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1942 through 1947, his then wife held views with which
he did not concur and was friendly with associates and
other persons with whom he had little in common. He
stated that these basic disagreements were the prime rea-
sons that the marriage ended in failure. He attributed
to his then wife his attendance at the dinner, his member-
ship in a bookshop association which purportedly was a
“front” organization, and the presence in his home of
“Communist” publications. He denied categorically that
he had ever been a “Communist” and he spoke at length
about his dislike for “a theory of Government which
has for its object the common ownership of property.”
Lastly, petitioner explained that his visits to persons
in various foreign embassies (including the Russian
Embassy) were made in connection with his attempts to
“se]ll ERCO’s products to their Governments. Petitioner’s
witnesses, who included top-level executives of ERCO
and a number of military officers who had worked with
petitioner in the past, corroborated many of petitioner’s
statements and testified in substance that he was a
loyal and discreet citizen. These top-level executives of
ERCO, whose right to clearance was never challenged,
corroborated petitioner’s testimony concerning his reasons
for visiting the Russian Embassy.

The Government presented no witnesses. It was ob-
vious, however, from the questions posed to petitioner
and to his witnesses, that the Board relied on confidential
reports which were never mede available to petitioner.
These reports apparently were compilations of statements
taken from various persons contacted by an investigatory
agency. Petitioner had no opportunity to confront and
question persons whose statements reflected adversely on
him or to confront the government investigators who took
their statements. Moreover, it seemed evident that the
Board itself had never questioned the investigators and



