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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
V8. '
AIGER HISS.

New York, January 13, 1950;
10,30 o'clock a.m,

Trial resumed,

EENRY A, MURRAY, resumed.

MR, CROSS: Mr. Murphy, 1f your Honor please,
does not object to the annual report for the Carnegile
:ndo"nnnt for Intemtiomi Peace for 1948 which was
 marked yesterday as Defendant's Bxhibit 6 x 0 for identi~
fication now being marked as an exhibit,

(Defendant's Exhibit 6 x O for identification

received in evidence.) |

MR. CROSS: There are one or two questions I
wanted to ask before Mr. Murphy began his orou-cunimtién.
DIRECT EXAMINATION CONTINUED BY MR, CROSS: |

Q Dr. Murray, it has been sald that psychopathic
personality merely serves as a scrap basket to which is
relegated a group of otherwise unclassified personality
disorders and problems. Do you agree with that statement?

A No, sir, not wholly. |

Q Will you tell us why? A If you examine the
symptoms of this mental ailment Just from the outside,
as they appear on the surface, it seems to be a very

confused category without any unity, but I believe there
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are certain unifying factors.

Within recent years certain authorities have
arrived at some consensus about some of ﬁha fundamental
causes or characteristics of this ailment. Of these
causes and characteristics, the principal one seems to
be ogoqentric, and by that I mean an intense self-
centeredness or, as Kaufman calls it, a cruel selfishness
with the incapacity to appreciate the feelings andlviev—
points of other people, and as a result of this a
éafieiency in social consciousness., The psychopath's
conscience on the one hand is too weak to inhibit asocial
impulses when they arise and to indulgence on the other
hand to punish him after he has given vent to them,

As a result he does not feel remorseful or repentant vhen
he hurts other people lnd.ho is capable of recounting his
misdeeds without evidence of shame, As a result of this
weak conscience and shamelessness, there is no, or very
14ttle, learning from experience. |

| The psychopath goes on acting always as he has
pefore. ‘That accounts for the common saying among
psychiatrists,"once a psychopath alvays a psychopath,"

The general view is that thoy are incurable,
at least by any means known to science, and one of the
reasons for this is that they are incapable, apparentlys

of having any respect or affection for anyone who tries
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to help them,-and this applies to police officers, social
;orkora or psychiatrists. They are particularly
contemptuous of psychiatrists, which may be an example

of their superior intelligence.

On the other hand, it 1s regarded, at least by
psychiatrists vho vant to give it the most flattering
explanation perhaps, that they cannot bear the feeling
that they need help. .

MR, MURPHY: Voﬁld your Honér strike Iout the
Mr so far as not haing renpom;ve?

THE COURT: I think I will have to have the
question read. ‘

(Quution read as follows: "Dr.Murray, it has
been said that psychopathic personality merely serves as
a scrap basket to which is relegated a group of otherwise
unclassified personality disorders and problems. Do you
agree with that statement?

"A No, sir, not wholly.

fQ Will you tell us why?")

MR, MURPHY: The question vas asked of the |
doctor to explain why he does not agrce.vith gome other 7
authorities that the description psychopathic personality is
in its essence a sort of wastepaper basket receptacle for
a lot of different symptoms, and the doctor now has gone

into a long treatise explaining different symptoms but not
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explaining vhy he does not agree with other doctors that
pquupa a better name 1s & wastepaper basket receptacle.
MR, CROSS: I thought he had stated that there
ﬁn- certain common traits,which he is lt;ttins vhat they
m,;nd*tho'y‘m recognized.
" THE COURT: Are those your reasons, Doctor?
THE WITNESS: Yes, sir. I
~ THE COURT: The reason why?
THE WITNESS: Yes, sir. It is the unifying
principle --
| THE COURT: I should think he was ansvering the
question.
" Q You may continue, his Honor says, Dr. Murray.
A What T was trying to describe was the unifying

principle that explained a great many of these different

- kinds of behavicres, because 1f you have a weak conscience

associated with insensibility to the feelings of other
people, these impulses vhich are hurtful to other people
can ’ﬂtmr easily be given vent,
Then, in some cases, if it is alcohol a man takes
gleohol; if it 1z drugs it is drugs -- |
MR, MURPHY: May I interrupt. I submit now it
18 quite obvious that the doctor is not explaining why
he does not characterize the alleged disease as a waste-
pagket. |
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THE COURT: I think you are right, Doctor,
4f you will bear in mind what the question asked for and
Mr that,

THE WITNESS: I am a little bit perplexed at
‘thiu point, sir, because, as I understood the question
it wvas, in your opinion what are the unifying characteristics
or causes which give order to this very confused external
piocture, and I am trying to give those central causes and
characteristics.

THE COURT: Perhaps you would like to have the
question read? Would you?

THE WITNESS: All right, sir.

Q@ (Read.) A Yes, sir. The reason why I do not

agree with the statement that it is a scrap basket where
a lot of different unrelated things are put in 1s because
there is a unifying ordering set of factors which relate
these dilrriront things to each other and make some psycho
structure fros a sociologist's standpoint, and that is ﬁhat

I was saying to the best of my abllity, sir,
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Q Can, in your opinion, Dr. Murray, & psychopath
be cured? A There are very, very few cases reported
by optimistic psychiatrists on the partial cures, but
the great majority of them have not been cured. They do
not stay with a doctor long enough, for one reason.
| MR, CROSS: You may inquire.
@088 EXAMINATION BY MR, MURPHY:
Q Dogtor, would you describe your persconality as
normal? A Relatively.
Q Well, only relatively normal? A Relatively
normal, sir,
Q VWhat wonid you say would be a good definition of
a normal personality? A I would say that a normal
personality would be one that would eonrprl to a general
standard for the culture in which the individual bolongod.
without too many or too serious deviations. ‘ It would be
a matter of the number and the seriousness of the
deviations from the standard for that particular
soclety.
Q What is the standard for our soclety?
A In what respect, sir?
Q BSo we can determine how far or below you are
relatively normal. A It would take a volume to answer
that, sir.

Q Well, tell us, then, since we do not have
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time for that, why you feel that you are only relatively

normal? A The tem "relatively normal” is the term
generally used in sclence instead of the word "normal"
because it is less absolute.

Q Doctor, isn't it true that there 1s no absolute
normal or normality? A Yes, sir; that is why I saild
" relatively mormal. | |

Q So that when we start goilng into deviations from
normal we do not start with any standard; isn't that
correct, Doctor? A We could arrive at a standard, sir,

Q Yes, but when we talk about deviations from normaley
we ourselves are not too clear what normaley is. In other
MI, the hypothesis upon which it is based in not
well defined, ismn't that clear? A Not too accurately
defined, yes, sir.

Q Well,has any doetor,: '~ to your knowledge,
attempted to define it? A Yes, sir.
. Q Dld you? A No, I have never writtem it,

Q Now, Doctor, would it be of any significance
at all if you examined a subjeet and upon examination
you watched him for a number of hours and talked to him ‘
and you notieed that his mouth twitched and that his
eyes opened and closed; that he had rather excessive
hand gestures; that he gased about; that he played

with his wateh chain; that he sniffed nervously
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through his nose; sometimes he bit his lips as if his
tongue were dry; played with his glasses and his nose -
would those be any sort of symptoms to you as a doctor?

A Yo, sir.

Q Yone whatsoever? A Wo.

Q@ DPo you dueou_nt the outward expressions of a
patient? A No, air. ;

Q You have to take them into consideration, don't
you? A4 I do teke them into econsideration 1f I have
- them to observe, | |

Q Yes. My question was, them, you would in faet
take those into consideration in ebuéving a subject?
A Yes,

Q And would it form any mts at all in your
dlagnosis? A It might. |

Q It would hﬁvo mu. importance, can we put it that
.ua.y? A It might if they were lignifiuai.

Q Well, what are they significant of generally?
A Significance depends upon mlatlenslwtth other thingh
that y’au observe and the iﬁtontity and quantity of these
things in terms of your whole knowledge of character
structure and mental allments.

’Q 8o that we can get on by saying it would have
~ seme importance when considered with the whole?
A It might have some importance, sir. vi'haro are
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a lot of things that are done and sald that are psychologleally
irrelevant,

Q Does that hold true, Doctor, in dlagnosing symptoms
ér characteristics that although it might appear on the
surface to be a characteristic, once you study it a
bit you ean disregard 1t? A Sometimes,

Q Now, I think you told me when I was examining you
on the volr dire that you were not certified as a ptyemv;rut.f
A I was certified by the .Boston Psychoanalytical Soclety
to practice psychoanalysis,

Q So we can say that you are not certified as a
peychiatrist? A Yes, that is right,

Q And when you had charge of the 088 assessment of
men, those schools, you and the other doectors had these
men under rather close observation for a period of time
- I forget what the period was - but they were there;
you looked at them through one-way mirrors, and all that
sort of business too, didn't you?

Aj No, we dild not use one-way mirrors,

Q Well, you put them thmugh. a rather severe
test; k" think you sald you gave them s number of tests,
and so forth? A Yes,

Q Doctor, is it true that some slipped by?
~ A Oh yes.

Q Even with all of those close tests? A (Witness
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THE COURT: Will you answer instead of nodding

your head, for the benefit of the stenographer.

; THE WITNESS: Excuse me, sir,

Q Some, in fact, did siip by with that close serutimy?
A Excuse me, Mr, Murphy, what do you mean by "slip by"?
G Q hnﬂ,f w;n you able wj.th all of the le serutiny
thst you and the other doctors applied in the various
ﬁltu to eliminate all of the pecple that you would want
to olhina@ from 088 service? A No.

Q Now, when you testified yesterday, Doctor, about
‘the passports that 0SS men used and the papers that were
rnrntihad them, you were not testifying as an operations
orﬂcor or'oss, were you; you had nething to do with
| the oponttml? A Ne, ltr. I was asked whether I knew
of these things. I don't kmew them. They might have
h;pmod.

Q@ They mnlght very well have happened, I -u#,
your duty as a Colonel was to take charge of these
sehools, which is no-”hnt similar to the men in the
Ford tﬂtaobno co-my the draftsman -~ he would have
noe idoa how the cars wro finenced after they got on thi
-tr«t. A It would not be "no ldea" beecause, as I
neve said, I went around the world and spoke to all

these men, but my evidence is not expert.
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Q@ You would not feel qualified to talk about
operations, would you? A Wo, sir.
Q All right. Now, sc that we can understand each

other, it is eclear, is it not, that at no time have you

applied to Mr. Chusbon any of the various projoctlon

tests, your own ph t.ut or the norschuh test, none of
those woll known tests havo b«m siven to lr. Chambers
by »you or mybody 91_‘! to your k_nmtlodgo?

A llc, itr. | - \

Q And I thtnk you told us tha.t. those tests often
hnlp the ptychﬂ.ogut te leesk 1.nto tht inner soul;
in othor war&a 1t davolopl like an x-uy, something
that you enn't see or hoar, but tt rccerda for your
purpous the things that tho lubjoet otth.r does not
want to tell or doesn't )maw and m't tell - I think
those were the two eatogortn - cnd tm.o tests were
not applied here? A No, sir.

Q As a ntttr of fact I thiﬁk you said that you
in 1943 had dens & similar job for the Government in
eannoetten wit.h Melph muor; you h.d been given a
copy of notn mpr and a 1;950 eonntlcn of his
lpoechon. isn't that correet? A Yes, sir,

Q And I think you n.td that you were asked to
give to the Government your inferences as to his

personality and predictions as to whether he would
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be likely to stand up under the strain of war for many
more years, ete., etc.; 1isn't that what you sald,
Doetor? A I have no doubt, sir; I think I sald that.

Q Do you know whether that report of yours was
put into General Elsenhower's hands when he planned his
{nvasion? A I don't kmow.

‘Q __mu, dlld you vlmem, Doctor, when you had all of
‘these various speeches that perhaps Hitler didn't write
them but‘ maybe Goebbels wrote tm; nybo you were
analyzing Gosbbels? A I had heard a mnbnf of rumors
about who had helped him, and 1t was possible from a
“very close and 'dota.tlod analysis of the metaphors and
phrases to néto when an entirely new type of image
came _in. It was Hlss -~ |

- Q Did yoﬁ, Doctor - excuse n.' A According to the
; :ltox-ios which I routiod that were supposed to be quite
suthentic from Mr. Hanstsengal.

'Q He 'is rra Harvard, isn't ho? A Ont of our
dhtlnguutud graduates.

Q He is one of Harvard's M.sttngutobd graduates,
you sald, I see, Tow you n.id,‘ M I {nterrupted you,
Doctor, that you had tnfer“nt.im) that - ,Qnd then I
interrupted you. A That Hiss had helped him in
some of the writings. | |

Q Hiss did? I don't think, Doctor, you used



lon Murray-cross 4130
the right word. You sald Hiss had helped him.

A Well, it is Hess.

Q Hess., A Hess,

- Q Wwell, Doctor, if the author of the speech is not
the man you were giving predictions on, wouldn't that
throw you all off? A If that was true, if he hadn't
written any of 1t 1t would ecertainly make it very mueh
less valuable,

Q Well, let us suppose, Doctor, you were asked to
miyzo the apo«hu'. of the late President. Could you tell
wheéher Judge Rosenman or Mr. Sherwood was the author of
a particular speech? A I haven't studied them, sir,
and T can't tell, In some cases you might be able to,
in other cases you couldn't possibly.

Q You think that if you had an 6pportan1ty to study
the late President's speeches you could tell which of the
three people who worked on the speeches, written them,
were the authors? A I would have to kmavall the three
people and how they wrote independently and have & speech
of the President before he met these men, and & great
deal of information.

Q And even with all of that, Doetor, even with all
of that, eould yonl»toll as a Doctor which maﬁh and
which speech was written by any of four men?

A Probably not. »
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Q Wo. What was your prediction of things to come
with regard to Mr, Hitler? A I predicted that he would
eommit suicide at the end of the war, but I got the wrong
place. I had him committing suleide up in his mountailn
tnstead of in Berlin. |

Q And what did the other psychologists prediect?
A I don't know, §ir. We did not compare motes. We
never got together at all. We handed in separate peports.

Q You say that took you about, I think you satd,
a month to deo; yoé had a great deal er‘litortal. How
long.- a month was not right. A I hgd’ulroady been
nakod.i year earlier to do the same thing for a committee
that I was on here in New York, and I had already
a partial study so that I eould do 1t in a relatively
short time with the help of about six people, I think
in about three weeks,

Q About three weeks. Now you sald yesterday, as
I remaber 1%, that this teshmigus of these prejestite
tests, that is the teehnique that you learned as a doetor,
can be applied to spontaneous writings of artists and
authors; 1is that‘ghnt'yea said, Doctor?

A Yes, |

Q Well, if you assume, Doctor, that Mpr. Chambers’
wrote every week, if you assume that he wrote ovoi& week

for Time since 1939 for a salary, would you say
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that that would be spontaneous writing, for instance?
A Not strietly speaking.

Q Well, assuming the facts were, Doctor, that the
article "The Devil" was written at the specific directlion
| ~of Mr. Henry Luce after somebody else had written an artiecle
that Mr, Luce Atd not. like, would you say that that would

be a spontaneocus writing? 'A l!et ontiroly. |
| G io._ Now, Doetor, in your uaund state of facts,
‘thc l‘qpothotlcal quuti.on. what facts did you have whiech
- gave ygm an tnllght into lr. chninrs' early formative
years, hu ehudhood aud aﬁblnnneo? What facts did
you hnvo? A There are practiully no facts there, sir;
thm i.a th. atau.nt that he m not close to his
brother, tlur. is the statement that he taught himself
FPrench and German and was nbt .eelpotent in gcoutry,
und thoro is the clul prcphuy story. Aside from
thn.t -

- Q Allest not.hlng? A Alloat nothtng.

e hll. lot us mlyu thou, Doctor. | Would
' you say that a person who studies by himself two forelgn
‘ unguagu exhibits any symptom that you ean rogard

or diuroprd in rorutng an mlysu of m- personality?
| A By itnlr, corululy not.
Q loll. even not by u;n].f but in the total
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pleture, did you consider 1t? A Yes, sir., Healy
has shown that there is a high correlation between

linguistie abllity and pathological lying. And that

-1 does not mean by any means that pecple with linguistie

. abflity aie pathologleal 1iars. But if you are making
a total pleture and you find this linguistic abllity,
it helps to confirm your diagnosis, as statisties
have shown. 7 |
Q Well, let us uo. now, Doctor. Healy wrote
his book and he dealt with young boys and girls; weren't
thﬁ the sub ject of his inquiries?

A Yes, sir,
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Q@ And you say that he says that people with
linguistic abilitio. indicate pathological liars, is
that what you said? A No, I did not say that.

@ Will you tell me. I was confused. A T said
that pathological liars commonly have linguistic ability.
Therefore, if youfind other symptoms along pathological
lines, and, in addition, linguistic ability, you have that
as confirmatory symptoms the way you do when 3bu are trying
to make a diagnosis of appendicitis or anything else.

Q@ As I understand it, so we can understand each other,
you have not diagnosed Mr. Chambers as a pathological liar,
whave you? And T think your answer to Mr.Cross's question
vas that he had a psychopathic personality, isn't that vhat
jou said? A I believe - I don't know whether these are
the right words to express it - but I was not allowed this
morning to give my analysis of what the basic unifying
causes and characteristics of this condition vas.

Q let me say, Doctor, and not confining ourselves
to this morning, but yesterday d4id not Mr. Cross say, in
substance, "Doctor, now assuming all of the facts are
true in that hypothetical question which I read to Dr.
nangpr,.and which you have got a copy of, and assuming
further that you recall the various vritings that you
had read of Mr., Chambers, which are in evidence, what

ig your opinioh as a doctor of the mental condition,
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;ithin the realm of reasonable certainty, of Mr. Chambers'
mental condition.* and I think, Doctor, if I recall your
answer, you sald that, in your opinion, he is suffering
from psychopathic personality without neuroses -- I will
read 1t to you:

"A In my opinion Mr. Chambers has been suffering
from a mental ailment known as psychopathic personality
without symptoms of psychosls or insanity."”

Now, Doctor, that is your opinion, is it not?

A Yes, sir,

Q And of course the words that I read themw did not
“inelude the words "pathological liar." That is quite evident,
Now, Doctor, you sald that you also had evidence of his
childhood or adolescence, the fact that he studied German
and French by himself, and also the fact that -- I was lost
there -- oh yes, that he did poor in geometry and I think
elther falled in gooﬁntry or poor in mathematics or something
like that. Does that count as a symptom, Doctor, of
anything - anything?

A I thought I had answered that, Mr. Murphy, and
that is that -- do you want me to explain?

@ No. What you are going to say is, you took it
2to consideration in getting at the whole picture, is that
what you are going to say? A Yes.

Q@ Doctor, so we can understand each other, here is
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what I am going to try to prove: If there are a
thousand :mtou, and if to each symptom a doctor
attaches the value of zero, a thousand times zero equals
Zero, isn't that correct? A Yes.

Q Andé that is what I am going to try toprove, so vc
will understand each other; that the 'buin that you apply
to each symptom is either non-existent or so small so that
no matteriov many we have, no matter how many times we
keep adding symptoms, the sum total is going to be zero.
That is my argument,

MR, CROSS: What is the question?

Q Now the question is, Doctor, what medical
significance did you atnéh to the fact that Mr. Chambers
admitted that he d1d poorly in mathematics and failed in
geometry? A Am I allowed to give my conception after you
have given your conception, Mr. Murphy? | |

Q I think we will do much better;, Doctor, not to.
Thigis a court of law and you are being oross-examined,
and I think I have the right, Doctor, to if I ask the
proper question ask from you an answer yes or no. And m
are not entitled as a matter of court procedure to ask me
uny.» But 1f you don't understand the question you can
ask that it be explained to you.

A I have no guutiana to ask, Mr. Murphy. I was
Just wanding ta know vhether I have the seew right as you
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have to state wvhat the general conception is, in terms of
which every single answer I have to give is related.

@ All the right that you have, Doctor, subject to.

. the Judge's ruli.,n;, is to answer q&ntiom. That is the
only right 'you haw in this courtroog. But you can ask
ghat any question be explained or you may explain any

T51p  ansver that you want,

Now, Doctor, thm were true of the facts con-
cerning Mr. Chambers, and I think you said that another
ﬁct that you had 'ni that he wasmot very much attached
to his brother. Do you know what other facts other than

“¢he episode at the high school graduation there was?
T think you satd that comprises all?

A Yes, sir.

Q@ Now, Doctor, you yourself have said as a psycho~
analyst that the early childhood raét. are rather impertant,
haven't you? A Yes, I have. 23

Q Did you say: "The underlying conception of psycho-
analysis callsattention to the impressionability of young
gissue” - that means a young person, I suppose, does it,
Doctor - "the underlying chmocptiim of psychoanalysis calls
attention to the impressionability of young tinno"?

A That 1s a blological term, yes.

Q That is te tissue in the baby's mind, I suppose?

A It refers to the whole organism, sir, the nervous



5-]_.p : Murray-cross 4138

system and everything else.
Q@ Young? A Yes, young.
. Q "The durability of the impressions received and
the determining effect of these upon the whole course of
development., If this is true, and there is sound evidence
| . Trom biology to support it, the oarlint experiences,
thmgh unremembered ly the subject may be lastingly important.
The m-holnsut mst 8o hek to the foctn-.
Now, the foetus 1s the riﬂt organism, that is
the child in the wry first stages, 1. that correct?
A In the womb,
Q In the womb? A Yes, o
Q "'rhopanhologi_-'t must go back to the foetus certainly
‘nat ;ﬁhtha expactation of explaining everything but vith
the hope of exposing soms of the doterminants of many
things."
Now, Doctor. wvhen you nid that in your book that
wvas a sincere bo:uof. wvas it not?
A Yes, sir. I still believe 1it.
Q And you -ﬁll believe 1t? A Yes.
!l_. CROSS: Mr. Murphy, will you give us the
book and the page, because we hw difficulty following 1%%
MR. MURPHY: The doctor says - he admitted 1it,
I éﬁn't know wvhether I have to give you the book and the

bage. It is one of the things the doctor said.
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| MR. CROSS: All right, if you don't want to.

THE VITNESS: That statement refers to research, |
the ultimate explanation of things, different developments,
;:bnl.d ro,qui»ro & thorough study from the very beginning.

That does not refer to making a diagnosis of individual
cases.
- Q Ia’;: me ask you this, Doctor: 4if you had the

opportunity and time, voulda't you tell this Court and
jury that you would like to exa‘ninﬁ Mr. Chambers to your
heart's content; give him all of the ﬁmption tests that
you lmoﬂ talk to him on a couch and réad all his writings?
Wouldn't you, Doctor, feel that then you would m#. a real
basis for giving a real opinion? '

A I would have a much better basis.

Q And m«uindly & much better opinion? A I wM't
say that necessarily. In »poyoholosy, J\utﬁu wvay we
did in surgery, we would use the word ;'curﬁcicnt." If
there ion sufficient evidence we would act, we would |

operate; and here 1f there is sufficient evidence we give

an opihion. For a scientist it is never enough. It
.‘ou on forever, There is no absolute end to his |
curiosities.

Q@ Iet us talk about surgiocal operations, then. Have
you ever known of ouoj vhere doctors have cut into people

and found out that they made a mistake although they thought
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they had sufficient evidence? A A great many,
Q A great many? A Yes.
And have psychologists made mistakes at all?
A great many,

Have you, Doctor? A A great many.

O H » O

Now, you agree, Doctor, do you, that the definition
of the term "psychopathic personality” is rather a vague

~ concept? A If you examine the literature you find a great
@ifference of opinion, and therefore it seems vague. I
ﬁs trying to explain to Mr. Cross's Question that I do
not believe that it actually is as vague as would seem on
the surface. ‘

Q Well, can you say tht the field luxuriates in a
riotus uncertainty, then; let us put i1t that way? A I
think that 1s too rhetorical for me.

Q Well, it 1is vague, Poctor, isn't it, under the
eoneaﬁt of most doctors? You might not think 1t is vague
but most doctors think it 133' i- that fair? A I would say
80,

Q DNow, Doctor, I think you told us two or three timl.
during the course of your direes cnmstnitton as e
psychiatrist and the pcycholo;'nt‘ work hand in hand;
that the psychologist ias aotuﬁllx the uxi‘vho conducts
sort of the laboratory work; he is the man who gives the

tests; he is the man who conducts the inquiry generally,
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and then reports his findings to the psychlatrist, who
makes the diagnosis based upon that test, I suppose,
and his own observations; 1is that correct?

| A 'That is the conventional way of doing it in
~@linice and hospitals.

Q@ Well, even amongst private doctors don't psychiatrists
uﬁd a patient now and then to a psychologist? A Sometimes.
Quite often they do.

@ In other words, it is the psychiatrist who forms the
diagnosis? A No, sir. |

@ T thought you just said that, Doctor? I thought
yousald that the psychologist is the technician; the
psychiatrist gives the opinion, A The --

Q@ Did you say that in words or substance? A If I
sald 1t I had not understood you quite,  The function of
the psychologist is to make a diagnosis on the basis of
his facts and tests. The patient then goes to the
psychiatrist, who can change that dlagnosis and say, '\uu.
I found out some more evidence and this is not true,"
and he ﬂuht send him back to the psychologist. But the
d1fference is that the psychiatrist trcttl.th. patient,
but as far as diagnosis goes, the psychologist has just
as much to say about it.  But if you are applying this
to me, Mr, Murphy, I have been practicing psychlatry since
1926, and I was the consulting psychiatrist in the 0SS, and



1lp Murray-cross 4142
therefore I have had an opportunity to fulfill both
functions.

Q@ What I was asking, Doctor, was to reaffirm vhat
I thought you had sald on at least two occasions yesterday;
that that vas the usual relationship between those two
types of professional men; and I think you did say that
that 1s vhat you sald in substance? .

A T think, Mr, Murphy, that the vay you repeated it
today the word "dlagnosis" got connected entirely with the
psychiatrist and you made the psychologist just a technieian
that had no opinion, came to no conclugions, just handed
“4in & lot of figures or something of that sort.

Q@ Well, yousay he expresses an opinion to the
p-ychiatrint_touothor with the outcome of his test, but
the pa:cpiatri-t does not necessarily take that opinion
as final; is that quite accurate? In other words, the
psychiatrist, as between the two, when they are working
together, has the final say?

A If he is in private prnetiéc that is his patient,
and naturally he has the final say. He might not come te
a comclusion himself for nine months until he is ﬁhrouch.

Q@ Doctor, when you were in Gss'and you were the
consulting psychiatrist you had the final say, didn't you?

A As far as dlagnosis went. |

Q Yes, all right. Now I think we can go on and nat'
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some concepta pretty clear in the jurors'! minds. You
said that Mr. Chambers in your opinion as a doctor --
oh, by the way, Doctor, generally speaking, psychologists
‘do not necessarily have an MD degree like yourself, do
they? A Not necessarily.

Q T mean there are a great many psychologists who
are not MDs? A Most of them.

Q@ Most of them? A Yes. |

@ Nowv, wvhen you said that in your opinion Mr. Chambers
had & psychopathic personality without symptoms of psychosis
or inpanity, does that in substance mean, the latter part
of it, that in your opinion he was not psychotic? I think
you aﬂ.d that, A Yes. The word "insanity" does not
mean something dirtorcnt‘ from payohonin.‘ Those are
equivalent terms. I wvas trying to explain the meaning of
psychosis. |

Q 8o ve can say that in your opinion Mr. Chambers is
not 1m¢§e. as we knov that as laymen? A lxu.

Q But he has a disorder of character, his personality?

A It is a mental ailment.

Q Wouldn't y_ou'duoribe 1t as a digorder of character?

A Character and mind are synonymous terms.

Q@ 8o that I would be correct in saying a disorder of
- character? A You could say a disorder of 'char_actcr;

disorder of mind.
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s Q@ I didn't ask you that. You could not commit a
kﬁont who had such a disorder, could you? A No, sir.
Q You could not? A No.
Q@ I have a definition, Doctor, from two doctors -
and I don't know vhether I am going to pronounce the names
- eomctly»-_strochr and Fbaugh., A Ebaugh, yes.
. @ Apre they pretty well recognized in the field?
" A Oh yes.
Q Now, the things tht you relied upon, Doctor,
in forming your opinion about Mr. Chambers, were those things
that you told us yesterday and nothing else, isn't that correct,
Doctor? A No. .
Q@ The various writings and the assumed facts in the
long question? A Yes.
Q In other words, let us put it this way, Doctor:
You relied on two things; one, the writing, and, two, the
facts in Mr. Cross's question, is that correct? A Yes,
that 1s correct.
Q Nothing else; 1in fact, to the exclusion of everything
else? A As far as I was able. |
Q@ Fine. Now, I think you told us, Doctor, t&at the
;ritinss that you relied upon were six poems and four prose
pleces, and those four pieces were "The Damn Fool," "The Play
for Puppets”, "In Memory of R.G." and "The Devil"; five book

reviews in the American Mercury; two articles in Time; and
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the translations of "Class Reunion" and the "Scorpion";
and then you also added "Samson and Delilah"; but then
Mr., Cross said that that was not in evidence. Had you
read "Samson and Delilah" translated by Mr. Chambers?

A Yes.

@ But in giving your opinion you have tried to

divorce that from your mind? A Yes, I have.

Q Now, Doctor, in analyzing those writings did you
realize that they were written at different times? A Oh jyes.

Q Yes? A Yes.

Q In other words, "rhe Damn Fool"”, "The Play for
Puppets”, "In Memory of R.G." and "Tandaradei" and the
poems were all written either when he was at Columbia or
within a short while after; I think the poems are dated
1926, And then the very next vritiﬁc that you have are
the book reviews in 194k; so there is a spread there of about
20 years. Then "The Devil" - that is 1948 - two articles
in Time, 1948, and then going back, two translations in 1929,
Now, you say you realized that there vni that split in time
that you did not consider in your evidence, so to speak;
in other words, you did not have a continuous run of
iitortturo? A No, I did not.

Q And you said that you considered that absence, did you,
in forming an opinion? A Yes, I did.

Q You knew, of course, that he wrote every week, let us
say, from 1939 to 1948,d1d you not? A No, I did not know that,

Q Well, didn't one of your assumed facts say that he was or
Ti{me and wrote book reviews and the cinema, religion, inter-
national news, and so forth, for a period of ten years?
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A I would assume he had.

Q@ Well, let us see, Doector, now. Assuming that those
are the faets, wouldn't you say that you read a rather
_meagre part of a man's writing? Wouldn't you say that -

I think the term you people use is a ialcetod sample?

A A small sample, yes, sir.

'Q@ A small sample, with that spread of years in there,
toe. In othor words, in the beginning, most of it was

in the oirly 208 and then only a few pleces in 1948 er
so. Did those facte disturb you at all whem you tried
te forl your opinion that you had just that sort of
selected sample, ittﬁ so many intervening years with
no sample? A The fact that I found some of the same
themes, sentiments and imagery in "The pevil” that I
did in th§ early ones and also others, confirmed me

in e supposition that there were scme persisting
dispositions that went right through the years,

Q. You can say right through the years, Doctor,
can you, when you don't kmow what took place in the

tatcrvtntag tUOnty ytnrl? A If a disposition is a

part of a porponultty in 1926 and is a part of personality
in 19i8, 1t hasn't gone out of a personality in the
l.unwhtlo and then returned.

Q How can you say? How can you say? A The
.knewlcag. of thn human org.nian, slr.

Q Wow you say dttpositlon. If a disposition exists
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in the early years, now, what were the facts that you
relied uﬁon from whieh you came to the conclusion that
there was a certain kind of disposition in the early
'208? What were the facts? A What were the facts?
on thi basis of the writing alone or the whole history?

Q@ Wo. Whatever it was, Doctor, that you had,

What were the facts from which you mow have told the
jury that there was a disposition? I want to get into
what the facts are, then I am going to ask you to define
disposition, but I think I should first know what the
facts are that you sald gave to you as a doctor the
fect that there was a dlsposition.

A The main disposition --

Q No. Tell me firit, Doetor, what the facts are
and then define the disposition. A The facts are, leaving
home, the eclass propheey -- |

Q Well, we don't know what that propheey was, you
know., You don't lmow, do you, Doetor?

MR, CROSS: Why don't you let him finish his
answer. | |

Q Do you know what the eclass proph;uyym?

All you know was that he was told to give nﬁt the propheey
he wrote, in faet did 1t; but what it was you don't know?

8

A Well, we know, Mr. Murphy, that it outraged |

\ ; \
-

the authorities enough to withhold his diploma.
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Q No. Walt a minute, Doetor. Point out if you
will - you have a ecopy of the typewritten Qquestion there -
‘ yhnrn it outraged the authorities. A He lost his
. diploma -- |
| Q Just a minute. Please stlck to the facts, see.
3:'0 are going to have trouble enough unless we get right
- down to the faets. Yow you have used the word outraged
the authorities. A T will take --

Q And you used the words lost the diploma. Now
tell us where that is in the question and we ean put our
finger right on it. A I will retract on the word outraged, |
sir. That was an exaggeration. I think the fact is
in the hypothetleal question that he dld not receive
his diploma on grudusttén on account of this aetion.

Isn't - isn't that true, sir?

Q I think It_ i1s that he d1ld not receive it that
day, yes.

MR, CROSS: .No, it is not, Mr. Murphy. He
sald because of this disturbance Chambers did not get
h13141plaua at the tine‘tha elaﬁi}grldnltod.

Q Well, I used "that day," and Mr. Cross uy{ "on the
d;ylthejtlauu gradknted,' There is no testimony, Doector,
that he did not in fact recelve the d;plqna‘ He did not

gtittbc day the other boys go}t 115, and he did recite |

2 eiqaq prophecy which he was told not to read. And
i e .
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'thoa'o are the only facts, Doetor, that you can assume,
All right, now, you were telling us that was ome of the

faets. A That indiested - you want me to stick to the

" . faets. Golng away from home, "Play for Puppets"”,

leaving Columbla before finishing his education, abandoning
democracy, and o,th@tu.

fhose faects, noetor, ._104 you to believe as a
psyehiatrist thA£ he had a dtnpoliﬁton_of some kind or
other? A I would ni t&t for a boy of early 20s
that there are a few possible loyalties - one , family,
uhogl, éqllego. country, ldoolog,’ mlifte__al ideclogy
like democracy, and religion. Those are six, There is
evidence that he repudiated all six., I would call that
a disposition to -- |

Q A disposition to - what? A Te form an antipathy
towards the vg_lm of his ¢ulture, his soclety, his
emmtﬁ.

Q Now tell us what disposition means, Docter.

A Disposition is a psychologlcal term that refers
toa l’t;vpothotied structure in the mind, in the personality,
whlch manifests itself under certain conditions in a |
eertain way. In otho:; words, you can't --

Q@ Well, can you tell 1it, Doetor, in ordinary
.ntnplo -

MR. CROSS: You don't let him finish his
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answer,

Q Vere you finished, Doctor? A Well, I was going to
say, Mr. Murphy, that we are not yet able to point to
structures in the brain and look into the brain with a
mieroscope, and therefore we can't define in psychologleal
or psychlatric terms, in terms of tangible objective
structures, and so we define them in terms of the mani-
festations of those structures which we conceptualize,
and that has been true and always will be true in
respect to the human brain.

Q Doctor, we are trying to learn in lay language
~if we can what you mean when you use the word disposition.
Wow I think Dr, Binger admitted that almost every human
act can be dortpod in simple everyday language, ovafy
human act. Now, Doctor, can you tell us, a group of
lay people, what you mean byht.poaltton in simple
language? A Disposition is the things in a person
which accounts for his behaving in a certain way quite
often.

Q Iﬁll, now, is it different than the man's will,
for 1aatanqo? A It may be different.

Q ‘wbll, do you say it accounts for behavior,
disposition acecounts for behavior? A It is a hypothesis,
Mr. Murphy, that is always msde in referring to the

brain. If a person acts in a certain way over and
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over again you have got to assume that there 1s some
strueture in his organism, in his brain, that accounts

~ for this kind of repetitive action. It is like the word
memory, for example --

Q I think I understand, Doctor. So on these six
things that you have pointed out to us in the early twentles,
or starting with high school, Mr. Chambers exhibited to you
& tendency to break down ecertain things in his head.

Would that be a falr but poor summary?

A I would say to be opposed to; perhaps, or disregard;
in some cases it would be disregard and other cases
définitely opposed to, and other cases to tear down,

undermine.
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Q All right, now. ©So that from these writings
in the twentles and in the elghteens or so when he got

out of high sehool, and then you saw it cropping up

‘agaln in 1948 when you read "The Devil" and the other

book reviews in 1944, is that what you say, Doctor?
A Yes, str. LS
Q@ Now did you read, Doctor, the "Historyef
civilization" in Life Magazine by Mr. Chambers?
A Wo. I have not road anything except what is listed
there. It was nct avallable to me.

MR, CROSS: It is not in evidence, Mr. Murphy.

P Q@ Did you read the article in Time on Pope Pius?

A I have not read anything except what was glven to me
and I have recited all the ones given to me,

Q@ I want to point out to the Jjury all of the things
that Mr, Chambers testified to on this trial, and point
out to them that you had really a very, very small
sample sop that they can Judge too whether or not your
analysis was complete emough., 8o even though you will |
have to listen te these subjects, you just tell me
yes or no whether you considered them; or suppose I
read them off and ask you one question:

| ‘ma' you read "The History of Clvilization”
in Life Magazine by Mr. Chambers, the story of the Pope
in Time? A Bs, sir, |
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The Time cover story on Arnold Tonybee?
No.
The stery in time on the singer Marian Anderson?

- On Reinhold Niebhour, the theologlan? A Yes,

On Albert Einstein? A Wo.
And the following translations: Fifteen Rabbits

by Feélix Salten; The City Jungle by Felix Salten?

A

O O © © » ©

A No.
Q
Q

No.
Bambl by Felix Sglten? A Wo.
Mother Mary by Heinrieh Mann? A4 NWo.
Cards and Kings by 'rralowf A YNo.
The Passionate Rebel by Lord Byron? A Wo.
Thistles of Baragon? A No.

Henri Dunant, the founder of the Red Cross?

The Great Crusade? A Wo.
And hundreds of stories in Time from 1939 on,

¢inema, religion, international news - you read none

of those? A Wo. Not in conneetlon with this trial,

I would like to be able to say one thing in connection

with thet, and that is from friends of mine who have

been on Time and Life in u.rtou- portoda in the put

I have been led to understand thlt these articles are

not entirely the werk of one man; that there are



Zmn Murray-eross 154
. research workers and people that correct the facts so as
to make sure of the acecuracy, and so forth, and 1t is |

-extremely difficult to tell that anybne artiecle in Time

or Life is the work of the one man. That may be incorrect.

That 1s one of the reasons why I say I did not ask that
a great effort should be made to furnish me with more
material. I oxuinqd simply what was given to me.
MR. CROSS: May we have & stipulation, Mr,
Murphy, that the only articles that you read off marked
as exhibits in this case are Pope Plus and the article
on Niebhour?
.\ MR, MURPHY: Yes, I will so stipulate, and

I suppose you will stipulate Mr, Chambers has testifled
under oath that he is the author or translator of the ones
I have read.

| MR, CROS88: I don't know about all of them,
butthty are not exhibits and therefore they could not

be presented te Dr. Murray properly.

'// - MR, MURPHY: You won't stipulate?
| // i MR, CROSS: I have not checked all of them,
4/ i MR, MURPHY: May we have some time to find
d / nese pages?
4; /"'Ii/ﬂ llﬁ. CROSS: If you g_l.v,.,o' us time to check 1t?

o ’ : MR, MURPHY: May we havq' a few minutes, your
Homor, to get the pages in the record?
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| THE COURT: How long will 1t take?

MR, MURPHY: About ten minutes,

‘MR, CROSS: I will stipulate if he glves me time
to check on them all, I know most of them, but I don't
think the Jury's and the Court's time should be taken if
I am willing to have someone check and later state to the
jury what they are. |

THECOURT: Can we take 1t subjeet to correction?

MR, CROSS: Yol',. yoar'nm‘zo'r. ' |

Q How did you ¥now from the assumed facts, Doctor,
that "The Devil" that you placed io much reliance on
was not written as a result of some researches of others
and editorial work by oﬁhnrl and does not contain mistakes?
A’ I would not be sure that there was not some
help on that. That was distinguished from the Time
u-tteiu by boing a longer article tht was signed,
and T happen to have read all the books that the article
was based on, and T take it that it did not require
a great deal of research. |
Q Really, Doctor, you don't thiak that that required
researeh, that story of "The Devil"?
A I sald a great deal of research and I had read
the four beoks that he mentiocned there.
@ Doctor, don't you know that it ‘13 a very, very

common practice for authors to have researchers -
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all authors? A All authors?

Q Don't you kmow that, Doetor? A I d1d not know
that all authors have researchers, no.

Q Well, a large percentage of the well known authors
have researchers. You know that, Doctor?

A Including pot_t;a. and novelists, and so forth?

Q I am only asking what you know, Doctor.

A I did not know that.

Q But you have no knowledge mth‘r or not the
article that you have read entitled "The Devil" was written
by _ltr.(!hnbo_rs_wit;h or without researchers and with or |
without editorial ecorrection? A I do not know that.

- Q Now, Doctor, let me see ir I understand agaln
what the perception tests do, or how they help a doctor.
I think you utd,.gonorglly speaking, a subject, if you
interview him, you hear him and you put down or learn
what ho says. That is one method of securing pertinent
information, and the second aad the third methods are
by those tests, and they develop (1) what the witness
lmm’but ordinarily don't tell, and the next is what
‘the witness does not know and what he does not tell;

In other words, the subconscious, and the other one
whi he knows but he does not want to tell, and those
tests that psychologists and pyschiatrists have devised

they bring out these latter two, and I think you
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told us that you have studied these writings that you have
deseribed because they reveal to you something in that
category that I have numbered 1, 2 and 3 that you ean
put your finger on a8 2 or 3. In other words, they reveal
to you either what Chambers knew and would not tell or
what he did not know and could not tell, Is that
“eorrect, Doctor? A Also 1.
Q@ But you did not attach too much importance to 1,
did you? I think you taid that the nub is 2 and 3.
A T sald that those techniques were devised so as to
get 2 lnd‘é, but you also get some of 1.
Q But didn't you say that was one of the reasons
why you were able to do it with regard to Hitler?
You sald you did not count too much on Mein Kampf but
did get a lot of material from the various apo‘eh.-
because of this technigue that you have that revealed
Wo. 2 and 3. A That includes Mein Kampf.
Q@ But Mein Kampf is nﬁt he has said. I mean
elther he ecould have sald anything, 1, 2 and 3 were
the hidden things and they aro}revoqlcd in the writings
and speeches, A Well, that is what Mein Kampf 1=,
That 18 a writing and it is revealed there too.
Q The principal oﬁo though is 2 and 3?7 A Yes,
Q And you get those by youﬁ experience in the use

of these tests? A Yes, sir.
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Q Wow in comnection with the facts that you relied
upon here, 2 and 3 come from the writings and from what
you eould plek out of the assumed facts, because the
!:iﬁ-.d facts are all based, for the large part, upon

Chambers' testimony. There is other testimony in
there but for the large part it is Mr. Chambers', is
that correct, Doetor? A If I understand you, yes,

Q@ What I am trying to say 1ls that these different
cctogorlcs that you d.ncrtbo as 1, 2 and 3, you have
pieked them out in this case from two sets of things;
2‘.nd 3 you pilecked out from the writings and also from

“the assumed facts, and the No. 1 from the assumed facts
only. A You are making me say something that I do not
believe, Mr. Murphy.

Q@ I don't want to do that, Docter. Suppose we
start over again: Can we say, Doctor, that you relied
upon two sets of things (1) the writings you have
described and (2) the assumed facts and nothing else,
is that correct? »

A Yes, that is true.

Q Ana from both of those things you have been able
to learn (1) what Mr. Chambers has sald and (2) what
he knov and did not say, and, what he did not know
and could not :ayt

A Those three divisions, Mr. Murphy, are not
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appropriate to this question here. I don't make a
~division that corresponds to this classification in
dealing with this matertial.

For example, if I am talking about a disposition
of aniip.thw against the values of your culture I don't
know to what extent Mr. Chambers was congelous of that
at the age of 24, Iﬁ is obvious that he was to a certain
extent conscious, because he did certain definite
willed acts, but there proﬁably was & large unconselous
element in it, but to what extent 1t is conselous and
to what extent unconscious I cannot say. I eannot

put it in those three categories.
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Q 8o that thoro is no sense 1n my asking you to
puk out vhioh were the unconscious? A I am lfraid not ,
.3.1'.

Q@ You can't tell, Doctor, what a man is thinking,
san you? A Can I tell? “

Q Yes. A At the moment?

Q. an. A If he 1s talktns his thousht: out 1oud

T can tell a number of his thoughts or part of his thoughts,
but 1f he is having more thoughts than he can tell me, those

thoughts I am not aware or.

Q@ In simple language, you understand vhat the man
says? A Sometimes.

Q@ Well, assuming that you were talking to a boy you
met on the street and the boy said to you, "Is that bus

green?" - now, vhat was meant by all of that talk was that

you knev that the boy was thinking whether or not that bua
;ru green; isn't that what you mean? You don't mean
anything more recondite than that, do you?

A/ I will “,,,“ to that question.

Q You do mean something more abstruse than that?

A There might be & 10t of other weenings --

Q@ Yes, but do you know? A No, I don't know,

Q@ In other words, as you sit there on the witness

‘clair or in your office, as a doctor, all you know about a
person's mental operations is vhat he is then telling you?
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A No, not entirely.

Q  You know something more,do you? A Yes.

Q Tell us vhat move 1s it that you know? A He
does things with his body that express operations of his
mind, and those are used as diagnosite clues.

Q Give us an example. = Supposing you are talking
to a man about making a date for lunch on the corner of
tho pereet. and he kvops doins that with his feet (tapping) -
what 1s he thinking about oth.r than trying to agree on a
place _and time for lunch?

A He might give indications - not quite that one -
although that might be part of i, that he did not really
ot S have Ik with you; that he felt that this vas
an sbligation or a mtter of duty, and be vas in a per-
tmotoﬁ way making a daﬁ vhere he was showing -~

Q@ Well, Doctor, let us suppose he had to go to the
bathroom -~ o |

MR. CROSS: You asked him what that would signify
m you cut him off, I think you ouzht to let him finish.

MR, mmz: I am norr;r, Doctor. if 1
Mmp&d. ’

THE WITNESS: It 1s all rixht. -lr.

Q Would you continue., A I think I have said
~ enough to nllaa my mmins:pliin“ thit the man shows in
all kinds of gestures and emotional expressions and
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movements of his body certain feelingsand emotions that
m going on. | ‘

Q And you can tell vhat those are? A And you make
certain inferences from those just the way you do from
speech, Spuch; as many people have sald, can be uged
to conceal thought as well as to communicate it,

Q  Doctor, these inferences that you draw, are they
correct inferences or are they Just inferences? A They
. may be correct and they m‘y not be correct,

Q' 8o that whether you know what is going on or not
can be divided into knowing and not kmowing? A Can I explain
my ansver to this question?

Q Yes, please, because I am confused, A Because if
you ask me to give a definite answver of knowing or not
kno;lns on any one item, as a scientist I could not possibly
gsay definitely that I know, We don't work that vay., We
;ut for accumulation, a multiplicity of observations, and

then the relations of those observations. There are |

LN
AN

certain things that belong together, and when you f!.nd*f\‘.
them together - like temperature or high leucocyte ‘cpmﬁl‘“@.
in the blood and & pain in the right lower quadrant ==

.
A
A\

Q That might be appendicitis? A You might say \

appendicitis, perhaps. But temperature alone » Jou 3 "

. make & diagnosis of appendicitis on temperature alone.
Q Some doctors do, don't théy, Doctor? A I dan't\}jk

.

i
\:\

SRR s
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know of any doctors who do that on temperature alone.

Q Doctor, so that the jury can understand your
solentific viewpoint, can't you say in words or substance
. _ehnt 7ou do not know, either as a doctor or as a man,
vh;t 2 man 1s ou!rtntly thinking about when he is talking?
Ten't that a fair assumption, Doctor? A I would say yes
to that in quotations.

Q@ Doctor, you said also, if I remember one of your
answers, that Mr, Chanber'-val a glib and fluent talker,
Now, what facts either in the assumed facts or in the
writings d1d you get that fact from? A My memory, Mr,
Murphy, is that I used those expressions "glib and fluent
talker" when I was describing a psychopathic personality.

Q@ Not necessarily Mr. Chambers? A At that time I
was not roéerring to Mr. Chambers, wvas I?

Q I don® know. That was my question. I wanted
to knoﬁ how you would know that, not having seen the man.

A If you asked me that in relation to Mr. Chambers
T would only have two very small pieces of evidence, and
I ﬁuld not rate them highly, and I never included these
in my list of evidences. |

Q You would not rate them highly, you say? A These
th little facts. .

Q What are those facts? A Well, one is- that he is

a vritor who has to write a lot and often, as editor of
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Time, and there is a tremendous pressure, and fluency in
':?“m is very often correlated with fluency in speech,
but that is a very small matter. The other one is -~

the other one I ‘vould ‘nthor put down 'u; perhaps, ease

of telling a falsehood. - When he wrote to -~

Q To the Dean? A -~ to Professor Van Doren and said,
"I told a lie quite simply."  That has more to do with
glibness in lying than it has with fluency of speech.

Q But you said you dia not rate them very highly?

A I do not rate those highly. I included that phrase
in the description of psychopathic personality because it

ig very common, but I have not heard Mr. Chambers talk,

T don't know.

Q@ You don't knoir? A No.
MR, MURPHY: May we have a recess nov, your Homor?
THE COURT: Yes. |
(Short recess.)
Q@ Doctor, you said that one of:I believe the
charecteristics or symptoms or one ‘of the facts that you
took into consideration to come to the conclusion that Mr,

‘Chambers had a disposition to be sort 'of‘nocul vas the

11e that he had made to Professor Van Doren, and I vas

wondering, Doctor, whether in your '&n’im-d facts you vere

_ acquainted with the entire letter that he had written to

the Professor? A I am sorry, Mr. Murphy, I d4id not use
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that fact as an evidence of his asoclal disposition.
] VQ Oh, then, you used it for some basis for glibness
©f'thinmk, or somsthing? A I 4id say 1t had a slight
motim with it
| .Q Pid you ha'nlthn opportunity, Doctor, of reading
the letter? A Yo, I have not been shown the letter.
Q Doctor, I am going to read you the entire letter,
" and 1t 18 in ovidenes. It is dated September 15, 1924,
"Pear Mark:" -- Protojnor Van Doren was his faculty
adviser at the time., |

"Dear Mark:

"Perhaps you have returned. I asked Dibble and
Neff, but they did not seem o know.

}'I have tméiniant news: I am returning to
college. I should have vamd‘you sooner had I known
;harc to reach xbu.

“There are several reasons for the return.

4 \;ant to see §h¢ Dean this morning and gave him the

minor reasons. They were the desire of my parents to
have lnsmét.atcd ¢hild, my own desire to complete what
I had begun, md a wish to specialize in history. I
lied to him quite simply and told him I wanted to teach
history. | After all, vhat he unﬁd to be sure vas that
I vould stick, and my major reason is nom} of the Dean's

affair.
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"Indeed it is 2 new one of my own, which I am
content to have entre nous. I have an unconventional
ﬁ.p;rtacr»iﬁ'thia wvorld for whom I care very much, and
it 1s she who is urging me to this reversal. e
' peed to analyze the basic feminine motive in getting
me again in harness where, in a way, she can at once
suido and encourage. She agrees (and in this I think
dho 1s right) that my present job ideally permits me to
study. I shall keep it and pay my ovn vay. And I am
happy to do what she wishes.”
Parenthetically, he was working at the publiec
1ibrary at night.
i "I tell this as lightly as possible. But
1nu‘-nst judge by the facts. It 18 not pleasant to
play inconsistent. I have fewer illusions about colleges
than when I left.  And fewer about the value of education
or evaé of mtclllsonoc. I think the level of culture,
like the level of folly and evil, remains constant in nearly
nli generations and our endeavor to screwv 1t up wholesale
is a vasteful and revolting debacle. I could name
on one hand the boys for whom I think the last four
years of eollcss'hav' done a real good. It would take
more than two to count over those to whom I have seen it
do a real harm, I find that very depressing and, with

one or two exceptions, I find the faculty as depressing
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e u the students. I do not know whether you will be
- able to understand hov much go.
"But I am trusting. thnt I shall have very
. um. time to see these things. I want to carry
Qi-(hmn points of work;"
ﬁt is a t‘airly good class program, isn't 1t?
A (No answer,)
v Qs "M that, with my job and my other activities,
shmuld h.eap the measure.
A I vas asked to mr.'that, and the answer is I don't
kmow vhat eighteen points at Oolmbia -

Q \fell, eighteen points at mrvtrd vould be eishuon
hour' of vork, would 1t? A They don't use the point system
thnre. sir. : g |

Q -- You willifavor me very moh 1f you will undertake
uy ldviaorthip again, I nlr havo an occasional blank
to ti;n.,’b'ut, aside from tl;pt.' vill endeavor to bear
myself with mctitudn‘.‘ nmntymd decorum,

"I have mtun wn littu for the past month.
All my vintor's work nmr mu to m vhrx thin. It 1.
too personal to be umins l.nd I ;tiuva mt to bclievo
T wae ever so wnhappy. ‘80 X hnvc put it by. I have
seldom felt so eager und 80 \aative. | mﬂnr or not I
write is a minor cmiantaog o Al

y o nupposc you luvo been htvins a vond-rful

|
[\

B es =% i v
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gaunter about Europe. If I drop in a fev days hence
p.r-hnpa you will find a moment to tell me how you are
and a little of what you have déno. '
"I see your book is to come out soon. I am
glae. |
| "Sincerely,
"Whittaker,"
Doctor, anmuns that that 18 the lotter and

‘that is the instrument in which lr. Chambers sald "I lied

to hin quite :inply, do you think, Doctor, that that

5168

ecould be considered by a p:ychoiogiat as evidence of lying?

A Yes, sir.
Q How would mu rate 1t?  Highly? A I don't
undtri’und vhat you mean by utin;

Q "hll, before you said that there were two facts
mioh you didn't rlto too hlghly, and Ivas asking you how
you would rate th:t under thc samml bnuinntion "lie "¢

A I wmxld rate that about ndium.»

Q Hav. Dootor. vhcn wu are mlyzinz u aubjcct und

get into tha doulm of lm,da you con-:ldar the purpo.o of

the lie at all? A Oh nl.

Q' In othpr vordl. tho pnrpou of a lie, the reason for

the 110 hu a ai;nincm« to a dootor, dou it not?
| A If we can nna out vhat 1t really is.

Q Vell, ror 1natanco, Doctor, tho lies that we tell
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dally; for instance, & woman says the size of her shoe

1s 6-1/2 and 1t is 8. Do you attach any significance
to that at 011?‘ A Just by itself, no.

Q Well, even assuming that is one of the facts that
you pick up and eventually form a total picture, you don't
include it at all in that picture, do you? A I would say
et 14Vas = 1% vould b very peculiar for a woman to say
that her size of her shoe was 3 degrees off from what 1t V.ll.
When you can look down and see.

Q 3 degrees? A I thought you said 5.

@ 6-1/2 and 8, A Oh, I thought you said 5, 6-1/2
and 8.

Q@ It would be peculiar you say? A It depends who
she tells 1t to and whether --

Q Assuming she tells it to a2 shoe salesman vhen she
is buying & Pair of shoes? A I would have to knowv whether
she m ignorant or whether she really wanted to buy a pair
of shoes, or some other fact, |

Q Assuming that gshe was a college gduclted woman ,
that she wanted a pair of shoes, that her foot size was 8
and she asked the salesman for 6-1/2? A Well, I suppose
tlnt I ﬁould infer that she vas forgetful about the fact
that she had bought other pairs of shoes size 8, a good
many of them probably, in the past.

Q@ VWell, assuming, Doctor, that she was one of your
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gdjects and thjt was just one of the incidents that you
asked her about, would you consider that as part of the
subject ntfor upon which you would rely in order to form
a diagnﬁsiﬂ A If one of the things I was interested in
vasmemory for practical details, I would consider that vas
important.  If that vas not an issue in her case I might
cmidtrl 1£ entirely insignificant.

@ Doctor, I take it that perhaps T am vrong that you

' o not diagnose the patient first without hearing the facts?

Pon't you hear all the facts first and then dlagnose 1t
later? A Yes, sir, |

Q T mean, it would certainly be wrong medical
practice, particularly for & psychoanalyst, to give his
opinion in advance of hnu'inl the facts? A Certainly.

Q Well, hovw do you dismiss 1t? Take this incident
of the ladybuying shoes; ‘you can't dismiss it, can you,
Poctor, right awey or == A No. |

Q -- you wait wntil you get all of the facts?

A You would hold it in mind to see wvhether 1t 1is

significant and relevant to other facts that you obtain

~as you go on.

Q And then you would rule them out or include them?

A Yes. ‘ N

Q Yes. And you say it becomes important to hlrn the
vationale, the reason behind the lie, if there is a reason?
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A Yes, I think that is important.

© Suppose there is no reason at all; that i1g a pretty

good sign, isn't 1t? A Pretty good sign of wvhat, sir?

Q Of a good psychopathic symptom. A That I could
not say yes to because there is the difference between the .‘
rational reason that helps in immediate social adjustmnt\h‘
and reasons that have to do vith the imaginations that a
man has in regard to himolrj and those might be classed,
if we have to uke a diviiion. as irrational reasons, but
they are very 1nportant to his make-up.

Now, in this particular case, Mr, Murphy, I
would say that that vﬁs a very good friendly letter,
would dilpozé me in favor of this man, but lmovint that
_after writing that letter, vhich vas September 1924, that
he left Columbla in 125, in the winter of '25, would make
& great deal of difference. Here 1s a man vith great
fluency of expression and can write an apﬁealing letter,
‘no you trust him. I would say this man will surely |
finish his education. And then in three nontha he u olt.

. I would count that as very important. ] Pl A«\\ T

N

Q What were the three months that you added up ¥

W
r‘
Poctor? A I am sorry. The term is rour months. Iy,

told he ended - he left at the end of the first term,

: " ag w‘s\
125, the winter of '25. \ S\
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Q Well, the fact that a man intends to remain in
college and then leaves, does that have some significance,
Doector? A Why, yes.

Q It does? A Yes.

Q bou it have a significance to a psychistrist or
& psychologist when you leave at the end of a term?

A If 1t ‘1: connected with a great many other
instances of lack of persistence and lack of enduring and
lasting purpose and loyalty, yes.

Q Well, let us attach it only to schooling, and the
facts are here that the boy is a high school graduate and
that he vent to college, and that at the end of the sophomone
year M‘mto this play, and he left not voluntarily, he m
ot discharged or expelled; he was told to get out, and then
he came back. Would you ny. that with regard to schooling
it .how.rad no attachments there at all or no consistency of
purpose?  Wouldn't 1t show just the other way, he had
cwhud his elementary school, high school, and gone to
f;o nd a lnlf’a.m of college - that shows a rather strong |
tttaehuné to hlmng. it seems to me?

A Vell, after hisMeving left once and then returning,

I would regard the utmiu as important, as an evidence that
he hnd ‘some ﬁmn of purpose or steadfastness, but the fact,
af'ter writins that, I would say, appealing letter and
apparently sincere letter, to leave at the end of a term when
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he only had a little more to carry him through - I would
;ay mt sparticularly in conjunction with the fact that
this man has real intellectual interests and he is of
superior intelligence, and therefore college has something
to offer him --

Q Well, most people who attain greatness in after
11:., vhen you. find out they left in the middle of their
college career, does that mean anything at all? Does it
mean that had they stayed they would have becom better,

or something like that? A I don't think you could say that,
You can't generalize it., Give me special cases and tell
me exactly vhat the conditions are and I might be able to
make a guess.

Q You might be able to make a guess? A Possibly.

Q Now, Doctor, assuming that he left college at the
end of his Junior first term to join the Communist Party;
that he became interested in that philosophical concept or
ideal; when a man leaves college for what appears to him
to be a good and sufficient reason you do not attach any
real diagnostic opinion to that, do you, Mor,. as a real
purpose for leaving? Just change those facts., Assume
he had no more money, i1f his parents were paying, and he
¢ould not work, and that that was the reason he left -
there is no signifigance to that? |

A If you wvant me to assume something entirely different
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from what we have in the hypothetical question I might say
yes - no more money - perfectly reascnabls.

Q@ And the reason that yoddo not attach much
gignificance, Doctor, is because there i1s a good and
sufficient reason belind the leaving; isn't that right,
Poctor? A If it is necessary, yes.

Q 1In other words, the reason is there; it ig a valid
reason; the lack of funds, Mr, Chambers' reason for
leaving wvas that he wanted to Join the Commmunist Party,
which he d@id. He went down and lcnochﬁd on the door
himself, Doesn't that remove it, Doctor, from irhatovor
stigma there is in leaving college, to a doctor?

A TNot to me, sir, because it means abandoning two
things at once: abandoning college and abandoning demo~
eracy.

Q Vell, assuming that he had a real, sincere reason
or purpose, a firm Wu. would you attach any medical |
significance to the fact that 1t disagreed with your ideas
of @emocracy? A I didn't understand that question, |

Q. If Mr. Chambers, if you assume, Doctor, that he
had a real burning desire to become a Communist because
he felt that that was the philosophical approach to all
of the Qorld'l troubles; assuming that he was sincere in
that belief and he went tol the Party and joined up, and,
of course, left college because he went with the Party -
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does that have a msdical significance because he abandoned
democracy in doing that? A I would say that in con-
junction with all the other breakings of associations,
that this is Jjust another one; and considered in relation
to the oth;rl. it is significant. I do not see any
necessity there -- if you ask me or tell me that a man
decided to commit murder and left college for that purpose,
T do not think that I would rate that as a very high motive
for abandoning his eduoat‘ion.

Q Well, you would not rate it very high in con-
sidering whether or not hehad ittaohmn’u to learning,
would you? A It would mean that he preferred murder to
learning,

Q Yes, but that is a concept that has nothing to do
with your diagnosis. If the reason is sincere and rational .
that is my point, Doctor -~ if it is a sincere, rational,
firm soneiotion Shat he 14 doing%'the right thing by joining
the Communist Party as a philosophical concept, would you
say that 1t has significance? A Mr. Murphy, the point I
am making i1s that 'he shifte; that he is not reliable in
hil attachments; that he joins the Communist hrtj and in
1929 he 1s out of the Commnist Party --

Q Well, we are ‘omv to come to that, Doot;)i';sa But
you say that that break, the 'broik from college to tiu Party,

1s some evidence of shifting; can e put it that way?
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A I would say so, sir,

Q And do you rate it high, medium or low? A On the
high side.

Q@ ©Now, Doctor, I think you said that there were a
mi- of different types or kinds of psychopathic
porsonalities, and then you listed Quite a fow different
ideas. Dr. Binger called them symptoms or characteristics -
1; that vhat you mean too? In other words, you said lying,
stealing, drug addiction, alcoholism, and so forth. Are
those tjpes of personalities or are they characteristics
or .mt‘om or evidences?

A They are different forms of behavior. Different
types of psychopathic personality are marked by one or
another of these types of behavior. And then there are
certain mixed types where you find one individual showing
two or three forms.

Q Well, you gave us sort of a rundown on what were
the common tjpu_, is that correct? A Yes, sir. I mentioned
the commonest forms of behavior.

- Q And you have no evidence here, have you, Boctbr.
of drug addiction or alcoholism orynxull' abnormality?
We have ruled those out, haven't we? A We have ruled out
drug addiction and alcoholism.
~ Q And not imoml_ sexuality? A I would not rule
that out, Mr. Murphy.



15 | Murray-cross 8177

Q Well, let us find out what the facts are, Doctor.
That is rather a nrioﬁs thing. Tell us, Doctor,
the facts that you have relied upon in these tvo things
that I have called them, the hypothetical question and
© the vritinuy from which you rely on the diagnosis of not

}mn‘ng itait, A I have not included that in my list of
Qﬁbnoe.a or list of symptoms, but I could not exclude it
" en account of the poem "Tandaradei} vhich shoﬁ‘. I would
say, fairly clearly to almost any reader an abnormal vlc;
or expression of sexuality, and on that account you could
not rule it out.

Q Well, let us see, Doctor, assuming you are right -
and I want to go over that answer again - that would be
one evidence or one symptom in all of the various things
you got, is 'that right? A I have not counted 1\t\; ‘Mr.

Murphy. I have not counted 1t because -~
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”-'"" | Q You realize what a serious thing it ls to say that,

Doetor; that a person has a psychopathlic personality of

il
>‘tho abnormal = sexuality type? Are you telling the jury

4 )that about this man you have never seen?

/A I bave sald, I think twice, that I am not saying

/ hat.

’/

% /Q You just don't want to rule it out of all of
the different types of personality because of a poem,
is that right? A I was saying that in ny belief Mr.
Chambers belongs to a mixed type with prineipal emphasis
on lying, deceiving, stealing and certain other manifestations.
That would make him a mixed type. I would not inelmh
ibnoml sexual ity because there is not enough evidence -
to put him in that e¢lass or even ineclude it, and I have
not nntlonod it, but if you ask me whether I can
sbsolutely rule it out I am not absolutely able to %
rule it out.
Q On the facts that you have and those are the

only facts we are concerned with, you don't have any
1nﬁ§pqpa§nt facts that have been denled to the jury?
A 'No.

'f.Q You are relying exclusively on tﬁo-. two things,

tw hypothetical question and -- A Oh yes, yes.

.=,/"j'/“! Q You sald up at Harvard you hire psychopathic

ﬁoraom.lttiu at a dollar an hour, How do you find

f//
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them in the first instance, Doctor? A I did not say that,
Mr, Murphy. I am sorry.
Q@ I thought you said that you do have - maybe I
ean get the page - reading from page 4070:
"But for two reasons I have had some opportunity
that was a little, perhaps, unusual: one is that
in the college population there are a certaln
number of mychéphthlc- pqrsmllﬁtin in every
college population, and we have been making studies
of college students over the years; and in many
cases we pay them to come, we pay them a dollar
an hour to come to do certaln tests and experiments;
and a psychopathle personality is very willing to
eéme and be studled for a dollar an hour, He
does not want to be treated because he is all right,
but to be studied he will. So we have had a few
cases we have been able to study in great detall.”
Now, Doctor, tell us, please, how you get
these psychopathle peronalities to ecome to your elinie.
| A We don't get f.ho psychopathlic pemonalities to come
to our clinie. We go to the employment office and ask __
for students that would like ‘to tm} p;rt‘ in prorimtg,
and in the course of those experiments one of the volunteers
turns out to be, to some extent, a psychopathle pcr»louulttvy.‘

We don't go and look for them,
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Q Well, those who come at your request, are they
necessarily psychopathle perscnalities? A Oh no. We
ﬁavo quite & few - I mean not many of them.

Q Not many at Harvard? What sampling have you done,
Doctor? Maybe we can expand this: how many psychopathie
personalities have you found in say the la®t year at
Harvard? A I have not done any of these researches
in the last year, We have Jjust begun in September.

Q Well, when was the last time that you dia?

A Before the war. |

Q@ Well, let us say back in 1939, how many peychopathie
Personalities did you find at Harvard?
| A That question T could not possibly smswer, I did
not examine the entire Harvard population and determine
how meny psychopathie personalities there are.

Q Maybe we could get a sample, Doctor, and then
extend 1t by multiplying 1t by the number of students.

A That would not be possible, sir,

Q. Isn't that sometimes done in research? You take
the sample and then you extend it by multiplying 1t by
the full total? A If you do that you have to take
what is ecalled a roproaoutaftvu sample ; that is a certain
number of boys from the West and Rast and different
ages, high schools, private schools, ete,, ete,, and

then you get a'reprusontatlve sample, and under those .
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conditions if you have enough of them you might, with a
gertain degree of certainty expand that for the whole
population. |

ve do not operate that way at all. We have
a selected sample and start with that because they are
the bcyl that are working thnir way through college,

- or at ltast would like some rununoratton. and under
tho:. ceadtttona we are s.tttng only tholo boyl who
do wnnt thn lonoy.

Occasionally we opornto under othor conditions,
where n get ‘some who Jnat volunteer Jnst. for the
gxportqneo. we have a great many different ways of
doing 1t but there is no possible way of determining
the percentage of psychopathle personalities at Harvard
or any other college.

Q Talking about samples, Doetor, doesn't it become
important to get, in order that the complete diagnosis
be accurate, as representative a sample as possible?
In_o;h-r words 1if you tpak_tho boys say who are on}y
working their way through Harvard or did your experiments
end tests with them and then extended 1t by multiplying
1t by the number of students and 8o forth, that would
not b‘va good diagnostic answer, would 1it, Doc tor?

A It would be a poor way of finding out about

Harverd students. We are not trying to find out about
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Harvard students.

Q@ But I mean one of the basie concepts in psyeho~
analysis is the accuracy of the sample. It has to be a
representative of the sample in order to come to some
real good conelusion? A Wo, sir.

Q Any kind of a sample is all right? A It depends

what you are interested in. Lol
v Q well, Doctor, the sampling of the men, for tnstanee,
at 088, 1f you took only SO men, would that be a falr |
sample of what the findings were for 30007

A I do not see your point, Mr. Murphy, but that is
not what we are alming at.

Q No, Doctor. What I want to say 18 just that when
you take samples in order to form an opinion you have
to take representative samples? Otherwise you are |
stacking the cards, aren't you?

A If you are tryln‘g, for example in regard tooé&,
if 1t was my u.t- to make a statement about 3000 men ths\x\
went through 038, then I would have to take a large |

and representative sample.

For example, we examined about 800 of tm .f‘fff
as a test of the errors and vallidities of our .théd?

and we thought that 800 was a fair sample out of 3ood%J¢ X

B

but in the case of Harvard students we are not eonoomdﬂ i
L7 S
L ‘\

with l;king any statement about Havard College or o.nyt_ht*g‘\;;.



~§ﬁn6 Murray -c¢ross 4183
else.

Q Let us take the example you gave this morning,
Hitler. I think you said that you had a falrly complete
eollection of all the various speeches, and the one book
that he had written. Is that correct?

A I 414 not say it was a falr sample. I sald I had
all the speeches that were translated inte English in a
"book. He must have made hundreds beyond that.

Q But you had a falrly representative sample of
all of his utterings, let us say? The point I want to make
there, - we won't fence about it - 13 we have not had
enoygh samples of Mr, Chambers' writings? Won't you agree
‘with that? A I would agree, as I sald before, it is
a small sample.

Q You did consider, Doctor, the appliecation that
Mr. Chambers made for a passport in the name of David
Breen in 1935 as some evidence of his lying propensities,
did you not? A That was included, yes, e

Q }nd then I think you sald that that passport
application had nine false ltﬁt-pnts on it, or some
figure about nine. Wow do you, Doctor, in totaling the
number of lies that you rely updn break down the
application so as to get as many lles in each one or
do you consider it as just one false act?

A Rather one false act.
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Q 4nd, Doctor, do you assume that the purpose of
getting that passport, Mr. Chambers' purpose, in that
name, was because he was ordorod'by his Communist superiors
to do just that, and he was tumuhyd by his superiors
with birth certificates from which he ecould put false
information eorresponding to those birth certificates
in the application? Have you assumed those facts?
In other words, that he was s Communist funetionary who
was golng abread to set dp & Communist apparatu: in
London undor fhat fletitious name, do you aseribe to
the fact that he made that false application any real
significance if you knew those purposes?

A I would inelude 1t under lying.

@ You would? A Yes, sir,

.Q Even though you usmﬁd that it was done pursuant
to orﬂnra?. A T would consider that beilng ordered
%o 2ie 48 net o sufficient reason for lying.

Q Well, assuming, Doctor, that an American soldier
ls captured and his instructions are to give nis name,
renk and number, and they press him further from the name,
rank and number and he lies from that point on as to
where he was previously billeted, what his outfit was,
/Fnd so forth, would you aseribe to that action of that
: soldier some symptom of a psychopath?

A It is the difference between war snd peace, Mr.
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Murphy, as I see it; the difference between killing
a fellow American and killing an enemy in war.
| MR, MURPHY: Now may I have the reporter read -
Aw question. I did not guite follow the answer.
| (Question read.)
; THE WITNESS: My answer was not responsive.
Only to this extent, that war has --
‘ m com: I think you should msni that yes
or_;n‘o' if you can. | | ‘
| THR WITNESS: A1l right, sir. Is that
p:ychop;thlc? No.
L Q It would not b'? A It would not be.

,Q And the reason, Doctor, is that 1t has behind it snyny

.ﬁttoul r.mn? A I would not put 1t that way. I

'eiﬂd say 1t has a loyalty behind 1t.
Q A loyalty rouon? let us l.uvo it that way.

All right, Now whtn nr. Chambers nppllod for the |
Job with the Govermment in 1937, the WPA, when he m\
otill a ceumniat, I think you told us mt the false .
ltatmntt in tha.t application were also evidence of :- \
lying and one of the fovldoncn ‘th_pt you econsidered in
u'rivins ut your optnloa. Doct.or, 1r you assume
thl.t lt the time lr. Gh.lbcrl did jult that he was a
co—gnut, an underground paid funetionary of the

Communist Party, but that he wanted te break away
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from the Party and that for a period of years just

prior to that he had no identity as such; he was

living uuﬁ-.r fietitious names, sometimes only first names,
.. Aand his purpose in getting a job with the Government was
" te outablish himself, establish an dentity, so that 1f

‘he was found in a barrel some day they would know who

he was éth.r than just a man about 35, and that was

his purpose in getting that joﬁ, _nnd he went to his

Communist friends and got ihotr help, Communist friends

in the Government, and got their help getting the job,

but since he was still a member of the Party he could

ngt tell all of the things truthfully, but he did tell

the correct age, date of his birth, the correct eity,

hu‘m, correct miul -utm'. correct address and

the other informatlon which would lead Government

tn_volttyt-crl to his Communist affiliations he falsified.

ylmtng those were the facts, Doetor, would you

’ mnatdor that as a symptom of a psychopathic personality -
/? ’ t,hnt lytngf

kR

| ,r:"’f A& Are you asking me to assume, Mr. Murphy, that

A

//// h. is a Coomunist at the time?
s

/1"

¥
Fo
7 ¥

/7 Q Yes. A And also wants to be an Amertcan

' /eltizen; that he wants two things at the same time?
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Q@ No, not in so many words, ni is a Communist,
he has not broken yet from the Party.
A He is a Communist, yes,
Q But he has trouble with the philosophy and
everything else about the dogma, and he plans on breaking,
'*§ ,§nd this is one of the steps in that plan. It is not an -

overnight thing, Doctor.

A He is in econfliet than.' He has got two different
aims there. |

Q Oh no, he has one aim - the alm to break from the
Party, and this was one of the definitive steps that he
was golng to make. In other words he had to ldentify
himeself somewhere because if he was found in a baréol
of cement nobody would know who he was, And that is
why he made that application,

A Well, as I understand 1t, Mr. Murphy, he is
still attached to the Communist Party, according to your
assumption. i

Qi*Yo-, as a member, that is correct. In other
words it was llke a soldler who was plnnning to desert;
he 8till had a uniform on,bntnﬁo was thinking two weeks
hence, five weeks hence, if "I iay the proper plans,
if I get a 1little money harn; i: I can>gpt leave,"
‘and so forth - 1t 1s all part of & plan, 1f he still

has the uniform on, yes. = nr} Chambers was a
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Communist at the time, yes, he was; but he was planning
his escape, his defection.

Does that lle, then, that he made in the
application have a medical significance so that you can
ecall it a 1ie and from that build it as part of the
symptoms of psychopathle personality?

A I would say yes, sir,

Q Although you are willing to assume, Doector, t&t
he had in his owm mind a good and sufficlent reason for
lying? A You have not explained, Mr. Murphy, to my
understending why he should have meintained his loyalty
to the Communist Party at the time he was making out
this application.

Q. All right, let me add something, then, Docﬁor-.
Assuming that his only friends at thet time were Communists,
his only friends were Communists and he went to his
Communist friends, who were then employed in the
Covernment, for help; 1in other words, he couldn't
go to anybody else, assuming that he couldn't; and
assuming further he could not explain what he has been
doing for four or five years. Assuming those were
the faets, Doector, would you say that your opinion would
be different?

A I would say that it was a very highly improbable

assumption even if I assumed them.



lon3 Murray-cross 4189

Q Now, Doctor, we are not going to -- A Oh,

Q ~-- ask you to characterize the assumptions,

_A Yes, I would not ehange my opinion.

Q You would not change it. By the way, Doctor,

you do mot - I do not think you do - you do not profess
_ té tell us that you ean tell which is true and which is
false with regard to statements, ean you?

A Which statement, Mr. Murphy?

Q Any statement. You are not here to tell this
Court and jury -- A Oh.

Q =~ which part of a statement is true or which is
false; that is not your provinece? A That is not
my provinge,

Q Nor have you attempted to so tell the jury?

A No.

Q Nor have you explained, Doctor, on your direct
examination the fact that Mr. Chambers had these handwritten
notes in Mr, Hiss's writing, and which were coples or .
p.rnphrg:c.»or State Department documents that halood over
his desk, and that he had the tvpewritten documents
which were coples or paraphrases of State Department
documents. You have not told the jury on your direct
examination any medical explanation roé that, have you?

A That 1is outside my province.

Q oOutside your province? .A Yes,
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MR, MURPHY: VWould this be a good time for
ad journment, 1f your Honor please? |
THE COURT: Yes, We willl adjourn until a quarter
past two.
(Recess to 2.15 p.m.)

HENRY A, MURRAY, resumed the stand,

CROSS EXAMINATION CONTINUED BY MR. MURPHY :
e | Q Now Doetoé_, I thlnk that in reviewing some of the
evidence here I had got up te the part past the WPA
application and the various lies which you say formed one »
of.the bases for your opinion, and I think your testimony
was that Mr. Chambers either here or in the grand jury
had lied a number of times. Doctor, llllﬂlng‘ that
Mr. Chambers had lied in the grand jJury back in October
1948 when he failed to tell that body when he was
lpoctrtcﬁlly asked whether or not he had any evidence
of esplonage, but them subsequently and after November
17, 19{8, when he produced in Baltimore the papers
that we referred to as the Bllt_i.nori'pn.pom, and went
back to that same grand jury pursusnt to 1ts subpoena,
and over a period of many days in December did, in faet,
tell them of the facts of esplonage and of his dealings
with Mr. Wadleligh and Mr. Hiss. Do you say that the
fact that he subsequently told the same body that he had
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previcusly not told - would that have any bearing at all,
Doctor, in your analysis of the faects?

‘7 A Yes, it would; sir,

Q Would it tend to lessen the rating that you would

give 1t? A 1Inecrease it, sir,

Q Increase it? A Yes,

Q So that in your‘ opinion as a doctor where g
person dess not tell the whole truth when being questioned
but subsequently does to t.ho same inquisition, that would
inerease the medical facts upon which you would fely
in orﬁor to form the opinion of psychopathie ptrionaltty}
is that correet, Doctor?

A Are you asking me to assume these facts?

Q If you will, yes, | |

A The characteristic of the kind of lying that
goes with psychopathic personality is to tell more from
month to month or from year ‘to year, and keep elaborating
or stringing 1t out, I'.rho peint about this type of
151:;; s that if you tell everything and then no move,
Sat 15 1h6 ond 5f (e dresn for the Individwl, and
therefore there is a tendency to elaborate more and
more as he goes on; and those facts, as you gave
t!n'i to me; as I understand it, would tend to inerease
my rating on this particular kind of lying.

Q Well, assuming, Doctor, that there wasn't
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this drawing out and adding to, but assuming, Doetor, that
Mr, Chambers at the instance of a man named Isase Don
Levine went down to Washington within & short time after

 the Hitler-Stalin Pact in 1939, pursuant to an appolntment

. “made by the other msn, and saw the chief intelligense

- officer of the State Department, Mr. Adolf Berle, and
there told Mr. Berle of his kmowledge of Communist
infilitration into the Government but did not disclose
the actual treasonable acti of people; and then assuming,
Doctor, that a pericd of years went by, and in 1944,
and, say, 1945, he told the FBI when they came tec him,
he told exactly the same facts; and then assume further
that in 1945 and 1946 when a State Department officer
went to him he mﬁoated substantially the same facts;
assume t&rttnr, Doctor, that in 1948 when he was
cubp«nud by th. House couun he told substantially
tho same fu.etl, and assume further, Doctor, that in
that same yoar ho was lubpéonud bﬁ the grand jury
and he bold subltantially tho same ruta, and not until
moubor of 19#8 ata ho tell tha additional faet;
the one lddittml fact of esplonage - would you say,
Doetor, that that state of rq,utlgtﬁnt I hq.n given
yeu and asked you to uam would represent the
| ~deseription of the man tha.t you have desertbod as

a person who kocpa adding md drawins out in a sort
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of a drama? It does no£ quite fit that deseription, does
1t, Doector? A If you want me to not assume some of the
other facts and just assume it as you have deseribed it to
me, it does not exactly fit what I have said, but I would
"have to eliminate a great deal to say "Yes" to that.

Q Well, assuming that you do just that, that you
take my assumptions and disregard other assumptions that
you find in eonfliet, you would have to say that it does
not add up to what you have described?

A TWot the way you have assumed 1t, yes,

Q@ Well, Doctor, tell us, if you will, what the
faets were upon which you relied from whiech you said
that the facts, at least sas you have been assuming them,
add up to a person who is gradually adding and addlng'
and adding so that it becomes sort of drama-like?

What were those facts that you assumed?

A I would say that not telling certaln things
that he elaimed to have known until the date you sald,
which was December 1048, I belleve, and then leading
the investigators of the House Committee down to &
pumpkin pateh and then opening - or showing an opening
in & pumpkin, I would call that a touch or a flavor
of histrionle talent that one with this dlagnosis
. possesses; and I believe that in this triagl he has

desgribed certain things that were not sald before

,\.
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the House Committee; sc I woild say that there was
another sddition. T

Q@ You see, Doctor, what I asked for were the facts

< from which you have been able to deseribe & man as one

 who keeps adding and adding and adding; and as I under-
stand your answer, the only facts that you have told us
are the faet of him leading these investigators to

the pumpkin. Now, what are the facts?

A I think I untlomd twe addings --

Q Teil me. A One was the adding to the - I am
accepting your assumptions now - the adding to the previous
fgets that he had glven when he testified before the
House Committee. I uﬁ&mtand that you have deseribed
that as adding; and in this trial I understand that
he has added some more. There are two addings.

Q Doctor, unless we deal with facts we are golng
to get QH', into a realm that we will both be lost in.
Doctor, tell us what the facts are. Instead of saying
two and then some has been added, suppose we start
backwards. Tell us what you say t:i your assumed
state of faets has been added in this trial? What
facts were they? |

A There was the story of a trip to Pennsylvania,
wasn't there, Mr, narphyf

Q Yes, to ‘Er‘wlnai, Pennsylvania with Mr, Hiss.
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A I think that was not deseribed before the House
* Committes.

Q That is right. A That 1s an additien.

Q Yes? Anything else? A I think in the hypothetiecal
question perhaps as it stands now, perhaps not; I am not
sure about that. But that is an addition. That was my
point.

Q Do you serlously say, Deector, that that is an
addition, to your mind as a doctor, which would cause
you to say that it 1s the work of a man who keeps adding
and adcﬁng and adding so that it assumes some sort of a
dramatie significance?

A One item has no sigrificance at all. !iro is
one item which together with other items would become
significant, As I undc:stand it, he was asked to give
a falrly eomplete adeount before the House Commlttee,
and here is an ineident that wasn't mentioned. Now

1t eertainly appears on the record,
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Q Well, could you attribute that, Dootor, to the
merely human faculty of not remembering? There is
nothing medically significant in not remembering all facte,
is there? A No.

- Q 8o couldn't you, Doctor, in your analysis have
attributed the fact that he did not tell the House Committee
_ lhéut the trip to Erwimnna, Pennsylvania, with Mr. Hiss
merely to that frailty §h10h ve all have of sometimes
tornttins some things? A That 1s possible if you take
eachone at a time; mﬁ it is the sum total, as I have sald
before, that counts, sir.

Q Yga. Doctor, but in adding up the sum total of the
facts, don't you give allowance - isn't there a certain
amount of give and take where you say, 'Well, that is the
ordinary absence of a good remembering faculty,"” or something
like that? A Yes, sir.

Q Well, Doctor, assuming now that that recapitulation
that vc have been through were the sum total of the lies
that you have relied upon, véuld’ that be in your opinion
evidence of repetitive lying on the part of the subject?

A I would include the seven deceptions that I have
mentioned and would include the other symptoms, eight or
nine of them, that are characteristic of the kind of
lying usually called pathological lying that is associated

with psychopathic personality.



2013 b Murray-crogs 4197

Q@ Well, Doctor, there is no wvay that I have of
crogs-examining you except as to these particular ones
soparately, and we will come to the ones that you have
deseribed as deceptions.,  But can we drop the ones that
you have described as lies novw to say that that represents
the total of the lles as such; is that correct?

A Yes, lf. Murphy.

Q@ And would it be oomc_t to say.v Doctor, that you
do mot attach as a doctor any particular finding to that
group as suchj 1in other words, you Just find 1t as a fact
and then you l&d it up into the sum total of all the others;
18 that fair? |

AT Génsider 1t in relation to all the others; that
I would say th:lt‘ 19 lies to the Government is quite a
| high ﬁcmnﬁm and should be taken quite seriously if other
facts are correlated with them.

Q Now, DPoctor, I am going to have to ask you about the
19 iiu to the Govorn'n‘nt.‘ I thought we considered the
Binn plupo:"t as one -~ A Oh., |

Q -- and the WPA as one. Do :ﬁu vant to say that
they represent a tota;. o!‘. 15 or so together, so as to get
197 A You can take 1t both ways, depending --

Q utumztmn}mtookit. How did you
get to 197 A I ook the nine false statements on the
passport as nine instead of one, and the five false statemsnts
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on the WPA application as five instead of ome, and two
oaths of allegiance to the Government when he was --

Q@ On each of those? One on each? One on the
.j&;on, one on the WPA? A One on each.

: Q Yes. And that ig 16, A And then the three
admitted lies qithor before the grand jury or in this triul;
I think that is approximately 19, sir.

Q Well, so that if we do it the other way and merely
say that the lies in connection with the Breen passport
were one and the lies in connection with the WPA were
another one, making two, Qa have two lies plnllﬁho none-
telling of espionage three times before the House Committee
or grand Jjury, and Qo forth. A Onths of allegiance?

Q I haveincluded the oath of allegiance on the Breen
passport. There was the oath of allegiance in the
application and one on the WPA., So considering them
each as one entity, i1t would reduce it to five as I count it
over a period of ~ well, 1oﬁ would start with the Breen
application 1935, and bring it up to '48; that would be
a period of 13 years, five lies. |

Would you say that if you were studying a patient
of your own and he or she admitted to five lies in 13
years, that you would seriously consider that as some

.evidence of whatever personality you finally arrived at?
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A If there were five lies to the Government and it
wag combined with the deceptions that I have enumerated,
and other facts, I would consider it significant.

@ How would you rate them? A Moderate.

Q Moderate. Now, under deception, Doctor, you
told us that what was medically significant was the fact
that in the Breen application Mr. Chanheis used the birth
certificate of a man named David Breen, and of course he
vas not that person.  WEh regard to the WPA application,
the withholding of information about having previously vorked
at the public library and the not telling them about finding
the books, and the dffferent names that he had used as a
member of the Party, Don't they, Doctor, all fit almost
within the other category of lying? In other words, I think
you yourself said that lying, deception, and I think you
used some other word, as being the genus --

A I think I used the word diacroptnciu betﬁun his
gtatements and other people's statements like the public
1ibrary, or between his statements to the FBI as to when
he left the Commnist Party, as compared _to: his statements
—y ‘In regard to false names, Mr. Murphy, I think
that you were not quite accurate in vhat you sald as
representing what I have said. You put those false names
within the Communist Party. I attach special significance
to the two false ms that he had before he ‘.jeimd the
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Commnist Party and the two pseudonyms, and particularly
to the six versions of his own name, and I tried to make

a point of the fact of the pathdlosical liars that I have
_geen and known, that four false names vas the highest I
xnow. And here we have all together 14, And I think
that 1s a factor to be taken into account,

@ How many Communist espionage agents have you talked
to or ex‘&gﬂmd. Doctor? A None, The fact that he had

_rmn-‘or possibly five false names as a Communist, I wouldn't
know how to judge that at all. |

@ Couldn't you just disregard it, assuming it was
pupguant to orders? A Prntty.nmeh. pretty much,

. T3gmp Q@ The use of the pseudonym as a pen name, do you

| attach much significance to that? A Just by itself, noj
particularly if 1t wvas only one. If there were tvo, and
1f he either forgets that he used them -- I understand that
he testified before the House Committee and also in this trial
that he never used any pseudonym. That means he must have
fomttjn or he must have tried to conceal that fact; one
of those two.

Q Assuming he had forgotten, what significance wvould it
have? A An author assumes a pseudonym, such as Dickens or
Mark Twain did, and that pseudonym becomes an important part
of himself, that is associated with his writings. He does

not forget 1it. He holds to it. It is his literary per-
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sonality that he wants to separate from his ordinary
everyday personality. ‘

Q ILet us see if we oaﬁ break that down, Doctor,

~ The pseudonymn "John Kelly" was used when he was in his
early twenties once, and there is no evidence in the case
that he used it more than oncs,. Now do you attach any
particular significance to that fact? A That he used it
only once? ‘

Q@ That is the ovidyim in the case., A And that he
forgot 1t? Which point, sir?

Q@ Well, the only evidence that you have on frh:oh you
are asked to form your opinion as a doctor is that once he
uged the name "John Kelly" on a play "Play for Puppets"
;lun he was a sophomore at Columbia in the year 1922,

Just those facts, Doctor, Vhat medical significance do
you attach to them?

A If you want me to eliminate all the others, I do
not attach any significance to any single one, isolated
fact, and Iwuld say that once in a lifetime using a |
pseudonym for a play which you knev was going to be highly
objectionable and you wanted to hide behind that name,
let us say, I would not say that that was significant on
the basis of false names.

Q Assuming, Doctor, then that in 1944 vhen he was

one of the editors on Time he wrote five book reviews for
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2 magazine called The American Mercury, and} at the
request of the editor of The American Mercury he used
the pen name "John land," and although the checks in
payment for the fees were payable te him as Whittaker
Chambers, would you say that that had any significance,
assuming that when he was asked about it he had rergotinn
that he had done just that? Does thut( have any medical
ﬁn\ifiolnoe » Doctor? |

A No, by itself 1t hﬁ not vany. |

Q Now I think om of the opilo@l that you included,
if my category is right -- by the way, you said there was
gsame significance to the fact that when he testified before
Congress he used the year 1937 as the year wvhen he broke
;1th the Party, and when he testified here and at tho' last
trial he used 1938, Does that have any significance?
| A I said, sir, if you pardon me correcting, that it
was the FBI that he testified, according to the hypothetical
question, he testified it was the spring of 1937. That
was the statemsnt I made; not to the House Committee.

Q Assuming that vas the fact; that he told the FBI
;hnn they asked him if he broke with the Party in 1937,
and the facts were 1938, and the FBI asked him in 1944 or
1945, whatever the year was -- A I would certainly count
that as a significant fact in so far as it wvas a very
erucial point, and the diccrepgncy' between those two
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statemente I would say, taken with others, is worth
congidering.

Q Well, let us :uppon, Dootor, or assume, that
:cnn in the House Committee when he vas testifying in
19#8 he used the time 1937 on a number of occasions and
he used the time 1938 on at lnllt_ one, right before the
sams body, could you say that perhaps it vas merely a
faulty memory, with no other significance?

A That is conceivable.

Q Now, Doctor, you attach some significance to the
fact that the fact that he broke from the Party, remained
ih hiding for a year, and that some of the time he slept
vith a pistol near at hand, and that he came to New York
on a couple of occasions, what is 1t, Doctor, about a
person who has been a paid underground agent for the
Communist Party who, when he breaks hides? What is the
medical significance of that? Ia that a noml reaction?

A mdi& after breaking with the Party? Just hiding?
I mu say would be normal, although I am not very well
acquainted with how much you have to hide and how long.

I have not heard of a great many Americans that have been
shot and I think that a year's hiding, when they, according
to his statements, lay avake all night} along with a gun,
- and you are mkilund under your own name so anyone aouid

find you and you take two or three trips, that seems to me
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unusual, sir.

Q@ Would you say this, Doctor: (1) On the question
or--"ﬁdim wvould you submit to the experience of Communists
nth.r than your own experience as an American doctor?
led you rather take their opinion as to just how long
you have to hide once you break? You have no experience
as a doctor whether one month or two months is normal for
that? A No, I would not know,.

Q And wouldn't yau énthar vield to a man who has been
underground and a member of the Party for a number of years
as to just the quantityof time and the length of time to
hide? A You mean the man who is hiding or some objective
person? 5 |

Q Either or both. A A great deal of difference, sir,
I mean the man himself has various subjective fears and
anxieties, and he might greatly overrate the time or extent
of the hiding.

Q And he might underrete it? A He might,

Q And end up in a barrel? I mean he might guess
M? A It is conceivable.

Q Now, tf( there wvas a real, honest-to-goodness,
natural fear of reprisals, would you say it would be the
ordinary healthy thing to be armed? A I would not know
- exactly to wvhat extent you would have to be armed every
night and sleep by day. I have never heard of it.
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Q And you said you have not talked to many Communigts?

A No, I have not talked to many Communists.

Q Have you talked to a_ny? A No.

Q Well, Doctor, assuming that the period of hiding
was really the matter of a month or two, the actual hiding;
assuming, Doctor, that vhen Mr. Chambers broke from the
Party in the middle of April 1938 he, his wife and children,
actually hid in a small place hnr Baltimore for a period
of some weeks, and then for a month went down to Florida
and got a little house near the beach or on the outskirts
of town and stayed there a month, and then came back to
Baltimore and bought a house and came to New York three
or'four times to get vérk. would you say, Doctor, that,
assuming that the period of actual hiding vas only a
matter of a month or two, and‘ then the period of being
alert or vigilant lasted for perhaps a year, that that
would be the natural fear of a man vho had broken with
the Communist Party?

A If you wvant me to assume those facts instead of
thj onu in the hypothetical question, I would say that
from my ignorance of how long you have to hido. I would
pay perhaps six weeks might be normal.

Q It is not a question of that, Doctor, but you have
had no experience with Communist agents. I think you
'sald that Mr. Chambers sort of had a willingness to give
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vent to his imagination and you cited as an example of that
the s.nﬁino story when he was editor of or workﬁn’s on the
Paily Worker. Now, Doctor, isn't it a rather common
thing for biased newspapers to slant thni;; stories?
_ A Yu,lvoulduyno.‘
hlp Q@ And I think you will concede that the Daily
Vorker, a Commnist paper, slants its stories?

A Yen?

Q Now, Doctor, if Mr. Chambers, as editor, built up
Sandino as & hero instead of nf thug, irouldn't that be
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