December 18, 1943,
the H.M.T. Andes, a British Naval Transport, arrived at Norfolk on December 5,
1943, with eighty civilian passengers aboard, all of whom were subjected to the
regular Bureau panel procedure, According to the letter, no investigations
were conducted prior to the arrival of the vessel, and no investigations were
necessitated by the interviews of thes passengers.- Among those arriving was
Klaus Emil Julius Fuchs, born December 29, 1911, at Eusaelsheim, Germany, 2
British citizen naturalized on July 30, 1942, at England. (100~197474-8) -

'S 3. Activity in the United Ststes

3

After his arrival, Fuchs traveled to New-York City and reportedly
stayed at the Taft Hotel., Subsequently he reportedly stayed at the Barbizon
Plaza Hotel for a brief pericg. Jhe records of these hotels for the pertine
period have been destroyed. {kI-5jadvised that Fuchs subsequently resided in
an apartment that he tock over from lenry S, Arms, another member of the
British Missicn, who returned to Great Britain on Fgbruary 28, 1944, This
apartment was at 128 West 77ih Street, New York Cit *Thq records of the
Consolidated Edison - Company, New York City, reflect that Fuchs occupied
Apartment 3-A from February 1l to April 12, 1944, The landlady, Mrs. Frieda
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Stadtler, 5804 - 189th Street, Flushing, New York, when interviewed, stated
she had ne recollection of Fuchs. Other Pormer tenmants who have been inter-
viewed could not furnish any pertinent information. (Report B4 J.R. Murphy
3/9/50, WYC, p.18) .(65-58805-642)

Upon his arrival in the United States, Fuchs advised he was employed
by the British Government at the Department of Scientifioc and Industrisl
Ressarch, and stated his business mddress in the United States would be 43
Exchange Plece, New York City. Shortly thereafter his business address was
changed to c/o itish Minigtry of Supply Mission, Room 2500, 37 Wall Street,ﬂu)
New York City. 8 Britiqﬁhave advised that while in New York City Fuchs
hed office space at the Kellex Corporation, which space was taken over by
snother individual during February, 1944, at which time Fuchs bezan sperding
two deys a week in the office of John R. Dunning at xenez%wsssaos-so,las)
‘At Christmas, 1943, scoording to Fuchs, he paid his firgt visit to feim
his sister, Kristel Heineman, et Cambridge, Massachusetts. 6358805-174)

On Mey 29 and 30, 1944, Fuchs is reported to heve ¥isited Momtreal,
Cenada for a conference with members of the National Researsch Council of bl ;
Canada, according to informetion fro 65-58805-26) A-\ ' .

LY
During the summer of 1944 Fuchs again visited his.siater, Eristel u/

Heinaman, at Cambridge, Massachusetts, ﬁgggrding to his own statement.

for a oconference with Sir James chadwiiil Britgsh Atomio Energy representative, ;

according to information received fram £5-~58805-26)

-y

R . £ Tt -~
With respect to Fuehis' transfer fram New York City to Los Alamos, (5)
information was receiwd,frmmhat on June 19, 1944, Londonr telegraphed +
Rudolph E. Peierls, a mémber o 6 British Mission, who had arrived in the

. United States with Fuchs and who, on June 2, 1944, hed been sent from New York
¢ Los Alemos where he headed the British Group there. In this telegram Lomdm 1
o7t " aBked for ‘sdvioe on whether!Puchs should: reburn to England to-work cm s project, ,
On Jupe 24, 1944, Polerls replied that While he ihought Fuchs should return if J
7" 7. . the projedt was being taken s eriously, he mevertheless knew that ‘Fucks would be !
welcomed et.los Alamos,.” On July 8, 1944, london telegraphed Peierls, saying C
. Los Mlamos should teke precedence over the project in England. On July 20, 19@@@
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and sgain on July 21, 1944, Christopher F.Eeatrbon, also a member of the

British ¥ission in New York City, wrote to London advising that Fuchs' position
was still uncertaln but it looked as if he would return to land rather than
be transferred to Los Alamos. Om August 4, 1944, Washington (presumsbly the
British Mission Headquarters) wrote to Kearton, with a copy to Fuchs, confirming
Puohs' Yransfer to Los Alamos, instruoting that he sghould oatch the plane for
Bante Fe from Chieago on August 10, 1944, On Augnst 8, 1944, Kearton wrote _
that Fuchs would be leaving New York “this week.” On August 11, 1944, Fuchs ( .

ﬂa lotter from the New York Office of the British Mission.( 5 Memo from

~58805~168) P Boriii e

The records of the Atomlc Energy Commission contain & statemsnt thst 3 '
Fuchs was supposed to leave for Los Alamos on August 11, 1544. (65-58805-13)

Agcording to infomation reseived frem the Manhattan Engineer '
Distriot, by letter dated August 11, 1944, Fuchs plammed to leave New York City e
on August 11, 1944 end was scheduled to arrive for duty at los Alamos on or
about August 14, 1944, (100-190625-1063) Yl Avd- DIl At §1§/¥9

The reoords of the Atcnic Energy Commission at Los Alamos reflect
that Fushs arrived there om August 14, 1944. At Los Alamos he worked in the
Theoretioal Fhysios Division of the Laboratory snd resided in Rooa 17,
Dormitory T-202. (65-58805~336, 15)

The reoords at lLos Alamps also reflect that om February 11, 1945,
Fochs left there for & wvasation with Kristel Heineman st 114 Lakeview Avemue,
Cembridge, Massachusettss Prior to leaving los Alamos Puchs sdvised that he
would be at Cambridge from February 15 to 22, 1845. Ke returnsd to Los Alamos
on February 26, 1945 snd stated that thers had been no deviation from the
itinerary bhe had farnished. (65-58805~13) = o '

' Tho Los Alamos records furthsr reflesct that on November 21, 1945, i
Fuchs departed for Montreal, Canada via Chicago for & two day conference with '
ropresentatives of the British organisation mnd that thersafter he was to taks
8 vacation in Mexico. Under itinerary Fuchs showsd that he would be in- Montreal,
Canada on November 22 and 25, 1545, Albuguerque on Novesdidf 24, 1046, and there-

- af%er would go %o Nexioo City and retum on Decsubber:8, 1045, There was no

indication in the records that Fuohs reported his return to Los Alsmos or as to
whether ke stated there had been eny deviation from his itinerary.

N .
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{letter deted April 25, 1950, from
1isison Office, Ottawa, Canada)

Ia addition to the information appearing in the records at Los Alamos
indicating that Fuohs made a trip to Montreal, Canmsda, om November 22 and 23,
1945, 1t should be noted that the Immigration & Naturalizstion Service records
et Laredo, Texas, reflect, in oomneotion with Fuohst re-entry into the United
Btates from Mexico on December 8, 1645, that Fuchs had been issued United States
3-1 Gratis Visa No, 2400 &t Montreal, Canada, on Rovember 23, 1945. Thisz would
seem to sorroborate his presense in Montreal, despite the failure to locats a
" record of any meeting he might have attended there.
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According to information f Fuchs'! wacation in Mexico was 5)
in cozpany with Rudolph B, Pelsrls, Also according toﬁhcbs and Peier ,(%

while in Mexico City,{called on the British Consul General they reportedly
returned to the Unit tates early in December, 1945, cording to Mrs.
Edward Teller, she and Mr. and Mrs. Pelerls and Fuchs made a trip to Hexico

p was together at all times and she knew of no contacts made by F‘ucha_g x
Albuquerque teletype 2/17/50 65-58805-26, 385) '

Indgration and Naturalization Ssrvice records at laredo, Texas
reflect that on December 8, 1945, Fuchs, Budolph and Bugenia Peierls entered
the United States at Laredo, Texas being listed as en route to Santa Fe, L L‘ﬁ@k

- Gity in Puchs! automobile in late November, 1945. Mrs., Teller said that the &

(65-58805-40, 152) Rt

The records at Los Alamos reflect that on Deceaber 12, 1945, Puchs
changed his residence from Room 17, Dormitory T~102 to Room 5, Dormitory
T-109, Los Alamos. (65~58805-13) . ) \l/

- ‘On June 16, 1946, ruch‘s‘deparud permanently from Los Algzos
travelling to Washington, D. C., according to the information t’ﬁ(@
(65~58805-26) b

“ O Juns 17, 1946, Puchs steyed at the Hotel Sheraten, Weshington,

D, Co’ The records reflect that he either chacked in on that date for o one S
‘aight's stay or checked out on that date after a one night's stay, probably be

the latter. (65-58805=30)

’ co h’e&ﬁng to informtion received fram ¢n June 21, 1946, ’
Puchs was res in care of Krigtel Heinsman, Iakeview Avenue, Canbridge,

- The records of the Inspector of United States Naval Materiel at the -

- General Xlectric Compsny, Schenesctady, New York, reflect that cn June 25, 1946, .
© Tachs paid & personal visit to Hans A. Beths (Professor of physics at Cornell R
-+ University), & consultant for the General Xlectric Atomic Energy Project.. o

p (Sor:hl 26. and §5-58805-537, .578) : . . . i

It s to be noted that Mrs, Heineman recalls this trip of Puchs to
Schensctady, New York and states that she accompanied Fuchs to Schenectady.
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Cn July 2, B. lo‘b‘tar was received at the Bureau from the
Menhattan Engineer’ - District stating thet Fuchs returned to Bngland on
Juns 29, 1946, travelling by bomber from Montreal, Cm&da.x(lOO-lQOGZS-ZS&E) W

The Immigration and Naturalization Ssrvice records g’eflect that on
November 11, 1947, Fuchs was readmitted into the United States at New York
City and departed from the United States on November 30, 1847. At the time
of this visit he showed his employment as being with the British Government.
{65-58805~30)

The records of the Atomic Energy Commisgion reflect that Fuchs was
in this country during November, 1947 for the purpose of atbending &
declassifioation conference in Washington, D. C. and also for the purpose
of discussing unclassified and declassified mspects of neutron spectroscopy
with Dr. He L. Anderson st the Argonne Nationmal Laboratory, Chicago, Illinois,

According to informetion received i‘rm@-ﬂo March 10, 1950, Fuchs
hag stated that during his vigit in November 1947 he went to Boston to see the
work at the Massachusetts Institute of Technology and to see his sister.

Fuchs states that he mlso made a trip to Schenectedy to see the work at the
General Elactric Plant:yx

The records of the Inaspector of United States Naval Materiel at the
General Electric Company, Schenectady, New York, reflect that on November
18, 1947, Fuchs visited Dr. Herbert C. Pollock, Research Laboratory, General
Elsotrio Company, to discuss cyclobtrons, synchrotrons, and betatrons. Polleck
is Research Associate in the Phyaios Division. asaigned to the Bynchrotron Projects.
(65-58805-52?, 578)

According “to ‘the Atomic Ihergy Utmniasi.on racords, Fuchs was scheduled
to attend anotber declassification conference at the Canadian Atomic Energy
Research Establishment st Chalk River, Ontario, Canade from September 26 to
Boptember 28, 1947, I& appears, however, that Fuchs was hot able to attend this
conference because of illnesa. Following his tranafer from the United States :lj

1846, ,%Faohs, “agoording to information reseived fromf{S8tott,} was continuously (s
engaged in the Aiamic merg Program at Harwell, &:.g and, where he held the
position of Senior Resear rlcer. This was his status at the tims of his
arrept on Februsry. 2, 19 .




f
) With a letter dated April 12, 1950, Mr. Cimpsman forwarded as an
enclosure certain information concerning a trip made by Fuchs to Germany
in May, 1947. Fuchs stated that he went to the British Zone of Germany
to see some work ¢n the centrifuge problem at Hamburg and Goertligen
on behalf of the British Ministry of Supply. Fuchs also stated that he was
gble to get to Frankfurt in the hopes of seeing his father, who, however,

was not thers, z(u)

Fuchs also said that in company with Dy, and Mrs, H. W. B. Skinner
he made a motor trip through France and Italy, leaving on April 12, 1949,
and returning on May 3, 1949. Fuchs claimed that this was a holiday trip
and that he did not make any espionage contacts, Eu rman letter 4-12-50)

A photostatic copy of the fingerprints of Fuchs was obtained from
Scotland Yard and was forwarded to the Bureau by letter dated February 7,
1950. A search of these fingerprints sgainst the records of the lIdentifi-
cation Division resulted in the location of an applicant fingerprint card ' o
dated October 14, 1944, which card had been on file &t Los Alamos until o
forwarded to the Identification Division by the ELl Pase Office on October 19,
1949, No other record of Fuchs was found by the Identification Division.
g | (65-58805-485)

With reapect to his visits away from his places of regular assignment
while in the United 3tates, Fuchs advised Messrs, Clegg and Lamphers, during
intervisws in the period May 20 to June 2, 1950, that his first tiip after
arrival in the United States away from New York City was a visit to his aister '
Kristel Heineman in Cambridge, Massachusetts, during Christmas, 1943, His next .
trip away from his place of assignment was in the Spring of 1944 (actually -
May 29 and 30, 1944) when he made a trip to Montreal, Canada, for a conference :
with Canadisn scientists. He stated the purpose of this trip was to accompany ;
Professor Peierls who found it necessary t¢ go to Canada to discuss atemic
problems, He indicated this trip had no connect.inn with his espionage activities. i

Fuchs also visited his sister in Cambridge several times during the
Spring of 1944, probably at one month intervals, He believed that he went there .
at-the tims of a birthday anniversary ocourring 1n May, 194& s and also betora he !
left for Los Alamos in August, 1944.

Fuchs recalled that he traveled to ﬂuhinghon, D. C, 4in July, 194!.4,
where he conferred with Sir James Chadwick, the British atomlc energy representative, !
At that time, a definite decision was made that he was to go to Los Alamos rather
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After leaving Chica

spent one or two days at the

of persons including Dre Plac

and the synchrotrons. He had
informal lecture on certain w

Fuchs then returned
three days with his sister.
in his honor but he was unabl
that Robert Helneman wag pres
went to the Massachusetts Ins
regarding experiments relatin
recalls seeing Dr. Weiskopf &

He then returmed tc .

(Memo to the L

Rega.niing Fudolf Pe
Hission while in the United £

‘than return to England, His first trip after arrival in Los Alamos in

August, 1944, was in Pebruary, 1945, when he visited his sister in Cambridge.
He recslled also that while at Los Alamos he made one trip in an Army bomber
to Washington, D. C. for a conference regarding his work. The exact date of
the trip was unknown,

During November, 1945, Fuchs went from Los Alamos to Montreal,
Canads, to contact an individual regarding possible employment at Harwell, -
England, Following this conference, he returned to Albuguerque, New Maxico, W
and travelsd to Mexico on a short vacation trip with Mr. and Mrs. Peierls
and Mrs, Edward Teller, They returned to los Alamos in early December, 1945.
According to Fuchs, this trip was in no wey connected with his espionage
activities,

During June, 1946, Fuchs left Los Alamos permanently, having been
transferred back to England., At that time he traveled to Washington,.D. C.
then to his sisterts home in Cambridge. He made & trip in the company ¢f his RN
sister Kristel Heineman to Schenectady, New York, where he was in contact with
Hans A, Bethe. He stated he had met Bethe at lLos Alamos and desired to talk
with him prior to returning to England. He denied that this trip was connected
with his espionage activities.

Concerning Fuchs' return to the United States in 1947 for declassification
conferences, he advised that he arrived in New York City by plane in November, e
1947. He remained & day or two at a hotel iIn New York and went to Washington, :
D. C. where he attended deglassification conferences which lasted three or four
days. Following the conferences, he traveled back to New York City and then went
to Ithaca, New York, where he visited Cornell University and talked with Dr. Bethe, a

Mr, Wilson, Phillip Morrison and Richard P. Feynman. These conversations relsted
to work being done in ruclear studies at Cormell. ‘ . '

¥,

Fuchs then traveled to Rochester, New York, where he was in contact
with Robert Marshak whom he had known at Los Alamos, He then weat to Chicago
and ‘apent two days at the Argonne National Laboratory where he was in contact
with Dr, Zinn, He indicated that specific permission had been obtained for a.
visit to this Laboratory and his access to information was limited to some
axtent. While in Chicago, he saw Mrs, Edward Teller and she invited some pecpls
in to ses him whosé names he did not recall. He did recall seeing Mr. and Mrs,
Ronald Wilfred Gurney while in Chicago. : :

L .
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According to information received from{iI 5, Enil Fuchs, the
father of Emil Julius Klaus Fuchs, is a German National, born at Beerfelden,
Germany on May 13, 1874. Until 1931 he was a minister of religion at
Russelshseim and Eisenach, Germany. From 1931 to 1932 he was a professor
of theology at the University of Kiel, being dismissed from this post in
1932 aﬁ of his membership in the Social Democratie Party. According
to[MI 5fhé Is a well-known member of the Society of Friends and until November
1249 held a Professorship at Frankfurt University. He is presently residing
at Rochlitzstrasse 78 (10), Leipzig, Germany and is a professor at Leipzig

Universitﬂ% (serial 630)
ource ~ inf on received by
Whitson from¥I 5o ch 11, 1950.)

The Immigration and Naturalization records at New York reflect that o
Fuchs? father, Dr. Emil Fuchs, age 74, arrived in New York om October 10, 1948, [k
He wag admitted until April 9, 1949, which was extended to July 9, 1949. Ir. ,
Emil Fuchs left the United States on July 6, 194S. He was in the United States {
as & lecturer, sponsored by Pemdle Hill, Wallingford, Pemnsylvania in coopera-
tion with the American Friemnds Service Committee, 27 South 12th Street, Phila- .
delphia, Pennsylvania. —
{Serial 38)
_ With respect to the background of Dr. Emil Fuchs it ie to be noted
in the June 1934 issue of *JSSR in Construction,® mmder the heading of :
#5cientiste Victimized by the Fascist Regime in Germany® and sub-heading : | e
*Imiversity Professors,® there appesars the name of Professor E. Fuchs at Kiel, P
{100~268980-2, enclosure) . ?
An artlcle appeared in the May 15, 1933 German publicatiom "insere . '
Zoit® entitled "List of Scientists Who Are Political Victims in Hitler Germany.® i
The article states WIn the struggle against Marxist barbarism and for the
erestion of & pure natiomal German culture, Hitler Germany has inflicted
disciplinary punishment or an extremely large number of teachers, scientists,
Jurists, and artists of world fame and has proscribed their works.® A list T
.18 then set forth of the persons who are political victims. On this list, .
under the heading "Professors At Bducational Academies,* was listed the nams ’

An srticle from ®Die Welt,® Hamburg, Germany, dated February 6, 1950,
deals with the arrest of Fuchs in London. In this article there appears certain
information concerning the father, Professor Emil Fuchs, and it is stated that
wntdl 1933 Professor Enil Fuchs occupied a chair for Theology at the Pedagogic
Acadeny at Kiel. Professor Fuchs is described az a8 Christian Socialist and a
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. in Switzerland wntil 1945, where he wrote in his high 701s his last books,
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member of the German Quaker Cofigregation. It is stated that sametime after ‘
1933 Professor Fuchs was arredted and sentenced o one month in jail for F
insulting the State Government. "Yet, despite all danger s he remained in ]

Germany, working stronger then ever in the interests of the Quaker Movement."
It is stated that Professor Fuchs finally left Germany in 1943, staying

"Prospect Of Our Time" and "Christianity and Socialiem.® It is stated that
he is presently occupying a chair for Theology at the University of leipzig.
(Memo ' from Downing to Harbo, 3-2-50, serial 829)

On February 6, 1950, Dr. Robert Kempner advised an agent of the
Philadelphia Office that for two months during 1949, Professor Bmil Fuchs
had been a teacher at Pendle Hill, a Quaker Universiiy near Media, Pennsylvania. ;
According to Dr. Kempner, one William Sollman was believed to have been con- 1
tacted by Professor Fuchs whils he was in the United States. T e

‘Dr. Friedrich Wilhelm Sollman was interviewed on February 27, 1950,
at Pendle Hill, Wallingford, Pennsylvania. He stated that Professor Enil Puchs
visited and lectured in the United States under the sponsorship of the Society
of Friemnds, which organization sponsors Pendle Hill, He stated that Fuchs y Sr.
took over Sollman's classes at Pendle Hill while Sollman was in Germany for the
State Department. After Sollman's return he saw Fuchs » Sr.; but never entered
into any discussions with him since he considered discussioms with him useless.
He sat in on one of Fuchs,Sr.'s lectures, which he considered innocuous since
his whole talk ran in the wein “peacs is a wonderful thing." Sollman wventured
that contacts of Fuchs, Sr. in the United States would be with "Quaker Clergymen
or old Quaker ladies who delight in speaking of the wonders of peace.® According
to Sollman, Fuchs is regarded as a great religious man and was & member of the
Social Democratic Party in Germany for many years, He is regarded by Sollman

as a religious pacifist rather than a political socialist.

(Serials 380, 381 and memo from Phila., .-
dated 2-28-50)
: {Serial 861)

' According to information received by the American Consul in Hamilton,
Canada, from Albert Pray Martin, who had been with the Americsn Friends
Soclety in Germany from 1936 to 1938, all of Ir. Bmil Puch's children had
Commumist tendencies. Martin stated that while in Germany he knew the Puchs
fapily intimately, and Professor Emil Fuchs visited him in Canada in March,
1949. At that time Professor Puchs expressed great pride in the achievewments
of his son, Klaus Fuchs. Professor Fuchs further mentioned that he was con~
gidering accepting a post in leipzig, Germany,in the hope of instilling
Christian principles into 8 few of the theological astudents there. '

2



: - Professor Martin, who is presently attached to McKaster
University in Bamllton, Canads, stated he sincersly believes that
Professor Puchs is not a Commnist and has no Commnist leanings.

In this comection he recalled that Professor Fuehs, in the periocd

from 1936 to 1938, had expressed great concers that his children —=

tmo sons and two danghters - had Communist tendencies. According

to Professor Martin, of the feur ohildren, the only one who was |
probably not a Commnist was a dsughter, Eligabasth, who committed

suicide in 1938 or 1939. She was married to Klaas Kittowski, a

German Conmunist who was arrested by ths Naciz and convicted of taking

friends across the Germen border. He wis sentenced to six years in

prison, but escaped to Czechoslovakia without completing the sentence,

Professcr Martin also furnished information concerning Kristel
Fuchs and knew that she was married to Robert B, Heineman, He referred
to newspaper accounts that Fuchs had vieited his sister in Beaton and
bad given out information while in that city. Professor Martin commented
that it might be worthwile to have the sister and her hasband investi-
gated and watched. Professor Martin mentioned that another son was said
to be suffering from tuberculosis and was somewhere in Switzerlang,
(This would be Gerhard Fuchs,)

Professcr Martin also stated that if the security suthorities
had checked Emll Julius Klaus Puchs with sny members of the American
Priends Society who had been in Berlin between 1936 and 1939, his
Commnist activities would have been apparent as the Communist leanings
of the Puchs children were very well inown, '

) {Scurce - State Department

Dispatch dated February 14, 1950, )
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5'. "Gerhard Fuchs

W

According tofuT 3)cernard Fuchs, the brother of Emil Julius Klaus
Fuchs, was born at Russelsheim, Germany on October 30, 1909. In 1932 he was
mentioned in & st of German publishing houses working under Communist
direction as Editor of Wahnruf,® published in Berlin. Iu 1933 he was described
‘ag directing the General Secretariat of Workers International Relief at The
Hague. In July 1939 he attempted to visit England in transit to the United
States but was refused leave to land on the grounds that as a sufferer from
active tuberculosis he was unlikely to be admitted into the United States.
He returned t t;ﬁand and in 1948 was living at a sanatorium in Zurich.
According to]MI 5ih ¥ be identical with Gerhard Fuchs who is reported to
have organized a meeting o eles Deutschland in Davos, Switzerland in August
1945. According tofMI 5,}t have received a report that in April 1948 a certain
Gerhard Fuchs, deseribed as a German and a former leader of the Davos Section
of the Freies Deutschland, was a Communist in touch with K.P.D. circles in
Berlin and with Quakers in the United States. He was then said to be active
in an organization known as "Secours Aux Enfants," having as its aim the wel-
fare of Fremch orphans., He was reported to be vsing funds obtained from Quakers
in the United States in order to assist German Communists visi.rﬁsg Switzerlapnd.

v

b\ 9.0\ (Source-information received byJWhitson fromjMI 5)
@it G (Serial 630) . 3) |
: According to additional informatian received "from or date :

of May 13, 1948, the organization Croix Rouge Suisse Secours Aux Enfants . -
(Swiss Red Cross Children's Aid) is commonly referred to as the C.S.E. and was
directed in Davos, Switzerland by Frau Gredig-Mathis. She was assisted by
Gerhard Fuchs and he was reported to be using funds which he received from
Quakers in the United States to support Getwan Cgomunists when they come o s}
Switzerland, According to the information from the G.S.E. in Davos,
Switzerlend had developed out of the Union 0.8.E., which has its American
Counterpart in the American Committee of 0.S.E,, which stands for Qrganization
Sanitare Evracia, which means Hebrew Health Cu'ganizatiang x '

(100-349527-8,9)
. ..
Information received fr .William Hutchinson, Head of the Washington
Bureau of the International News . ce under & date line of Zurich, Switzerland, !

February 15, 1950, reflects Gerhard Fuchs has been residing for six years in the
Swiss Sanitary Center in Davos, Switzerland. This institution was said to be

a home for needy convalescing tuberculosis sufferaers and to be financed by the

Swiss Sanitary Center {S.5.C.) which was created and fimanced by Swiss Ccmmmists(w
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. and reportedly has branches in the satellite countries and in the Soviet Zones

of Germany and Austria., The article also states that Gerhard Fuchs, who denies
his affiliation to the Communist Party, has been the director of the Sgnitarium

for the last six years to the great satisfaction of his superiorsj u ) £ 'IHCC‘&
[

o (5 :

Egcording to Ge Fuchs has been & contact of Grace Rhodes,
who is actually ident ag (race Bhoades of Morristown, New Jersey. She
reportedly comes from an old line long established Quaker family and is reported
to have travelled to Europe during 1948 under the sponsorship of the Amsrican
Friends Service Committee. . According to the Assistant Postmaster in Morristown,
New Jorsey, it has been rumored that she has some connection with the Communiats
(Memo 3-9-50 to Ladd re "American Committee of 0.8.E.; I.§.~R* 100-349527-27)

During interviews with Fuchs by FBI representatives in London, in the
period May 20 to June 2, 1950, Fuchs stated that his only brother Gerhard was
presently living in Davos, Switzerland and was in a sanitarium there becauss
of a tuberculosis condition, He said he last saw his brgther in Switgzerland
in 1947 he made a trip to Switgzerland for skiing. ¥iccording tolMr, Skardon
of MI-S] hard Fucha has left Switzerland and is believed to be presently
in Gemanyl (Memo to Director from Messra. Clegg and Lamphere dated 6-6~50)

I
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6. Kristel Heinemsn and Robert Heineman -

o

On March 12, 1946, the Bureau llaison representatlve in Ottama,
Canada, forwarded photostatic coples of an address book and diary found
ir Israel Halperin's poassession at the time of his apprehension in con~
nection with widely publiciszed Canadian espionage petwork. The address
bock and diary contained several mmdred names of invidivusls living in
the United States and other parts of the world. Among the entries appeared
the following: . ‘

“Klaus Fuchs, Asst. to M. Born, 84 George lane, Univ. of Edinburgh,
Scotland, Camp N (Camp L.)
Internment Qperations
Kristel Heineman, 55 Carvel Rd., Watertown®
(See Exhibit No. 1 Attached)

on June 11, 1946, photostatic copies of the two documente were
sent to offices (19) covering territories in which the addresses were .D
ted, However, the do te having been made aveilable to the .L7
ritieh Intelligence Serﬂ%m attempt to investigate.
individuals listed therein es & sges in Great Britaln was mads.

The offices receiving coydes of this letter of Jme 11, 1946,
were given the following instructiongy W= — immediately identify all of
the corntacts of Halperin listed in the enclosures. Reports should be sub~
nitted setting out the identification of these eontaots, togeiber with any
information contalned in yowr field office files concerning them. In the
event there is no information contained in your field office files, a
prelizdnary investigation ahould be conduoted of these contacts,at the
conslusion of which, if it appears necessary or desireble, & wore inmtensive
investigation of them should be oconduoted.»

As & result of these Iinstructions, the Poston Office instituted
investigation of Eristel Puchs Helneman, sister of Buil Julius Xlaus Fuchs,
and developed informaticn eoncerming her background. The individusl in-
vestigation on Kristel Fuchs Helneman was ¢losed by report dated December 26,
1946, but further investigation was conducted under the name of her husbend,
Robert Block Heineman, who had been determined to have been a member of the
Comannish Party. Investigation of Robert Blook Hslnexen was closed in
Ootober, 1947, on the basis of information that he Bad laft the United
States and was in Mexico City, D. F., as a student.




the Party wntil 1637

Investigatiom of Kristel Fuchs Heinemen and her husbend, Robert B.
Eeineman, was reinstituted on Septembor 22, 1949, upon receipt of information
indioating the possibility that Bumil Fuchs was & Soviet agent. This investiga-
tion is presently in s pending status. :

Elma Arne Dorothe Ida Christel Fuchs Heineman, commonly lmown as
Eristel Fuchs Hoineman, the sister of Bmil Julius Klaus Fuchs, was born en
July 22, 1913 (possibly 1914) st Russelsheim, Germany. According to Inmigrationm
and Naturelizetion Service records, she regided in Germany wmtil September, 19333
in Bwitzerdand, from Septewber, 1933 to ¥uly, 1934, where she is believed to have
attended the University of Zurich; in Germany from July, 1934 to July, 1936, and
in England from July, 1936 to Beptember, 1936. She first emtered the United
States as & student in September, 1936, at New York City, thereafter attending
Swarthmore College at Fhiladelphia, Pemnsylvenis, until her withdrawal during
her fourth year course in 1937-38. On May 20, 1938, she re-emtered the United
S8tates at Miami, Florida, from Havena, Cubm &g a permenent resident, and on
November 2, 1958, married Robert Block Heineman at Boston, Masaschugetts. They
no¥ have three children, Stephen Fox, age 105 Marole Hlizebeth, sge 8; and .

‘Erigtel, age 6, all of whom were born in Cambridge, Massachusetts.. Although

she claims to have filed a petition for naturalization sas a United Stattes
citizen st Boston, Massachusetts, in December of 1941, the files of the Tmmigra-~
tion and Naturelizetion Servise at Boston have failed to reflect that her olaim
has kny basis. ' ;

Robert B. Heineman, whom Kristel Puchs Heineman merried on Hovember
2, 1838, was born at Waussu, Wizoonsin, on March 25, 1917. Agoording to s
highly confidential source of known relisbility, he was registered as a member
of the Cambridge Branoh of the at Politiosl Assocletion in 1944.
Through's confidential Souros, }{Confidentisl Informent ED-BOS MBE~100) it was
also asgertained that em Jameary 23, 1947, he visited the Commmist Party
Heundguarteras in Boaton where he rejoinkd the Coammmist Party under the nmame of
Robert Eill. At tha§ Khe indicated that he bad previously been a member of

u) - |
The State Dep ent recorde refleot that on Nay 3, 1957 a passport was

issued to Heineman for 4ravel to France, England, Bussia, Italy, Switzerland,
Austria and Poland. : - .

: Tt was also reparted w@: ritish Tntelligence Servios)that on June
8, 1837, Robert B. Eeineman sarived in England en route to gia,
1 to England in Augnst of that smms year via ltaly amd Franme Rrobert

B. Helneman in interviews admitted active mesbershilp in the arty and
the faot that Communist Party meetings had recently been held st his bhome.

At the present time, Robert B. Heineman operates a launderette
under the nmme of the Huron Self Servise Store, 146 Huron Averme, Cambridge,
Masgachusetts, and is also enrclled in the Harvard Tniversity School of
Eduoation where he is studying for s degree ae a Master of Arts. His ourrext
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addrese is given as 9/ Lakeview Avanme, c;éridge, Magsachusdts., Kristel
Beineman appears to have bssn ‘sstranged from her husband for some time sand
is presantly eonfined as a mental patient in the Weatboro State Hospital,
Westboro, Massachusstts., (In this connection it is noted that confidential
records of the Westboro State Hospital reflect that when interviewsd,
Iristel Heineman stated that her husband was a sexual pervert and t.hat-
Eonstantin Lafasanos, a former fellow student of her hwband at Harvard
University, was actually the father of her thres children, a fact whioh
Lafazancs is reported to have sclknowledged).

As t0 Kristel Fw:h.s Heineman's possible implication in Soviat
espionage operaticna, it is noted that her name and address, as well as that
of her brother, Bmdl Julius Klaus Fuchs, was contained in the address book
of Israel Halparin, at the time of the latter®s sprrehension by the Royal
Canadian Mounted Police, in February of 1946, It is also known from in~ Gg )
formation obtained from an extremsly confidential sourceW
that Kristel Fuchs Heineman was contscted in October of
in the United States who was then ur;i‘égz Boil Julivs Klaus Fuchs!

superior in Soviet espionage operations Ji€In tihis connection, it is noted
that when interviewed by the British gence Service, Emil Julins Klaus
Fuchs at first maintained that Kristel Fuchs Heineman was not implicatad

in his eapionage operations. He stated, however, that his sister, who was
evidently &n active undercover Commnist in Germany, m&y have witnessed his
meotings with his contact in Boston and may heve deduced that this mesting
was & continustion of iis underground work in Germany. Fuchs has since
admitted that hs did meet his espiom.ge contact at the Helxeman home in
February 1945.

Clearance having been obtained from the anthorities of the Westboro
State Hospital, Kristel Fuchs Heineman was interviewed on February 2, 1950,
at wihich time she appearsd to be complstely rational, She stated that she
had not seen & great deal of her trother, Emil Julius Klsus Fuchs, btut recalled
seeing him in Germany in 1933 and sgain in 1935, after his exmulsion from
Germany. She also recalled that he had visited her several times in 1945
while she was residing in Massachusetts. 8hs said that she did not kmow any-
thing concerning his activities in Gemmany bubl recalled that following his
expulaion, he had gone t0 France. She said that about 1943 (sctually in 1940),
Fuchs hed been sent from Great Britain to Canada for intermment as a Ogrman
alisn, Thers he was contacted by Israel Halperin, who bafriended him and
furnished bim with cigarettes. According to Kristel Helneman, Wendell Furmy,
a mwember of the smme Commanist Party club in Cgmbridge, Massachusaetts, as that
to which her husband Robert B. Hsineman belonged, advismed her msband that
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Halperin had informed him of Puchs! internameht. Thereafter, she heard from
her brother (Emil Fuchs) from tims to time during the coursse of his internmant,
the message in each instance bei.ng forwarded from Halperin to Furry and by
Purry given to Robert Heineman. Both Kenstantin Lafasanos, paramour of
Kristel Heineman, and the latter's husband, Bobert B. Helneman, substantiated
her statements as to Emil Fucha' internment in Canada but were unsble to
definitely indicate the period during which he was held.

Also on February 2, 1950, Robert Block Helneman, the husband of
Eristel Fuchs Heineman, was interviewed, He.admitted that in the past he had
basn active in the Communist Party and stated that he knew Emll Julius Klaus
Yuehs, Heineman said that he knew that Emi) Fuchs had visited with Kristel
Heineman but stated that he had been sway from home on frequent occssions and
did not know how often Fuchs had been there., He waes not helpful ia giving any
informastion as %o individuals who had contacted or visited Emi] Fuchs but
offered to go through his papers to obtaln any infomati.on whieh. they might
disclose concerning Bnil Fuchs,

Robert Block Heinemsn was reinterviewsd on February 3, 1950, at which
time he admitted former membership in the Young Comminist League, but in spite
of evidence to the contrary, insisted that he had not been associated with
the Commnist Party since 1941, He provided no positive information concerning
Emil Julius Klaus Fuchs, claiming that he was abzent from his own hame on
almost every occasion that Fuchs had visited there. Heineman claimed that from

January %o May of 1947, he was conducting historic research in the vicinity of _

Monterey, Mexico, concerning the Mexican War of 1847. Heineman was reluctgnt
to identify his associates, wae not fully cooperative, and definitely appeared

to be lying.

Robert Block Heineman was again interviewed on the evening of
February &4, 1950, at which time he became evasive and untruthful and indicated
his desire to consult an attorney. Thereupon he telephoned Jamss F. Mahan,
a former Bureau agent engaged in the practice of law, who counseled Helneman
that he should be as cooperative as possible, Heineman then responded more
readily, admitting that he was currently an active member of the Communist
Party. He furnished his Party name and admitted that Communist Party meetings
were held in his hone, However, he refused to furnish the names of olher
Communists, stating that he did mot want to talk about people’s political
beliefs, but was willing to give any informstion that might be of benefit in
connection with espionage activities, Questioned specifically concerning
contacts of Emil Puchs while the latter was visiting the Heineman residence,
he furnished information concerning an individual by the name of Deutsch
(since identified as Martin Deutsch)
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On February 7, 1950, attorney James F. Mehan advised that he had
gpent three houre with Robert Heineman during the previous evening. He
said that Heineman was now willing to talk freely ooncerning his Party
affilistions and his knowledge comoerning Bmil Julius Xlaus Fuchs and
Xristel Heinsman, providing Mehan himself was present during the interview.
On February 8, 1950, avthority was granted to interview Helneman umder
these oonditions,

S8inoe this date both Xristel and Robert Heineman have besn inter
viewsd on numsrous ocomsions and they have been shown numerous photographs
of suspectz for Fuchs! Amerioan sspionage conteot, On May 22, 1950, Robert
Hoineman viewsd Harry Gold in person but wes wumable to identify him as the

ohemist who had visited his home looking for Fuchs., Om June 16, 1950, e

Eristel Heineman was shown photographs of Barry Gold and she identified Gold

without hesitation and positively as the obemist referred to above. She did

not know Gold by any name, however. (66-58806-4263 100-3462283 65~57449-74;3
Boston teletype 6/16/60)

During interviews of Fushs by FBI representatives in London, in the
period May 20 to June 2, 1950, Fuchs was questioned concerming Communist
backgrounds end astivities of the members of his immediate family. Hs stated
that his sister, Kristel, had been sctive in underground work in Germeny, but
he did not know if she had ever sctuslly been a member of the Conmunist Party.
With respect to Robert Heineman, Fuchs stated that on ome of his first visits
to the Heineman home, probably at Christmas, 1943, he formed the impression
that Robert Helneman wes a Conmunist or &t least was in favor of the Commwmist
philosophy. (Memo to Direotor from Messrs, Clegg and Lamphere 6/6/50)

By cable deted Juns 9, 1850, Mr. John Clmperman advised thet he had
interviewsd Fuchs who stated that his sister, Kristel Heineman, was younger
than himself snd astually was born July 12, 1915. Fushs stated he left
Gormany in 1933 when Kristel was still young and, therefore, hs did not know
or hear that she wsa engaged in Communist work at the time., When Fuchs next
saw Eriaste) in England in 1937 he lessrned from her for the first time that she
aotually was lnterested in Communiast aoctivitles in Germany. BHe stated, however,
that the nature sand extent of such activities were wilmown to him,.

' {65-58805-1393 )




ISHAEL HALPERIN

,’

Israsl Halper:ln was horn on Jamuary 5, 1911, in Westmount,
Q'uobac, Canada, of Russian parents. He jJoined the Caradian Army in 1942;
in 1943 was attached to the Directorate of Artillery; became a captain in
1944 and & major in 1945; being discharged shortly thereafter and becoming
a professor of mathematics at Queens University, Kingston, Ontario. In the
Arxy he worked on a considerable number of secret projects and had access
to all the files and documsnts concerning explosives and weapons, as well
"as to all new discoveries made available to the Artillery.

Documents abstracted from the Soviet Embassy at Ottawa, Canada,
¥y Igor Gouzenko, Soviet Code Clerk, who defected to the Canadian author~
itles on Septesber 5, 1945, supported by the testimomy. of Gousenko himself,
established that Halperin was a member of the Soviet Military Intelligence
espionage network operating in Canada during the period 1942-1945. Appre-
hended in February, 1946, Halperin subsequently was placed on trial for
conspiracy to violate the Canadian Official Secrets Act. However, on
March &, 1947, charges against him were diamissed upon refusal of a co-
conspirator David Gordon Juman to testify sgainst him and the consequent
failure on the part of the Crown attorneys to link him with the conspiracy
througk independent evidence, a condition precedent to the admissibility
of the Soviet documents. (100~34,2972~Bncl. 729)

Kristel Heineman has advised that about 1943 (actually im 1940),

Fuchs was sent from Great Britain to Canada for intermmsnt as a German alieng

There be was contacted by Israel Halperin who befriended him and fwrnished

him with cigarettes. According to Kristel Haineman, Wendell Furry, & mescber

of the same Communist Party ¢lub in Caxdridge, Huuehunttu, as that to
which her husband, Robert S. Heineman, bslonged, advised her husband that
Halperin had informed him of Puchs? utamont. Thereatter, she heard from
her brother (K Puchs) from tims to time diring the course of his intern-
ment,, thomsagoinmhimtmeobdngfomrdodfmﬂnpoﬂnbohm
and by Furry given to Robert Heineman.

Both Konstantin I.Araunoa, pu-mm- of Kristel Heineman, and the
latter's husband, Robert Heinsman, have substanmtiated her statement that
Klaus Puchs? was interned in Canads, but have besn wnable to indicate the
period during which he was held. (65~58805-466) .~ (

Acoording to information rced.vod from !I-a shruary u, _

1950, Fuchs had besn interviéwed concerning any 0 s he had with Imll
Halperin, Fuchs stated that while interned he received a book from Halperin

but did mot know him otherwise and had no personmal contact with Halperin QK

(65-5G90M6) -
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It is to ba noted at this point ‘éhat contrary to the articles
in Time Magazine of February .20, 1950, the Washington "Daily News" of
March 2, 1950 and March 10, 1950, and the Canadian weekly, "The Ensign"
of March ll, 1950 the only knomn possible link between the widely publicized
Canadian esplonage case and the espionage activity of Fuchs is the Halperin
address book entry. The articles referred to above claimed the United States
in 1946 was tipped on Fuchs activity through the Canadisn Royal Commission.
It was stated that Igor Gouzenko leained of Fuchs' name and espionage activity
from Colonel Vassily M. Rogov, of the Soviet Embasgy in Ottawa. There is
no basis in fact for these statements, The Royal Canadian Mounted Police
have advised that nsither the Hoyal Commission nor the RCMP had possessed
sny information regarding Fuchs' espionage activity in 1946, as stated in
the articles. The RCMP belleve that Gouzenko msy be now attempting to claim
eredit for the Fuchs case and that he may be the source of the articles.

(65-58805-653) L

During interviews with Fuchs by representatives of the Buresu in the
period May 20 through June 2, 1950, Fuchs was questioned concerning his association
with Halperin., He stated that he never had any espionage dealings or affiliations
diréectly or indirectly with Halperin. To the best of his recollection he had
received a letter from Halperin while he was in the detention camp in Canada,

He stated that Halperin might have learned of his presence there from his sister
Kristel Heinemsn or through members of the German Communist Party in England who
might have requested Halperin to look after scientists who were incarcerated in
Canada. The letter he received from Halperin stated that the latter was going
to send him some scientific articles and magazines and asked if there was any-
thing else he could do for lFuchs. Shortly thereafter, Fuchs received two copies
of magazines; one "Physical Review" and the other "Modern Physics." These came
from Halperin and there was no significance to the publications other than they
were the type of publications that Fuchs was interested in reading. He received
no newspapers and stated that it was possible he wrote to Halperin axpressing
his thanks.

Fuchs did not know why he was released from detention camps in Canada,
He knew, however, that some people in England would like to have effected his
release, He felt certain that Professor Max Borne who was first at Cambridge
and later at Edinburgh University, would have liked to effect his release as &
fellow sclentist as would others who were members of the Communist Party.
(Memo to the Director from Messrs, Clegg and Lamphere dated 6-6-50)
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Wondell Hinkle Furry, brother-in-Law of Israsl Halperin, was
born on February 18, 1907, at Prairietown, Indiana. He received an A.B. .
Degree from DePauw University in 1928, s Master of Arts Degree from the
University of Illinois in 1930, and a Ph, D. Degree from the same institution,:
in 1932, Since 1934, he hss been & member of the Physiocs Department of
Harvard University, Cambridge, Massachusetts, presently occupying the
position of Associate Professor. ZEffective Jamnary 1, 1950, he received
an appointment as exchange Professor of Phyaics at the Royal Institute of
Physics, Copenhagen, Denmark, Records of the Radistion Laboratory, Massa~
chusetts Institute of Technology, reflect that Purry was employed by the
Radistion Laboratory from October 1, 1943, to August 1, 1945, having been
approved for access to classified materials as of July 2, 1943, During the
period of his employment, he was dedicated to theoretical research in radar
and had access €o top secret research informaticn. b}

According to a highly confidential source P Wendell b7D
Hinkle Furry has been listed as a mamber of the Henry lhoreau Professional
Branch of the Conmunist Party as recently as 1947. 4 bighly confidsential
source has also furnished information indicating that his wife, Elizabeth
Sawdey Furry, registered as a member of the Cambridge Branch of the Commnist
Party for the calendar year of 1945, indicating at that time her former
mepbership. Wendell Hinkle Furry is also reported to have been affiliated
with a number of organizations coming within the purview of Executive Order
9835, including such groups &s the Joint Anti-Fascist Refugee Committee, the
Civil Rights Congress, and the Samel Adams School for Social Studies. He
has been exceedingly active as s member of the Boston-Cambridge Branch of
the American Association of Scientific Workers, and played a prominent part
in raising funds for defense of individuals charged in Canada with conspiracy
to vioclate the Official Secrets Act, as the outgrowth of Igor Gouzenko's
defection in September of 1945, He is known to have been in contact with
.his brother~in-law Israsl Halperin on frequent occasions,

The Bureau investigation of Wendell Hinkle Furry, instituted as
the result of Bureau memorandum of June 11, 1946, directing the identific-
ation of individuals listed in the address book of Israel Halperin, is
currently in a pending status. (100~192079) —

During the interview with Fuchs by ‘Bureau representatives in London,
he stated that he lknew Viendell Furry by name and possibly had met Furry when
the latter called at the Heineman homein Cambridge, Eassachusetts, while Fuchs
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vas visiting there. He stated positively that he did mot know Wendell Furry
was a brother-in-law of Israel Halperin. He further stated that he did not
Imow that Furry was a member of the Communist Party, the Joint Anti-Fascist
Refugee Committee, the Civil Rights Congress or the Samuel Adams School for Social
Studies., He also did not kmow that Furry's wife, Elizabeth, was a member of the
Cambridge Branch of the Communiat Party. He stated that he had no reason to

suspect Furry of being engaged in any espionage sctivities of any type whatsoever.
{Memo to the Director from Messrs. Clegg and Lamphere dated 6~6~50) .



C. CONFESSION

1. BEvents Leading Up To Confession

A memorsndum dated October 29, 1949, fram the British advised that they
felt bound to advise appropriste authorities in England that the continued
employment of Fuchs in the Atomic Research Station at Harwell, England, represented
a grave gecurity risk and that consequently he should be removed. It was stated
thet in view of this, an interview with Fuchs was desirable., The British desired
to know if such sn interview would jeopardize the Bureau’s informaent and whether
or not 1t would Jeopardlze further investigation which was contemplated by the
Bureau.ﬁ((ﬁ&isas&si’:)

(1
On November 2, 1949, the Buresu advised thag'itish suthorities thal
the effeot of an interview with Fuchs on the investigftion which was contemplated
in the United Stetes could not be sccurately determined. It was pointed out thaet
the successful investigation of Kristel Fuchs Heineman might be jeopardized but :
that it was realized & successful interview of Dr. Fuchs might asdl st materially &"
in that investigation. The British were ndvisedjthat the Bureau did not desire 1
to ask them to withhold taking action With r t to Fuchs, but that they should )
feel free to take any action with respect to an interview with him which they

wight desire. The necessity for protecting “at all costs™ the original source

of the information in this case was called to their attantion% 5-58805~33) .

: By memorandum dated November 7, 19649, the British advised the Bureau
that{Fachs had recsntly sought the advice of the Security Officer at Harwsll
with whom he was on good peracnal terms. Fuchs explained thet his father, who
was living at Frankfurt, had been offered a Chair at Leipzig University, which
he wighed to accept. Because Leipzig iz in the Russian Zone of Gernmany, Fuchs
indicated that he was worried about the effeot this might have on his position
at Harwell and he, thersfore, had come to the conclusion thaet the Seourity
Officer should be eware of this positiom. The Security O0fficer indicated that
such & sonfidence from Fuchs was most unusual since he was normally reticent

| --ana_aelr-surﬁoient_.'!ﬁ (W)

The Becurlty Officer b/!‘ing Commsnder Arnold) reopernsd the subjeot a
day or two Jater after Fuchs had relterated that his father was wunlikely to
refuse the offer. Fuchs was asked whother or not he feared that pressure might
be brought to bear on him through his father, and if so, whet his reactions .
would be. He replied that he did not feel that he could be induced to cooperate ( K)
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at the present time dut found it impossible to say what he might feel under U—)
eltered circumstences. He asked Armold whether he should resign from Harwell. (ﬁm

The British advised that in ofE?hs' conversatioms with A.moi/da U)
they were examining a proposal for Armold{to again interview Fuchs, believing {
that this might possibly lead to a confession by Fucha., Even if it did not

lead to a confession, it was belisved that thereafter they might be in a better
position to assess the chences of success of later confronting Fuchs with &

direct accusation. Bureau comments on this develomment were solicited. ‘FE.
{65~58805~32) ~

By memorandun dated November 14, 1945, the British were advised that
there was no objection on the part of the Buresu to an intervisw with Fuchs as
contemplated by the British, and that it was felt thet the sction [of his i‘athea({@’
afforded an opportunity to approach Fuchs in an informel and general mmuner
without either alerting him or disolosing the original source of information. ﬁ
(65~58805~32) —

By memorandum dated December 22, 1949, the British advised that Fushs
was interviewed on December 21, 1948, at which time he either voluntesrsd or

. admitted all of the facts kmown about his background except those obtained from

fem A

the original informant in this omse. He flatly denied that he had soted as an
expionsge agent and wes either unwilling or unable to suggest any contacts

which might have used him as an “unconscious® source of information. It was

stated that the British Directorate of Atomic Energy would meet in London on o
December 28 to decide what .motion should be teken regarding Fuchs. ’x(‘is-saeos-ss)

By memorandum deted January 3, 1850, the British advised that Fuchs
wag egaln interviewed on December 31, 1949 mnd oontinued to deny thet he was in
any way comnnscted with esplenage in 1944 or at any other time. He was unable to
suggest the name or nammss of any persoms oomnected with his group in New York
City, who might have been working for ar had oomnections with the Soviets.

Fuchs stated that he only contasted the Heinemans on two ocoasions, at Christmas
1943, and during the summer of 1944, &(65658805-174)"’
. w -

2. Puchs' Confession * -

Oon January 31, 1950, 8ir Peroy Sillitoe, head of MI=5, advised the
Bureau that Fuchs, under protracted reinterrogation, had confessed to continuous
espionage from the end of 1941 to February, 1949, covering Atomic Energy st x‘*j
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Birmingham University, England, British Diffusion Miaaioﬁ, New York, and Los
Alamos, and the British Atomic Establishment at Harwell. It was pointed out

" that technical information betrayed by him included a full "bomh know-how" from

Los Alamos. It was also stated that Fuchs had signed a confession and subject
to clearance by the Director of Public Prosecutions, would be arrested and _
prosecuted under the Official Secrets Act and the Atemic Energy Act. ﬁ 558&')5-85)/

Quoted below 1s the signed statemex:;t taken fram Fuchs on January
27, 1950 by W. J. Skardon of MI-5: g(u ) _

@?{h"iﬁiﬁiﬂ, 1950} * ((M

"Statement of Bmil Julius Klaus Fuchs, of 17 Hillside, Harwell,
Berkshire, who saith: g 73]

*I an Deputy Chief Sclentific Officer (acting rank) at atomic
energy research estsblishment, Harwell. W

"I wes bora in Russelsheim on 29th December, 1911, My father was a
parson and I had a very happy childhood, I think that the one ;
thing that mostly stands out is that my father always did what he
believed to be the right thing to do and he always told us that we
had to go our own way, even if he disagreed. Hs himself had BSRY
fights because he did what his conscience decreed, even if these
were al variance with accepted convention. Por example, he was the
first paraon to jJoin the Soclal Democratic Party. I didn't tske much
interest in polities during my school days except insofar as I was
forced into it by the fact that of course all the other pupiles knew
who my father was, and I think the only political aet at school which
I ever made was at the celebration ef the Woimar Constitution when
there was a celebration at achool and all the flags of the Wedmar
Republic had been put up ouiside, whereas inside large nuzbers of the
Puplls appeared with the imperial badge, At that point I took eut
the badge showing the colors of the Republic, and put it on, and of
course it was immediately torn domm. w) ‘

¥Mhen I got to the University of Leipsiy I joined the 8. P. D. snd took

part in the organisation of the students! group of the 8.P.B. I ‘
found myself soon in opposition to the official policies of .the S.P.D. {M




for example on the question of naval re-~armement, when the S.P.D.
supported the building program of the Penzeroreuzer. I did have some
discussion with Communists, but I elways found that I despised them
because it was epperent that they acoepted the official policy of their
own party even if they did not agree with it. The mein point at issue
was alweys the Commnist policy procleiming the united fromt and at
the same time mttacking the leaders of the 8.P.D. Later I went to
Eiel University. It has Jjust occurred to me, though it mey not be
important, thet st Leipzig I wes in the Reichsbanmner which was & semi~
military organiration composed of members of the S.P.D. and the
Democratic Party. That is a point at which I broke awmy from my
father's philosophy because he iz & pacifists In Kiel I wes first
still a member of the S8.P.D., but the break came when the 5.F.D.
deoided to support Hindenburg as Reich President. Their argwient was
thet if they put up their own candidats it would split the vote and
Bitler would be elected. In particulsr, this would meen that the
poaition of the 5.P.D. in Prussis would be lost when they controlled the
whole of the police organization. The sleotion was, I think, in 1932,
My argument was that we could not stop Hitler by cooperating with other
bourgeois parties but that only & united working olass could stop him.
At this point I decided to oppose the official policies openly, and I
offered myself &s & spesker in support of the Communist candidate.
Shortly after the election of Hindenburg, Papen was made Reich
Chancellor, and he dismissed the elacted Pruasia Govermment and put in
8 Reichstathalter. That evening we all ocolleoted spontaneously. I
went to the headquarters of the Communist Party beosuse I had in the
meantime been expelled from the §.P.D., but I hed seen many of my
previous friends in the Relichsbanner, and I kmew that they were
gathering together ready to fight for the Prussian Govermment, tut the
Prussian Government yielded. All they did was to appeal to the cemtral
Reich Court. At this point the morale of the rank and file of the S.P.D.
and the Relchsbanner broke completely and it was’évident that there was
no force left in those organizations to resist Hitler. I mccspted that
the Commuist Perty hed been right in fighting egainst the leaders of
the B+PoDe and that I had boen wrong in blaming themfor it, I hagd
alreidy joined the Communiss Party because 1 felt I had to be in same

-organisation. &I/"
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"Some time before this I lad algo joined & student organisation
which contained members of the S,P.D., as well as members of the
Communist Party. This organization was frowned upon by the 8.P.D.,
but they did not take steps against me until I ceme out openly
against the officisl policy. I was made the Chsairmen of this
orgenization and we carried on propagende aimed at those members

of the Nazi whom we belisved to be sincere. The Nezis had

decided to stert propagande against the high fees which students

had to pay, and we decided to take them by their word, convinced

thet we would show them up. I ocarried on the negotations with the
leaders of the Wazi group at the University, proposing that we
should organize a strike of the students. They hedpged and after
several weeks I decided that the time had come to show that they did
not intend to do it. We issued & lsaflet, explained that the
negotations had been going om but that the leaders of ths Nazis were
not in earmest. Our policy did have success because some members of
owr organization succeeded in making personel contact with some of
the sincere Nazi. The Nazi leaders epparently noticed that, becsuse
some time later they organiz ed a strike against the Rector of the
University. That was after Hitler had been made Reioh Chancellor.
During that strike they called in the support of the S.A. from the
town, who demonstrated in front of the University. In spite of that
I went there every day to show that I was not aftaid of them. On
one of these ocsasions they tried %o kill me end I escaped, The

faoct that Hindenburg mede Hitler Reich Chmkellor of course proved to
me again thet I had been right in opposing the official policy of the
8iP.D. After the burning of the Reichstag I hed to go underground. I
was luoky because on the morning after the burning of the Relochstag I
left iy hame very early to catoh a irain to Berlin for & conferemoce
of our student organiseticn, and that is the only resson why I
esoaped arrest. I remember olear]y when I opened the mewspaper in the
train I irmedistely realired the significance and I knew that the
vnderground struggle hed started. I took the badge of the r and
siokle from my lapel which I had cerried until that time. u}

"I was ready to acoept the philosophy that the Party 48 right ahd

that in the coming struggle you oould not pemmit yoursslf any

doubts after the Party had made & decision. At this point I

anitied from resolve in my mind a very small diffioulty about my

oonduct of the policy against the Naris. I received, of course, &

great deal of preise at the conference in Berlin which was held

illegally, but there ramkled in my mind the fact that I had sprung

our leaflets on the leaders of the Nazis without warning, without "l/

a bid
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“riving them an ultimatum that I would call to the student body

lest they made & decision by & certain date. If it had been
necessary to do that I would not have worried about it, but there
wiis no need for it., I have violated some stendards of decent
behavior, but I did not resclve this difficulty and very often this
incident did come back to my mind, but I came to accept that in such
a struggle of things of this kind are prejudices which are weakness

and which you must fight against. %a/ j

"All that followed helped to confirm the idees I had formed. Not e
aingle party voted against the extraordinary powers which were given
to Hitler by the new Reichstag and in the universities there was
hardly anybody who stood up for those who were dismigsed either on
political or racisl grounds, and afterwards you found thet pecple
whom you nrormally would have respected becsuse of their decency had
no force in elves to stand up for their own ideals or moral
standards. “[)

"I was in the underground until I left Germany. I was semt out by
the Party, beceuse they said that I must finish my studies because
after the revolution in Germany people would be required with
technical mowledge to take part in the building up of the Communist
Germany. I went first to France and then to England, where I
studied and at the same time I tried to make & serious study of the
base Marxigt philosophy. The. idea which gripped me mogt was the
belief that in the past man has been unable to understand his own
history and the forces lead to the further development of human
socliety; that now for the first time man understande the historicel
forces and be is able to contrel them, and that, therefore, for the
first time he will be really fres. I ¢erried this ides over into
the peracnal sphere and believed that I could understand mygelfy and
that I oould meke myself into what I belisved I should be. /

*T acoepted for & long time that what you heard asbout Russia
internally oould be deliberate lies. I had my doubts for the

first time on aots of foreign policies of Russis; the Russo~German
pact was diffioult to understand, but in the end I did accept that
Russie had dome it to gain time, that during that time ghe wasg
expanding her own influence in the Balkans against the influence of
Germany. Pinally Germany's attack on Russin seemed to confimm that
Russia was not shirking and was prepared to oarry out a foreign

.I :\ T"*‘
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"policy with the risk of war with Germanmy. Russia's attack on Finland
wag more difficult 4o understand, but the fact thaet England and France
prepared for sn intervention in Finland et the time when they

did not eppear to be fighting seriously against Germany made it
possible to accept the explanation that Russie had to prepare its
defenses against possible imperialiem powers. In the end I

accepted again that my doubts had been wrong end the Party hed

been right. u‘,

"™fhen Germany sterted the real attack on France I was intermed

end for a long time I was not allowed any newspepers. Ve did not
know what was going on outside, and I did not see how the British
people fought at thet time. I felt mo bitterness by the intermment,
because I could understand that it was necessary and that at that
time England could not spare good pesople to look after the internees,
but it did deprive me of the chance of learning more about the real
character of the British people. aj

"Shortly efter my release I wes asked to help Professor Peierls in
_Birminghem, on soms wer work. I accepted it and I started work without
kmowing at first what the work was., I doubd whether it would have

 mede any difference to my subsequent actions if I had known the

nature of the work beforehand. When I learned the purpose of the
work I decided to inform Russia and I ewtablished oontact through
another member of the Communist Party. 8Since that tims I have had
eontimuous sontact with persons who were completely unimown to me,
except that I Emew that they would hand whatever informmtion I gave
them to the Russian authorities. At this tims I had campleta confi~
dence in Russian polioy and I believed that the Western Allies
deliberately allowed Russia snd Germanqr to fight each other to the
death, I had, therefore, no hesitation in giving all the information
I had, even though occmsionally I tried to concentrat inly on
giving information sbout the results of my own work. m

"In the course of this work I began maturally to form bonds of
_personal frisndship and I had oomcerning them my immer thoughts. I
used ny Marxist philosophy to establish in my mind two separate
compartmente. Onre compartment in which I allowed myself to make

in a1l persomal ways the kind of man I wanted to be and the kind of
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friendships, to have persvnal relations, to help people and to be ,.v aJ
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"men which, in personal ways, I had been before with my friends in or
neay the Communist Party. 1 could be free snd easy and heppy with
other people without fear of disclosing myself because I knew that
the other compartment would step in if I approached the danger point.
I could forget the other compartment and still rely on it. It
appenred to me at the time that I had becoms & 'free man' becauss I
had succeeded in the other sampertment to establish mysalf completely
independent of the surrounding forces of society. Looking back at it
now the best way of expressing it seems to be to call it a conbtrolled
schizophrenia. ﬁ

"In the postwar period I begen again to have my doubts about Russian
policy. It is impossible to give definite incideuts. because nmow the
control mechanism acted against me, also keeping away from me facts
which I could not ok in the face, but they did penetrate and
eventually I came t0 & point where I knew I disspproved of & great
many actions of the Ruasien Governmment and of the Comrurist Party,
but I still believed that they would build s new world and that one
day I would teke part in it and that on that dey I would also have to
stand up end say to them that there are things whioh they are doing
wrong. During this time I was not sure that I could give all the
information that I had., However, it becsme more and more evidence
that the time when Russia would expand her influence over Europe was
far ewny, esnd that, therefore, I had todecide for myself whether I
could go on for many years to oontimie hending .over information
without being sure in @y own mind whether I was doing righte I
declded that I oould not do so., I did not go to ons rendezvous
beoause I was 111 at the time. I decided not to go to the following

Qno. w i .

"Shortly afterwards my father told me that he might be going into

the Eastern Zons of Germany. At that time my ¢wn mind was closer

to his than it had ever been before, beoause he alszo believed that

they are at least trying to build a new world. He disapproved of

many things and herhad alwayé done so, but he knew that whem he

went there be would say so and he thought that in doing so he might

help to make them reslize that you cennot tuild & new world if you

destroy some fundamental decemoles in personal behawlor. I oould

not bring myself -to stop my father from going there. However, it

made me face at lest same of the feots about myself. I felt that my %((AJ
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“father's going to the Bastern Zome, that his letters, would touch me
somewhere and that I was not sure whether I would not go back. I
suppose I did not have the courage to fight it out for myself and,
therefore, I invoked an outside influence by informing Security that
my father was going to the Eastern Zone. A few momths pessed and I
bscame more and more convinced thet I had’to leave Harwell. I was then
confronted with the fact that there was evidence that I had given away
information in New York. I was given the chance of admitting it and
staying at Harwell, or of clearing out. I was not sure enough of
myself to stay at Harwell and, therefore, I denjed the allegations and
decided thet I would heve t¢ leave Harwell. u j

"However, it them began to become clear to me that in leaving
Harwell in those circumstances I would do two things. I would
deal & grave blow to Harwell, to all the work which I had loved
and, furthermors that I would leave suspicions against people
whom I loved who were my friends and who believed I was their
friend. I had to face the fact +that it had been possible for me
in one half of my mind to be friendly with peocple, bs cloze
friends and at the same time to deceive than to endanger them. I
had to realire that the control mechanism had warned me of danger
to myself, but that it had also prevented me from realizing what

I was doing to people who were close to me. I then realized that
the combination of the three ideas which had made me what I was,
was wrong, in faot that every single one of them was wramg, thet
there are gertain gtendards of moral behavior which are in you and
that you cammot disregard. That in your actions you mist be clear
in your own mind whether they are right or wrong. That you must
be sble, before mccepting somebody else's aathority to state your
doubls and to try and resclve them; and I found that at least I
myself was made by ciroumstances.

#I know that I cannot go bgck on that end I know that all I can do
now is to try and repalr the damage I heve done. The first thing
is to make sure that Harwell will suffer as little as possible and
that I have to save for py friends as much as poasible of that
part that was good in my relations with them. \“ )

*This thought is at present uppermost in my mind, and I find it
difficult to concentrate on any other points. However, I realize
that I will have to satete the extent of the information that I
“have given and that I shall have to help as far as sy oonsolence
allows mﬁ.ﬂ stopping other people who are still doing what I have
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“There is ncbody I know by name who is ooncerned with collecting
information for the Russian authorities. There are people whom I
know by sight whom I trusted with my 1life end who trusted me with
theirs and I do not know that I shall be able to do anything thaet
might ir the end give them away. They are not inside of the
project, but they are the intermesdiaries betwsen myself end the
Russian Goverument. W

"At first I thought that 211 I would do would be to inform the
Russian authorities that work upon the atom bomb was going on.
They wished to have more details snd I agreed to supply them. 1
oonoentrated at first mainly on the products of my own work, but
in partioular at Los Alamos I did what I consider to be the worst
I have done, nsmely to give information about the principles of
the design of the plutonium bombe Later on at Harwell I began
to sift it, but it is difficult to say exactly when and how I did
it because it was & process which went up and down with my inner
gtruggles. The last time L handed over information was in
February or March, 1949. u {

"Before I joined the project most of the English people with whom
I had made personal contacts were left wing, and affected, to some
degree or other, by the same kind of philosophy. Sinoce coming to
Harwell I have met English people of all kinds, and I have come to
gee in many of them s deep-rooted firmness which enables them to

lead 8 decent way of life. I do not know where this springs from

and I don't think they do, but it is there.

"I have read this statement snd to the best of my knowledge it is

R e 4l

“Gtetement taken down in writing by me at the pemission of Emil

i+ - Julius Kleus Fuchs st the War Office on January 27, 1850. He
read it through, made such alterations as he wished and initialed

) E;igxed) "W, J. S]mrdon.‘? %W
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In additiom to the statement furnished to Skardon, Fuchs gave & |
statement to Dr. Michael W. Perrin, Atomic Sclentist commected with the British
Ministry of Supply, om Januery 30, 1850. This statement, which is quoted else~
where in this memorandum, ocutlined in some detail the scientific information
furnished to the Rugaians by Fuchs. It is noted that Fuchs divided his
activities into four periods: % (IL) '

The first covering the period at Bimminghem University from
early 1942 to December, 1943; % (u:)

The sepond covering the period at New York from December, 1943,
to August, 19443 % (U:)

The third covering 4§ period at Los Alamos fram August, 1944
to the Summer of 1946; % (U-)

The fourth covering the period et Harwell from the Summer of
1946 to the Bpring of 1949. $ (u\

It should be noted that by his own admigsions, Fuchs furnished to the
Russians information concerning Atomic Energy which had care to his attention
through his ovm research work or otherwise until the last period, at which time
he began to have increasing doubts as to the wisdom of passing informetion to
the Russians. In the last period, he apparently did not furmish to the Russiasns
all of the information 4o which he had rocess. % (u_
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- On February 2, 1950, Dr. Fuchs was arrested and charged with
viclsting the British Official Secrets Act. He was arraigned &t the Bow
Street Police Court before Chief Magistrate Sir Lsurente Dunne. Fuchs
was bound over for further arraigmment on February 10, 1950. On February
10, 1950, Fuchs was arraigned at the Bow Street Maglstrate's Court, London,
&t which time he was committed for trial at the Central Criminal Court,
london, during the sessions beginning February 28, 1950. At the tims of
arraigoment, James Skardon, British Security Service; Henry Armold,
Security Officer of the Atomic Ensrgy Research establishment, Harwell,
England; and Michael Perrin, Minmistry of Supply, appeared as witnessges.
Portions of the confession made to these three individuals were placed in
the record.

0o March 1, 1950, Dr. Fuchs was tried in london. He pled guilty
to 8ll of the four counts of the indictment and was sentenced to the maximum

penalty of fourteen years. The contents of the four counts in the indictment

are as follows:

®Count 1 ~ On & dsy in 1943 in the City of Bimingham for a .
purpose mrejudicial to the safety or interest of the State
communicated to & psrson unknown informstion relating to atomic
research which was caleulated to be or might have been, or was
intended to be directly or indirectly useful o an enemy.

"Count 2 - On a day unknown between 31st December, 1943 and lst
August, 1944, being a British subject in the City of New York in
the United States of America, committed a similar offense.

*Count 3 - On a day unknown in February, 1945, being a British
subject 8t Boston, Massachusetis, in the United States of America,
commitbed a similar of fense.

ACourtt 4 ~ On & day in 1947 in Berkashire committed a similar
offenae."

I4 has besn reported that there was some question concerning the
wading as to the location in England in the first count of the indictment,
but it was established that the correct location was Birmingham rather than
Banbury, Bugland.
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The Attorney General, Sir Hartley Shawcross, in swmary
fashion traced Fuchs' history for the Court and characterised Fuchs &s
one of the lsading mathematical physicists. He stated Fuchs was held %o be
s bona fide refuges from Nazi persecution by an Alien Tribunal at the
ontbreak of World War II. Neverthelsss, in 1940 Fuchs was internsd 83 an
enemy alien and transferred to Camada for internment. Upon releass from
fnterrment Fochs went to Edinburgh University and then to Birmingham
University to work on nuclear physics. On Juns 18, 1942, Fuchs slgned
an oath of mecrecy in connection with his nmuclsar physics work for ihe /
British Govermment. In July, 1942, Fuchs became s maturalized eitigen
of Great Britain, tut nevertheless his allsgisnce +o Commmniss remained
suprema.

.

PURpp———

The Attorney Genersal read from a statement made by Fuchs
an sxverpt indicsting that when Fuchs learned the purpomse of his work he
established contact with the Russians. The Attomey General pointed out
that this contact was established through a forelen tommunist. The
Attorney General alsoc read snother excerpt widch he had previously read
&t the arraigmuent hearing at the Bow Streset Court concerning the two
compartments in Fuchs! wind, He also read a portion relating to Fuchs'
having furnished to the Soviets what he personally kmew, though later at
Harwell, England, be began to gift the information. The Attorney General
pointed out that in the summer of 1943 Fuchs went to the United States
(Fuchs arrived in the United States on December 3, 1943), was in the
United States aprroximately eighteen months and ontinued contact with
Pussién agents. Fuchs returred to the United Kingdom in 1946 and there~ T
after received one hundred pounds as & symbolic payment to show subservience
t0 the Conmunist cause.

The Attornsy General then told the Court that last fall
gnformation had coms from the United Btates suggesting that there had
been & leakage of informatiom from the Eritish Atomic Energy Mission in
America while Fuchs was there.

The Attorney General also read another portion of Fuchs!
statement to the effect that Fushs began to have doubts as to Soviet
policies and that after he found that his father was going to the
Eastern Zone of Germany he informed the Security Officer at the Atomic
Eoergy Establishment, Harwell, England, of this fact. The Attornaey
General then read further from Fuchs' statement to the effect that Fuchs
was then faced with two alternatives; namely, that be could tell the truth
and stay st Harwell, or that he could concesl his activitiss and leave
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Harwell. The Judge inguired at this point-faa to what the two alternatives
weare and how they were presented to Fuchs, and the Attarney General
explained that they were sitermatives® Fuchs placed in his omn mind.

The Attorney General pointed out that Fuchs' statement was Lree snd
voluntary, and further, that Fuchs had cooperated with officials of

the Eritish Government and had said he wished to give as much assistance
@s he could to correct ths damage he had done. Yhe Attorney General

told the Court that it was not in the public interesi to disclose the
extant of Fachs! cooperation, He pointed out that Fuchs! disclosures to
the Russians from 1942 on were wmndoubtedly of great assistance to Russia
in Fuchs' particulsr field. Hs pointed out farther that Fachs! confession
had boen made whils Fuchs was a free man snd that when Fuchs was arrested
he was charged immediately end tried as soon as possibla. He stated that
this was quite different from the types of Justice meted out in other
countries (apparently referring to the Soviet bloc). The Courd then
commented that it was his recollaction that Fuchs had been arresisd on
February 2, charged on February 3, given & hearing on February 10, and
brought to trial on March 1, the first posaible day ha could bave been tried.

After the Attorney Gensral's opening statement, Derek Curtis-
Bonnatt, attornsy for Fuchs, called W, J. Skardon, British Security Service
Officer who had interrogated Fuchs, placed him om the stand and obteined
the following information: Skardon bad talked to Fuchs on Decamber 21,
1949, &nd on other dates up to the time that Fuchs made his written con-
fession in January. The statement made by Puchs was free and voluntary.
The British Oovernment had mo evidence to use in prossoution prior to
Fuchs'! confession. Fuchs has furnished sdditional information since his
arrsst. Fuchs had stated that he was cooperating in an effort to right the
wrong he had committed. Skardon was then dismissed from the stand and
Curtin-Bennett began his argument, which was as followss (1) the stetement
by Puchs wes made freely by a free man, not under arrest; (2) Fucha was
under no sort of pressure from any quarter at the tine of his statement;
(3) Fachs is a scientist of eonsiderable ability; {4) Fuchs joined the
Communist Party in Germay because it fought Nasism; (5) when Fuchs was
sducated at Leipszig, Kiel, Bristol, and Birminghsm Universities he hoped
40 bacome & scientist in order to rebuild a Commnist Germany; {6) Fuchs
became & British gsubject in 1942, but mever a membsr of the Communist
Party in Great Britain; smd (7) Fuchs nsver made a secrst of his Communist
Party sympathies or association with Commmist Party mesbers..

Cortia-Bsnnatt stated that it was a matter of record in the

British Homs Office that at the time of Fuchs' maturelization, Fuchs was &
refuges from the Nazis becusse hs was a Commmist. At that point the
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Attorney General interrupted and stated that’there was mo evidence that
Fuchs was an active Communist in the United Kingdom. Curtis-Bsnnelt
replied that enyons knowimg Marxist ideology knows that Commmnists act
ths same snywhere. The Cowrt interrupted, saying that he was not
particularly interested in & peychologlical study of Fuchs' state of mind
and instructed that the argument proceed.

Curtis-Bemett then stated that Fychs originally bad told the
Fussians only those things which were the products of his own brain, but
. that while he was in Amsrica he had divulged not only the products of his
own brain, but slac the products of the brains of others. Curtis-Bemnstii
pointed out that during the périod covered by the first thres counts of
the indictment, Russia was & friend and ally, and that at the time
covered by the fourth count, namely, 1947, Fuchs went right on doing the
sape things in the same way. He stated that scientists do mot have
flaxible minds and that Fuchs had been in a dreadful state of mind from
the spring of 1949 wntil be finally confessed. Curtis-~Bemnett then
went over the same gound covered by the Attorney General with reference
to Fuchs' learning that his father was im the Soviet soms, and he mentioned
the discussiona between Fuchs and S8kardon. He pointed out that Fuchs
recognised that the suthorities were suspicious of his activitiss in the
United States. He said that at the time Fuchs gave his confesaion there
was no other evidence on which he could be prosecuted and that Fuchs him-
self had provided the whole case far prosecution., He commented that
Fuchs! whole attitude had changsd as & result of his association with
British people and British sclentiste.

At the conclusion of Qurtis-Banneti's argument the Court asked
Fuchs whethor he had anything to say. Fuchs, who speaks very broken
English with a German accent, said in substance that he wanted to thank
tha Court and everyone conmcerned for a fair trial. The Court then stated
that he had considered four points, namely; (1) Fuchs had fmperiled the
right of asylur t0 sny new refugees because the British Government conld -
not tell when other persons such as Fuchs were coming imto the country;
{2) Fachs had betrayed not only his own intellect, but also ths secrsie
of other men's brains, and had caused susplcion to0 fall on innocent
people; (3) Fuchs' sctions might have imperiled relations between Grest
Britain and the United States of America; (4) Fuchs! astions had csused
great damage to both Grest Britain and the United Ststes.

5
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The Lord Chief Justice, Lord Goddard, before wvhom Fuchs was tried,
stated that the crime with which Fuchs was charged was only thinly different
from bigh treason, and that the Court was effixing a penalty not so much for
punishment but to safeguard the country. Lord Goddsrd then promounced that
the maximm sentence "I can give you wnder the Official Becrets Act is
fourteen years, and I, therefore, sentence you to fourteen years,"

On May 31, 1950, Sir Percy Sillitoe orally advised Assistant
Director Hugh H. Clegg and Special Agent Robert J, Lamphere that the British
Home Office was considering denatursiization rroceedings against Fuchs and
the proper time for bringing such proceedings. (65-58805-1375)

A United Press dispatch dated July 2, 1950, from London, England,
reflected that Fuchs haed been moved secretly from the prison st Wormwood
Scrubs, London, to the Stafford Prison about 133 miles Northwest of London.
This move was slleged to be for "security reasons."

An article in the Daily Mirror, London, England, on July &, 1950,
referred to the transfer of Fuchs from Wormwood Scrubs to Stafford Prison
and vent on to say that the transfer was on requeet of the British atomic
sclentists, according to the highest authority, and that Fuchs might socon
be working again for Britain {inferentially on atomic energy research),

By letter dated January 23, 19513 the Legal Attache, London,
furnished information received from Mr. W. J. Skatdon of MI-5 concerning
the possible denaturalization of Fuchs. Skardon informed that under the
British Nationality Act of 1948, the Secretary of State may revoke a
nsturalization certificate in cases where the holder has been convicted of
& criminal offense. Therefore, as a natural consequence of Fuchs'
conviction the Secretary of State informed him by letter dated June 15, 1g50,
that be was considering depriving Fuchs of his citizenship, Skardon
related that the Secretary of State laid down three possibilities to Fuchs --
namely, that Fuchs might accept his decision, might make written repre-
sentations for the consideration of the Home Secretary, or might ask for
the case to be heard before a Tribunal set up for the purpose. Fuchs
replied to the Secretary of State by letter dsted June 28, 1950, and in so
doing availed himself of the second choice. Fuchs told Skardon orally that
he did not want to provoke & public bearing at which & matter possibly
causing embarrassment to him, to uis friends, and to the authorities might
be ventilated. However, the Secretary of State had set up a Committee to
advise him in a number of cases then under review, and the Chairman decided
that this Committee would sit as a Tribunsl during the Christmas vscation

52



-I'

-

[ W

'
/

and would hear Fuchs, ‘his counsel, or any witnesses he might call. Fuchs

was 50 notlfied by the Chairman, but Fuchs replied that he had no wish to
appear before the Tribunal unless he could be of assistance. On .
Decenber 22, 1950, the Committee heard the case outlined by the Attorney
General, Sir Hartley Sheweross, K,C., M.P. As Fuchs was not represented,

8ir Hhrtley - presented the respondent's case as well to the Committee,

There hes been no. decision to date.

In Fuchs'® letter dated Jume 28, 1950, he advised the Secretary of
State generally that he could not expect the latter to accept an assurance
of loyalty from bim. He went on to state, however, that his disloyal actions
had ceased wholly in 1949 before any suspicion hed been voiced sgainst him,
snd he then made the following comments which are of inderest:

“When I was first interviewed by Major Skardon of M.I1.5 in
December 1949, he informed me that there was circumstantiel
evidence that I had given secret information to an agent of

the Russian Government whilst resident in New York in 19Lk.

He stated thet he could not tell me what the evidence was, nor
could he submit the evidence in a court of law. He stated
further that he was authorized to asssure me that, if I
adnitted the charge, I would not be prosecuted and would he-
allowed to retain my position at Harwell, If I denied the
charge, I could not be prosecuted, but he would advise the
Ministry of Supply that my father'’s residence in East Germany
was considered to involve a security risk and I might be asked
to reeign. Major Skardon was anxious that I should not consider
this &8 & threat and in fact offered his assistance to find
alternative employment in another Government Department. Indeed,
I 4id pot consider it & threat, since I would have had no difficulty
in finding an adequate academic position. No mention was made of
any activity of mine other than in New York in 194k and therefore
the assurance mentioned gbove was of course irrelevant, as fer as
I was concerned.

"In Januery 1950 the Director of A.E.R.E. (Atomic Energy Research
Esteblishment) informed me that the Minister of Supply requested my
resignation in view of security difficuliies connected with my
relatives. He stated that he would mske arrangements to retain my
services as a consultant to A.E,R.E.
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"This was the situation, when I decided to make a complete
confession. I had received no relevant promise and no sub-
stantisl threat. I was not forced to copfess by eny evidence,
since I had not been confronted with any evidence against me.

"Although the facts mentioned under (quoted paragrasph regarding
interview by Major Skardon) sbove would have been of great value
in s ples for mitigation, I agreed through my Counsel not to
mention these facts during my triel, since in the opinion of the
prosecution this might have been prejudicial to the interests of

this eountry.

"I have loyally co-operated with MIS and the F.B.I., although no

threat or promise has been made to me at any time before or after
my trial.” {65-58806-1492) (Enclosure)

e
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following information has been made available by
garding Bmdl Julius Klaus Fuchs and his American e
contact who is designated in following material under thejover
pames of Goese and Amaud.x

On M8y 8, 1944, the UGB resident agent at the Soviet Consulate
in New York City, May, reported to Moscow that Rest (Fuchs) had advised
that the work of the British Commission in the United States wan meeting
with no success in view of misunderstandings. May advised that it would
be proposed to Rest to either return to Great Britaln or to work at a
research special laboratory camp. % % J

on June 15, 1944, May reported tet on June 10, 1944, there
had been receivsd from Rest the third part of the report MSN-12,
»Fluctuations And The Efficiency of a Diffusion Plant, Part III."
Rest had expressed doubt that he could remain in the Umlted States
without arounsing suspicion. The United States Govermment had told the
British representatives that construction of an atomic energy plant in
England would directly contradict the spirlt of the agreement on
atomic energy signed together with the Atlantle Charter, It was re-
ported that the British representstive in Washington was looking into
ths details of transferring the work to England. Rest presumed that
he would bave to leave in about & month and a half. (“-J

on July 25, 1944, May reported that llalson with Rest for
almost a half year had demonstrated the walue of Rest's work for the
¥(GB. I8y considered it necessary to pay him for a half year, and it
was recommended that this be in the amo of five hundred dollars,
which May sald Rest fully deserved.

Op August 29, 1944, May reported that in July, when it became
known that Rest might leave for Bngland,®Alexius and, as a last resort,
Goose,® were advised concerning (some unspecified matter). On August 5,

1944,when Rest did not show up for a meeting and was not at the following L—l.
told that T )

three meetings, Goose then checked at Restfs apartment and was
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Rest had left for England. Goose then went to see Restts sister and
learned that she amd her Imsband would not return until September 20,
15kke May reported that in view of these facts the five hundréd
dollars authorized by Moscow for payment to Rest had not been tarned
over to him, m : ‘

On October 1, 1944, Moy advised that Goose had reported that
Abraham Brothman had stopped work at the Chemurgy Design Company. There waa
also referencs to production of BUNA~S5. It was reported that Brothman had
been collaborating with (Theodore) Heilig.concerning the produetion of
aerosol bomba, Goose reported to the M:B that in the business arrangements
Brothman had been cheated by hia partners. It was ast forth that
Brothman had set up his own laboratory at 114 Bast 32nd Street, New York
City, with the help of the Graver Tank Compasy aud the Bridgeport Brass -
Company, and that in two or three weeks he would conclude his work on
aerosol and DDF. It was indicated that Goose contemplated using Brothmen, ’
and mention also was made of ona hundred dollars a month, but the 5)
information rmm not set forth whether the one hundred
dollars a month were to be o Brothmen. Goose reported that he had
known about the disagreemsnts betwsen Brothman and his partners for two or
three weeks but had considered it a temporary quarrel and had not therefore
advised the M:B, Noscow was to be advised of details by post. :

On October 4, 1944, May reported that Rest's sister had not
returned home. Goose was to attempt to ses her sgain on a trip plannad
for October 12, 194lL. % W/ .

On October 5, 1944, May reported that he was changing & mmber

of cover names, among which were that Goose! cover name was be od
to Arnaud, and Reaths cover name was being changed teo Charl's, i)

On November 14, 1944, May reported that on Arnaud's last trip
to see Charl's sigter it was learned that Charl?s had not left for
England but was in Camp 2 (Los Alamos)s Charl’s had flown to Chicag
snd called his sister an the telephome, naming the State of the camp and
promising to see her at Christmas. May reported that Arnand was taking
measures to establish liaison with Charl's during the Christmas leave. %6‘-)

On December 13, 1944, the MGB representative in New York, May,
reported to Moscow that he did not deem i% advisable to concentrate all
espionage activity sgainst atomic energy installations in the United
States in the handa of Arnaud for the reason that it would be too risky.
He commesnted that while such a plan would be favorable in that it would
limit the group of persons, it probably would not be advisable from
another unspecified standpoint. ‘

W)
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On Decenber 20, 1944, May made reference to Arnsud, and also
oratory. lMay stated that Arnaud had selected the title for his
"Problems of ths Prastical Application Under Production Conditions
-Processes of the Thermal Diffusion of Gases.,® He commented further
Arpand was contemplating entering into contracts with various firms
ghort time, and also waa contemplating setting up a laboratory. May
ommented that when Arnand first discussed setting up a laboratory he had
told the MGB that no help would bs required from them, btut that he was
now indicating that two thousand dollars would be required., May also
commented that Arnsud underestimated all the difficulties of organizing a
laboratory and had not sufficisntly worked out plans to deal with inter—
ested firms or on concluding agresments with such firms on which he was
strongly counting. May had suggested working cut the possibilities in
more detall, and May stated that there would not be any clearer picture
earlier than the end of January, 1949, May advised that Arnsud's note
about the creation of a laboratory by himself had been sent to Moscow by
post on October 24, 19k4. U/
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E. FUCHS' FRELTMINARY, smmmgj m

It is noted that the signed statement given by Fuchs to W. J.
Skardon on January 27, 1950, which is quoted ahove, containa no informetion
concerning the identity of his American contact and in the statement, Fuchs
indicated that since he had first decided to give information to the Russians,
he had been in continuous contact with unkmown persons whom he knew would
hand whatever irformation he gave them to the Russian authorities, 'He atated
that he had no hesitatlon in glving all of the informatlon he had, although
on occasions, e tried to concentraie on the resulis of hls own work. He
stated further- that he did not know anybody by name who was concerned with
collecting information for the Russians and that the last time t he gave
information to the Russians was in February or March, 1949. x

The statement which is quoted elsewhere in thls memorandum which
was given by Fuchs to Dr. Michael W. Ferrin, indicates that Fuchs, whils in
New York during the period Dscember, 1943 to August, 1944, furnished to the
Rusgian Agent with vhom he was in contact in the U.S.A., information to
whkich he had access, his main contribution being coples of reports in the
ISH series. He usually handed over the manuscript of each report after it
tad been typed for duplication. @)

He stated that the first contact with the Russian Agent after he
went to Ios Alamos was in February, 1945, when he mat the Agent at Boston,
Passaclusetts where he furnished him with a report of several pages sumnmarizing
the whole problem of making an atomlc bomb as he saw 1t. He again met the
Russian Agent in Santa Fe at the end of Jure in 1945, at which time he handed
him a detailed report which he had already written in Jos Alamos with access
Yo relevant files. He had several further meetings with the Agent in Santa
Fe in the autumn of 1945 and the spring of 1946, but could not regember precise
dates., During these meetings, he gave additionsl information. x?e

Fuchs stated that the Agent with whom he was in contact during his
vhole pariod in the United States vw~s more capable of understanding the infor~
mtion than had been his contact in the United Kinzdom. He described him ag
being perhaps an engineer or chemical engineer and stated that he clearly had
no detailed knowledge of nuclear physics or of the sort of mathematics with
which Fuchs was competent to deal. %(L\)

By memorandum dated February 1, 1950, the Rritish advised that
Fuchs, following iis confession, volunteered certain information regarding
furnishing information to the Sovlets while he was in the United States. le _
stated that this was carrisd out thréugh the medium of one man. He did not #(W)
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know the identity nor nationality of this individual, FHe did state, however,
that this contact was not a nuclear thysicist, but had some knowledge of

chemistry and engineering. A1l meetings were carried out at street corners.

Four such meetings took place in Few York City during 1944. A further

meeting was arranged to take place in Boston, Massachusetts at Christmas,

1944, but Fuchs did not show up. One or two meetings took place in Boaston
between February 13 and February 22, 1945. One meeting took place in Santa

Fe in June, 1945 and further meetings ocourred st a later date in Santa Fe, K{O

Fucha maintained that Robert Heineman was not implicated. He stated,
howavsr, that his sister, who according to the British was evidently an
active undercover communist in Germany, may have witnessed his meetings with
his United States contact in Boston and may have deduced that this meeting was
a continuation of Fuchs' underground work in Germany, ?’ (65-58805-344) — (w)
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Kristel Heineman stated that spproximately two to three waeks bafore
her brother visited her on February 12, 1945, she was looking oub the window
of her home at 144 Lakeview ivemm , Cambridge, Massachusetis. She noticed a
man walidng down the strest whom she did not now and was, therefgrs, surprised
when he cams to hsr door and rang the bell. The time was Just before noon
and she would fix the date at scmewhere between aporoximately Jamuary 20,
1945, and the first day of Febrwmry, 1945. When she answered the door the
unidentified individual asked her if she wers Mrs, Heinemm, the sister of
Klaus Fuchs. She responded in the affirmative and he 4introduced himself by
name, which she does not remember, and he stated he was a chemist who had
worked with Puchs and was anxious to sse him. AL about this time EKristel
Hain 'y children came home from school for lanch and she invited the man
to join them. During the courss of the meal the unknown man learned the
dates between which Fuchs would be visiting her in Cambridge. Mrs. Helneman
was under the impression that this man had worked with Fuchs at Los Alamos,
but she could form no basis forthis recollsction. She believed that when
the ma left her home he may have taken a bus far Earvard 3quare. Mrs
Heineman also has the impressiocn that this man came from Chicago. ﬁ @J

Mrs, Heineman stated that on the second day that Fuchs was in
Cgubridge the same man rang her doorbell — this date wonld be approximately
Fetruary 14 or 15, 1945. This call was late in the afternoom, Mrs, Helneman
basing this on the fact that her children were home from school, He
presented Mrs. Heainemsn with a then popular work of light fiction, "lrs.
Palmer's Honey." He also brought candy for Mrs, Hsineman's children. She
took this man into the living room where TFuchs was then sitting. She stated
that prior to the man's arrival she had informed Fuchs of the previous wsit
of tts man, &t which time Fuchs appeared to be somewhat annoyed but did not
comment beyond saying, "Ch, it's all right.” % DU

On this second visit of the man he talked 'to Fuchs for a period of
#1 fteen or twenty minutes in the Heineman living room. Mrs. Heineman was
present for at least a part of the conversation, but stated she did not
hear any of it. She recalled that she was gurprized at the shart duration
of the visit in view of the fact that it was her belief that the man had
sraveled a considerabls distance to see Fuchsa, Mrs. Heineman recallsd that
a fow weeks or months later, possibly late April, 1945, the man rang her
doorbell for a third tims. The man again asked .for Fuchs and again stayed
for lunch. During this visit the man requested information concerndng the
paxt visit of Fuchs to the Heinemy’n home. She respondsd that she did not
imow when Fuchs would agsin visit her. She believed that on this occasion
the man mentioned he had two children praller than her two youngest. This
would £ix their ages at three aml less than three, 558805-446)
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2, Information From Rober: Heineman

Robert Heilneman has provided the following information which
rapresents. a sumary of & number of intervisws of hkia. Heineman stated
that he mst the unidentified man on one occasion only. Hs placed this as
during the last few days of Felruary or in the first ten days of March,
'1945. Heinemsn csme home from classes at Harvard for lmch and the uwn-
identified men was already in his homs. He was introduced to Robert
Heineman 88 & friend of Klsus Fuchs -~ a chemist who had worked with Puchs.
For lack of sny other conversation the two men discussed the weather and
the man made reference 1 the sxceedingly hsavy snowfall in Buffalo, New
York. Hobart Boineman was of the definite impression that the man had
arrived by train in Boston from some point cutside the city, and he beliaved,
from his recollection concerning smow in Buffalo, that the individuals train
had passed through that ocity. HBeineman alsc has the recollsction that soms
time during the course of the conversation the City of Philadelphia was
rentioned, Heineman stated that the man did not stay long at his home, and
he does not recall that anyone else was present sxcept Mrs, Heineman and the
three Heineman children. Heinemsn stated that he would know this individual
again if he saw him and thinks he could identify him from a photograph, but he is
not positive of this. Robert Heineman believes the man's firstrame was Joseph
ahd that his last name begins with "Rob," poassibly Robbins, Roberts, or

Robimon%(ss_-*sssos-u.é) J
3. Information From Konstantin Lafazanos

Krj stel Heineman stated that she beliaves she might possibly have
told Konstantin Lafazanos, her paramour, about the visits of the unknown
man, but she is not sure of this. Konstantin Lafaganos, in an interview,
stated that he can recall a aclentist visiting the Heineman home one day at
noon, approximately February, 1945, and prior to Fuchs’ arrival., Lafasancs
stated he had gone to the Heineman home to taks care of their children, and
recalls that & man arrived about 11300 & loocking for Fuchs, and stayed for
1anch. Lafazanos stated this individusl was not very tall, under five feet,
eight inches, and possibly five feet, five inches; of stocky bulld, welght
about two hundred pounds, and having a rather round face, and giving & Folish
or Slavic appearance, Lafasenos has few recollsctions concerning this person,
but 1t is his impression that the visitor discussed the value of vitamins, and
Lafazanos concluded that the sclentist was a bacteriologist connected in
same way with a New York wholesale grocery mamifacturing company. It is to
be noted that Lafazanos was nebulous in his statements concerming this person.

g - (65-58805-446)
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4. Composite Descrégbion of American Contact

. ‘ Robert Kristel
Fuchs . Heineman Helneman
Name Unknown Josaph Rob ' Tnknown
Ags 40 in 1945 In thirties, possibly About 40
lats thirties
Helght 5t 10w 51 gn 5t 8 to 8-1/w
Welght -— 170-175 1bs, 180 lbs,
Build Failrly Broad Stocky, not fat Stocky
Hair — ‘ Dark, thin,receding Very dark brown,
hairline thin — not curly
Complexion — Dark » Dark
Face Round Full, but —_—
fine features
Speech — Xo accent No accent
Geeupation Not physieist, Chemist Chemist
possibly chemlcal
engineer
Eyes No Glasses Wore (Glasses -—
Marital — Married, Married,

Status 2 children 2 children
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D. ILDDITIGHAL INFORMATION FROM FUCHS

r

Subsequent to Dr. Michael W. Parr:.n's interrogation of Fuchs,Eﬁ-Ea( ﬂ
adviged the Bureau ropresentative in London that Fuchs had stated that
arrangenents for the first ‘mebbting with the United States contact were made

in Benbury, England. He had for a period of time been meeting with & woman

in Bembury. BHe indiocated that the first meeting with the United States contact
wes in New York, possibly samewhere on the south end of Maphattan. The arrange~
ments for the meeting were made orally in Banbury before Fuchs' departure for
the United States. é65-58805-348) -

On February 8§, 1950 Clﬂ-aadnsed the Bureau representative in London
that Fuchs had, on that date, furmished the following desoription of his
American contactt g

Agze -~ about 40 - 45
Height - possibly 5! 10

Fairly broad build '
Round Face ) X/Q}

Fuchs thought that the contact was possibly & first generaticn
American but could not describs his encestry. In addition, he stated that all
meetings were on streets of the cities involved. 5(65-58805-319) -

@ On February 10, 1950, the Bureau's Agent in London was advised by
[i-5Jthat Fuchs had stated on that date thet he believed his first New York
meeting was held on an unknown date at the corner on Henry and Market Streets
on Lower East Side. (New York) Another meeting was possibly in the area
between the Williamsburgh and Manhattan Bridges. Other meetings were held in
the Bronx and BrooklynﬂﬁS-SBBOS-SZS) -~

CP On February 1656, 1950, the Bureau was edvised by the Agent in London
tha Eﬂ'-S had furmished edvice to the effect that Fuchs had stated that the
desoription of the American contact furnished by the Heinemsns was “fair,"

but he did not remember the comtact wearing glasses or having fine features.

The name “Rob" as the beginning of the la st name was meaninpless to Fuchs and
he flatly denied that he ever saw his Americen contaoct at his sister's residgnce
or that the Heinemans had told him the man had come to the house. He statﬂ

@ )



Ga.rthar that he got the impression that his American contact had no previous

- underground experience due to ‘the very obvious manner in which he lookod back
to ses whether they were being followed. He also stated that the mesting
places in New York were held in the evening on the dates arranged to suit the
convenience of his contact, The contact arrived and departed from the meetings
on foot. During the mesting, both would walk through the streets. In Rew York,
the documents were turned over to the contact in an envelope wrapped in wrapping

papere ] )

He also stated that the first meeting in Boston was on & business
street of mized business and residence buildings somewhat off the main center
of town. The second meeting was probably a day later but the place was not
recalled., On both occasions, he delivered notes to his contacts, written
between the meetings. $ (u>

‘The first Santa Fe meeting (June 1945) was held on & quiet street
along the riveres For the second meeting, the contact was picked up in Fuchs!
car on a country road outside of town, They thereafter drove to a lonely
road and talked. Both datea were arranged to suit the convenience of his
contact who arrived and departed from Santa Fe by bus., The information turned
over was handwritten or typewritten notes. 5&65;58805-327 ) —

The Bureau was advised on February 23, 1950, by the Agent in London
that Fuchs had furnished further information to the effect that both of the
Boston meetings had been held in an area bounded by Washington, State, Atlantic
and Commercial Streets. He contimued to deny that his American contact was ever
at the Heinemans.

He slso stated that the first Santa Fe meeting was on the north bank
of the Santa Fe river on Alameda Street between Castillo and Delgado. The second
meeting was on Washington Avenue, just below Kearney and proceeding out Bishop's
Lodge Road, (Cable from Whitson 2/23/50, 65=-58805-626)

The Bureau was advised on March 2, 1950 by the Agent in London that
Fuchs had given further information to the effect that in the first meeting
with his American ¢ontact in New York in 1944, he and his contact both wore
gloves and in addition, each carried a second pair of gloves.&/(Cable from
Whitson dated 3/2/50, mumber 410, 65—58805—526) — ()
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On Y¥arch 4, 1950, the Bureau was advised that Fuchs stated that he
obtained oral guestions rather than written questions from his contact. Further,
that he did not take enything to Boston and delivered nothing et the first
Boston meeting. Subsequent to the first meeting, he wrote answers to the
questicns which were asked him and delivered them to the contasct at the second
Boston meeting. He further stated thet he had only two meetings in Sunta Fe
and that he had no meetings with eny Soviet Agents efter the fall of 1945 in
Santa Fe until late 1946 or early 1547 in Englend. (Cable from Whitson dated
3/4/50, number 418) (Serial 733) ~ :

On March 8, 1950, the Bureau was advised thet}Fuchs had cerefully
examined photographs which had been furnished to him and which were previously
made available with Bureau letter dated February 23, 1950, and rejected all the
photographs except that of Joseph Arnold Robbins. He examined this photograph
carefully for two minutes and said, “There is something familiar about this
men.” After covering the forehead of the photograph to simulate & hat, Fuchs
stated "1 camnot swear, but I em pretty sure that this is the man I met in the
United States.® Fuchs was referring to his American Tspionage comtact. The
interrogator requested him to visualize the man as he first saw him in Man=
hatten and ggein look at the photograph. He did so and stated, "I think it

is the man.® x((}able from ¥hitson to the Buresu dated 3/8/50, munber 425): .Bl P'\
73

(Serisl 827) — Teht

mamorendum dated March 8, 1350, the British sdvised thet Fuchs i
had identified the American contact with “ve“grtainty“ as being idegtical

mo 8/005 ed 3/8/50
891)

On March 10, 1950, the Bureau was advised thet Fuchs had admitted
that he gave his American contact the address of his sister, Kristel Heineman,
in 1944. He was told to call at Fuchs! sistér’s residence to find ocut when
Fuchs was coming there. Fuchs met the contact at the Heinemen residence in
Februery 1945. They disoussed the questions orally, but not in the presence
of Kristel, end made en appointment for a day or two later to meet on Portland
Street below North Station in Boston. % {w)

with a photograph of Joseph Arnold Robbin

Fuchs also stated that the Russians did not know he was going to the
Us 5. in 1847 to attend the Declassification Conference and while here he had
visited Boston where he had gone to the Massachusetts Institute of Technology
and hed visited his sister. % (u)
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He further stated that his Anor:l,ogx{ cantact tried to give him the
impression that his Soviet superiors were pleased with him., He atated his
oontact msntioned money on one occasion but he refussed to taks it, He gannot
remeuber any offer of Soviet scientific or .other award for his work, ‘
(Cable from Loudom 3/10/50) (Sersal 807) X)

The Bureau was furnished with a memorandum by%-am March 10, 1950
sstting forth Fuchs! answers to certain questions previSuily s ubmitted by the
Burezu, Concerning his American contact he furnished additional information
that it was difficult for the contact to get to Santa Fe, he was not independent
(apparently msaning that he could not travel at will) and Fuchs formed the
impression that he was in some suall engineering concern. He indicated also

it was more *dangerous” for the contact in that lonely distriet (Santa Fe).

Ee lso stated that he had no alternate oomtast in the U, SJan65-58805 ~

Momo from Belmont to Ladd 3/13/50) (Serial 1012) .3‘

On 3/16/50 the Buresu waa advised by the Legal Attache in London that
Fushs had rejected the 1950 surveillance photographs of Joseph Arnold Robbins
as not belng photos of his American coutect, He stated honever,&_hat the 1943
photographs of Robbina which had been yrevicusly shown to him resembles his
Anerican ecubacb c 50 from London 3/16/50) (Serial 788).-

In interview with Fuchs on Msy 20, 1950 by Assistant Director H, H.

legz and SA R. re he furnished ths following information about his
American contacts W _ —
Height '8 or 9 o '
Weight 175 lbs.
Hair Dark (does not yremember hair linas)

oos y have been Jewish, may have lived in Philadelphia,

=Polieves he mantionsd the latter once. .
No accent in spesch, but belisvss speech would bs East US. Coast.
Described him a3 being of middle class, ' '
His familiarity with certain technical terms led Fuchs to believa

he was chemist or engineer.

Fuchs _stated he may have giunﬁ—::d scme nams o Mmtuy@oa

he called there able from H.H.Clegg, on, May 20, 1550)

Broad face and figure | %
Umjg;%‘ dark overcoat and suits, () ;

g t 008 ntioned having wife and child, (1 i;((&‘j
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On May 22, 1950, Fuche, in an mteaz/'vin with Messers Clegg and
Lamphere, furnished additional information concerning his association with
his American sontast. He stabed that at the first mssting with the ocontact
in the U.S.A. the contect had & glove (o parently carried iz his hand).
Tochs bad soms other mesns of identification, carrying a newspeper, and some
identifying words, but he was unable to recall the details, He did recall,
howsver, that the phrase identifying himself ended, *Can you tell me how to
go to Orand Central Station?® The eontast was then to reply in an wamsual
and not entirely responsive manner, and Fuchs was then to respond in a
completely absurd manner, in socordance with instructions he had received
from his female contapt imn hbury

He stated that the first oontact was mbably around Christaas
(1943) and within one month after his arrival, Hs belisved the contact to
have been mads on Henry Street in New York, msar Market Street, on the Lower
Bast Side. Thoy wallked together about 20 minutes and nothing was passed to
Fuchs at this meeting.

Fuchs indieated that there was a total of approximately five meatings
or more in New York. One of the other moetings was on First Avenus, near the

" Queensboro Bridge. He walked under this btridge on First Avemus during the

contact, Another mesting was on a street near the entrance to a subway station
which was the "museum" stop an the Indspendent Subway Lins, Central Park, West.

Another meeting was in the Bronx, nsar & cinema, possibly on the Grand Concourss,

near 159th or 1l6lst Street, Ancther meeting was arranged for Brooklyn,
posaibly near the Boro Hall, There were tall buildings in the naighborhood
and heavy trafflec,

Shortly before Fuchs left for lLos Alamos, his contact did not show
up for a meeting. When the contact came to Fuchs! sister's home, & meeting
was arranged to subsequently taks place in Bostom, near the river, on & street
which was not wide, but adjacent to which were large public buildings, This
was probably near North Station,

. For the June, 1945, SBanta Fe: meeting, his American contact probably
arrived by train at Laxy, New Mexico, and then traveled by bus to Santa Fe.
Fuchs met him on Alameda Street, bstween Castillo and Delgado., He said there
wore trees and benches slongside the street. Puchs got a car, picked up the
Ameriocan contact, drove across the river, turned left into a lane and stopped
at & gate in & deserted spot, At this time he brought his contact up to date
on all information which he poasessed,
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Fuchs also stated tallofthonutarnuotmga mausnally
after dark. He denled thst he had received money, but stated that an oral
offer had been made to him which he would not consider. Eis contact usually
" designated the meeting spot except the ones near his residence and the subway
station, widch were deslignated by Fuchs. They ngver met in the sams plsce
twive,

With regard to the meeting with his American eontact in Santa Fe
:I.n Juns, 1945, Fuchs stated that the mseting was arranged at the Boston
moeting in February, 1945. He had no sontact in the interim and no other
method by which to contaot the Soviets during that period, He stated that
it was hard for the comtact to get to Santa Fe ble from H., H. Clege,
London, May 22, 1950) tﬁ\

On May 23, 1950, Fuchs advised that at the r:l.rat Now Tork meeting
with his American eontaot, he, Fuchs, gave his correct nams, The contact
gave no pams, but exprasasd pleasurs at boing chosen for such an important
assignment, He warned Fuchs to make sure that he was not followed, Atowis
enargy and the atomic bomb were mentioned by one of them, probsbly Fuchs,
Ris contast must have known about it as he asked no questions as to the
meaning, (H, H. Clegg cable, May 23, 1950, No. 489)

Additional information obtained from Fuchs after the identifisation
of Gold is set out in the section of this wemorandum relating to Goldd,

oY
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In order to develgy logical suspects, the mation avatlabl )
concerning Unkmown SubJjec ose rrom Eobert and
Kristel Heineman, and from s was ra ewad and analyzed.

However, as all of this informat.ion toge mager and genoral

in nature, and the physical description o

persons in the United States, the inveatiga ion to 1dentit§oo g ted

in the development of numerous possible suspects whose photographs were
splayed to Fuchs and the Heinemans, The following steps to identify

B%ﬂ wndertaken: ) b \
1. ABHW.MA& out that Unknown Subject
Goose eonsiderable knowledge of Apraham Brothman and

apparently had contemplated using Brothman in 1944, intensive
investigation was conducted concerning Brothman and his
various associates. 7This investigation, as will be noted
hereinafter, nlt:.mt.ely resulted in the 1 %ﬁﬁcatim of

Harry Gold as the Soviet agent "Go ae. '
ose selected for work in b

e
1944, "Problems o plication umder Producticnal

Conditions of the Process of the 'mermal Diffuaion of Gazes.?
Thile it was considered possible that this might be the subject
matter on which the laboratory contemplated by Goose was to
work, nevertheless, on the theory that it may have been the
title of a paper prepared in connection with atomic energy
research, extensive efforts were made toc locate such a docu-

ment if possible, -(:K

In attempting to locate this paper, the Atomic Energy Com-
mission was contacted and advised that the thermal diffusion
research on the atomic energy development was known as the S-50
Project and related to the separation of wranium isotopes by
thermal diffusion, P, H, Abelson was conducting ressarch in
this regard in 1940, and in September of that year the Naval
Research laboratory becsme interested and contacted the Carnegie
Institution to have Abelson expand the experiments., In October,
1940, the work was moved to the National Bureau of Standards.

On June 1, 1941, Abelson entered the employ of the Kaval Rssearch
Laboratory and in 1944,the Naval Research Laboratory transferred

Wanshag (pa. DOE o £) KK

A. SUSPECTS ' b ‘
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its kmowledge to the Manbhattan Eugireer Disiriet. Prior to

that tims, & pilot plant had been built at the Philadelphia

Favy Yard. About June, 1944, the H. K, Fergusom Company was
selsoted as the osontractor to design, sonstrust and equip a
proposed liquid thermal diffusion plant. The aotual econstrustion
coutract was given to the J. A« Jonss Construction Company, Ino.
To eliminate the possibility of labor troubles, a subsidiary
corporation of the He K. Ferguson Company was estadblished. This
was the Feroleve Corporation which was to handle the actual oper~
ation of the plant. In September, 1945, the order was given to
Place the work on this matter in a "stendby” status and it was
eampletely terminated in February, 1946. (Sumary of the
Baokground and History of the §-50 Projeoct dated February 10, 1860, !
prepared by the Atamic Ensrgy Comnission. ) o ) (l/\-}

In an effort Yo locate a dooument with the title ﬂioh%osﬂ %
intended using, the list of dosuments in the Naval Research

oratory files was reviewed by the Atanioc Energy Commission _
representativos, with negative results. In addition, the atomic

energy reoords in New York City and at Osk Ridge, Tennessee, were

reviewd negatively., ZThe New York Publio Library and the Library

of Congress were shecked with negative results. Cheoks were made

at Columbia University and at the City College of New York to '
asoertain if a thesis wae prepared under that title, with negative

results. (5 ) b)

3./MNocording %o the terial, OGoose ocontemplated
set up & laborat

ng an offort to identify this
laboratory the records of the Licens eau in New York City were
reviswed and it was escertained that licenses for chemioal labor-
atories are issued by the New York Fire Department and filed by
sddresses. At the Bureau of Combustibles in New York City it was
asoertained that about 75,000 permits were issued in 1945 and it
wes impossible to locate the permits for shemieal laboratories
because the permits were filed by address, It also was determined
that ia 10456 it was Decessary for anyons desiring to open s chemical
laboratory or to purohease chemiosls to obtain a permit from the
Bureau of Mines, United Btates Department of Imterior.

E
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A check of the Bureau of Mines disclosed that some of the
‘records have been destroyed and the others are filed in such
a manner as to make a check impractical be us mgor Q‘-)
information available about the laboratory Gooaz contempla-
ting, (65-58305-15737

»783)
s, bl

& cording toﬁa the time Goose lost contact
with Fuchs upon tterts transfer to Los Alamos, Goose in-

quired at Fuchs! apartmsnt York and was advised that Fuchs
had returned to Great Britai hs! apartment in New York City
has been located at 128 Weat 77th Street. Considerable investi-
gation was conducted to locate variocus tenants of this apartment
house during the pertinent period in order that they might be
interviewed in the hope of finding the perason who might have
furnishe 08 e informstion that Fuchs had returned to

Great Britain. e tenants located were all interviewed with
negative presults.

5+ Fuchs advised that he was visited by his espionage contact

in Santa Fe, New Mexico, in June, 1945, and again in the Fsll of
1945. Accordingly, the hotel registrations of sll Santa Fe hotels
for the month of June, 1945, which had not been destroyed, have
been obtained. This 1list was reviewed and investigation was
initiated to identify registrants who appeared to be possible
suspecte for/‘@ooaeﬁ

6. Fuchs advised that at the { o oge's visites to Santa Fe,
he arrived in Santa Fe by bus Investigation was instituted by
ths Albuquerque Office in an"effort to determine whether there
were availsble any bus records :rumiah information

. leading to the identification oﬁooae J.nvast.igation met
with negative results.

7+ On the theory that[ﬂoosg pﬁbh traveled to Albuguergus,

New Mexico, by soms msans other than bus and then took a bus

from Albuquerque to Santa Fe, & liat of persons registesred at
Albuguerque hotels during Jume, 1945, insofar as was still

available, was also obtained to be reviewed for poseible suspects.

An effort to check travel records from Chicago to Albuquerque

met with negative resultes,

oY



. TInapmuch as Robsrt Heineman expressed the belief that
se'el0¥firet name was Joseph and that his last name began
wi ¢ letters "Rob," a complete check was made againast the

‘Bureau's files for persons with the first name Joseph and the

last neme beginning with "Rob." Thie investigation led to the Q,L )
development of Joseph Arnold Robbins as & suspect ror@oose3 7’%

9. Inssmuch as the name of Fuchs appeared in the address book

of Isreel Halperin, prominent figure in the Soviet espionage case

in Cenada during 1945, the Correlation lnii begen preparing summary
pemoranda on the persons listed in Hal s notebook, Thess .-
pemoranda were to be reviewed for|Goos pects in view of the Q(-J
possibility that the name ofjGoo t also appear in the

notebook, : ﬁi

10, Bearing mi e composite description and reported

occupation of [Goose\Achemist or enginegrs, fild offices covering A j
possible residence locations of.é:oaa viswed their Security

Index subjects to develop suspects for] Goose J¥ This investigation

led to numercus suspects % had simi descriptions or back-

grounde to that of[Goose) &kl whose photographs were obtained for
display to Fuchs and thé Heinemans,

11, Supervisors in the Espionage and Internal Security Sections

/Ere or briefed on the available information concerning

o8 order that they might submit for consideration the names
£ individuals eoming to their attention during the. cour £ their QU

work who appear to have some possibility for being|Goosed |Wherever

thers was . possibility of an identification between such perscns

and Léoou} otographs were to be cbtained and displayed to the

Heinemans and to Fuchs.

12, The New York and Washington ¥ield Offices began obtaining
photographs of official Soviets in the United States during the
pertinent period. These photographe were displayed to the Heinemans,
In view of the indications and the stpjements of Fuchs and the (I,u
Heinemans that Unimown Subject [Goose/#is an American, these photo-
graphs were not all forwarded to London for display to Fuchs, How-
sver, where any of these individuals appeared 1o be famlliar to
either of the Heinamans, or where thers was additional basis

for believing that the person might be Gooaej%e photographs were

to be forwarded for display to Fuchs. :
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13. Consideration was given to the advisability of ob-

taining photographs of the non-Russian employses of

Aptorg Trading Corporation, the Soviet Government Purchasing
Compission, and other Soviet esstablishments, Inassuch as

such photegrapha are not resdily available, consideraliog was (L /
being given at the time of the identification of [Goose .kn
Barry Gold to a selective gonsideration of the mon-Hussian
employees as suspects for|Gooss. ?z

14, Fhotographs of all suspects developsd through the above
stops were displayed to the Heinemans and to Fuche, except as
indicated above, In all, 1173 photographs were displayed to
Robert Heineman, 723 to Kristel Helpeman, and 279 to Fuchs.
In addition, Robert Heineman on two occasions was brought to
New York to personally observe suspects who wers previously
developed.

1. Joseph Amold Robbins

Joseph Arnold Bobbins' name cames to our attention in this investi-
gation on the basls of file reviews conducted concerning persons whose last
names began with the prefix "Rob," and whose first names were Joseph. This
was based on the informetion from Hobert Heineman. The file review brought
to light information concerning Joseph Arnmold Robbins, whose real name is
Joseph Regenstreich and who resides at 5501 - l4th Avenue, Brooklyn, New York.

ugh investigation, a photograph of him taken in 1943 was obtained and
en shown to Fucha was identified "with very fair certainty,” according te
I[I-E#\nchs later rejscted more recent photographs of Robbins, although he
atated one of them "might be the man."

Based on Fuchs' identification, an intensive investigation of Robbins
was instituted, This developed that he had signed a Commmist-nominating
petition in 1940, has a brother Alfred Egger, who is active in Compunist
sffairs in New York City, and another brother, Boris Robbins, who is
employed by the Department of Agriculture. A loyalty investigation has been
conducted on Boris, Photographs of Joseph Robbins were rejected by both
Kristel and Robert Beineman and arrangements were made for Bobert Heineman
to view Hobbins personally in New York City on March 11, 1950, at which time
he stated that Hobbins definitely was not the individual who inguired for

Fuchs in Cambridge, Massachusetts.
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During 1944 and 1945, which ie the pertinent period, Robbins
was eaployed by George G. Sharp, 30 Church Street, New York City, from
June, 1943, to September, 1944, and thereafter by Jakobson and Company,
227 Bast Ahth Street, Mew York City, wntil March, 1946. A record of all
absences of Robbins from employment during the pertinent period were
obtained and it appears that Robbins, who was frequently absent by reason
of 1liness, was not working on any of the s cant. dates, with one .
exception — namely, June, 1945, at which timeXiooge reportedly visited % J
Puchs at Santa Fe, New Mexico, according to Fuc g:%:wer, in July,
1945, Robbins was absent froa work for a sufficien riod to have made
a trip toc Santa Fe. bediriite P -
{100-38679-353; 121-9404; 100~366968)

2, Abraham Brothman - Gold, et al

As mentioned above, an investiggiion was conducted concerning ’b l

Abraham Brothman in view of the fact thaifGoose was acquainted with 3
. : ibly contemplated using Brothman @" )

at that time, according tof ABrothman was born August 15,
1913, at New York City. e graguaved from Columbia University,
where he specialized in accountancy and chemical engineering. On June 15,
1937, he merried Naomi Mett and they have cne child. As of September, 1949,
he resided at 41-08 - L2nd Street, Sunnyside, Long leland, New York.

(200~365040-1, page 2)

Brothman was first investigated upon receipt of information from
Eligabeth T. Bentley to the effect that in about May, 1940, she was intro-
duced to Brothmasn, whose photograph she identified, by Jacob Golos, known
Soviet espionage agent, who told her that Brothman would furnish her with
oertain blueprints. In the summer of 1940, until the Fall of that year,
she met with Brothman sbout ten times, and obtained blueprints from him
for Golos, Bentley stated that in the Fall of 1940 Golos became disgusted
with Brothman and told her he was turning Brothman over to somsone else.
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Co May 20, 1947, Brothman was intérviewed, and after first denying
that he reoognited the name .or photograph of Golos, did admit that he recog-
nized & photograph of Bentley, whom he said he knew as “Helen,™ and there-
after admitted that he did reccgnise the photograph of Golos. Brothman
related that some time in 1838 or 1939 Golos osme to his offioce at 114 East
$2nd Street, at which time he (Brothman) was opersting under the firm name
of Republic Chemioal Machinery Company. Golos claimed to have contacts with
the Russian Government by reason of which he was in a position to get ocomtracts
from the Russian Govermmsnt for Brothman if Brothman would turm over to him -
blue prints of ocertain products on which PBrothman wes working at the time,

The blue prints in question were his own property, according to Brotlman, who

stated that Golos visited his office on several oocoasions thereafter umtil he

introduced him to *Helem.¥ Golos sdvised Brothmen that Helen would, in the

future, obtain the blue prints whioch he had been acoustamed to give to Golos.

Helen visited Brothman's office over a doten times during 1938-1939=1940.

Some time in 1940 she stopped coming to Brothman*s office, and another

individusl named Harry Gold osme to his offioce and seid he reprosented Golose

Gold visited Brothmants offioce on & mmber of cocasions during 1940 and 1941,

and obtsined blue prints from Brotkman. He said that at that time Gold was

livirg in Philadelphis and used to make the trip to New York to obtein the

blue prints approximately every three weeks. To the best of Brothman's

recollection, the last time Gold picked up the blue prints was late in 1841

or early 1942. BHe was emphatio in stating that Oold was the last individual

tc plek up eny blue prints or material to be furnished to Golos.  He said

that et the time of the interview (May 29, 1847) Harry Gold was employed by

him as a chemist in his laboratory at Blmhurst, long Isleand. (100-366040-3,page
17, 184

Brothman oontinued to operste hies oompeny, Republic Chemical
¥achinery Company, which was performing design work on chemical machines
being manufactured by the Hendriek Msnufacturing Coampany of Carbondale,
Pennsylvania, until about June, 1942, During this time, and sinoe
February, 1941, Arthur Phineas Weber was employed by Brothmen in the
Republic Chemical Machinery Company. Upon the termination of that company
in about Juue, 1942, Brothman and Weber became associated with Hemry A.
Golwymne in the Chemurgy Design Corporation, 420 lexingtom Averme, New
York City. Brotimen was Vice President and Weber was Secretary of thie
eorporation. Whiles with Chemurgy Design Corporation, Brothman mads oontact
in eerly 1943 with Theodore Heilig, President of thse Regal Chemiocal Corpor-
ation, who was endeavoring to set up a syetem for filling methyl bromide
smpules for the Tedlee Chemiocal Corporation and to develop a method of
£illing Aersol dispensers. later, Brothman and Weber signed a contract
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with the Rsgal and Tedlee Companies and began work on the development

of the Asrsol filling machines, In the course of this work, Brothman
developed an automatic machine for filling Aersol bembs in the field

and a valve for Aersol dispensers, as well as a process for msking DDT.
Brothman insisted that all of this work was his own, to the exclusion of
Waber, Brothman also claimed that Heilig was interested in doublecrossing
the Bridgeport Brass Company and obteining that company's Aersol contract
for himself, As a result, differences arosé between Heilig and Weber on
the one hand and Brothman on the other. According to Brothman, Heilig
attempted to induce him to eign over to Hellig the devices and process
mentioned above by refusing to support Weber's claim for Selective Service
deferment unless Brothmen did sc. This eonflict continued until August,
1944, when Heilig showed Erothman a copy of a documsnt in which VWeber had
signed away these devices and the DDT process.

At this time, in August, 194L, Brothman broke his connection with
Weber and Heilig and opened his own firm, Abraham Hrothmen and Associates,
consulting engineers, 114 East 32nd Syreet, New York City, which later moved
to 29-28 « 41st Avenus, Long Island City, where it ie presently lecated. The
partnership of this firm consisted of Brothman, Emnil 2. Barish, Gerhard
Wollan, Oscar J. Vago, and Jules Eorchien, (65-57449-4)s None of these
partners are presently associated with Brothman in this business, which, as
of March, 1549, was reportedly a partnership of Brothman and Wiriam Moskowitez,
former secretary of Brothman, (100-365040-3, page 29). ~

Brothman also maintains the Abraham Brothman and Associates
laboratory at 8503 - 57th Avenue, Elmhurst, Long Island., (100-365040-1, pe2)
Harry Gold, as will be seen later, was interviewed at this laboratory on

May 29, 1947, and apparently worked there since February, 1946,
(100-365040-3,pp.+20,22) . b)

Ag has been noted abovc%ooae was acquainted wit e substance

of these activities o othman, according to ¥hile it @J
was not known 'hethamor on g that Goose éj
contemplated establishing a raGory was related to the Abraham Brothman
matter, it was noted that on December 20, 1944, the MGB representative in

New York advised Moscow that he had sent Goose's note about a laboratory by
post on October 24th and that on October 1, 194k, he had advised that Moacow

would be furnished the details of the Brothmsn matter by post. It appeared,

therefore, that the tw reports by the New York MGB representative to Moscow
might relate to one and the same matter, that Brothman's laboratory and
Goose's laboratory might be idcnt.ical_g T4 .
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In this connection, on May 6, 1950, a highly confidential source
advised the New York Office that Brothman maintains, at his office, a
folder labeled "Thermsl Diffusion,®™ ' This folder contains coples of
sevan articles on thermal diffusion which apparently appeared in the
WJournal of Chemical FPhysics® and "Physical Reviews," scientific publi-
¢ations, during the pericd from 1939 to 194). Following these articles
is an undated, typewritten, double-spaced sclentific paper on the subject
of thermal diffusion, the title of which is now obliterated, The author
of this papsr 4= unmknown and there is no indication if, as or when it was b(

ever published, The obliterated title appears to be much shorter than S)
the title shed b3 « 8¢ "Probloms of the Practical
Applicat under Frogduc ns of the Frocess of the Thermal )

Diffusion of Gases,™ —Neverthelass, this articls contains the statement
under the heading lusiona® that while nothing has yet appsared in
the literature used as a bibliography for the article regarding the
application of thermal diffusion to an industrial process, such work is
being inveatigated, and it is certain the first person to submit pilot
plant proofs of industrial usea will be in a key position in 4 new and
potentially vast field, In substance, at least, therefore, this srticle

8 de th the same subject matter as the toplc referred to by

namsly, the industrial or productional uss of thermal é (

diffusion

This same highly confidential source also supplied information
concerning 17 publicatione by Brothman written betwsen the years 1939 and
1949, and indirectly relating to therma]l diffusion. One of these is
entitled "Batch —= Continusd Process for Buna - S,* which apparently
was published in ths publication "Chemical and Metallprgical Engin n b I
for March, 1943, It is most interesting to note that}according to

the report on Brothman furnished to the preaentative

o y Goose referred to "Production of Buna - 5," As *Buna-3J
referred to by the highly confidential source, is no doubt identical to
"Buna-5," and it has some relation to thermal diffusion, it appeared that
the information supplied by Goose on October 1, 1944, concerning Brothman
contained an elemont of thermal diffusion, at least to the extent of

‘mentioning "Buna-5." This was an additional indication that the Brothman

matter reported by Gooss was connected with the laboratory to be created
by CGoose, in connection with which the title "Problems of the Practical
Application undsr Productionsl Conditions of the Frocess of the Thermal

Diffusion of Cases” was mentioneds
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The New York Office hsa ascertained that on April 28, 1950,
Brothmsn directed a lestter to the Passport Division of the State Department
advising that he intended to travel to London, Paris and Basel, Switzerland,
in the near future, and expected to leave on or before June 1, 1950,
- A (NY tel May 9, 1950)

On May 29, 1947, upon recoiviﬁg the above-menticned information
about Harry Gold from Abraham Brothman, Gold was interviewed at the A, Brothman
and Associates laboratory, 8503 - 57th Avenus, Elmhurat, Long Island,

, Briefly, at that time, Gold stated that he was born December 12,
1910, in Switzerland,. and had come to the United States in 1914 with his
parents, Sam and Celia Gold, both of whom were born in Russia. At that
time their name was Golodnitsky, which was changed to Gold at the time
they were naturaliged. Gold claimed to be a derivative eitizen through
natursligation of his parents, After s short tims, Gold moved to Philadelphia,
where, in 1929, he becams smployed by the Pennsylvania Sugar Company in
their laboratories.

Later, Gold attended night school at the Drexsl Institute in
Fhiladelphia, the University of Pemnsylvania, and Columbia University, and
shortly thereafter, obtained leave of absence from the Pennsylvania Sugar
Company to attend Xavier Uhiversity, Cincimnati, Ohio, where he received a
BS Degree summa cum laude in June, 1940. Hg gave his address in Philadelphia
at 68-23 Kindred Street, where his parents permanently reside, but stated
he was presently renting a room with & family named Pereira, 4209 Hampton

Street, Elmhurat, long Island.

Gold sald he had bean employed off and on since 1929 with the
Pennsylvania Sugar Company and that during this employment, he became
friendly with Carter Hoodless, whose father wes an official in the company,
In Oetober, 1940, Gold and Hoodless attended a meeting of the American
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Chemical Soclety at the Fmﬁli.n Institute, Fhiladelphia, at the conolusion
of which Hoodless introduced him to s man he recalled as Jolm Golush or

Golish. Gold identified a photograph of Jacob Golos as being the person to
whom ks referred. ' .

Gold oontinued that after the meeting and introduction, he amd
Golos went to a restaiwrant on Brosd Strest in Philadelphim, possibly Lew
Tendler's Restaurant, where they remained wmtil 2330 AM. During this time
Golos propositioned Uold, sayinmg that he had comnneotions with somw
individuals in & foreign country, not naming ths country, and also had
ooxnections with Abrahsm Brothmsn in Kew York who was turning over to him
certain blue prints in the ohemioal fields Golos told Gold that he had to
have a recognized chemist who would go to New York City and oonteot
Brothman and obtaln from Brotlman the blue prinis and then evaluate them
on & chemicel basis, Gold said that mo financisl sgreement was made, but
that there was an undersianding that he would receive some reward for this
work.

Gold stated that about two weeka alter this meetling he telephoned
Brothman in New York City, introduced himself as a representative of Golos,
and made an appointment to go to New York City to ses Brotlman. Gold kept
this appointment, making his first trip to New York City, where he oontacted
Brotiman sametime in November, 1940. The meeting ocourred iz the evening
in an wnrecalled restaurant in downtown New York City. The two had dinner
together end Brothman turned over dblus prints to him,

Gold said that for the next six months he made visits to New York
City on the average of every three weeks. (This would be approximately
eight trips.) He said all the trip were in the svening as he had to attend
%o his job during the day. He also stuted he returned to Philadelphia on
the sams day he went to New York City, and on no ocoasion did he stay overa
night in New York.

During thies same periocd, he received four or five teleaphons calls
from Golos, who always stated that they would have to get together wery .
shortly for a meeting, which meeting never took pleos, however, socording to
Gold. Gold said the last telsphone call from Golos was in May, 1941, after
whioh he had no further word from Golos.

Gold said that efter his second or third trip to New York City .
snd the telephons oalls from Golos, he beocams disinterested in the proposition,
but that in the meantime he and Brotiman had become quite friendly. Bs said
Brothman exhibited an interest in his career as a ochemist, and in this regard
had given him several odd jobs to perform and had psid him for this work. He



said that ever sinse 1941 Brothman had been interested in baving Yold go with
his organization on e full-time basis, but that it was not wntll February,
1848, that he ocould see his way clear to sooept such enployment, whioh he

did at that time.

Gold denied any financisl agreements with Golos, olaiming he nevsr
reoeived a osnt from Golos, and had seen Golos on the ome ooocasion only in
October, 1540, Ha insisted that he stood the expenses for the trips to.

Hew York City on the first two occasions, aftér which ho becsme friendly with
Brothman and Brothman would give him & five-dollar bill to cover the expenses.

¥r. R, Po Smith, Persommel Director, Pennsylvania Sugar Company,
Fhiladelphia, furnished the personnsl record of Gold whioh reflected thet
he was first hired by that oompany on January 2, 1928, as an mssistant
ohamist, remaining wntil August 31, 1930, when he left of his om scoord.
He was rehired April 25, 1932, and was laid off because of lack of work on
Deoember 16, 1932. During this time Gold worked es s chemist on the
production of oarboz dioxide gas. He was again hired on SBeptember 18, 1933,
a8 a laboratory assistent and remaiued in that position until September 15,
1938, when hs again left of his own aocorde Onm July 1, 1940, he was
rehired ss o ohemist in the aloohol plant and remained in this job until .
February 1, 1946, when the oompany sold its alooholemaking equipment and
discontinued the operation. It was et this time that Gold took up employment
with Brothman.

Mr, Smith stated he knew Gold well while the latter was employed
at the Pennsylvania Sugar Company. He said that when Gold was first hired
hs was a oonsoientious worker and that during the course of his employment
he had attended sohool and continued his edusation. He said Gold was an
intelligent, shrewd man, but that his work as e chemist during the latter
part of his employment was not completely satisfactory as he required a
great deal of supervision. - ‘

Mr. Smith said that Gold and Hoodless became friendly when they
worked together as young men and that Gold's knowledge of ohemistry and
assistance to Hoodless during the time they worked ut the uloohol plemt
pleced Hoodless under some obligation to him, He also stated he was well
eoquainted with Hoodless, who is now deceased. He said Hoodless was wild
and irresponsible andi had & wide range of soquaintances from all classes of
society, His father, Charles Hoodless, was continually putting him to work
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th various departments at the plant in the hope of eettling him down, and
- at times paid him out of his own pocket. The records of the Bireau of
Vital Statistics, Philadelphia, centain a death eertificate for Carter
Hoodless indicating he died July 2 1942. He had been born June 26, 1908,
in Mississippi, He died from cancer. P
(65-56402-2583, 'p. 12)

Oh March 3, 1950, Arthur Phineas Weber, mentioned above as a
former associate of Abraham Brothman, was interviewed concerning assocliates
of Brothman. He mentioned that one Frank Keppler (ph.) was an associate of
Brothman, whom he, Weber, first met in late 1943 when Keppler cams to visit
Brothman at Chemurgy Design Corporation. He said that Keppler was a personal
friend of Brothman and there was no business connection between the two,
though he believed that Heppler was in a similar business to that of Brothman,
He said he last saw Keppler in early 1944, (65-58805-634). Cn March 20,
1950, Weber selected the photograph of Harry Gold, identifying Gold as the
person he knew as Ftank Eeppler. (65-58805-752). -

A photograph of Harry Gold was viewed by both the Heinemans
and by Fuchs without effecting an identification. An effort to check the
absences of Gold from the Pennsylvania Sugar Company met with negative
results, the company not having maintained leave records during the time
of his employment there. :

The possibility that Gold might be identical wit se was noted.
His physical description tallied rather favorably with what was kmown
sbout Goose, with the exception that he is single and has rather thick, wavy
hair, whereas Goose waue described as having mentioned a wife and children
and as having thin hair, giving an impression of baldness at times,
Nevertheless, the origin of the association between Gold and Brothman in
1940 was an eaplonage matter. While Gold and Brothman both denied that thel, /
espionage associstion continued beyond the earlier part of 1941, Brothman

was undoubte 11 active ioviet agent in 1944 in view of the in-
formation from view of Brothman's continued activity inm~
1944, and Gold's continue sociation with Brothmen during that time, it was

believed highly probable that Gold likewlse was engaged in espionage activity
in 1944,

It was further noted that the laboratory whichl Gootawaa portedly
organiging eould be the same asz the laboratory of A, Bro and Assoclates,
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By letter dated May 1, 1950, the Bureau authorized interviews
with Abraham Brothmsn and his business associates during 1944, as well as

an interview with Harry Gold. As will be noted hereinafter, the in )
views with Gold led to his identification as the{Soviet agent Gooso.? A .

: (65-58805-1091)
The resulte of these interviews are reported subsequently in this
memorandum. !
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