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Dear Dr. Sachs: 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

V· ASHINGTON 

APRIL 5, 1940 

In order to carry out the suggestions of the President's 
letter to you today, w~ll you please let me know who you think 
ought to be at the conference, any professors, and when exactly 
would be most convenient to all concerned. It strikes me perhaps 
Dr. J!.:instein would have some suggestions to offer as to the attend
ance of the other professors. I believe it would be quite appro
priate to hold this meeting at the Bureau of Standards . 

If you will give me fully your reactions on all this, I 
will proceed to get into action. 

With best wishes, I am, 

Dr. Alexander Sachs, 
One ~illiam Street , 
New York, N. Y. 

Very sincerely yours , 

EDiUN M. ViATSON 
Secretary to the President 



t::ay 11, 1940 

e-a.r General :'Iatson: 

Persunnt to the letters by the President 
and yourself of April 5, and the resultant con
ference vith the ~overnmental group held on 
April 27, I haVG pleasure in submitting through 
your good o~fioes a report to the Presiaent to
&:ether with recomr:enC.ations. 

I am advised by ~erm Pe£ran that the x· 
,eriment conducted at Columbia T'niversity with 
the aid of tbe LOVeM1ment~ committee has been 
successfully completed this t oek and that Dr. 
E~iggs anu myself will r~ceive a formal st t~
oent to this eff ct. 

In view of tlis and the invasion of Bel
giurn it has become necessary und ur-t..'~nt to con
fer with the President alone the lin~s and ror 
the reasous set forth in the accompanyiJ:'l€ letter 
of mine to him. Will you be kind enough to ad
vise me as to the earli st avclilable date ~or 
such a con~erenc r 

ours sincerely, 



Sup,plo::lentinf r ;.· letr,er of 
S&tnrday., l c...11 nclocing co;;ry of a lE<t.ter 
t!:wt I. have ju.at. sent t.o Dr.. ~lge$.# 

togeth~r ~ith the ~ncloaure. l trust 
these COt'1" F '4il1. iwr-:c to :;;1 ce the 
p..roblomf'i in p1·-o;x:;r pc1rspec ti va ttm s . .lso 
it the cl ea-u:; of the prt~ct.ic!,l c-1td 
laf'&.$lt'-scala ir~tt~n.aticru-' l ure~neias 

t..~t I ha.vo allPded to. 

Gtiom.ur.fll t.dvrill Li. Vi&t.t':uPJ 

c;:eere\-~r.r to tha Pr-f.:.:sidant, 
The t'h1 te l.fCl.l!:'le 1 

Wa.sll1116t.,:)n. D. C .. 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

April 3, 1945 

.My dear Mr. Lowen: 

Jv1rs. Roosevelt will be glad to 
see Dr. Szilard but cannot do so until 
4:30p.m. on Tuesday, May 8, at her apart
ment in New York City, 29 Vlashington Square 
West. Will you ask Dr. Szilard to confirm 
this so that we will know whether it will 
be convenient for him? 

Very sincerely yours, 

Mr. Irving S. Lowen 
l Jane Street 
New Yorlc 14, New York 

Secretary to 
Mrs. Roosevelt 

{ 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

April 18, 1945 

1~ dear Dr. Szilard: 

I am writing to tell you that 

in view of the present situation Mrs. Roosevelt 

has had to cancel your appointment for May 8 . 

Very sincerely yours, 

Dr. Leo Szilard 
The Quadrangle Club 
University of Chicago 
Chicago, Illinois 

Secretary to 
Mrs. Roosevelt 



,- ( 



THE WHITE HOUSE 
WASHINGTON 

April 18, 1945 

D3ar Miss Sullivan: 

I received your letter of April 8 

about the appointment Dr . Szilard had with 

1 rs . Roosevelt for Tuesday, May 8th . I am 

v.ri ting to say that Mrs . Roosevelt may not 

be able to be in New York at that time. 

Very sincerely yours , 

~CJ 
Secretary to 
.Mrs . Roosevelt 

~iss Lucartha P. Sullivan 
Metallurgical Laboratory 
Box 5207 
Chicago , Illinois 
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¥~. Matthew J. Connelly 
The White House 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Mr. Connelly: 

P .O. BOX 5207 

CHICAGO 80, ILLINOIS 

August 17, 1945 

When hlr. Bartky and I called on you on J.,:ay 25, you were kind 
enough to arrange ant-interview with 1 • Byrnes. H. C. Urey of 
Columbia University, Walter Bartky of the University of Chicago, 

BUTTERFIELD 4:900 

and I saw Byrnes on 1Iay 28 and submitted to him a memorandum dated 
Spring, 1945 which was originally prepared for Mr. Roosevelt and 
which you have read. We are very grateful to you for the opportunity 
to present our views to Mr. Byrnes. 

The enclosed envelope contains ~. Einstein's letter, returned 
by Mr. Byrnes for transmittal to your office, and a copy of the 
memorandum which we left with ~~ . Byrnes. You had previously seen 
both of these documents and they are merely transmitted for your 
files. 

Enclosed also is the text of a petition which was signed by 
67 scientists working in this Laboratory. It may not have crossed 
your desk since it had been transmitted in July via the War Depart
ment. Some of t hose who signed this petition have asked me that 
its text be now made public; and I wondered whether you would be 
good enough to let me know by August 24 if you considered its 
publication undesirable. 

Very sincerely yours, 

Leo Szilard 
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Copy 

Dear Dr. Cohn: 

THE WHITE HOUSE 
WASHINGTON 

November 5 1 1945. 

Thank you very much for your letter 
of October tv1enty-fifth. 

I shall oe glad to see Dr. Szilard and 
DI'. Condon. \iou.ld you let me know when they plan to 
be in Washington? 

With kindest regctrds, 

Very sincerely, 

(Signed) , Samuel 1. ~~senman 

Dr. Alfred E. Cohn 
H.octeefeller Institute for 

Medical Research 
66th Street and York Avenue 
New York 21, New York 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

W A SHINGTON 

May 2, 1955 

Dear Hugh: 

Upon my return to the office following a little vacation, I 
received your letter of April fourth. It certainly was good 
to hear from you. 

Frankly, the matter about which you wrote does not come 
within my immediate cognizance, but I have made considerable 
inqui ry around here to see if any thing along the line which you 
sugg est in your letter would serve sufficient purpose to make 
it worthwhile for all concerned. 

I find that the Secretary of State and his top advisers, as well 

as the President, are spending a great deal of time trying to 
work out a so ution in this particular field and that the pro
posals made by your friends have been and are being given 
continuous and thorough study. Certainly we all appreciate 
the very great desirability of finding means of relieving 
the tension in the Formosa area and you can rest assured 

that everything possible will be done to accomplish this 

purpose. 

We of course are most appreciative of the interest being 
shown by the people throughout the country in this all-important 
matter and I particularly appreciate your writing to me as you 
did. Please express our thanks to your friends for their 
interest and offer to be of assistance. 

I hope that everything is going well for you, and with kindest 
personal regards, I am 

Brig. General Hugh B. Hes 
The Penn Sherwood Hotel 
3900 Chestnut Street 
Philadelphia 1, Pennsylvania 

to the President 
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October 13, 1960. 

George B. Kistiakowsky, 
The President's Science Advisory Committee, 
The wbite House Executive Offices Building. 
Washington D.C. 

Dear Dr. Kistiakowsky, 

I should be grateful for your transmitting to the 

President the letter addressed to him, which is enclosed. An 

extra copy is enclosed for your files. 

Sho~d you yourself happen to be intereeted to 

hear more about my conversation with Khrushchev, I would make 

myself available at a time convenient to you, when you are in 

New York .. 

Enclosure 

Yours sincerely, 

Leo Szilard 

Room 812, 
The Memorial Hospital, 
444 East 68th Street, 
New York 21, N-Y. 

•relephonet 'fRafalgar 9-3000, Ext. 133· 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WA S HING TO N 

October 24, 19 60 

D e ar Dr. Szilard : 

Thank you very much for your note of October 13th. Owing 
to m y abs enc e from Washington, it is only today, unfortunately, 
that I w a s able to transmit your l e tte r to the Pr e sident 1 s s e cretary, 
and I am sure that the President will answer you shortly after he 
returns to Washington. Pl ease excus e this unavoidable delay. 

The information in your letter to the President about the 
discussion with Chairman Khrushchev is most inte resting, and I 
would like to hear about other matters you have discussed. I will 
accept your invitation and will telephone you when I am next in 
New York. Unfortunately, I do not know at present when that will 
be. 

Dr. Leo Szilard 
Room 8 12 
The Memorial Hospital 
444 East 68th Street 
New York 21, New York 

Sincerely yours, 

G . B. Kistiakowsky 



Dr. G.B. Kistia.kowrsky 
The PrGsident's Science Advisory Committee 
The White House 
WASHINGTON D.C. 

Dear Dr. Kistiakot-<sky, 

October 26, 1960 

I am vrriting to thank you for your note of October 24 

and to say that I shall be deli.ghted to see you at your convenience 

when you are in New York. 

You might find it easiest to set the time at short notice 

by calling me at Extension 133, the Memorial Hospital, at TRafalgar 9-)000. 

If this extension does not answer, then I am temporarily out of the 

hospital but should be back within a few hours. It is not safe to 

leave messages because their delivery is not reliable. 

Sincerely yours, 

LEO SZILARD 

The Memorial Hospital, Room 812 
444 East 68th Street 
New York 21, New York. 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHI GTO 

April 5, 1961 

Dear Mr. Szilard: 

I do indeed wish to thank you for 
the complimentary advance copy of your 
book entitled "The Voice of the Dolphins". 

I look forward with interest to the 
opportunity of reading it. 

Sincerely, 

John J. McCloy 
Adviser to the President 

on Disarmament 

Mr. Leo Szilard, 
c/o Simon and Schuster, 

630 Fifth Avenue, 
Rockefeller Center, 

New York 20, N. Y. 



THE UNIVERSITY OF CHICAGO 
CHICAGO 37 • ILLINOIS 

THE ENRICO FERMI INSTITUTE 
FOR NUCLEAR STUDIES 

John J. McCloy 
Department of State 

April 14, 1961 

21st and Virginia Avenue, N. W. 
Washington 25, D. c. 

Dear Mr. McCloy: 

I am grateful to you for having given me an opportun
ity to discuss with you the problem of disarmament last Tues
day. I am now in the process of preparing a short memorandum 
that I shall limit to the analysis of one single important 
aspect of this problem. When the memorandum which I am pre
paring is in presentable form, I shall take the liberty of 
asking you for an appointment in order to show it to you. If 
you were to read this short memorandum in my presence, I could 
then answer any questions that you might raise. It would be 
my hope that we could thus reach a concensus on one important 
aspect of the problem, and this I would regard as a major step 
forward. 

The subject of my memorandum is as follows: 

The Russians say that they want general and complete 
disarmament as a means of abolishing war. General disarmament 
would not, however, automatically abolish war and, until such 
time as kmerica and Russia reach a meeting of minds as to how 
the peace may be kept in a disarmed world, we may not lalow 
whether we want or don't want general disarmament. 

What kind of machinery could maintain the peace 1n a 
world which is disarmed down to machine guns? We cannot say 
with certainty to what the Russians would consent in this re
gard. But, ind~pendently of what the Russians would or would 
not accept, the realities of geography, on the one hand, and 
the prevailing general political situation on the other, would 
impose severe limitations on the effectivness of any machinery 
that may be devised. 



John J. McCloy April 14, 1961 
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Those who drafted the United Nations Charter were aware 
of the fact that the' machinery that they were setting up could 
maintain the peace only as long as the great powers would coop
erate to this end. In my memorandum, I am led to conclude that 
ev·en in a world disarmed down to machine guns, it would be im
possible to do any better, with respect to this limitation, 
3'Ten if the Russians were to accept everything that may be 
reasonably demanded from them. 

Would this go far enough towards securing the peace in 
a disarmed world to be deemed acceptable to the United States? 
This issue is not discussed in my memorandum because I see no 
chance to reach a concensus on it. 

It would be impossible to reach a concensus because 
different people would give different answers to the question: 
"In what sense and to what extent can the Russians be trusted?" 

There are those who believe that when Khruschev says 
"we shall bury you", he means this in the literal sense. They 
hold that Russia's desire to dominate the world bears an uncom
fortably strong resemblance to Hitler Germany's desire to domi
nate the world. When those who hold such views come to fully 
understand the nature of a world which is disarmed down to mach
ine guns, they will be forced to conclude that even if Russia 
were to consent to everything that reasonably could be demanded 
of her, it would still Le impossible to make the peace secure. 

Having reached this conclusion, they may then turn their 
attention to the problem of arms control. Arms control, if it 
could be achieved, might greatly increase our security, but it 
is a completely different issue. Arms control may even retard, 
rather than accellerate, the advent of general disarmament be
cause it would increase our security in an armed world and the 
Russians seem to be aware of this. 

I personally believe that the analogy between Hitler 
Germany and Soviet Russia is a rather superficial one. On the 
basis of my appraisal of what it is that makes the Russians 
tick, I am led to conclude that general disarmament could lead 
to a secure peace provided that Russia would consent to what 
may be reasonably demanded of her, 

No one can predict with certainty to what Russia may 
consent for the sake of getting the kind of disarmament which 
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she wants. It is possible, howeverj to make an educated guess 
in thi.s regard, In my memorandum I venture such a guess, based 
on what I, myself, believe it is that makes the Russians tick. 

If my appraisal is correct, then it should be possible 
to arrive at an acceptable solution to the problem, provided 
it \'lere approached both by us and by the Russians in the proper 
spirit of humility. The real task is not to discover what 
Russia's intentions are, which may be just as ill•defined as 
our mm intentions, but rather to try to reach a meeting of 
t~e minds with the Russians on how the peace may be kept in a 
disarmed world. If America and Russia were to reach a meeting 
of the minds on this issue, it would have a profound influence 
both on their intentions and on our intentions. 

I am enclosing a spare copy of my book. You might de· 
cide to read, over the weekend, one of the short stories that 
is not connected with disarmament, unless you prefer to make 
use of the weekend for catching up on your sleep. You might 
get some pleasure out of reading "My Trial as a War Criminal", 
which is reprinted from the Law Review of the University of 
Chicago. 

Yours very sincerely, 

Leo Szilard 
Hotel Dupont Plaza 
Washington 6, D. C. 



April 17, 1961 

John J. McCloy 
u. S. Department of State 
21st and Virginia Avenue, N. W. 
Washington 25 1 D. C. 

Dear Mr. McCloy: 

Enclosed is a condensation from The Voice of 
the Dolphins, which I said I would send you. Even though 
I have edited out the dolphins., there remains much fanci
ful fiction in this condensation. Knowing how beset you 
are by deadlines and how harassed you are by well-meaning 
visitors, I am not sure that you ought to indulge in read
ing fanciful fiction even though it is meant to show what 
it would take to achieve disarmament -- twenty-five years 
hence. 

The disarmament problem is a complex one and I 
now believe that I probably could be more useful to you 
if I limited myself in my discussions with you to one 
single aspect of this problem. I have taken the liberty 
of spelling this out in a letter which I wrote you last 
week. 

Yours very sincerely, 

Leo Szilard 
Hotel Dupont Plaza 
Washington 6, D. C. 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

April 17, 1961. 

Dear Dr. Szilard: 

Thank you very much for your letter of April 14. 
I will look forward to seeing your memorandum and you 
may be sure that I shall read it very carefully. I 
suggest you send it to me and then after I have read it, 
I will re-read it with you in your presence. We can 
talk about it then. 

I think your thinking and mine is much closer than 
you imagine, for I have long had the view that we have 
to determine just what we mean by a disarmed world 
and what means exist in this world for keeping the peace 
before we can rationally talk about general and complete 
disarmament. I think that it is becoming somewhat 
clear what the Soviets mean by control after disarmament 
takes place. It is control they feel they can veto --
or by such a system of voting that they could be sure of 
the votes. From my conversations with the Russians, and 
they may not be as extensive as yours, I think I know 
what they mean by control. But I do believe that this 
should be explored further and brought right out into the 
open for serious examination and discussion. 

It was good of you to send me your book, although 
I already have a copy of it. I am sure it will keep me 
awake. 

With best regards, 

Sincerely, 

Dr. Leo Szilard, 
Hotel Dupont Plaza, 

Washington 6, D. C. 

\ 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

May 18, 1961 

Dear Dr. Szilard: 

Enclosed is a list of PSAC members as you 

requested last night. 

It was a great pleasure for me to meet you 
yesterday and if I can give you any more information at 

any time, I would be pleased to do so. 

Professor Leo Szilard 
Hotel DuPont Plaza 
DuPont Circle 
Washington, D. C. 

Enclosure 

Sincerely yours, 

David Z. Robinson 
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PRESIDENT'S SCIENCE ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

Chairman 

Members 

MEMBERS AND CONSULTANTS 

Dr. Jerome B. Wiesner 
Special Assistant to the President for 

Science and Technology 
The White l:iouse 
Washington 25, Do C. 

Dr. John Bardeen 
Professor of Electrical Engineering and Physics 
University of Illinois 
Urbana, Illinois 

Dr. Detlev W. Bronk 
President 
The Rockefeller Institute 
66th Street and York Avenue 
New York 21, New York 

Dr. Harvey Brooks 
Dean 
Dbrision of Engineering and Applied Physics 
217 Pierce Hall 
Harvard University 
Cambridge 38, Massachusetts 

Dr. Paul M. Doty 
Professor of Chemistry 
Harvard University 
Cambridge 38, Massachusetts 

Dr. Donald F. Hornig 
Professor of Chemistry 
Princeton University 
Princeton, New Jersey 

Dr. George B. Kistiakowsky 
Professor of Chemistry 
Harvard University 
Cambridge 38, Massachusetts 



Members 
{Cont 1d) 
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Dr. Robert F. Loeb 
Bard Professor of Medicine, 

Columbia Univel'sity (on leave) 
New York 32, New York 

Dr e Fran..'ldin A. Long 
Department of Chemistry 
Cornell University 
Ithaca, New York 

Dr. Colin Mo MacLeod 
School of Medicine 
New York University 
550 First Avenue 
New York 16s New York 

Dr. Wolfgang K. H., Panofsky 
Director 
High Energy Physics Laboratory 
Stard'ord University 
Star.ford, California 

Dro Emanuel Ro Fiore 

Mailing Address: 
950 Park Avenue 
New York 28, New York 

Vice President for Research and Engineering 
futern.ational Business Machines Corporation 
590 Mad:i.aon Avenue 
New York 22, New York 

Dro Frank Press 
Director 
Seismologicu.l Laboratory 
California Institute of Technology 
Pasadena, California 

Dr .. John W. Tukey 
ProfesGor of Mathematics 
Princeton University 
Princeton, New Jersey 

Dr. Alvin M. Weinberg 
Director 
Oak Ridge National Laboratory 
P. 0. Box X 
Oak Ridge, Tennessee 



Members 
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Consultants
at-Large 

Consultants 
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Dr. Jerrold R. Zacharias 
Professor of Physics 
Massachusetts Institute of Technology 
77 Massachusetts Avenue 
Cambridge 39, Massachusetts 

Dr. Walter Ho Zinn 
Vice President 
Nuclear Division 
Combustion Engineering, Inc. 
Windsor, Connecticut 

Dr. James B. Fisk 
President 
Bell Telephone Laboratories 
Murray Hill, New Jersey 

Dro James R. Killian, Jr. 
Chairman of the Corporation 
Massachusetts Institute of Technology 
Cambridge 39, Massachusetts 

Dro Edwin H. Land 
Presid3nt 
Polaroi d Corporation 
730 Main Street 
Cambridge 39, Massachusetts 

Dr. Isidor Io Rabi 
Professor of Physics 
Columbia University 
New York 27, New York 

Dr. Hugh L. Dryden 
Deputy Administrator 
National Aeronautics and Space Administration 
1520 H Street, N. W. 
Washington 25, D. C. 

Dr. Albert G. Hill 
Research Laboratory of Electronics 
Massachusetts Institute of Technology 
Cambridge 39, Massachusetts 

Dr. Herbert Scoville, Jr. 
2430 E Street, N. W. 
Washington 25, D. C. 
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Dr. Glenn T. Seaborg 
Chairrna.n 
U. S. Atomic Energy Commission 
Washington 25, D. C. 

Dr. J arne s A. Shannon 
Director 
National Institutes of Health 
Bethesda 14, Maryland 

Dr. Charles H. Townes 
Vice President 
Institute for Defense Analyses 
1710 H Street, N. W. 
Washington 6, D. C. 

Dr. Alan T. Waterman 
Director 
National Science Foundation 
1951 Constitution Ave., N. W. 
Washington 25, D. C. 

Dr. Wa::.ter G. Whitman 
The Science Adviser 
Depa:!"~ment of State 
Wasr~ington 25, De C. 

~~ctC~pLtH-<-~ 
....,9r • l~erbert F. York 
Director, Defense Research and Engineering 
Depart ment of Defense 
The Pentagon, Room 3El 006 
Washington 25, D. C. 

Mr. David z. Beckler 
Executive Officer 
President's Science Advisory Committee 
The White House (Rm. 203 EOB) 
Washington 25, D. C. 



llenry ~"issinger 
The • ito nouse 
r shin~ton 25, D.C . 

Dear Dr . Kiesint;er: 

Rotel DuPont Plaza 
Washington G, D.C . 

July 3, 1961 

It was a great pleasure to discuss r.ith you the erlin 
crisio. I bnve gone on record on this issue in a Letter 
which as printed in :t-lay ~ 1960, by the Bulletin of the 
Atomic Scientists, and I take the liberty of attaching 
a copy for your information . A somewhat shortened version 
of this letter vas printed in tho New York Times on April 16 , 
1060. 

As a rule I am able to understand the moves the «ussians 
are malting by putting yself in their })lace and sking myself 
what I would do if I were in their shoes. I am, hovever, 
r tber puzzled by their apparent desire to establish Bast 
Germany as an independent state. Vhile on the face of it 
the situation in Europe may nppour to be more stable if 
~ast Germany is recognised as an independent state, I person
ally bave serious doubts bout this . 

There is oonsiderable discontent in East Ger1:1any. As 
long as East Ger at~ is not recognized as a sovereign state , 
puttin do m a revolt would be a police measure which the 
Russians could undertolte i thout seriously risldn~ inter-
n· tional colplications . But once East Gcrma~ is recog
nised as a sovereit;n country, then if there is u revolt 
.. nd Rusoia. sends in troops to put it down , est Germany 
may also be i mpelled to intervene and we may have a serious 
international crisis . 

ith all respect for Kbl"Ushchev's intelligence and jud e
ment, vhicb in general I hold in high regard , I wonder whether 
he bas ivon sufficient thought to t bis . 

Sincerely yours , 

Leo Szilard 
Enc . 
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P 1 en Joht .... • ~nn 
Tne h.1 a ltous 
Washingtor 251 D. C. 

D r ~ll"· f 1d nt: 

• sh1r..gton, D. c. 
R y 1:;, 1961 

. Octo er :5 1 had an .xtendea conversation itn c 1 n 
Khr · nche v in w Y rk and I am to t con y o yo~ orne 
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_ or~ndwn cov ring my c-on r at1on -ll!.t I\hru Lencv d n 
~ d tiV&11 bl by th0 Sovi t Gov rtt"' nt to tno e :~rem ra of 
t. \Cade-uty ot Science woo we ach~dul d to art1.e1p t 1n 
th t t1n,g,. 

I should be €.1'"· t-eful .tor- an '>ppo:rtun1ty to n e ;you betore 
1 l<aave tor Europ • 1.f' your t e pem'ita. 1 m ;a.~1t1ng to 

• 0 ...:OI"&n-11 to 3¥ t't.OW he 00 ld £Jet U an ppointm_nt t .. 
short notice. 

LEO SZ1L1Wli 
Hotel Dupont flaza 
~Aah1ngton 6, n. c. 



July 301 1961 

Mr. John J. McCloy 
u. s. Disarmament Administration 
U. S. Department or State 
Washington 25, D. c. 

Dear Mr. McCloyt 

Welcome back to WashingtonZ Enclosed I am sending you, as 

I wrote I would, a memorandum dealing with the subject on "how 

to secure the peace" in a disarmed world. I would greatly 

appreciate an opportunity or discussing it with you after you 

have had a chance to read it. 

A revised version of th~s rough memorandum -- dated July 18 

will constitute one or three chapters or a comprehensive paper 

On Disarmament which I am submitting as a conference document 

to the''Pugwash Meet1na; 11 that Will be held in September in Vermont. 

Please contact me at your convenience at the Hotel DuPont 

Plaza, Washington 6, D. C. 

With best wishes. 

Yours very sincerely, 

Leo Szilaxfd 



Mr. Henry A. Kissinger 
The White House 
Washington 25, D. C. 

Dear Mr. Kissinger: 

August 18, 1961 

Many thanks for yot~ kind note of August 3. It will be 
a pleasure to have lunch with you any time that you happen 
to be free; dinner might be even better if you have no family 
obligations which preclude dinner engagements. 

Since I tallced to you, Senator Sherman Cooper put my 
Letter on the Berlin issue into the Congressional Record. The 
text is attached. 

Also, since that time, the East Germans were forced to 
isolate East Berlin from West Berlin, in order to control mi
gr~~ion. ~ This makes me think that they might be now more open 
td"Suggestion of moving their capital from East Berlin to, say, 
Dresden or Leipzig and of setting up East Berlin and West Berlin, 
each, as a "free citytt ~r1th free communications between them. 
If East Berlin is no longer their capital, it will be no more 
than an overgrown village and they could then easily control 
access from East Germany into East Berlin. This, of course, 
might make it necessary to shift some railroad junctiops from 
East Berlin into the adjoining East German territory. 

On the larger issue of settling the German problem, I be
lieve that it might be necessary at this juncture to talk with 
key people of the West German steel industry and trade unions 
in order to explore what settlements may be acceptable to Germ
any -- in the long run. These conversations ought to be privately 
arranged and conducted, but they ought to have the blessing of 
the Government. If you are interested in this approach, we can 
discuss it when we see each other. 
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I am enclosing a. chapter on "Inspection" taken from a 
comprehensive paper "On Disarmament" which I am submitting to 
the "Pugwash Conference" in September. 

With kindest regards. 

Yours very sincerely, 

Leo Szilard 

Enclosure 

I' 

I 



Honoaable John J. McCloy 
U. S. Disarmament Administration 
U. S. Department of State 
Washington 25, D. c. 

Dear Mr. McCloy: 

August 18, 1961 

Because you are so much interested at present in the Ber~ 

issue, I am attaching a letter to the Editor which was ~ ~ 
placed in the Congressional Record by Senator Sherman Cooper. he 

thoughts contained in it are much the same which I reported to 

you earlier. 

Since I last saw you, the East Germans isolated East Berlin 

from West Berlin in order to control the flow of the refugees. 

This makes me think that they might be now more open to the 

suggestion of moving their capital from East Berlin to, say, 

Dresden or Leipzig and of setting up East Berlin and West Berlin, 

each, as a "free city" \-'lith free communications between them. 

If East Berlin is no longer their capital, it will be no more 

than an overgrown village and they could then easily control 
access from East Germany into East Berlin. This, of course, 

might make it necessary to shift some railroad junctions from 

East Berlin into the adjoining East German territory. 

I sent 12 copies of the comprehensive paper on disarmament 

_ 1 which I am submitting to the conference at Stowe, Vermont to 

~~ office of Miss Betty Goetz for distribution to those who 

may be interested. The third chapter of this paper discusses 

the need for a political settlement in Europe. I am not entirely 

happy with this chapter. I am in the process of re-writing it 

and I shall take the liberty to send you a revised version at a 

later date. 

With best wishes. 

Yours very sincerely, 

Leo Szilard 
Hotel DuPont Plaza 
Washington 6, D.C. 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

August 27, 1961 

Dear Dr. Szilard: 

I have read the material you sent me and I feel 
strongly that there are a number of things in your proposed 
letter that do not accurately represent American attitudes. 

I have recently been testifying before Senate and 
House Committees on the disarmament bill and I was on 
"Meet the Press" a little while ago speaking on disarmament. 
The responses to my testimony and broadcast convinced me 
all the more that neither in official or in popular circles 
is it possible say that the Americans are not deeply inter
ested in disarmament. Of course there are some who speak 
out in opposition but probably no more than would be 
speaking out in opposition in the Soviet Union if they had 
an opportunity to do so. The mail and the support one 
receives is overwhelmingly favorable. The array of military 
witnesses is additional evidence that I feel completely 
negatives the statements contained in the draft letter you 
showed me. General Clay, General Hull, General Lemnitzer, 
General Gruenther, President Eisenhower, Secretary Herter, 
Ambassador Lodge, former Secretary Lovett, Fred Eaton, 
Secretary of Defense Gates and many others, have been 
stnong in their support of the disarmament bill and all 
this makes me feel that your approach really represents 
a ~s-representation of American opinion and attitudes. 

I 

I believe that you would be doing a disservice to assume 
a disinterest on the part of the U.S. toward this vital 
problem. Even though you may feel that by stating this 
in the form you do you are apt to have a better reception 
from Mr. K., I think it is very unwise to humor him by 
a misrepresentation or at least by a doubtful premise. 

The long history of the United States in regard to 
disarmament, and its strong inclination to disarm, too 
rapidly if anything, after the danger recedes as compared 
with the record of the Soviet Union and the statements of 
Lenin in regard to disarmament, makes me feel strongly that 
we have no reason whatever to be apologetic in respect to 
our sincerity or our position. I do not charge Mr. K 
with bad faith and I deeply resent it when Soviet officials 
charge us with it. 

Dr. Leo Szilard, 
Hotel Dupont Plaza, 

washington 6, D.C. 
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I was much impressed by many things that Mr. K 
said when I talked to him on the Black Sea but I was really 
disturbed that he spoke so frequently of his weapons. 
I never heard any American President,or even any military 
figure for that matter, speak so satisfyingly - or perhaps 
the word is lovingly - about his weapons. It rather 
disturbed me. He is almost too intrigued by them. 

In short, I firmly believe we have as much, if not 
more reason, to doubt the sincerity of their attitude on 
disarmament as they do of ours. When we approach the 
actuality rather than the propaganda of disarmament the 
record seems to show that they are backing away . The 
Baruch Plan, our own actual disarmament and reduction of 
forces after the wars, the open skies proposal and now the 
test ban. I know that one can rationalize the Soviet 
position perhaps in respect to any one of these but the 
total impression is bad. 

Tha plain fact is that we must face the issue 
squarely and without deceiving either ourselves or the 
Soviet Union. It is to both our interests to find the 
solution but this solution in my judgment is not going to 
be brought about on the thesis that they have been more 
reasonable than us in this matter. 

As for the proposal on Ge~any, I see some great 
difficulties in it but I will noe~into them here for 
there are difficulties in any proposals which have been 
made. If Mr. K would only permit an unrestricted negotia
tion of all proposals, I think we could arrive at a 
solution. I don't believe that we ought to, as he does, 
center on one and announce ahead of time that others are 
non-negotiable. I don't see how he can shop for self
determination around the world and deny it in Germany but 
I would be ready to talk about his proposal if he were 
ready to talk about ours. 

Sincerely, 

~ 
John J. McCloy 

Adviser to the President 
on Disarmament. 



The Honorable 
John J. McCloy 
The White House 
Washington 25, D. C. 

Dear Mr. McCloy: 

August 30, 1961 

I very much appreciate your kind letter of August 27. Your 
specific objection to the phrasing which reads 11At the same time, 
the leadership of the Soviet Union is, of course, aware of the 
virtually total lack of interest in disarmament on the part of 
America", can be easily met by changing the phrasing, particularly 
since the exact degree of the current interest in disarmament in 
America is not relevant to the issue that I propose to raise. 

Incidentally, I do not propose to say anything in my letter 
of which I am not fully convinced, for the sake of humoring Mr. K. 
On the other hand, I would not want to leave out from my letter any
thing that I believe to be both true and relevant on the ground that 
Mr. K would be likely to agree with me. If he did agree, that would 
be all to the good. 

Being in favor of disarmament is not necessarily a virtue and 
opposing disarmament is not necessarily a vice. I, for one, have 
little respect for those who go all out for general disarmament 
without having any notiot·· of how peace may be secured in a disarmed 
\'lOrld. 

If we ever reach the point when America would be t-Jilling to 
accept general disarmament, provided the Soviet Union were to accept 
what may be reasonably demanded of her, it is conceivable that the 
Soviet Union would then back down. At that point she might prefer 
such security which she may derive from holding on to the bombs, to 
the risks which general disarmament would entail, particularly in the 
absence of a sufficiently far-reaching political settlement. 

Still, for the moment, the Russians appear to be much more 
strongly motivated in favor of disarmament than are most Americans, 
and I believe it is m1dersaandable w'hy this should be so. 
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When I last saw you, you asked me if I thought it would be 
worthwhile for you to attend the meeting at Stowe, Vermont. It now 

turns out that neither Kapitza nor Federov are expected to attend. 

This then leaves only Igor Tamm, among the Russian participants, 

from whom you might gleam some insight into the attitude of the 

Russians towards disarmament. He is a Nobel Prize winner in physics, 

generally interested in political problems and he states his opinions 

freely, and sincerely, in private conversations. He is not in the 

inner circle, however. Should he visit Washington after the Stowe 

meeting, and should you wish to see him, I should be glad to arrange 

for you to meet him. 

Sincerely, 

// 
M-~ 

Leo Szilard 

~V/{~~~~ 
ty tfJ-6 &_ / AJ .>t'? ,. 



Mr.. Henry Kissinger 
The \'lhite House 
Washington 25, D. c. 

Dear Kissinger: 

September 1, 1961 

Enclosed is a memorandum which elaborates on the first poi11t 

of the AppendU:~ The "Letter to the Editor" which I have sent 

you previously is a ttached to it. 

\'lith best wishes. 

Enelesure 

Sincerely yours, 

Leo Szilard 

(Hote l Dupont P1a za ) 
Wa s hington 6, D. C. 

~ 



September 1, 1961 

Memorandum from Leo Szilard 

To: Henry Kissinger 

The first paragraph of the Appendix of August 31, 1961 reads 

as follows: 

"Both East Germany and \'Jest Germany shall be recognized as 

sovereign states and there shall be no limltation upon their freedom 

to federate Y.ti th each other. " 

The purpose of this note is to elaborage on this point. A 

federation bet'(l.reen the two German states does not pose a problem 

as long as this federation is loose and the governing body of tl1e 

federation is barred from taking action except by having more than 

50 percent of the East German votes as well as more than 50 percent 

of the West German votes. The real issue is under what conditions 

it may be possible to make progress from such a lo(Jse federation 

step-by-step towards a really united Germany. 

The attitude of the Soviet Union towards the creation of a 

truly united Germany would presumably be governed by two considenations: 

(l) The Soviet Union would not want to see a united Germany 

emerge v-rhich is militarily allied with the West. It follows that the 

Soviet Union will permit a true unification only when disarmament 

is progressed rather far and the issue of whether Germany is militarily 

allied with the \vest or is neutral loses its significance. \<!hen that 

time comes the Soviet Union should no longer be concerned about the 
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unification of Germany from a military point of view. 

{2) The Soviet Union would not want to see the destruction 

of the socialist economy of East Germany. Ii' the Soviet Union could 

be somehow assured that state mmership of the means of production 

in East Germany would survive, as a permanent institution1 the uni

fication of Germany, then one important obstacle to the unification 

of Germany would be removed. 

Naturally, the treaty setting up a federation between West 

Germany and East Germany could contain a provision that would guarantee 

state o't'mership of the means of production in East Germany. ~ uch 

a paper guaranty \rould not offer sufficient assuaance. But if Labor 

and Industry in West Germany aro made to understand the nature of 

this problem and reach the conclusion that they would be willing 

to have state ownership in Eastern Germany endure, after far-reaching 

unification of Germany takes place~ then it may be possible to give 

the Russians assurances which may satisfy them. 

It is my belief that this issue ought to be explored privately, 

at this juncture~ with the leadership o£ the steel industry and the 

trade unions in West Germany. There are a number of arguments why 

both the steel industry and the Social Democratic Party of Germany 

may look with favor upon maintaining East Germany, as a socialist 

sector, within a united Germany, which would otherwise operate 

on the basis of a free market economy. Whether industry and labor 
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in West Germany would be responsive to these arguments can be 

determined only by adequately discuasing with them the issues in

gQlved. 

As I mentioned to you today, it might be possible for a few 

private individuals to look tAto this question in West Germany --

on a crash basis -- immediately after the German elections. Such an 

investigation would, of course, serve no useful purpose unles the 

Government recognizes the question as relevant to the overall issue. 

The End 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

September 1~ 1961 

Dear Dr. Szilard: 

I have your letter of August 30 and am 
wondering what your thoughts are in regard to 
the Soviet nuclear tests. 

It now becomes quite apparent that all the 
time Mr. Dean was negotiating and honestly seeking 
to reach an agreement with the Soviets~ they were 
preparing for the tests, the first of which occurred 
today. Mr. Khrushchev told me that he was not 
testing and did not intend to test~ when I saw him 
on the Black Sea. The intelligence now indicates 
that there were very elaborate preparations going 
on during the summer. 

I must say that I am shaken in my beliefs as 
a result of the Soviet action and I simply cannot 
find any substantial evidence in support of the 
statement contained in the fifth paragraph of your 
letter. I am gaining the conviction that all they 
have sought was a propaganda advantage through 
talking disarmament while they intensively developed 
their own weapon system. 

They have been sincere in the belief that they 
were better off with us disarmed and they armed. 
Beyond this I have yet to locate the evidence. 

Dr. Leo Szilard~ 

Sincerely~ 

\ 1-.__.... 

· John J. McCoy 
Adviser to the President 

on Disarmament 

Hotel Dupont Plaza~ 
Washington 6~ D.C. 





The President of the United States 
Attention: Richard Goodwin 
The White House 
Washington 25, D. c. 

Dear Mr. President: 

September 11 1961 

I take the liberty to send you attached an editorial printed 

in today's New York Times and to say that I believe the United 

States is missing a unique opportunity by failing to take a stand 

on the crisis in Brazil. I believe the United States ought to 

make it unmistakably clear that she favors in Brazil obedience 

to the constitution and opposes unconstitutional military pressure. 

Respectfully, 

Leo Szilard 

Enclosure 





Henry Kissinger 
Harvard University 
6 Divinity Avenue 
Cambridge 38, Massachusetts 

Dear Kissinger: 

September 5~ 1961 

I have revised my proposal on the Berlin issue. The essential 

thoughts are the same~ but I was trying to improve the presentation. 

In place of the three documents which I gave you~ the material is 

now condensed in two documents: a memorandum "On the So-Called 

Berlin Crisis" and an Appendix to that memorandum. Both are dated 

September 3 and I am enclosing two copies for your information and 
~ ~J'<.._ ., 

I might publish these two documents substantially as they stand 

as an article~ provided I can get it printed almost immediately. 

Otherwise~ intervening events might render an article of this sort 

obsolete. 

With kind regards. 
Sincerely~ 

Enclosure Leo Szilard 



Confide_nt ial 

Mr. John J. McCloy 
The White House 
Washington 25, D. c. 

Dear Mr. McCloy: 

September 8, 1961 

Attached to this letter is a document entitled "Appendix" which 
describes one particular solution to the so-called Berlin crisis-
wrapped up in the form of a package. This package is rather loosely 
drafted but nevertheless the true intent of its points should be clear 
enough, particularly if read in conjunction with the memorandum "On 
the Berlin Crisis" whieh is enclosed. 

I have sent a copy of the Appendix and the memorandum to the 
White House, but I do not know whether the President got to see it. 
I have also sent word to the White House -- and again I do not know 
whether it has reached the President -- that if the general approach 
described meets with the approval of the White House, I would be pre
pared to go to Moscow and try to sell this approach to Khrushchev. 

\'Jhat matters is not the particular package which I have formu
lated; this package could be easily modified and perhaps improved. 
What matters is taat we start out with the premise that tae United 
States and the Soviet Union have the same goal in Europe, the goal to 
make Europe politically as stable as possible. and that we derive a 
solution, from this premise, on the basis of reasoned arguments. 

I personally do not believe that a satisfactory solution can be 
arrived at as the result of prolonged, catch as catch can horsetrading. 

Any comment that you might care to make would be greatly appre
ciated. 

With best wishes. 
Yours very sincerely, 

Leo Szilard 

P.S. I am leaving tomorrow morning for Stowe, Vermont, to attend the 
Pugwash conference. I can be reached there in the course of 
next week at The Lodge. 



The Honorable John J. McCloy 
u.s. Disarmament Administration 
u.s. Department of State 
Washington 25~ D. c. 

Dear Mr. McCloy: 

September 21~ 1961 

One of our conversations touched upon the need of making it 
possible for a small number of scientists and scholars, who are 
functioning as consultants to the Government, to devote their full 
time to the study of the problems upon which they are advising the 
Government. I told you that I would draft a memorandum, for cir
culation among those ~lith whom I have discussed the subject. En
closed is a copy of the memorandum for your information. 

I saw Shep Stone a few days ago at Stowe, Vermont and dis
cussed the matter with him briefly. Henry Kissinger who was in on 
this conversation said that he would see Stone this week or next and 
discuss the matter with him further. I am sending a copy of my draft 
both to Stone and Kissinger. 

Any comment that you might care to make would be apprecia,ed. 

With kind regards. 

Very sincerely yours 1 

Leo Szilard 



Mr . John J . McCloy 
U. S . Disarmament Administration 
State Department 
Washington 25, D. C. 

Dear Mr . McCloy : 

I am on the point of leaving for the meeting in Stowe, Vermont , 

but first I want to answer your kind letter of September 1 . In that 

letter you are raising the specific point concerning the resumption 

of testing by the Russians and also the general point to what sense 

and to what extent the Russians can be trusted . You have raised this 

general point already in your letter of August 27 and I am quite 

anxious to go into it in some detail . Let me , however , deal first 

with the resumption of the testing by the Russians . 

I t did disturb me that the Russians started testing so promptly 

after announcing their intention to test . 

I do not know whether Khrushchev ' s decision to test proceeded 

by a few weeks or a few months after his announcement that he would 

resume testing . If the decision to resume testing was mainly due 

to their need to test in order to develop bombs which can be carried 

by rockets light enough to be carried around on trucks , then it might 

be that the Russians delayed announcing their decision to test in the 

hope that the United States may decide to resume testing and by 

announcing her decision assume the blame . 
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I am not sure v1hether you imply in your letter that in the 

last few months the Russians were negotiating in bad faith in Geneva 

intending to create the impression that they want a test ban agreement 

at the time when they had already decided to resume testing . I f this 

is what you meant, then I am prepared to say the following : The 

position which ~he Russians took in the Geneva talks within the last 

few months left no doubt in my mind that they have caanged their 

minds on the test ban issue and would no longer want to conclude 

such a treaty . I am not saying this ex facto . t the little meeting 

which vre had in Washington on August 29, attended among others by 

Doty and Kistiaskowdky, Doty raised the question TNhether , at the 

forthcoming meeting at Stowe, we ought to discuss the position which 

the Russians are taking by the test ban issue in Geneva . I v'lfas 

opposed that we should to this on the ground that the Russians do 

not want the test ban and it is therefore wholly irrelevant what they are 

now saying in Geneva . To illustrate this point I told the story 

of the banker who is asked to finance a mining project and he repJ_ies 

that he is reluctant to do so because he does not like spinach . When 

asked what fuis dislike for spinach has to do with the mining project 

he replies, 11My good man, if I do not want to do something , one 

reason is as good as Rnother 11
• I n your letter of August 27, you 

mentioned negotiations on the Baruch plan , the open skies proposal 

-----
and the test ban~s _xamples presumabif that we are negotiating in 

'V 

good faith where the Russians are not . The issue which you are raising 
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here is so important that I would be prepared to spend as much time 

as you wish in examining this t hesis by ~~MKK~ looking as closely 

as necessary at what actually went on during these negotiations . If 

and when you have time to s pare to go into this~ I shall stand ready 

to ta1{e up the challenge. Since U~ neither you nor I have all the 

facts at our finge~'"'tips we might have to draw upor the help of some 

people who are involved in these negotiations . On the Baruch plan 

negotiations we may turn to Eberhard or Oppenheimer . On the open 

sky proposals Foster might help us out . OYl. the test ban VJe would 

probably be able to manage without any outside help . My reason for 

thin{ing that it might be worse for you sometime toXIX 

in some negotiations is my deep conviction that the basis reason for 

our inability to make progress with the Russians is our tende~cy 

to measure their actions with a yardst~ck which is quite dif erent 

from the yardstick which we apply to our own actions . The statement 

issued by the e n August 30 contains the following 

sentence: "The Soviet Government 1 S decision to resume nuclear weapons 

testing indicates the complete hypocrisy of its provisions about 

general and complete disarma nent 11
• I f this was said merely in order 

to get some propaganda mileage from the resumption o the testing by 

the Russiar1s I wou1d not consider it as any of my business ~ but I 

understand that the Presiderrt ~ McGeorge ~ Bundy and Rusk have a11 

seen this statement and i: XX they really believe this sentence~ 

then \ve are in serious trouble . This sentence caught my eye ~ first 

of al1) because in t he cortext · 
~l ln Which it is presented it is a 
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non sequitur . This , however , is beside the point . The real issue 

is whether or not i t is true . I t would be a tragic mistake to be 

wrong about it and one of the most important issues which I would 

like to discuss with you when the occasion arises is how can we find 

out? 

With best wishes . 

Yours very sincerel y , 

Leo Szilard 



THE UNIVERSITY OF CHICAGO 

CHIC A GO 37 • ILLINOI S 

T H E ENR I CO F ERM I I NST ITUTE 

FOR NU C L E A R ST UDIE S 

September 25, 1961 

Dr . Carl Kaysen 
The White House 
Washington 25, D. C. 

Dear Doctor Kaysen: 

I have decided that the 11 telephone 11 can wait and that 

there is something more urgent that needs to be doing . 

As you will see from the attached letter, I have asked 

Mr . McGeorge Bundy to see me. What I want to see him 

about is as follows: 

I have been convinced for some time that no satis-

factory solution of the Berlin issue is possible unless 

East Germany shifts its capital from East Berlin and East 

Berlin is permitted to become a free city, at about the 

same time that West Berlin may become a free city . If 

there is no satisfactory solution to the Berlin issue, 

West Berlin will remain a nuisance because it will wither 

away rapidly and its half empty shell will be a conspicuous 

monument - visible to all - to the failure of the West . 

That the proposal that East Germany shift its 

capital will meet with sales resistance is a foregone 

conclusion . I believe, however, I am in an exceptionally 

good position to argue this point with Khrushchev both 

because I am deeply convinced that such a shift of the 

capital is essential for genuine accommodation and also 



because I had a rather good conversation with Khrushchev 

about this point in October of last year. 

While I might have a fair chance of selling him on 

the idea of setting up both East Berlin and West Berlin .

each, as a free city, I would not undertake to try to sell 

him on setting up the whole of Berlin as one free city. 

I could hop a plane and fly to Moscow, but there would 

not perhaps be much sense in my doing so unless I were 

given to understand that the general approach to the 

problem which is described in the attached article meets 

with the approval of the White House. This need not mean, 

of course, that the particular "package" described in the 

article is acceptable, as it stands. But it would need to 

mean that the general philosophy which this package 

represents is acceptable and that the relinquishing of 

East Berlin by East Germany would be part of some package, 
a. 

derived from such~hilosophy .. 

I wonder whether, if I were to go to Moscow , it might 

not be useful for some private person who has the confidence 

of the White House to accompany me as an observer. He could 

sit in on my conversations with Khrushchev1 without actually 

participating in the conversation, and subsequently report 

to the White House. 

Yours very sincerely, 

L-4(~c-~c_ 
Leo Szilard 



.. .. 

/ 

September 25, 1961 

Mr. McGeorge Bundy 
The White House 
Washington 25, D. C. 

Dear Mr. Bundy: 

I wonder if I could take a few minutes 

of your time in cOlUleotion 1 th a matter which I 

have touched upon 1n conversation I had with 

carl K&ysen. I am writing by the same mail to 

Mr. K~sen in order to explain to him what I 

would want to see ~ou about. 

I shall t ke the liberty to call your office 

for an eppo1ntment or else your seoretacy could call 

me at the Hotel DuPont Plaza, HU 3-6000, Room 745, and 

leave a message if I am out. 

Yours very s1noerely1 

Leo Szilard 

cc. Dr. Carl Kayeen 



September 25, 1961 

Dr .. Carl Kaysen 
'Ihe White House 
Washington :25, D. c. 

Dear Doctor Kay sen: 

I have decided · that the 11 telephone 11 can wa1 t and that 

there is something more urgent that needs to be doing. 

As you will see from the attached letter, I have asked 

Mr. M¢George Bundy to see me. What I want to see him 

about is as follows; 

I have been convinced for some time that no satis

factory solution of the Berlin issue is possible unless 

East Qe:r:-many shifts its capital from East Berlin and East 

Berlin is permitted to become a free city, at about the 

same time that \vest Berlin may become a free c1 ty. If 

there is no satisfactory solution to the Berlin issue, 

West Berlin will remain a nuisance because it will wither 

away rapidly and its half empty shell Will be a conspicuous 

monument - visible to ll - to the failure of the West. 

That the proposal that East Germany shift its 

capital will meet with sales resistance is a foregone 

conclusion. I believe, however, I am in an exceptionally 

good position to argue this point with Khrushchev both 

because I am eeply convinced tnat such a shift of the 

capital is essential for genuine accommodation and also 



because I had a rather good conversation With Khrushchev 

about this point in October of' last year. 

While I might nave a ~air chance of selling h~ on 

the idea of setting up both :East Berlin and West Berlin 

each as a free citu 1 I would not unQert&ke to try to sell 

him on setting up the whole of Berlin as one tree ci~. 

I cQuld hop a plane and fly to Moseow, but there would 

not perhaps be much sense in nw doing so unle s I were 

given to understand that the general approach to the 

problem which is described 1n the attached rtiele meets 

witn the approval of the White House~ ~1$ need not mean, 

of course, tb.at the particular "pa.ckage 11 described in the 

article is acceptab1e1as it stands. But it would need to 

mean that the general philosophf which this package 

represents is acceptable and tnat the relinquiShing of 

East Berlin by East Germany woul.d be part of some package, 
CL 

derived from $Uch philosopny •• 

I wonder whether., if' I were to go to Moscow., it might 

not be useful for $Ome private person who has the confidence 

of the Wh1 te House to accompany me as an observer. He eould 

ait tn on my conversations with Khrushchev/without actually 

participating in the conversation/and subsequently report 

to the White House. 

Yours ver,v sincerely, 
y;?/. 

Leo Szilard 
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September 25, 1961 

Mr . McGeorge Bundy 
The White House 
Washington 25, D. C. 

Dea r Mr . Bundy : 

I wonder if I could take a few minutes 

of your time in connection with a matter which I 

have touched upon in a conversation I h ad with 

carl Kaysen . I am writing by the same mail to 

Mr . Kaysen in order to explain to him what I 

would want to see you about . 

I shall take the liberty to call your office 

for an appointment or else your se cretary could call 

me at the Hotel DuPont Plaza , HU 3-6000, Room 745, and 

lea ve a messa ge if I am out . 

c c. Dr. Carl Kaysen 

Yours very sincerely , 
I / ·~ ~ 

" "',t. ~ L ~c 

Leo Szilard 
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Dr. t-1eGeorge Bundy 
The tihit:e House 
Washington 25. D. c. 
Dear Dr. Bundys 

HUdson 3-6000 

December 26, 1962 

This morning t telephoned your office to sey that t should 
be grateful for having an opportunity to see you at your 
convenience when you csn $pare the ttme. 

I understand that recently• while I was abroad~ Mark Raskin 
spoke to you about the Russian-Ame~ican non•governmental ex
ploration about ~lich I had an ~xchange of letters with 
Chairman Khrushchev. I did not kaep in communication with 
Mark Raskin while I was abroad, copies of the letters were 
given to him by a mutual, well-meaning, friend, and I had 
no advance knowledge that you ~muld be approached in this 
matter. 

Even though, before the Cuban crisis, I had dis
cussed the issues involved in detail with several members of 
the A~in1strat1ont I took eare not to involve the C~vernment 
~~d avo~cled to ask any Government official for advice. 

At the pres~~t~ more advanced, stage I still do 
not propose to ask any Government official for his advice, 
nor do I propose to argue the merits -of the project at this 
time; I \vould like to inform you, ho\v-ever, if 1 may, ho 1 

matters stand at present, particularly since I suspect that 
the information you have is incomplete and ts likely to be 
mtsl$ading_. 

Sincerely yours, 

Leo Szilard 

LS/mnd 

No Charge for Children Under 14 Years of Age When Occupying Room With Parents 



Dr. Carl Kaysen 
The White House 
Washington 25, D. C. 

Dear Dr. Kaysen: 

Monday. January 7, 1963 

On the basis of the conversation which we 

had Saturday morning and your subsequent telephone call 

Saturday afternoon, it would seem that we have reached a 

meeting of the minds both on the objectives which the 

project ought to pursue and also on the qualifications of 

tle participants . 

If one is agreed on the objectives, then 

drafting the instructions to the participants is merely a 

matter of formulation , and I should be very happy to be 

guided by your judgment both in the formulation of the 

"instructions" and in the selection of the five American 

participants . 

I have tried my hand at defining the objectives 

of the project, as well as describing the instructions 

under which the participants would operate, and you will 

find a rough draft , the fruits of my labor, enclosed. 

Sincerely yours, 

Leo Szilard 
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ro o:sed Instr.1ctions to the Pa~ticipant:s of the An~els Project 

Leo S ~~i lard 

Tl.1c ta~:Jk of the porticipauts of the nroject is to try 

and cvme .p ~·;ith a rouQh sketch of the r>rovision::> of the 

firct stc...zes of a disarmament agreement \<lhic· vould l rovide 

for substantial economic savings nr. for a ~i'7nificant r.:ain 

in military security. 

The participants in the project would 11ot b .. e:tpected 

to gu~ss -~'!.wt proposals their governments \-vo•_tld or o;,.,ould not 

acce_ t · rath,~r they are expected to t:"CJ to con1e u -v.ith a 

proposal ·1.-1hich 1ould mak"? sens to theraselves ru.1d which they 

\·lOuld b~ prepar3d to recommend to their. goveJ:.nm~nts for 

ucccnt~,ce, as a basis for nc~ tiations . 

a iascc sm. nl ) .1.. t•~ose ·,.rho t. in\ t 11at it is very im ortant 

to prevent an C~.ll - out f!tms race <"llld beLi.eve that thai1.· 

zovernments ought to be t·7illing to 6ive up certain advantages 

vJhich they mi~;ht temporarily hol<t ~.nd pe:r.l: ps e-r~n a~nume 

certain temporary risksJ for the so.Le of arriving D t an agree-

ment that ";vould ut an end to the rms race . In these circilm-

stnnces it vould not be too mn;prising if they came up ~-i th 

a pro osal tvhicl Russia, America , or both 'i.lOt.lld Lind nncce t 

able as a basis of ncgotintions . 

Th!•re re several anproaches to the probl8·, ot control l ed 

arms reciuctim , l o vcvcr, and if tl ~ first nopo. "l with \vhich 

tie pa1.·ti.cipants come up is not regnrded 1 y their governments 

as an acc~;:l table basis for negotiations/ t'1en the pa~tici n ts 
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ought t stand rcady .... perhaps after rest period of t~io months--

to <:1dort another approach and to have anothe_ try at drafting 

an outline for the first stages of a disarma.ment agreement. 

T 10 participants ought to 1tecp in mind t mt their task 

is not to egotiai.:e on agreement uut ratler to p-ovide their. 

goverrullents with some 6'1.tidance as to what kind of an agreement 

may or may not b~ nogotiablc. Even though; because of the 

bias i the selectiotl of the pnrticipants 011e may not say 

that 1hat they \voul-1 recor;nnend t..rould be likely to be negotiable, 

one rnay safely say that proposals -r;.;rhich make no sense to the 

majority of the Russian participants or to the majority of 

the A;.nerican participants ~vould not be likely to be negotiable . 

This in itself could be of value, because it is im ortant that 

America and the Sovi~t Uuion avoid conductinz fruitless 

ne~otiations . 

On~ :,muld hope, of course, that the p oject would accomplish 

mo e thx:1 merely determine that certain proposals would not 

be ncgotia.ble . 

One tvonlr. hope that the pro,ject would bo able to produce-

perhaps nfter a fe": fruitless trials--a draft r,Jhic h the govern

m nts t.vould find acceptable as a basis for negotiations. If 

this came to pass, the Govern.11cnt could the11 first exolore 

all the issues involved throu~h informal conversations with 

the other govenwents involved . Once the Government has 

r0ason to bclierc tho.t 1103otiations conducted along certain 

lines may be extectcd to lead to an agreement, it would be in 

a ositio to ,r·::parc public opinion and ll'Ki.kC it receptive for 

what: '·he ~ovenn:uent rnay later on off cially . ropose. 



t ny one session coladucted "'';..thin t~1e frame 70rk of the 

project may be scheduled to last for a period of two weeks~ 

with tl"e possibility of extending it for another t;eek if in 

the judgment of the participants this app a.rs desirable . 

A perio of: t-;.'lio to i·Irree. \Jeel s is not sufficient however 

to come up ~.vtth r;;ora than ono dra.ft proposal and therefore. 

lf different approaches are to be explored a separate session 

will have to r.>e devoted to each npproa.ch. If nee· be, such 

sessions 1·nay be held at inter.Jqls of e.bout tt.-JO Hl.onths ~ 

The partici;;e:.nts must keep at all times in mind that the 

objective of the project is to_ discover ov;hat may be negotiable 

and it is not the function of the participants to negotiate 

with c~ch other. There are a. fet.; pc>ints r~levant in this 

regard vvhich can be best illustrated by an example; 

Araerica ancl ~ ussia are at present agraed in principle that 
/. 

dul"iA'lg a .co:t·ta.in stage in the disarmament process ther may 
a.. 

beAmajor reduction in the nt1t-nber of delivery vehicle~ including 

longwro~ee roekets 1 but tl~t the number of delivery vehicles 

-r.vo.1ld not go down dt.tr1ng this stage to zero. Rather~ Arnerica. 

<J:tlld Russi... nmy each ret.:::tin at the end of this stage <1..'1. a.greed 

number of long-ranr:re rocl~~t:s .. \.-lha t this number sr~.all be must 
.J 

in the end be dete:r.mined through negotiations between the tt•lO 

governments involved. 

It seems to me likely that at the outset of the negotiations 

the ~~erican Govern~ent would set this ~umber rather high and 

the Russie.n Government -;mmld set it rather low. It would se1~e 
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no useful purpose, .ov1ever, and it would :1.0t be in keeping 

~ i th the character of th project if the participants Her 

to ncgotio.te 1;•7ith each other and come up ~1i th n comproe1is . 

re0ordi·1~ this number . Ratl.er , in. t his _articular case, as 

l.·mutd find acct.!p :able ond vtoulci be "')rc~ red t:o reco.. ~nd to 
11is :r-ov~l."nl:nC;lt , i.e . eacl. par 1eipant ought to state t: e 

n ber of lon )-t"(: 11.:e; roc.-:.cts u·:ti"'h .. -d,~ ending on the .easu -"'s 

of ins ... ection that tmul c,;:-;erute dur.i:If." tl.e first sta._.c--

he himself ~.;raul be prepared to see rctai.ne.d at the end of the 

fit'st stace . If this ~11ere done and if it turn d out that 

most Pusr;i.;h'l p<:~.rticipants t-7ou1d b_ ~1illin to go up v1ith 

t}'\...:"lt :nJ.mbe>)A.J if necessory) as hlc:h s 100 or 200, and the: t most 

.\m rican participants ~.,rou1 d be 'i.villing to eo dovm, · f necessary, 

<J.s lot-1 as 5 or 10, then tJ.tiS conld be tnkcn as an i11dicution 

that the nu;n, to be retainec \vould probaoly prove to be 

negotiable; . 

T .. 1c diGcussion o:C thi~ :i,snue o.mon1 t 1e pa tici <; nts ou~·ht 

to bring out. lea .ly the oint·s of view w 'l.ich arc rcle\lant for 

dei.:e.111 it1i·1<; t. e number of long ran;;e rockets tl o.t America a d 

Rucsia 1ry be p rmlttcd to retai1 at the end or the firot stage . 

tJ: i ··1ould make it posF:i.ble later on) ~v-hen t.. 1e measures of 

insv.<rtiqn nat Hould op0·c=:.tc durinJ th first stage come 
more c.le~~-"lf. 
aa-rke :t!.-;T d12fined, to bri g reasoned arg·u~ .nts to bea:r on th 

issue of vha t:1c number of rock~ts · etained ought to be . 

T 1is e.gc:d.'tl i..s a special case of the g net 1 rule that the p r 

ticip nts ught to set forth the points of view , .. ;hich guide 
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them in accepting or reject in.; proposal,. with ~~hich they 

are confrm1t .d . ~ 
1"1 order to mi imizc t' !e r:tsk t'h..at tlte .. articipents 

i 1.. - ... m gut oe oo .uch guide~ in their own acceptance or rejection 

of a proposal oy what their govc:r:nm nt might be currently 

willing to a.cc~pt or~clined to reject; the participants 

ought to rafrr:in fro .. 1 communicating vith their ::;overnments 

duri 1cr the. tvr£. to three we~ { n riod of t·H~ sss"ion . 



THE WHITE HOUSE 
WASH I NGTON 

January 28, 1963 

TO: Mr. Szilard 

FROM: Carl Kays e n 



DRAFT 
1/25/63 

INSTRUCTIONS TO PARTICIPANTS 

Discussion of proposals for general and complete disarmament by 

a small group of Ame rican and Soviet citizens, not acting as representa-

tives of their governments, would have the purpose of exploring the area 

of possible agreement between the two nations on disarmament. The 

participants on each side would be selected so as to have both a technical 

knowledge of the problems of disarmament and an understanding of the 

concerns and views of their respective governments. 

In the ir discussions, which would be informal, the participants 

would seek to understand each others views about disarmament proposals 

that might possible be workable. Both governments have agreed that the 

achievement of general and complete disarmament is a process which 

must proceed in steps. It is especially difficult to foresee at this time 

how the last stages of the process might w ork, without some exper1ence 

with the first stages. Accordingly, it would seem useful for the group 

to concentr a te on the problems of the earlier stages of the disarmament 

program, including the problem of transition from earlier to later stages. 

Ideally, the e nd product of the discussion w ould be an agreed pro-

po sal or a numb e r of proposals for the first stages of a general and 

complete disarma ment treaty. However, in fac t, a ny such agreed pro-

posal would contain a number of crucial variables such as, for example, 

the rate of a rms r eduction, the length of the stages, the number of stages, 
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on which agreement or disagreement arnong the discussants would be 

of no great significance, since these variables would ultimately be a 

matter for political determination in the course of a negotiation. What 

would be important, rather, would be discus sian of, and agreement on, 

the considerations which are involved in the choice of these variables, 

such as, for example, the relation of the rate of arms reduction to the 

character and degree of inspection, or the size of armed forces on each 

side needed for stability in the absence of complete disarmament. 

The usefulness of the discussions need not d e pend on the two sides 

reaching agreements, even of a broad sort. If an appropriately selected 

group of participants failed to reach broad agreement and the nature of 

the disagreements are clear, this may be taken as a useful indication of 

the kind of difficulties that would be faced in any serious attempt at 

negotiation between the two countries. 

hand, the confer nee were able to go b yond agree-

ments on t 

that yhould determine 

reasonable 

negotiat· ns between the t\v 

al variables and th / broad principles 

overnments. 

range of 

sue e s sful 

The respective participants on each side would undertake the 

obligation to e xplain to the officials of their respec tive governments 

re spons ible for d ealing with disarmament probl e ms both the conclusions 
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that had been reached and the nature of the considerations that l e d to 

these conclusions. The composition of the delegations should be s uch 

as to facilitate this task. 

Since the discussants would not be representatives of their govern-

ments and not under instructions by their governments , it would seem 

appropriate to hold the meeting at some place away from both the 

American and Soviet capita ls. 

Because the American participants would have had some acces s 

to classified inforrnation, it might be useful to prepare a factual brief 

on U.S. and Soviet forces which could be u sed on an unclassifi ed b as is 

in the discussion. 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 
WASHINGTON 

February 1, 1963 

Dear Szilard: 

Thank you for your note. I have talked further with 
Wiesner and Keeny. I have not had a chance to talk to 
Frank Long as he is out of town. 

I agree with you that the question of governmental par
ticipation is important, but I do not think your further actions 
need wait on it. I would suggest, rather, that you go ahead 
on recruiting among the people on the list and get at least a 
few firm commitments. Otherwise we won't have an enter
prise. I think with a few firm commitments the problem of 
relation between the group and the government can be explored 
in concrete terms rather than trying to settle it in advance in 
the abstract. 

Among those names you now have on the list, I would 
wonder if Louis Sohn 1 s experience and interest are really 
appropriate to the particular problems with which the dis
cussion.s will be concerned. Henry Kissinger, on the other 
hand, might very well be a most useful participant. 

Dr. Leo Szilard 
Hotel Dupont Plaza 

Sincerely yours, 

~(u1~ 
Carl Kayse 

Dupont Circle and New Hampshire Avenue, NW 
Washington 6, D. C. 
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February 20, 1963 

Dr. Carl Kaysen 
The White House 
Washington 25, D. C. 

Dear Kaysen: 

Attached you will find the letter which I had 

written to Thomas J. Watson, Jr. asking him whether he 

might be interested in financing the Angels project. 

As you will see, the relevant passage reads: nBefore 

visiting Moscow, it seemed advisable that I first return 

to Washington and clear matters with the White House. 

There I am dealing with Carl Kaysen, deputy to McGeorge 

Bundy, and I now have the green light from the ~lite House 

to recruit the American participants." 

Sincerely yours, 

Leo Szilard 



February 14 , i 963 

Dt-. Carl Kaye en 
the. White House 
Wasbinaton 25 D. c. 

Att4~hed is a copy of a letter hich 1 

received from York • . s you may •ee , he is 

willing to partic1 pate "provided that the pro ject 

b approved ( even thou h not sponsored ) by the 

United tates Government~· 

Can we satisfy him on this score? 

Sincerely yours , 

~/ 
Leo Sd lard 

cc: Jerome Wiesner 



Carl K.aysen 
The White House 
Washington 25, D.C. 

Dear K.aysen: 

April 25, 1963 

, but I wondered whether 

fully appreciated at the highest places 

and to persuade him to stay at least one more year. 

Sincerely, 

Leo Szilard 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

April 27, 1963 

Dear Szilard: 

Thanks for your note. 

I share your cono-ern about Frank Long, 
but I think everything possible has been done, 
or at least everything I can think of doing. 

I look forward to hearing from you early 
next week. 

Dr. Leo Szilard 
Hotel Dupont Plaza 

Sincerely yours, 

OJ!~~ 
Carl Kaysen 

Dupont Circle and New Hampshire 
Avenue, NW 

Washington 6, D. C. 



Dr. Carl E.ayaea 
The White House 
Washington 25, D.C. 

Dear Kayaen: 

May 8, 1963 

Enclosed ts the memorandwn which I 111entiODi!d to you I have not 

made up 111y mind ae yet through what CbA.JPMEr'-f"U 

r or not tt makea 

Sincerely, 

Leo Scilard 



FILE COPY 

Carl Kaysen 
The White 'Baule 
Washtngton 25, D.C. 

May 9, 1963 

I now have Foster's O.K. 

puah th 

cc: loger P'lsber 

HOTEL LETTERHEAD 

asked Boger Flsher, 

act as cry deputy and take charge 

Sincerely :yours, 

Leo SzU.ud 



Carl ICayaen 
the White House 
Waahlngtcm 25, D.C. 

Hay 23, 1963 

1 am grateful for the f.AformaUOD that you gave me over 

the t-elephone this momillg.. I • wondering whether the modifications 

of the project represented by the attached meDlO would be a sipi• 

ficaut tmprovemeat. 

'Leo Szilard 
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prov.t.4e0 tht.a .ue a-..e to the Pn•tdent. aa4 provt.Cle4 that tba ~t ara4e 
lt c:ta-r that be wu14 be al.atl to 1:'i catve a copy of the P1!'..-red paper• tbu an 
preMftte4 toaedulr with the "obsei'YAttona'* · 4 "an.-n". 



June 3, 1963 

»r. Arthur Schlesinger, Jr. 
The White House 
Washington 2S, D.C. 

»ear Ur. Schlesinger: 

The problem which I propose to diseuse with you Thursday, 

if our tentative luncheon date materializes, 1a described in 

the enclosed memorandum. I have talked about it to a few 

people within the Administration and in the Congress and I 

underetand that Minow has mentioned it to you. Naturally, I 

am more certain of the exietence of the problem than of any 

"solution", and it might be that there is no solution. 

Sincerely yours, 

Leo Szilard 



Arthur Schlesinger, Jr. 
The White House 
Washington 25, D.C. 

Dear Dr. Schlesinger: 

June 6, 1963 

1 meant to leave the attached text of a proposal with you 

when we had lunch, but I forgot. It describe• one way how the 

proposal contained in the memorandum of May 28th might be imple-

meated and it says essentially what I told you at lunch. 

Sincerely yours, 

Leo Szilard 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

December 31, 1963 

Dear Dr. Szilard: 

Following up our conversation last week, I 
am enclosing a copy of the ACDA publication, 
"Blueprint for the Peace Race, 11 which contains 
an outline of basic provisions of a treaty on 
general and complete disarmament in a peace
ful world. This document was tabled in Geneva 
by the U. S. almost two years ago. 

In our discussions in Geneva, we have made it 
clear to the Soviet Union that this document is not 
a package that must be accepted or rejected in 
its entirety but is a proposal subject to negotiation. 
We have also made it clear that we are prepared to 
seek agreement of various mutually acceptable 
individual measures. 

Enclosure 

Dr. Leo Szilard 
Dupont Plaza Hotel 
Dupont Circle 
Washington, D. C. 

Sincerely yours, 

j~"Af~ Sp~geop M. Kee' r. 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

June 25, 1963 

Dear Dr. Szilard: 

I finally made contact with Newton 
Minow who tells me that he will be 
moving to Chicago in July. I fear 
that this eliminates him from your 
picture. 

Dr. Leo Szilard 

Sincerely yours, 

a.~~ 
Arthur Schlesinger, j r. 
Special Assistant 
to the President 

c/o Director General 
CERN 
Geneva, Switzerland 



CONFTilliATION COPY Geneva, Friday, 19 Jt~ 1963 

IX 
·;s !I3ASSY JiOSCCM 

ATT J).lTIOif CARL KAY8.~N YOtJR I:::.:>JAGc. ~C...:I7 D TONIGHT stop I l1.1! TOLD 
riY L..::TT2R HAS BZEN T rumrrTT2D IN TIC 1!1~/\Nl'DE stop HO JEV....:R. TI ONLY 
I aGUE .'HICH OUGIIT T 0 ill.: 21\.I .3 D HTH YOU IS JH2'l R • 11!ai' ~~lh:: P.~,OJECT 

I PROPOS...:D U.ST OC'l'OBLR TOULD STIL.u .LI\.KE ~US ' IN THE P?.....,S JJT , u-REATLY 
CH/\NG""J, CL CUilliTANC JS stop IF COl ..,uLT 'D ON THIS ISSu': I HOPE YCJLJ OULD 
F£EL Fl.:i: TO STATE YOUR OPINION" ·.ri-I T ~V·R IT I':A.Y B..... stop lliST OF LUCK = 

lEO SZIL.I\RD 



MESSAGE TO DR.. LEO SZILAJID F:ROM CML KAYSEN., MOSCOW 

Thank you for your long message of 16 July. I am 
afraid that I cannot accept the responsibilities you have 
laid upon me. It was the condition of our arrangements 
and the condition of the President's letter to Hudson 
Hoaglund that your activities were private in character 
and that the relation of these activities to the official 
business of the Government was exactly that obtaining in 
many areas in which Government officials draw on the 
wisdom, experience and thoughts of private citizens and 
private groups as seems desirable. I of course am not a 
private citizen and never less so than at the present 
moment. It would be clearly inappropriate for me to 
discuss with Soviet officials the business of the academy 
study group in my present capacity. Further, it was my 
understanding from our last discussion that you had turned 
over management of this enterprise to ~oger Fisher and that 
such further discussions as were necessary for me to be 
involved in would be with him. 

July 18, 1963 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

November 21, 1963 

Dear Mr. Szilard: 

I write to acknowledge your imaginative note 
of November 14 to the President. Yours is 

a characteristically original suggestion, but 
I doubt if it would be useful for us to conduct 

our relations with Chairman Khrushchev 

through you. 

Mr. Leo Szilard 
Hotel Dupont Plaza 
Washington, D. C. 

Sincerely, 

McGeorge Bundy 



Mr. McGeorge amdy 
The \-lhi te House 
Washington 2.$~ D. C. 

Dear Mr. Bundy: 

Enclosed I am sending you a eopy or a paper wbieb ld.ll. 

appear in the :&lllet.in ot tb.e Atood.o Scientists and attached to 

this lettw you w.Ul f'1nd tts Sumaey. 

I w.rote this paper in order to foous the discussion on the only 

sigrdft.oant step in arms oontt"ol. wbioh oau.ld be negotiated 1n the absenoe 

ot a general political aetUement. In the unllktLcy' case that you should 

f1nd time these days to read 'his pap«Jr1 l ·should appreciate an opportunity 

to ansver aey q'tlestions Wbioh you might have before F&bruat7 20. On that 

date I am l84ving for the West Coast where I 1nt~d to stay "permanently. n 

Your secretary oould reach 1116 at the IloteJ. rupont Plaza. HU.)-6000, 

Roan 745. 

With best w!.she$ 1 

Yours Sin"Cerely, 

Leo Sztlard. 

' 
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