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Mr. L. E. Packard 
1155 East 61st Street 
Chicago, Illinois 

Dear Hr. Packard: 

1155 East 57th Street 
Chicago 37, Illinois 
June 7, 1949 

,• 

I am "Writing in order to confirm our arrangements concerning 

~- ' ... -

your assistance in praparine drawings preparatory to my filing a patent 
\ 

application on an apparatus for liquid-liquid extraction. 

This patent applica tion will embody inventions made by me priot ~ 

my employment by the University of Chicago on a 4E contract, and at the 

time of my employment, I advised the University of the existence or t~~ 

invention6 .- , · 

You have offered to holp with preparing drawings involving a consid-

I 
arable amount of const ruction •tork, in consideration of which I agreed to 

pay you certain s.uma as follows . A sum of $150. at the time when tm :first 

patent application is filed . Further, if I enter into an agreement concern-

1ng this invention, from any payments received as a result of such agreement 

I would pay you one-hall' until such time as you have received an additional 

$850., bringing ~he to~l received by you to ~1000 . 

It is understood that any work which you do :for me in the f'ramework 

of this arrangement will be done by yout outside of the time which you are 

supposed to work for the University of Chicago . 

I would appreciate your conf1rming thia arrahgement. 

Very sincerely yours , 

Leo Szilard 

-"\.. .... , _.J .. ___ ... ___ ._.._ 
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~1any scientists are properly alarmed by the dangerous retreats along 
a fundamental line of freedom made by Chairman David E. Lilienthal 
of the U. S. Atomic Energy Commission and two notable scientists 
under pressure of a heavy Congressional attack. 

The att:~ck c:~me dming the recent Congressionul inquiry into the 
AEC fellowship progr:~m, whereby outstanding young science stud,ents 
are granted Federal aid to encourage them to follow through on lines 
of research of ultim:~te benefit to this country. The retreat occurred 
when the Atomic Energy Commission, after pointing out the danger of 
requiring non-Communist o:~ths of eligible applicants for fellowships, 
caved in and agreed to make such oaths mandatory. 
Ch:~irman Lilienthal had already stressed the point that recipients 

of AEC fellowships were limited to non-secret research, and that, 
should they later engage in projects labeled secret, they would first 
h:~ve to undergo the routine FBI check and sign the loyalty oath 
required by law. 

Even more disturbing to American scientists was the fact that two 
eminent and widely respected colleagues who testified at the Con
gressional hearings were persuaded, after initially criticizing the politi
cal oath as a requirement for science fellowships, to change their minds 
and finally concede to the practice. 
The Two Prominent Men Who Yielded 

Dr. Dellev \V. Bronk, president of Johns Hopkins University, ' and 
Dr. A. Newton Richards, president of the National Academy of Sciences 
-both top-ranking adminislrators-were the yielding scientists. 

The Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists, in its current issue, just out, 
observes that "the acqujescence of prominent educators to the Con
gressional demand for non-Communist affidavits as a prerequisite for , 
AEC fellowships in non-secret research has offended many scientists." 

The Bulletin runs a remarkably clear and eloquent article by Dr. Leo 
Szilard, professor of biophysics at the University of Chicago and a 
leading figure in the making of the atomic bomb. It excoriates those 
scientists who, concentrating on defeating· the proposal that all AEC 
fellows be investigated by the FBI, acceded to the non-Communist 
oath as thG "lesser evil." 

"Are w~ scientists going to follow the principle of the lesser evil?" 
Dr. Szilard asks. "Our colle:~gues in Germany have trodden that path." 

Szilard reminds his colleagues how the German scientific societies . 
refrained from protesting ag,:~inst the dismissals of Jewish protess01:s 
when the Nazis first came to power. They reasoned thnt there weren t 
rr.any Je'ivish instructors anyway, and so the issue -wasn't deemed 
important. 

Besides, they reasoned, it was 
more important to prolect the es
tablished rights of insh·uctors with 
tenure, so it might be just as well 
to make concessions on "minor" 
points of principle. The German· 
government, Szil:trd continues, 
kept its word on respecting aca
demic tenure; it retired those it 
deemed "undesirable"-but on pen
sions. When the "undesirables" 
were put into concentration camps, 
it was silly to continue to pay their 
pensions. And when they were put 
to death, the problem was no 
longer one of academic interests 
with which the learned societies 
needed to concern themselves. 

To Communist could sign the 
affidavit now required of AEC te.
l~wshif? ~pplicants without. making 
himself hable to prosecution, Dr. 

; Szilnrd notes. t 
"It matters not," he adds, 

"whether be does or does not advo
cate the overthrow of the Govern
ment by force and violence. It mat
ters not whether our courts rule that 
the Comnw ... ·,t Party does or does 
not advocate the overthrow of the 
Government by force or violence. 
Why the Discrimination? 

"If a student advocates the over
throw of the Government by force, 
maybe he should be put in jail. 
But if he does not violate any laws, 
then it is difficult to see how it is 
possible under the Constitution to 
discriminate against him or to bar 
him from educ:~tional opportunities 
at Lhe taxpayers' expense. 

"Is it permissible so to discrim
inate ag in~ a minority of law
abiding citizens whose political 
views we dislike?" 

The Government, through its po
litical oath, is bre:~ching a century
old tradition in universities by ask
ing scientists to accept students 
into the laboratories "on the basis 
of a selection that is not free from 
political bias," Szilard says. 

If scientists yield to thi~ breach, 
on the principle of the "lesser evil," 
then others, far more serious, are 
almost certain to Iollow. For, once 

they give up a stand on a hmda
mental principle, Szilard observes, 
"there is no second line of defense 
behind wruch we can unite." 

"Freedom and justice might sur
vive this crisis," he concludes, "or 
they may not. they might perish 
and the efforts of the scientists 
might be of little avail. What we 
scientists can do is to resolve that 
they shall not be allowed to per
ish without a fight. And those of 
us who do not wish to fight can at 
least refuse to help dig the grave." 

* * * 
ON CIViL RIGHTS: 1 am in 

full agreement with the criticisms 
of the Civil Rights Congress made 
Friday by my colleague, I. F. 
Stone. It is disgraceful to exclude 
Trotskyists from a share in the civil 
rights demanded for Communists. 
Members of both unpopular po
litical minorities have been perse
wted under the suppressive Smith 
Act. The test of true faith in civil 
liberties and democrat;.ic process 
arises when we are call~d upon to 
defend the rignts of those with 
whose · opinions we disagree. 
whether they be T~tskyists, Coll}
munists or Vegetanans. 

/ I-12..) 
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• G. MEIER • 

SEVENTEEN AND EIGHTEEN OLD BOND STREET LONDON W·l 

TEL: REGENT 4151 (4 Lines)· TELEGRAMS: TRUilEN1S PICCY LONDON· CABLES: TRUBENIS LONDON· CODES : BENTLEY'S & UNITED TELEGRAPH 

YOUR REP : OUR lilEJI : 

Prof e s sor Le o Szilar d , 
1155 East 57th Street, 
Chicago 57, 
Illinois, 
u.s.A. 

Dear Szilard, 

GH/ HK/P DATE 25th Hay, 1949. 

I thank you for your letter of the 6th May, which will be very 
helpful when the matter has to be discussed further with the Ministry 
of Supply. 

I shall begin to press the Ninistry for a report shortly as, by 
the end of this month , they will have had one month in which to let 
us have their first report. 

In the meantime, I am sending you here·Hi th a photostat(l copy of 
Patent No. 440,023 as requested by you. V!e Hill try to obtain a 
copy of t he transcripts of the text as originally filed. 

Hi th r egard to the secret patent, ive i·Till have to wait u..11til the 
Admiralty has communicated Hith t he Mi nistry of Supply. I am t old 
by Claremont, Hay-.aes that t hey did not handle this application. Do 
you happen to know Hhat fi rm of Patent Agents, if any, vrere concerned 
at the time ? 

I am looki ng i nto t he que stion of prolongation oi" the secret 
patent and will 1-rrite you about t his later. 

Yours s incerely, 

\S· ~ 

~ -
Dictated by VJT . Heier and signed in his absence 

Enc. 

S 0 L E P R 0 P R T E T 0 R S 0 F T H E R E G T S T E R E D T R A D E M A R K .. T R I ' 8 E N I S E D" 



'.~:r-. George H-ier 
'I'rubonized, Ltd. 
17 and 18 0 d Bond st. 
Lorldon \:1 . 1? Eng_a .d 

Dear feier: 

1155 East 57th Str·eet 
Chicag .... 37, Illinois, u.s .• 
Juno 3, 1949 

:.:any tha11Jcs for y om• letter· of' Hay 25-Gh, \·lhic?l cont~ined a 

pl.otostat copy of t he pate~ t application. As far as I can see., ~:re have ., 
a strol'l..g case ~:f.' we are · FJ :-mit ted to restrict, if necessa!'IJ, C&iiim One 

of the B_itish patent. The crucial passaee in contained in lines JO and 
/}. - !'./."~-<--';;( 

31, and lines 67-$6 o'"' tho ..f:!¥St p:=Jge of the Provisional Specification 

/17840 of Harch 12, 1934, end t he coJ:Y.cesponding lines in the complete speci-

fication.. If it i~ at all legally possible to su"bmit a restricted cla:L'"l, 

these lines 1...rould pcr:-u.i·t ::: to w:cite a clair:l \vhich night run as folious. 

11l r1ethod :to:.~ t~G coneratio~ OJ. rA-dioactive ele;~3. ts characto:dzed 

by a nouu-··ron radiatio7 e:r.ittod i"roc.1 c space in 1.-rhic~ e. r~c ear trans!:"luta-

tion procens lead i.P..g to the liboratio?_ of ne trons is n·,ainta.:.:ned, and b-.r the 

exposure of a natural elez.:.cnt in a t r..icknoss of t he order of r:v'lgnitude of the 

mean free path of· the neutron or greater to the said neutron radiation, 1.-rhich 

naturn2. o ement trons:1Utes into a rndioactive ele:.:1ont under the influence of 

t' e said neutro radiation. n 

'i'wo c ... iB.,'nS with even f'ur"t.her restrictions could be submit,ted, one 

further clam \·here ins-tead or "natural clOl':lentr' 111e ~orould say 11natural heavy 

elenent," and another further claim vrhere instead of "natural elementn we 
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on the lines of the spccificatio _ quoted above. I \-!ould like to g~t your 

rG~cticn to trds sugeesticn. 

J uonder \.Jh~ thor yet cocld send T.!e - irr'JSil such power of' attorney 

b ~1 'cs as I v/ould h1.ve to sien in order to ennble you to take action, if 

you should be mv~blc to ~ontAct me .. 

Tr.cre is ju;:;t a slim cha._co that I rlit;ht bG able to go to London 

so., c tir c in the fL st W:)elc of Ju_y, if this appears to be ju~tified on 

the basis o"' so ' favorable response rhich you may be able to get in tho 

meant.:: e from the British goverr.u::c.ent.. Other-wise .:r I stay in the U.s. I 

shal_ be traveling eroun1 , nnd be very difficult to reach between July 8 

and the uiddle of Scptcnb- • 

You ask y/ hllndled tl e seer t patent . 'l'he secret patent arose out 

of ·che speci <>icc..tion:n.rhich wer·e andled by Claremont, Ha.yn s ap..d Co . , and 
J ,t-L- [;' 

fror.1 vhich parts 'l-Jcre divi ef If Claremont, Haynes did not rl£lndle it 

then nobody did. 

Yours sine rely, 

~/ 
I 

Leo Szilard 

PS: I think I Hrote you before that th.e most important I!lanufacture co:c.in~ under tne proposed restricted claim \Wuld be the manufacture of plut~nium frOJn u a_ iurn . The re~tricte claims wh::ch I prouosod in this etter vlould also covo:.~ the IJUlnufacture of redia ct. v~ elenents from -~- oriur::, :1:. ich is nll to the goo • Li1 eu· s · ~ t e .. an· facture of polon-
- .l - o-_-u OJ.Sl uth t..rould be covered by t he clai:!:ls as proposed in this letter since bisn.uth is a heaV'J element. 



OJ RECTORS: F. M, CAPORN ' T. L. HORAIUN • n. UEDOWfTZ (U.S.A.) • 0. MEIER 

SEVENTEEN AND EIGHTEEN OLD BOND STREET LONDON W •I 
. 

TELr REGENT 41~1 (4 Lines). TELEGRAMS: TRUBENIS PICCY LONDON· CABLES: TRUBRNIS LONDON· CODES: BENTLEY'S 1k UNITED TELEGRAPH 

YCJUa Uf: 

S 0 L E 

OUJl RBF: 

Professor Leo Szilard, 
1155 Ea?t 57th Street, 

· Chicago 57, 
Illinois, 
u.s.A. 

Dear Szilard, 

GH/1111\/P DATI! 

I thank you for your l e t ter of the 3rd June. 

15th June, 1949. 

Before vre do anything further, I want to I·Tait for the first 
reply of the }'Iinistry of Supply. He had a letter of I.Jhich the following 
is an extract :-

"With reference t o your enquiry dated 26th Nay, 1949 
our investigations a r e not yet complete, we are 
a1-1aiting information f rom the United States. 

I vrill let you know the position in two weeks time if 
vre have not completed our enquiries before then. 11 

As regards an authorisation f or t he amendment of the patent, I l.Jill 
obtain the necessary forms and 1-lill send them on to you for signature, 
but I do not really think t his is i mportant at the moment because \vhatever 
steps may ultimately have to be talcen, "Ylil1 have to be taken in very close 
consultation vrith you. Tbe Hhole subject is far too new and far too 
specialised for anybody i·rho i s not an up-to-date expert in it to start 
cutting about the patent. 

As soon as I have the f irs t rea.ction from the :f\linistry, I shall 
w-rite you and I hope this l·.rill be before the 8th July. 

Yours sincerely, 

(. ~ {1----~ 

Copy to Dr. B. Liebmvitz, New York Office 

P R 0 P R I B T 0 R · S 0 F T H E R B G I S T E R B D T R A D E M A R K "T R U B E N I S B D" 

·~ 
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Gl-1/Jv.LK/P 2oth June, 1949. 

Professor Leo Szilard; 
1155 East 57th Street, 
Chicago 37, 
·Illinois, U •. S. A. 

Dear Szilardt 

Nany thanks for your letter of the 15th June. 
you will have received my letter of the same date. 

In the meantime, 

I do not think anything useful can be done at the moment. It 
would be premature to look into the question of the possible amendment 
to your Patent because, on the one hanci , the Ministry of Supply may 
not .contest its validity after all and, on the other hand, if they 
do contest its validity they may supply us with a reasoned argument 
and references to the prior literature on which they rely. In the 
latter case, one 1vill obviously have to consider the question of 
amendment in the light of t he information supplied. 

At the present moment, everything seems to hinge on the U.S , 
Authorities and I think the Hinli:stry of Supply 1vould be quite ready 
to discuss matters further with us if they had the reply from the 
States . I think, therefore , it may be a good idea if you contacted 
the UoS• Authorities to hurry them upc 

In any case, we are in good time for prolongation proceedings . 

Yours sincerely, 

Dictated by Mr. Neier and signed in his absence 

Copy to Dr. Liebowitz, Ne1-1 York. 



17-1 8 OLD BON D ST REI:T LON [JON • W · I · TEL· REGENT •US I 

Ref : Gl·/l·:G/ 27 . l s t July , 1949 . 

Prof . L. Szilard, 
I n.st i t.ne of .Ra.diobioloe;y and Biophy s ics, 
Univen::i ty of Chicago, 
Chicaeo , 37, 
I l linois , 
U.S . A. 

De ar Szi l Ard , 

• 
Hith reference to my l nst. }et t er , I should be very gl ad if you 

would 1et me know by return ~1hether you can ex:pedi t e t he answer of the 
Uni ted Stc:rt.e s authorities t o t:1c Dr i tish Hi nistry of Supply. 

The. r eason why I would like {~ hero. t o r eply at once i s thJ.t I 
understc:u1d t he British author :i ties are quite ready to talk matters· over 
vii th. m9, but that they cannot co ahe ad until they have heard from the 
Unj ted States . 

On the other hand , I s ho.l l he l eaving here in the second half of 
Jul y, probably about the 20 t h or s o , for the States , and if by then vJe 
had a de t ailed reply from t he l·iini stry of Supply it, might pay us t o 
meet in New York if you ar e anyv1here near FeH York during July and 
Au E,rust, so that \.fe can di scus s everything verbally . As I have '\.lritten 
before , the whole s ubj ect is so neH and complicated you will ho.ve t o 
t a.ke a very active part in the s e 11egoti ations , but i n order fo r any 
d iscuss ions to be profit able \·Je r eA.lJ.y s hould know the att:l.t.ude of the 
British authoriti es fir ::; t of a11 . 

Yours s i ncerely, 

{! ~ (.__._.- ....(.___.J 

George Heier . 
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Telegrams: Depaten ,Rand,London. 
Telephone: Gerrard 69.3.3 

Extn ..... :. l.lJlt-....... 
Any communicat ion on. the subject of thi! 
letter should be addressed to :-

THE SECRETARY 

and the followin1 reference quoted 

........... ....... .. JJo/g5/.9/~ .......... .... .. 
Your Ref ................................................... .. 

Dear Professor Szilard, 

MINISTRY OF SUPPLY, . 
DIVISICN OF ATOMIC ENEIGY, 

Shell :Mex House, 
strand, 

London, V/.C.2. 

4th July , 1949 • 

I enclose a more formal letter to you about 

your two patents, wrj,tten in such a way that I 
could send a copy direct to Mr. George Meier. 

' 
I have necessarily had to be rather vague 

in ~ references to the secret Patent Application 

No. 19157/.34 but you, from your knowledge of its 

contents, will probably appreciate the reason for 

our belief that it is based on the existence of 

certain isotopes for which there is, as yet, no 

evidence. When secrecy is removed we will be 

able to discuss our vi~vs as to its validity. 

I appreciate your memory of my day with you 

at the Dunes on Lake Michigan, and hope that it 

will not be too long before you manage to come 

over here when I shall look forward with much 

pleasure to meeting you again. 

Professor Leo Szilard, 
The University of Chicago, 

1155, East 57th Street, 
Chicago .37, Illinois, 

Your·x~, 

(M. W. ·Perrin) 

I 

U.s .A. 
I 

/ 
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" .. 
. :relc-grams: Depaten,Rand ,London. 

Telephone: Gerrard 69.3.3 MINISTRY OF SUPPLY, 
DIVISION OF AT01UC ENERGY, 

Shell 'Mex House, 
Strand, 

Extn .. ..... ~~~-· 
Any communication on tho subject of this 
letter should be ~ddressed to:-

THE SECRETARY 

and the followin1 reference quoted 

.. ...................... .330/25/G/l4. .. 

Your Ref .... .. .... , ... ........ .' ... ......... .... .. 

Dear Professor Szilard, 

London, w.c.2, 

4th July, 1949 • 

~ . Thank you for your le;tter of June 17th. , • r .: • 

. ·, j < •• 

·As .you Vlill nee d to make up your mind about the open 

Patent Noo 440,02.3 fairly soon, I think you will like to 

' know .that we have had this carefully examined here .from 

J. r .• : the -point of. view of its validity and its relation to the 

:·:.:.:·British atomic energy. programme. . Although, as you say in 

, . your · letter ·Of'. Ma rch 22nd to !f.r. Meier, · the first .cla·im of 

this pate~t- would, on its face value, appear to cover. that 

part of our : atomic energy wprk which is concerned with / the 

' production of radioactiye ·isotopes in a chain reacting ·: 

•·pi-le ,'we are pf the opinion that this ·claim, from· .the :•'"' 
1

poin.~- of :view. of patent law, is not . a valid one. . , .• 
• j. i I f. •' 

We assume . t hat the reference to "an element" in 
, -claim 1 must be interpreted as meaning an element v.hich 
will;, ;: in fact ·, transmute into a radioac.tive element under 

neutron radia;tion.. I:f this }-s correct .there. is nowhere, 

in the ·'Patent, an indication of those specific. elements, 
other than iodine, which will give · the :desired .result •. · 

• · Claim 1 is, ·in our opinion, .a mere sta.tement of the 

':•1> problem· to -be solved,· and does no.t carry~_the rnatt~.r further 

than·· the . earli~r statement by Joliot . and' his< wi.f.e; in "'Nature" 

of February lOth, 19.34, that radioactive ~lements· may_ . 

possibly be formed by bon~arding elements with neutrons. 
l .... 

,- professor Leo Szilard, 
- The~ Un'iversity1 of Chicago, 

1155, East 57th Street, 
.f'dl:licago .. 3?·, l illinois, U.s .A. 

/Sinoe 

/ 
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Since, for. these rea sons , we do not fee:!:- .that . CJ.Bim 1 

is valid, the British Governme nt would not be interested in 

·any suggestions l'or ·.acq_~ing the rights in the _patent. 

·- ·' . (. . .. . . \ 

· I can also let you have some further infor.mation .about 

, .your secret PDtent Application No. 19157/.34 • . _ .We. are s.till 

waiting .to. hear frotn the. U • ..:> .A.E.C. vrhetber· they agree with 

our ·view here tha,t · there. is no need .to maintain. secrecy: on 

.: ··.this case. · MeanwJV-le , - i n order to saye time, : we · hav_e .' 

.found out ·from .the · Admiralty , under whose order the ,
1 

specifica·tion is now . kept secre t, that they would have no 

objection to its release and r eturn to you, and wil~ -take 

this action iinmedia-tely. we hear from the U.s .A .E ~c •. , and 

report to them that neither they nor w~ have any objection. 
_, 

.· :. \l'hile this specification r emains · seore t it is n.ot :: so 

easy to ' disouss in detail our 'Vie·ws as to its ·yalid~tyL 

. but I -cah say at -once tha t, in our opinion, the . patent · J~ 

would be invalid in -law and theref.ore . of no .int.erest to_:_ 

the '-British GOvernment. ~- .· n .. ~. ,r ·:· , ... , 

I -am sending' a . . copy: of this ·letter ;to Mr. Ge.orge Meier 

· a·na· will corrum.u'lica'te with him again. v1hen we get thr.ough the 

formalities, .:whioh.,I .' have described above, about ·:tlle. 

waiving of' ·seoreoy.:.on 1.9157/.34· .. ,.,_ ( ,· ... , · ');, '·.'• J. 



,_ ___ _ . .... -

!~. Goarce L6ior 
rt-10 Old Dond S·t:.root 
London W 11 Enr;lo.nd 

Doar l";Oior ~ 

1155 East 57th Stroot 
Cnioot;o 371 Ill1noin 
July 11, 19-10 

I ho.w yo.xr lottar c£ July lot o.W o.;n aa-ry to r.ov ·!i1.a.t . I oo.:nnot vocy 
(.t.L4.L<:: 

lmG!1 o.oooloro.to aoti.on by tho Unitod Stntoo A-comic Enorgy Conk.liocion in thi:J mo:t;ter. 
I 

You will hAw in tho moo.ntit1.0 reooivod Lh·. PO".c"r:l.n 'a loJiitor dated July 4th. 

Sinoo the Bri'W.sh Govcrill!l£nt dcoo not noool_Jt tho volidi4cy of Oll.o.im 11 'tho question 

now· o.risos '\'bother it is logc.lly posoiblo for w tor estriot 61o.in l o.nl o.lso how 

the British Govern:mcnt ~uld fool a.bout tho reotrioted olo.ims c:ad their vo.lidity on 

i:ho basis c£ the pa.sao.r;os oonta:i.nod in tlv origin.a.l speoifioo.'t.-ion of the provioionol 

o.pplioo.tion do.tod lnroh 12, 1054. Far roo.sons r£ novelty it will pr-ebiiW:-J bo neoaa-

so.ry fOl .. ua to go baok to ·i;..'la.t do.·t;o . 

I \Vander whotho:t• you could ta.ko up this question ,·Jith Ur. Perrin's offioo 

boi'oro you le avo f01• tho Unit(;ld Statoa . I do not plcn ~o po· ··~ llist during 

July rurl .Au~ t unless you obto.:l.n in ihe ooo.ntimo from tl::D British Govorll:tWnt a. 

posi ti va :-oootion to ·t;ll3 propoood rootriotod ole.ima. In that oo.ao I mic;ht porha.ps 

fly oa.st to discuss with you \:ho dooiaiona tho.t Vii'O rw:y ha.w to Ul.1m. Bon ;'lill know 

h.a.v to reu.oh JWk ..... C;v?r--a-J'~ 

Youra eimoroly1 

Loo Sz ilo.rd 

m 
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17- 18 · OLD BOND STREET · LONDON · W · I · TEL· REGENT 4151 

16th February, 1950. 

Profess or L. Szilard, 
1155 East 57th Street, 
Chicago 37, 
Illinois, 
u.s.A. 

Dear Szilard, 

I have now received a furt her communication from Mr. Perrin 

and I am enclosing a copy her e-.ri th. 

I am looking forward to hearing from you -.rhether you wish any-

thing further to be done in connection with the two Patents. 
~-L-

Yours sincerely, 

Enc. 

(17) 
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330/25/6/14· 

Dear ;, r. i.'ay, 

Professor Szilard 

SHELL MEX HOUSE, 

LONDON, W.C.l. 

26th Januar,y, 1950. 
27 JAN1950 

we hove no>'J looked into the points made by Pro:fessor 
Szil~rd in the mo~orandum enclosed with your letter of 
August 11th and in his letter o:f September 6th to Mr. Meier. 
I !T!USt of:for my oost sincere apologies :for the delay. As 
you know, these questions are very coo~licated ones and I, 
personally, have recent~ lwd a v~eat number o:f other problems 
to deal with . 

It see.:\3 to us toot Professor Szilard, in :fra1ning his 
proposed a. "'nded Claim 1 , .night not have been aware of · the 
strict limitations imposed by the British Patents Act on 
a ::1end:ncnts of patent specifications . Under Section 21 of 
that Act a patentee r.n:JY seek leave at the Patent Ofl' ioe to 
aoend his specification by way of disclaimer , correction or 
explanation. ~. o section spccif'ically lays down , hov1aver, 
that no amcnd.;nent s. all be allowed that v1ould make the 
speci:fication, as awend·d , claim an invention substantial~ 
lareer than or substantial~ different :from the invention 
clt.lir:wd by tho specification os it stood bo1 ore amend;nent. 
~~ e ore very cleer ly of the opinion that the proposed amended 
Clai.a. 1 does not fall within the c a tegory of allo\'1Bble 
amendments, and if Dr . Szilard seeks to substitute this olsim 
for the pre:Jent Claim 1 we m2y find it necessary to enter 
opposition to it on these erounds though , as you know, the 
decision in these mntters rests >vith the Patent Off ice end not 
with us. 

·R. p. May, _ .. s l • , 
Trubenised (Gt . Britain) Ltd., 

17 & 18, Old Bond Street, 
London , ~ .1. 

/In view 



r 

I '. 

L • .. 

In view of our op1.n1.on as to the Dll,o\·mbility of the 
proposed amended claim, I do not thinl' that any useful 
purpose would be served at this stage by entering into any 
dieous~ion as to the validity of such a claim. 

I enclose a spare copy of this letter in oase you wish 
to send it on ot once to Dr . Szilard. 

Yours sincere~, 

(Michael i · Perrin) 

' 

, ' 

1 ---
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Ube 'Ulni\?ereit)2 of <tbicago 
CHICAGO 37, ILLINOIS 

tnetttute or 1RaNobtolog-e a no :Eiopb'Qelce 

1155 East 57th Street 

Maxwell Abbell 
59 East Vcn Buren Street 
Chicago 5, Illinois 

Dear Ur. Abbell:: 

Chicago 37 1 Illinois 
July 25, 1950 

Uany thanks for letting ne have a copy of your letter to 

1~. Lynch ot June 261 1950. I appreciate very much your kindness. 
- . 

I am aleo very glad to have yoJr lettar, bGcauae with your per

mist:~~on I might ·want to include it in a book which I hope to write 

on the hiator; of the Atol!'.ic Bomb • 

Your letter dcmonstr<~ ~.:.es more eloquently than any other doou-

mant in my possession, t.~e f :?.<::-::. that in \(his age of science in tha 

United States of America; a l'lleading scientist who has done much 

tor humnni ty'' can110t aspire .f,)r a room vd. th a bath, and even a 

room vdthout a bath he can u:~ord only if he can get it as a 

special favor at a reducert rate. 

At the moment I am s -';,aying at the ?ark Lane in Denver ' to try 

to get through some of my wor~(, but I hope to get up to th$ 

Stanley before long. 

With kind regards. 

Sincerely, 

Lao Szilard 

glr 
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DEPARTNI.;NT OF COMMERCE 

United States Pat e nt Office 
Washington 

May 24, 1955 

Pennie, Davis, Marvin & Edmonds 
Room 1800-247 Park Avenue 
New York, N. Y. 

Dear Sirs: 

Enclosed herewith is a copy of a petition 

for access to application of Leo Szilard, Serial 

No. 236,017, in which you appear as attorneys of 

record. 

Action on this petition will be withheld 

for one week from the date hereof to enable you to 

present your objections, if any, to the granting 

of the petition. 

Enc: 1 

Strauch, Nolan & Diggins 
111 E Street N. W. 
Washington, D. c. 

Very truly yours, 

/s/ J. SCHIMMEL 

Law Examiner 
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PENNIE, EDMONDS. MoRTON, BARRows AND TAYLOR 
DEAN S. ·EoHONDs 
I'H..ANl<. E. l3.AJ~Row-s 
\V. lJH:OWJ•• ~!ORTON 

CouNsELLORs AT LAw 
j\[ p: RTON ,V, S AOE 
WILLIS H . TAYLOR, JR. 
R. l\fORTON ADA:-J"S 
ERNEST H. HERCRANT 
GEO RGE E . l'hDDLETON 
HonRIS D JACKSON 
LESLIE B. YoUNG 
D&'<lEL v. HAHONEY 
JAHES W . LAIST 
DAVID WEILD, JR. 
MERTON s. NEILL 
w. BnowN MoRToN, JR . 
llAL E. SEAGRAVES 
HAROLD A. TRAVER 
J. PHILIP ANDEREGG 

WASHINOTON PARTNER 
CLARENCE M. FISHER 

DISTRICT OF COLUK.BIA BAR 

El885 

Dr. Leo Szilard 
Kings Crown Hotel 

2 4-7 PARK AVENUE 

NEW YORK 17, N.Y. 

WASBINOTON 0FI'lCES 

PENNSYLVANIA BUILDING 

420 We st 116th Street 
New York, New York 

Dear Dr. Szilard: 

Assoc iATES 

.RAYMOND B . CANFIELD 
BALDWIN GUILD 
AMBROSE A. ARNOLD 
S. HowELL BRoWN, JR. 
JonN T. FARLEY 
ARNOLD R . WoRKMAN 
HUBERT G. MoonE, Jn. 
H UBE RT T. MANDEVILLE 
ilARRY R. SAGE 
TnoMAs F. REDDY, JR. 
FRANK F. ScHECK 
STANTON T . LAWRENCB,JR . 
CLYDE C . METZOER 
GEORGE W. CooPER 
FRAN K M. MURPHY 

May 26, 1955 

In accordance with our telephone conversa
tion today, I am opposing the Petition For Access. 

I enclose a copy of the Commissioner's 
letter, the Petition for Access and my reply in 
opposition. 

y yours, 

R. 
... .. 

Enclosures 



COPY : DE 

DEPATITi'-t8NT OF' C Ol.,J.f>iERCE 
United State s Patent Of fice 

Ha s h ing ton 

In re ap plication of 
Le o Szilard 

June 30, 

Serial No. 263,017 
Filed March 20, 1939 
For: Apparatus for 
Nuclear Tr a nsmutation 

Petition for Access 

Stra uc h , Nolan & Diggi ns petition for access to the 
a pplication of Leo Szila rd, Serial No. 263,017, on the g round 
tha t it was cited in an Off icial proceeding be f ore the Atomic 
Ene r gy Con~ission Patent Compensation Board. Respondent 
opp oses the petit i on, indicating that a copy of his objections 
has been s ent to peti t ioners. 

Since there is no showing that respondent was in 
any way responsible f or the citation re f erred t o, the s h owing 
prese nted is deemed to ·be i nsu f ficient to VJarrant granting 
access over responde nt's objections. 

The petition is denied. 

/s/ ARTHUR W. CROCKER 

Strauch, Nolan & Di g g ins 
1111 E Street N. W. 
Washing ton, D. C. 

Pennie, Davis, Marvin & Edmonds 
Room 1800 - 2~.7 Park Avenue 
New York, New York 

Assistant Commissioner 

}(- r;-
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IN T}lli UNITED STATES PATLNT O? FI CE 

In re application of ) . . 
LEO SZILARD ) 

: 
Serial No. 236,017 ) . . 
Filed: March 20, 1939 ) . • 
For: APPARATUS FOR NUCLEAR ) 

TRANSHU'fATI ON 

OPPOSITION TO PETITION FOR ACCESS 

Honorable Commissioner of Patents 

Washington 25, D. C. 

S I R : 

We acknowledGe receipt of your letter of 

May 24, 1955, enclosing a copy of Petition For Access 

by Strauch• Nolan & Diggins on behalf of an unidentified 

client. 

I have communicated with the applicant, 

Leo Szilard, and he has instructed me to state that 

he objects to access being granted and opposes the 

grant of a Petition. 

Respectfully submitted, 

PENNIE, DAVIS, I-1ARVIN & EDMONDS 
Attorneys for Applicant 

I • 

By------~~~~--~~-----------------R. Morton Adams 

Copy to: Strauch, Nolan & Diggins 
1111 E Street N. W. 
Washington, D. Ca 
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I N THE UN'ITi.:;D STAT.CS PATEHT OFFI CE 

In re application of 

L:GO SZILl-~.RD 

Serial No. 236,017 . . 
Filed: March 20, 1939 ) . . 
For: APPARATUS FOR NUCLZAR ) 

TRANSNUTATION 

PETI TI ON FOR ACCESS 

Hon. Commissioner of Patents 

Washington 25, D. c. 

Sir: 

This is a petition for access to and 

permission to make copies of the above-identified 

application cited in an Official proceeding before tho 

Atomic Energy Commission Patent Compensation Board 

by the Office of General Cour.wel for the Atomic Energy 

Commission. 

We have been requested by Roland A. Anderson, 

Esq. of that Office to apply for access to and a copy 

of the above-identified application throu~h the 

Patent Office to eliminate any question of authenticity 

of any of the papers for.ming part of said application. 

It is respectfully requested that the 

undersigned attorneys be granted permission to inspect 

said application file and purchase a copy of any or 

all parts as desired. 

Respectfully submitted, 

/s/ STRAUCH, NO LAN & DIGGI NS 
Strauch, Nolan & Diggins 



CORNELL UNIVERSITY 
LABORATORY OF NUCLEAR STUDIES 

ITHACA, NEW YORK 

Dr. Leo Szilard 
Dupont Plaza Hotel 
1500 New Hampshire Avenue, N.W. 
Washington 6, D.C. 

Dear Leo: 

September 18~ 1962 

I have thought some more about your proposal, 
and have concluded that I do not want to go. 

Part of my reason is that I really would not 
know what to say. I agree very largely with the attitude 
and the proposals of our government during the last year, 
and I find very little response from the Russians. It 
really is their turn. 

A second point is that in my op1n1on there are 
now many easy channels of communication between the two 
governments. Informal discussions at Geneva are one 
important channel. Another are discussions between 
Dobrynin and various members of the U.S. Government. I 
am told that these discussions are conducted in a very 
frank manner even if they do not seem to lead to any 
concrete results. Finally, the Working Groups of the 
Pugwash Conference although not official are certainly 
contacts in which very similar problems can be and have 
been discussed as those which you had in mind for the 
"Conference of Angels". 

Yours sincerely, 

' Hans A. Bethe 
HAB:vhr 
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