April 11, 1969

Frank Mciaughton
7202 Milton
Takoma Park, Maryland

Dear Mr. MchNaughton:

Imaddmsimﬁ:hmbominmmwithabook
mmmmluntzn\titingwdermm
Simon and Schuster,

In Witness at pages 530-2, 535, 545-6, Chambers writes that
mmhdhhhowimshﬂdbythem-mican
Activities Cownittee in August of 1948. These hearings, of
m,mdecidwinﬁnmlutimofﬂ\eaissmsemﬂ,
mtrndagraettntﬁnﬂiucuednmadthefaceofﬂxis
pation, are of historic significance.

nﬂmmmhhqntallﬂntymmallandareable,mﬁ

will mmmwmmmmzmw
m.unrgamtstmodtmsholdmttat, quite apart from
ﬂnhmingmnmings,ywmldbeagoodmrceforinmtimabo
uhautambu'sdtmhxghisyearsm'rime. Since I gather from
mmmmmmammrs‘z&“adecadebeﬁomm
fhfmerican Activities Committee hearings, and since he singles
yuxwtutheﬁrstpersmmmsedhisvoioemhisbehalf,
doymhmmy!mpreasimsorrecouectimsofthemanthat

___yon'd care to share with me (either for or without attribution)?

l'ba:mythingatallthatymcantellmetomlpbmadmmy
ofauabers——-ymrinmssimsofmmasan

editor, jourmalist, writer, poet, raconteur, luncheon companion,

wm—!mmls}mllbemstgrateful.

WAR:od



FRANK McNAUGHTON & ASSOCIATES
2615 LAKE AVENUE

WILMETTE, ILLINDOIS 60091
(312) 256-5066
(312) 256-2280

Dear Mr. Reuben
Your letter of May 19 was very kind:; I appreciate it.

Pleage give me a little more time, I am going to angwer
it in some detail because I want to be ag helpful

as poggible. If you have not read Walter Goodman'e

THE COMMITTEE, particularly on Chambers, I ghould

like to call that section to your attention. It
containg gome information that , of course, was

unknown to me.

I shall goon angwer your inquirieas with a memorandum
directed gpecifically to each point.

Sincerely,

//%;: k_ }e i 742;- 72’?,3__‘ )

rank McNaughton



FRANK McNAUGHTON & ASS0OCIATES
. 2615 LAKE AVENUE
WILMETTE, ILLINDIS 60091
(312) 256-5066

MSay 12,1969 (312) 256-2280

Mr, William A. Beuben
37 East 63rd Street
New York, N. Y. 10021

Dear Mr. Reuvens

I am glad to learn that you are doing a book for Simon & Schuster
on Whittaker Chambers. There are at leagt two men in New York
that you should interview, as both knew Chambers very well,

both are wholly reliable, and both will give you a wealth of
information. One is James R. Shepley, Publigher of Times the
other ig Duncan Norton-Taylor of Fortune. I think they

would be mosgt helpful.

Let me begin with precise detaile of the famous hearinge,
and then proceed to more generalized observatione about

whit,

I got a call from Robert E, 8tripling, Bxecutive Director of -
‘the Unamerican Activities Committee (I had covered it eince
its inception in 1938), stating that there would be a

pressg conference in , I believe, a 3rd floor room of the 01lad
House Office Building, that an official of Time Imt. would be
involved, and suggegting that I be there. I wae Congreggional
correwpordent for Time Inc. I went. Pregent were reporters
and Congressmen Mundt, Nixon, and a-member from Penneylvania,
ay T*yecalli-it, It was announces by 8Stripling that a
pubpena had been igsued for Whittaker Chambers, a genior
editor of LTime Inc., . to appear the next day. He would
testify on €Communism, or be agked about it. There wag no
mention of Alger Hise, altoug the town wag crawling with
talk (underground) about Hise ‘and others. Much of this talk,
T am sure, issued from the commiteee gstaff and membere.
Reporterg (I recall in particular Willard Edwards, a gharp
reporter for Chicago Tribune) wanted to know “Ie Chambere

a Communist?? S8tripling hedgégd,it seemed to me, on hie
answers. It was then that I gpoke up.

I stated that I knew Chamberg and had known him for yeare, that
he wag a former Communigt who had broken with Communiem, that
he had written some of the strongeet anti-Communigt articleg

in Time, that he had cooperated with any requesgt of the
authorities, and that he was a loyal citizen., I was asked

and desgcribed his job at Time, his appearance, hie
responeibilities. Stripling pulled me aside then and told

me that U, S. deputy marshales were on the way to Chambere*®
office with the gubpena.

I went to the public telephone booth on the eecon&éfloor

~ of the building, called the Time wWaghington office and had
thep| get Chambers on the New York tieline.
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(é told khim what had occurred, that marshals were then on the
vay to his office, and not to try to duck the subpena becauge
they would send the FBI after him wherever he was. Chambers
thanked me ag if he had been expecting something like thise.

Then he said he was "terribly afraid’ he might be killed

in Waghington.|He asked me if I were going to the office and
I said yee. fhe Rugeian General Krivitsky (check name) had
been murdered gsome two weeke before in the Carlton Hotel, and
I suggested that Chambers have his secretary reserve a room
in that hotel. He geemed puzzled but said he would agree and
would call me on the]!ﬂl?tieline in one hour. I went to the
office, and in an hour he called,

I believe he was more agitated than ever. He had been to my
home on a number of occasione. I told him I would meet him
at union station, but preferred not to. I aévieged him to
take a compartment on the train to Waghington, and tolé him
how to find a quick cab at the Washington depot. I told him
to drive gtraight to my home at 7102 Sycamore Ave,, Takoma
Park, Md., a suburb of Waghington. I guggegted that he carry
a toppoat and briefcaseg,in front of him, He agreed. He
arrived by cab at about 11:30 p. m., highly nervous, in

fact somewhat unnerved.! My two eong, Sam, 7, and Bill, 13,
waited up to greet him and then went on to bed.

" Whit had coffee and we talked about the committee. Ix gave
him a ghorough briefing on all membereg and on Stripling.
I knew from Whit yearegzbefore about the Hige agsociatione
and he suggeeted that this was the target of inquiry. It
wae evident from hig talk that somebody within the FBI had
_leaked to the Committee much of what he had told the FBI
yearse before. There waeg gome pogt-Yalta reasgon for bringing .

thie information out at ghat time--reason that I never fathomed,

unleee it wag to discredi@all of FDR's postwar plans.

' Within five minutes after hig arrival, Whit asked that I pull
the drapes over the picture window fronting on Beech gtreet
which led into Sycamore, and also that I pull the blinde on
the other windows., I did this. He walked the floor a great
deal, smoking an "underslung” S curbed pipe.

He tried to type out a statement he had written longhand but
was a hopeless typiet. He asked me to copy it, and I did. He
asked me M what I thought of it, and I said I wouldn't
change it at all, It wae the one "we are both victime of

a tragedy of history" etc., his opening statement.

géince it wag about 2 a. m., I guggested he get some rest

and showed him hig bedroom., He 2 back in 5 minutee or

less and asked me if the windowe were locked. I said No,

they never were, but I'd lock them. I locked all windows.
Then he agked about the doors, and I 3k locked them.
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The house wa!égfféﬁz:};tyle, and I could hear him pacing the
floor and striking matches as he smoked., Within 20 minuteg or
legs, he was back in the front foom, saying that he couldn't
rest. He seemed laboring under an overwhelming fear:; he
mentioned the Krivitsky murder peveral timees; also that

an old-time Communist party agsociate had been run down

in the New York streets by a car. Finally,® 1 saids

#Look, Whit, you're not going to be worth a damn tomorrow,

if you can last that long. I"ve got a 45-caliber resolver
here in thies desk. It isn't loadgg, but to relieve your
mind, I'm going to load it and p it right here on the deek.
I kxnow how toi uge it, I can have the police here in less
than five minuteg. I'm going to git here at thies desk in
the front room , and I'll gtay awake, xm You go to bed

and get some reet of some kind. Nobody ie coming in here, I
guarantee you that, Were you followeda on the way out here?"

"T don't think so," he & aid, #put I can't be sure."

“I don't think you were," I gaid, “or they'd have tried
to kill you before you ever got inbghe houge.Now go to bed,"

He g lay down until about 55158+ ., but wae restleegs
and finally came back out. He gaid he couldn't sleep. 1
fixed bacon and egge and plemty of coffee, @& Whit talked

a lot about hig early life (see-iitwes¥) , about “enemiee#"
in Time, Inc., about his fearg, and hias pervading sense of
overwhelming defeat for the U. S§. and all of iteg policies
_~and freedoms.]& He also asked that I stay right with him

“at the hearings. X After gending the boys to school,
we took a Takoma Park taxicab the 8 miles into the 0ld House
Office building and went straight to 8tripling'e office at x
9315 a, m, I asked Stripling if he had heard from Chambere,
and he said, "No, but we're expedting him." It wae clear
that he didn't know Chambere, who stood right beside us.
"Well, here he is now,* I esaid and introduced Chamberg to him.
(I suggest you read stripling'e book of about 1950)

On‘the way to the hearing, Chambere saw a pergon whom he
declared he knew as a Communist and agked me to git between
him and that peregon in the hearing room. I 4id so., over at
Chambere left,slightlyg to hig rear. On the way out, he gsked
me to walk right behind him and I did. W We looped Waghington
in a taxicab, following the hearibgs, and wound up at the
National Gallery of Art, where we gpent the afternoon. Chambers
then went home#ith me and took a late train back to New York."

@he rest ig fully reported in hise book and the committee proceedingi

Two nighte after thie, I got a telephone call at home. The voice
wag strange, and the person gaid, "I'm calling from a public
telephone, Number XXXXx (1 forget it.) Go to a public phone and
call thie number.?$hI then walked up to Edith's Delicatessen

on Flower Ave., Takoma Park, and dialed the number; the man

answered instantly.



“prank," he gaid @“you don't know me, but T
know you. 1 don't know how much you use that telephone,
I don't know what gou talk about. But be careful. Be

careful.*

I said: "Listen, there are no secrets in that house. You muet
be FBI. There's an emtension on that line, and you can put
on‘e or ten agenteg on the extention to hear everything that
js said. I've got nothing to hide.”

#pe carefull® then click. Two weeke later there was a similar
call, a request to call a number, which I didp and the

game voice said, "Your phone'e okay now." 1 was told later

by a person who did work for the FBI that I wag tapped.

(ag a side angle: nearly 10 yeare after thig, I wase talking
with s ex-Senator Gerald P. Nye of North Dakota, who conducted
the Munitiong Investigation of the early 1930s, which gave
Alger Hiss hie first job in washington. Nye told me that

hie committee received an anonymous tip that Hies had
Communist connections; that he personally confronted Hise with
this information; that Hise flatly denied it, but said "I
regard this investigation to be so important that I would
rather resign my pogition than gee its work joepardized." Nye
said this confiinced him of the untruth of his information,and
of Hise's reliability, and that he told Hiss gt he would

not request his regsignation. Nye i# now dead, but 1 assure
you thies conversgation did occur. I was then handling =k a

TV program, Waghington Exclugive, for Martha Rountree, and

Nye was a regular pgnelist, among other ex-Senatorg.)

I happen to know that Hise wag an object of G-2 (military
intelligence) attentioneg from the mid or late-1930g through
the war yeare. Whittaker Chambers had made a full disclosure
xpx of hieg prior connectiong to Time Inc at the time he

was hired, and to Henry Luce, and had taken information to
A, A. Berle of the State Department and to the FBI.

I alwaye liked Whit, as a person. He wag a brilliant
conversationalist, with a sort of dry, gly wit, and as

a writer he was almogt without peer. Ase I recall him,

he took a long time to organize Mhigs thoughte, and then
wrote effortlesely and emoothly with little or no revisions,
not fast but steadily and clearly. I didn't know him af a
poet at all. He had a catholic interest in books and world
affairs, and a very all-eoncompaseing viewpoint. I have
no recollections of him as a raconteur, He talked only
aEmxaxxwkeex a very few times about his undergrou nd
experiencesg, but these talks would last for an hour,
amazing in detail, deathlyx in their defeatism,

freighted with fears and what wase clearly a lack of hope.
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If you have ever read Dostoievsky's Notes from The Underground,
T think you will better understand Chambers. He believed,

it geemed to me, that the U. S. and its people would not

make the nemegsary economic and social and political eecrifiees
to stay free--that we had already lost the battle with
Communism., It was a dreary jack of hope. A feeling that
everything was 1oet,j

P

‘Tt meemed to me, too, that there wag a broad streak of
‘paranoia in Chambers' makeup, and this ie undergtandable.

He had lived for years in fear: he had slept with a loaded
shotgun: once, vigiting his home at Wegtninster,Md.,

Pipe Creek Farm, f noted a 22-rifle and two shotgung EXkX
gstanding within arm's reach of the kitchen table. They werxe
loaded, It seemed that Chanmbers wae convinced that “they"
whoever they were wonld "get® him gome day. But he would

go down all ghotgunsg firing.

It seemedd to me, too, that he had logt some of the gense
of reality, he had 1ive@ with the unreal go long. He

gt seemed inclined to view everything in xinpgxuf terms

of congpiracy. He geemed incapable of a rational, calm
judgment of 1iberals and liberal policies. Instead,

he looked upon liberalism as gomething of a conspiratorial
of fshoot of the Communigts--a sort of a plot Bo begin the
Htakeover" by indirection and subterfuge. He wag right in
that a lot of so-called liberals are toowilling to excuse
policies that are impractical; but what Chanberg couldn't
see wam that it is igiiiii'ggssihle to be a*gocio-economic
liber -al and still be maExEmxiExndxExfmxans rational
and:i;i-sincere.ge had the same vipus that I noted in
witnegges like Wik Louis Budenz and otherg—-they had
swung from one extreme to the other.

I felt very strongly that wWhit had loet his ability

to make an objec@ive judgment on liberalism and

liberal policies, or liberal persong. He guspected

all such as offsghoots of mEmREE= conspiratorieg or

of pergong being Hyged" by evil forces. Not that he

was a complete reactionarye I think he was just ae
muddled in his thinking about guch matterg as is the

px use of common terms to describe intricate thinking. X
He wag unddubtedly sincere, put I think the congpiratorial
virug had settled into hie bloodstream and poisoned hie
outlooke.

He needed veritiee that are not forthcoming in life; he
needed something to tie to that wag not provided by
his etrong, admirable wife, Esther, or hie very fine
son and daughter. Something more was required. He
didn't try to define it. I would sgay that he was a man
tortured , both inwardly and outwardlye.

I can not perform the psychiatric service of analyzing th
this mogt complex man.
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All I can say ® ig that in many ways he was tortured, and much
of hig torture wag self-inflicted, part inflicted by hieg past,
part inflicted by hie (to me) gsomewhat grotegque fears of the
future. I gaw him ghortly before he died, bedridden at hie
farm home. It seemed to me that he had leegs hope but more
inward calm than I had ever geen k in him,

He wae my friend., In many, go many waysg, he was an’f admirable
friend: not physically impressive, but ghort and fat and

a bit M slattern in appearance. A character right out of
Thom@son's Hound of Heaven.

But in so many waye, he waeg precigely the last person I would
ever want to Ne.

I hope this material will be of some benefit to you. I would
appreciate , if you like, having a copy of your book when it
#g published.

Sincerely,

WW&W

Frank McNaughton



May 19, 1969

. McNaughton:

metimes a cliche isthebestwayofsaymgmthhg.
wmt,ImntymtomthatIshuplycan'tﬁrﬂmrds
mkmdaeplygmtefullmforallthetim,pdnmﬂ
aymtook,inmletterwmofmylzth,toaetdmm
eervations for me about Whittaker Chambers.

y gratitude doesn't stem from the length of your letter;
ingle-spaced typing is much more than I

hat makes your letter 8o valuable for me, however, is
dngquiteofamtherorder (and I want you to know that,
gh I have interviewed and exchanged letters with several
dpenons,ymrcmmmicatimisfararﬂmythebast

m the point of unbiased facts and soliyd muggets of
ntim~ﬁnt1Mvermanymw). And the value

r chservations (a:ﬁinarealsensemeirmﬂqimss),for
smabilitytoseemitctmnbenclearuﬂmle.wsee
+h both virtues and faults, or foibles —- and to let the
Ltnessmactionsywymrselfhadtothemnspeakfor
lves, without embellishment, justification or apology for
aing able fully to saneone who was, as you put
your letter to me, "this most complex man.”

Since your comments were 80 tremendously valuable, I an
raged to write you once nore, in the hopes you won't mind too
trying to clear up for me certain statements in your letter
I do not fully understanc.

l.mﬂ\eﬁntpamgraphmpaqetm,ﬂmemmeral

s I don't undarstand. menyousayquoldmitmttotry
ck the subpoena, wasﬂmeanybnsis-—apartfranhis saying
safraidhemightbekilled——formthkﬁdmtemight
omidbeimmedwithamms? Similarly, in the
paragraph, I find the references to General Krivitsky (whose
. occurred some eight years earlier) someMhat puzzling.
Wsacumllyremaromatﬂmfbtelmﬂm? If
uthisdmamlytowtmypouiblemrmsoffhis

7



hopy you woi't mind elaborating on your original
comments is that, from my reading of Witness fpages([529~32), T
all the turmo

3. The security precautions that whit suggested that
night — pulling drapes over the windows, locking the windows,
the apparent fear of being murdered inside your home, etc, —
seam, two decades later, to be scmewhat exaggerated to me; and
I wonder (mainly because I don't know the setting or the neighm
borhood) whether at the time they seemed in any way overdone

of page three) that took place between you and Whit at five

in the morning seems 80 strikingly different from the discuss-—
ion. the two of you had upon his midnight arrival that I wonder
ifymmlfcaninanymyammtfmaﬂxadifﬁereme, :
if it was in fact that? I am intrigued by your report of this early
mimmtim.mtlmn'tgetmyﬁmﬂmmim
—-histalkmgahmthisqumltears,his'miea"atl‘im,
his political pessimism, etc., etc. — that it sounds somawhat
like the oonfession of a condemned man, Do you have any addition-
aleh:ughtsmthis,inlightofmyreacticn;oristmreany—
thing else you can recall about this conversation?

S. Also on page three, your recollections of his appar-
ent physical fears inside the hearing room as well as what seerms
to me to be the implications of your saying that you "looped
ammowi Weshington in a taxicab” before going to the National
Gallery (which, as I remember it, is not much more than a five-
mimute walk from the Hill seems to me to indicate that even
after his appesarance before the Committee he was still fearful
of same sort of ambush, or worse., (And this I find no recollection
of in Witness, when Chambers talks of the sanctuary he found that
afunnm%ymatﬂme&timal&nery.) Or have I missed
scmething? Did his anxieties disappear later on that day, or
what? If there's anything else that you wan remember about
what, like it or not, is a very historic day, I'd weloome any
other recollections you can manage to dredge up. {(In this context,



& m.'aydiﬂimltthttimmycl&i&nofd%'
frame of mind later that day, after he had finished with his
ordeal bafore the Camnittee, I don't know quite what to make

out of Chanbers's telling you he was returning to New York in
oontrast to what he said in Witness: that because his "nerves were
spun tight® he "spent the night of [his] first day's testimony

at the of friends at Olney, near Washington.” [page 547])

mimsﬂmﬁfmkymmimmdayauﬂﬁmw

weeks after t had first testified (which you refer to at
pages three and four). What puzzles me most, I think, is
this sentence of yours, "I was told later by a person who
did work for the FBI that I was tapped.” I infer from this

me about this assumption is that the FBI wasn't (so far as
has been disclosed anywhere) involved in the controversy at
that , assming that it was the FBI that was tapping

7. At the bottom of page four and the top of page
five you talk about whit's oocasional reminiscences in
“amazing® detail of his underground experiences. Would
such talks heve taken place prior to oxr after August 19487
Would he have mentioned, or even hinted at, actual espionage
activities? (Prior to November 1948, when he produced the
papers typed on the Hiss Woodstock in Baltimore during his
we-trial examination in the libel action hrought by Hiss, he
has testified he never mantioned that espionage was involved
in his underground work. Amd Robert Elson, who is writing
Time, Inc.'s official history, has told me, based on his
stady of the archives, that Time's executives knew that he
had been a Communist bat did ot know, until it was hrought
out during the Hiss controversy, that he had been imwvolved in
any underground spg activities.)

8. The "lack of hope,” feeling that "ewerything was lost"
and "broad streak of paranoia in Chambers® makeup,* which you
discuss in the first three paragraphs of page five, are
oomaents that you make without putting these observations in
any specific time context. (My comment holds true for all of
your observations on pege five, including your having noticed
the rifle and shotguns at his farm in Westminster as well
as your expressed feeling "that whit had lost his ability”
to be objective about liberals, liberalism, etc.) T f£ind all of
these oorments of yours exceedingly valuable - all the more
80 since all of the "good guys" in Witness (which includes you)
are either unwilling to talk at all about Whit or are apparently



Q.mpage:ix,tm‘ixmxdoalm“thatyousawinmit
dnrtlyhaﬁorehisdaath—-canymmkeanyguessesasto
mt-iqhtMetraaghthimthisimardpeace?

10, zastly,mpagesix,w}mywspeakofvmitasan"mip
ablefriaﬂ,'lmldtnpeymmiqhtbeabletospoﬁlmtm
of the kindneeses he showed to you over the years. (From your
letter and his book I find many instances of friendly acts
to him but little specific evidence — althougy m sure there's
plenty of it — of the kind of reciprocity on which any real
friendship must be based.)

My putting so many additional queries to you is, I know,
a2 large order; but I have done 80 in the same spirit of your
original reply to me: that it is important to get at the ob-
jective truth about this fascinating, brilliant, history-mak-
ing and yet fantastically complex hman being who was whittaker
Chambers.

Iasmreymtlnt,whetherormtyoufindtimeto
rq:lytoall,crany,oftheqxestinnsinthisletter,lam
deeply grateful to you.

Very sincerely yours,
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FRANK McNAUGHTON & ASSOCIATES
2615 LAKE AVENUE

WILMETTE, ILLINOIS 60091
(312) 256-5066
(312) 256-2280

MEMORAND UM

Tos William A, Reuben
37 Eaet 63rd 8t.
New York, N, Y. 10021

Sub ject: Answere to gpecific inquiries in letter of May 19, 196°

l. Regarding the ducking of a subpena. I had no knowledge that
Whit would try to duck it, but I wanted to take no chances
of his panickings I didn't know how far he had gone before
the NY grand jury, or indeed definitely that he had tesgtified.
But grand juries are gecret, gilent affairg:; in the House
UnAmerican Activitieg Committee, of which I wag never
particularly impresged (concerns relating particularly
to procedure and fairnegg,) everything would be hauled out
into the open, counegel would not be allowed, and queegtioning
could be mercilesg and incriminating by inference. I wase
gure Whit was aware of these things, and I felt that
he might kry to avoid egervice of the gsubpena. 1 _wag wronhde.
He wag prepared to testify, a fact that I waes not aware of.
Wemgax Regarding Krivitskye. That was a complete fog up
of memory as to date. I had heard Whit, in the pasgt,
mention what happened to Krivitgky, but I admit that I
wag wrong as to dates in my firet letter to you. I believe,
bput T am not sure, that a room was regerved for Whit at
the Carlton. I have a recollection that Whit told me
that a room wag regerved, If it was done, thig wag to throw
any purguerg off the track. ! e

2. I wae not reluctant to meet Whit at the wnion sgtation,

but I had two sons at home to look after (being then divorced)
and did not see how I would add anything by going to the
atation, I suggested , on my oOwn, that Whit carry a briefcasge
and topcoat solely so that if someone did try to &lug him

or injurg him he would have gomething in hand to ward off

a blow. I think, and I felt that night, that Whit was

alwaye concerned that gome time or another his ‘“enemiesg"
would make an attempt to injure or kill him. Ae I recall

it, he had some newspapersg but neither cag&or to_pcoat

when he arrived, I gimply felt that he ought to be able

to ward off a blow if one ghod 1d be directed at him, and

I knew of hie concern that gometime othereg would attempt to
injure him, I felt that if there was any cause for

concern, this wag the time,



Page 2

3, The Security precautions. --They did seem vagtly overdone

to me, but Whit geemed umimme vastly concerned and nervous.

There wag alwaysg a lot of cleak-and-dagger in thig caege,

and it began right there, My home at Sycamore and Beech

gatreets @ in a quiet regidentialme gection of Takoma Park,
wag

one of the gquietest of suburbs. I never gave it an idea

that anybody would be harmed, but Whit did. I can't eay

t-hat I wag worried that night, but I did what I thought

would give Chamberg a feeling of security, and what he

agked that I do in regard to shadeg and lockes and windowe.

Yeg, they did geem overdone to me. They geem SO now.

My only pogsible explanation ig that hies tensions were building

up him,

T don't think Whit felt at all like a condemned man or talked
like one. That rambling talk in the morning ie hard to
reconstruct in memory. But as I recall it, Whit felt that

Communiem wag following out a dynamiem of policy, that

the U, S. lacked any central direction of policy : that

the Communigte would ® estick to their policies and make

‘WA sacrifices to gecure their aimeg, while the U. 8. would
ots that we were more intereested in materidlistic affluence
and thig would prevent our adopting policies that would
insure our survival., I can't, in retrogpect, recall that

Whit himself had any formulae to suggegt. I don't want to

be unfair to him in this appraisal.e I think he basically
regarded Rusgia as @ tough-minded and the U. S. ag goft in
their vig-a-vis dealinge and in their approach to world

problemg.

4, Re looping Washington by cap before going to the
National Gallery. The gallery ig a 5-minute walk from
the Capitol. (The hearing was in the New Houre Office
Building Ways and Meane Committee Room,) I suggested
the cadb ride and Whit readily agreed, for the following
reasong: a) because he had mentioned geeing xm at least
one definitely unfriendly known Communigt at the hearinge:
(b) because he wag very tenge after the hearings and I
thought a ride would relax hée tensiong, which it did;
(c) becauge I felt perennally that if anyone were "after"
him they would be thrown off thereby. He geemed fairly
relaxed by the time we got to the gallery 20 or 30 minutes
later, ags I recall it; ingide the gallery, he geemec
completely to unwind. I recall that he particularly
liked gome Rembrandtgs and Vermeers:; we gaw the Widener
collection of Sang de Boeuf and other Chinege vageeg.
Whit had a monumental knowledge of art and artiste, and
gave a brilliant commentary (ae I recall it) on various
arttste and their works.

The incident of telling me he was going to New

York, and then spending the night at Clney ig only an 2 Aﬂﬁﬁéf_a
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of the complexity of Whit Chambers., It seeméd to me

t hat he wag fairly relaxed by late afternoon when he
{eft my place. The primary ordeal was over. And it
hadn't gone badly at all for him, What he did was

to gpend the night with James Shppley (now publigher of
Time) who then lived on a farm at Clney. (Incidentally,
you should by all meang see Shepley. He will be a

gold mine of reliable information and you can

depend on him.) I have not read Chambers' Witnese, though
I have a copy; it ig obvious that when I thought he

wae returning to New York, he went ingstead to Shepley's,

§. Regarding the phone tap. The FBI alwaye kept cloge
check on the House Committee hearingg and witneseges.
Chambergs had given statements to the FBI, it developed
later. Wiretape were common in those days. The I FBI
wag in congtant P& liaison with certain staff members
of the Committee, I am sure. I think when I wasg

érawn into the cage by taking Chamberg to the Committeesk-
and introducing him to Stripling, they put a tap on me
gimply to see what might turn up. This wag right_after
Chambere tegtified, If think the reesultg were so
innocuoug that it was abandoned,

7. Re Whit's reminiscences. These came_after hie
original tegtimony. He never even hinted, much legs
mentioned, eegpionage to me. I knew hothing about
any espionage activities until he tesgstified in
Baltimore, in the Hige slander suit, and produced
the so-called Pumpkin Paperge and microfilm, And I
don't think anyone in Time knew anitthing about

the full nature and extent of hig involvement until
that occurred.,

8. The comments (gee your page 3, bottom of page)

were made after the several original hearingsg and

the production of the papers and microfilm, as I

récall them. It seemed to me Whit wag much more
communicative after the original hearings. I left
Time, Inc., in 1952 and the ¥maxs discussions occurred
intermittently between 1248 and 1952, I can not

fay that I was ag familiar with all of Whit's opinione
and viewpointg ag many others in Time, and this certainly
includes Shepley. What I am \Wgakibdgg givi ng you are my
own impresgions bagsed on what I can recall of attitudesg
and viewpointg expregsesed by him. R Here again, I do not
want to be unfair to him. I don't think he had a devil-
theory regarding liberals or liberaligm; I think he
looked upon liberalg as misguided in many instances,

and incapable of drawing the line between where
liberaliem ende and regimentag&ion and repregsion begins.

What T am trying to say ig thig: I think liberales were
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gomewhat suspect and gomewhat migguided in Whit's opiniong--
in other wordes, that he had regervationg and doubtsg

about their ability to see the end congequenceg of

being liberal and supporting governmental gocial service
programg and administrative law regulation of economic
unite, I don't know how the hell to express it. I

think it should be said in Whit's defenge that &k on e
sigsuiet should not be wholly condemnatory of this

gtreak of congervatism in one who had the higtory Chambersg
had, Here wag a man who started out to be liberals; who
latched onto Communism ags the vehicle; who saw hie

dreamg crumble into dusts and who reacted by leaving

the party and informing on themk. Isn't it to be expected
that he would lose a balanced pergpective? I expectm that
term ie the right one---he lacked a balarced perspective,

I have never thought that Chambere sought to deliberately
injure or degtroy ahyone. I pereonally am convinced that

he hoped and expected that Hise would make a public
acknowledgement and recantation after hig (Whit's) initial
testimony, and gave himgelf (Hige) thereby; that he was
shocked when Hiss did neigher; and that he only g threw

in everything he had after he realized in the Baltimore
trial that it wags a duel to the death, between Himgelf anad
Higss. I don't think Whit had any clear view or undergtanding
of the difference between his making a voluntary (albeit
under subpena) public recantation, and Hiss making a gimilar
confeegsion of error after having been publicly named by Whit.
But you or I can gee the difference quite reacdily.

T do not think I am competent to chart which attitudeg of
Wwhit'e resulted from various aspectg of hieg life. ¥
own persgsonal feeling, which I can not document, is that

the greategt break in hie l1ife was when he broke with the
party, and that that fact colored and influenced all of
hie thinking (and actions) thereafter. I look upon hie
teetimony as the attempt of a tortured goul to purge iteself
of its demong, and ¥xM an indirect exhortation to othere
in egimilar torment tc do likewige.

vy persgonal feelings and impressions are that Whit's
jlliberaliem grew more pronouncec, more unyielding after

the Hisg case. fle

The inward calm I noted in him wag in when I vigited

him at Westmineter. I think it came from a) a realization
that he wag a very gick man & whose time probably was gquite
limited, and (b) the feeling that he had done the right and
honest and decent thing by giving the country the benefit of
hie views of and experiences within the Communist movement .,

T think he felt that he had rectified , at least in part, any
damage he might have done to hig country; and finally, that
he had at last come clean with hie better nature. He had,in

effect, stricken down the past,

s
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10, Whit waes a kindly, helpful and thoughtful editor who treated
me well, who coungeled me wigely in relation to ®ime gtyle <
Time requirements. He was very friendly and helpful to my

gong, whenever he gaw them, giving them small lecturee on
hietory and national affairs and books and such. There

wae no occasion when he waes called upon or had the[/Bor me,
opportunity to perform dramatic acte of friendship ut he

wag always a warm and kindly friend, even though we both

knew that we had wide areas of disagreement in relation

to national affairs.

Whit waes one of the mogt complex men I shall ever Know. He
was absolutely, totally, jrrevocably honegt in the clutches.
He wae not two-faced. He wae plain spoken when he did speak.
He wag inwardly tortured, no doubt of that. He was deeply
gengitive, and most of all toward his errors of the past.

If you can explain why such a brilliant person would ewing
wildly from one extreme to the oppogite, then you can
explain White. I think at aome point, after many years of
hoping that he could submerge hie pagt or that it would just
be lived down and go away (probably at the point of the
grand jury proceédings or maybe precigely at the time of

the Houge committee hearingg),he decided honestly that hie
only salvation and the nation's welfare lay only in’fputting
the whole matter bare. I don't know.

T hope thig is of further help. I am trying to be honest and
be fair to history and to Whit. How much good hisg public

tegtimony did for the country only history can judge with
finality. ¥ave I now answered all of your pointe?

Sincerely, ; )
4 kA

alzon W
mz};}:ﬁ%w%va e
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June 12, 1969

St

Mr. Frank MoNsughton
2615 lake Ave,
Wilmette, I1l, 60091

Dear Mr. McNaughton:

This is to acinowledge, with my deppest gratitude, the
five-page Bamorantum in answer to the queries I had put
toyminmyle!:terofhy}%

You have indeed now answered all of the questions that

were {n my mind; and, once again, X am :

beyond my powers of expression for the amount of time,

and especially for the thoughtfulness, you took in this,
as in your original letter to me.

If you get to New York City at all these days, I should
oertainly consider it a great favor if you would give
me a chance to buy you lunch or a drink, Among other -
thiings, this would enable me to thank you in person
and also would afford the opportunity of exchanging
viess with you about a highly complex man whose persona-
lity apparently intrigues you as mxch as it does me,

r—,

With all good wishes,

wWilliam A, Reuben

WAR:cd
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Mro William A, Reuben
37 East 63rd St.
New York, N. Y, 10021

Dear Mr. Reuben:

If T am not too late, I should like to offer a couple of additional
thoughts and one bit of information about the Chambers case. These
came to me since I last wrote to you, and as Ireviewed the c ase
at odd times inny memory, '

1o I believe, in retroppect, that Chambers expected that Hiss
like pimself would make a public confession and a recantation of
the alleged associations, Chambers did remark that that would have
been the best way out--doing what he had done., Chambers, I believe,
couldn¢t ske how, while this worked in his case, he being an editor
employed by a private corporation, it might be ruinous in Hiss's
case, the latter having staked out his positio n as a public servant
in the field of international affairs., By a curious kind of myopia
or something, Chambers couldnét see the difference and particularly
the psychological difference in their positions. Chambers viewed
Hiss's situation as if Hiss's position were the same as his own.

I simply have the feelingx that this was a large part of the whole
cases And I do think that there was a world of difference in thefir
relative positions,

2, I forgot completely to tell you of an incident that occurred
in 1955, I was handling (monitoring) a television program (Washington
Exclusive on Dumont network) for Martha Rountree and husband, Oliver
Presbrey, It was set up like a U, S. Senate chamber and featured
debates between ex - and sitting Senators of that time. One regular
panelist was Gerald P, Nye, ex-Senator fromNorth Dakota., He headed
the famous Munitions Investigation of the early 1930s, Hiss's first
Washington job was as committee counsel, Nye told me the committee
received reports of Hiss's Communist connections, and confronted
him with the charge, He said Hiss' stoutly denied it, but said that
he regarded the committee's work as so important that, rather than
jeopardize its work, he would resign. The €ommittee, said Nye, was
completely convinced by Hiss, and rejected his offer.

Now=-==you have only my word for this. Nye is dead and can
neither conférm or deny it. I don't know whether he was ®imagining"
the indident or not. I do know that he related it to mey, on an
occasion when we had Government Security as a debate subject,

3. My third point is--and this is in defense and support
of Whitm Chambers-wthat (unlike a number of others) he did not
become a ''professional witness,'' testifying before a spate
of Congressional committees and bandying names around. He testified

only in respense to a sub pena, before only one committee,
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I think the No. 3 point should be made in Chambers' credit,
He did not ask to testify., He told his story to the
State Department ( A. A. Berle) and to the FBI. The subpena was
the outcome of a '"leak! to the UnAmerican activities committee,

With regard to Nye, it may be that his imagination was working
on him after all of the lurid disclosures of the H8ss-Chambers
confrontation, the libel suit, the pumpkin papers, etce
1 donfét know,. ' ’

1 offer these additions only beéause they may be helpful
to yous I do hope the book is proceeding well, and et me know
please when it is published.

Do not unddrrate Chambers as an intellect, He was brilliant
and a brilliant writer., On many things he seemed to me mysterious,
ironically cynical in some r espects, but he had a fine mind, I
think he had never really escaped from the hell that he went
through as a boy and a young mane The furies still stirred
him inwardlye.

_Sincerely,

— D sinds %LZ/Z/ Vﬁ;
Frank McNaught



