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periodization can do more than underline philosophical and historical precepts first formulated
many years ago by R. G. Collingwood. But if
we want to dispel a view of archaeology as "a
very expensive way of telling us what we know
already from history" then I put in one last
plea, not for non-relevance so much as non-
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exclusiveness. It matters not the slightest that we
scavenge the past dressed in a motley collection
of other disciplines' cast-offs and our own new
clothes, provided we learn from each other and
try a little less hard to teach; as our American
historians of archaeology conclude, right now
"dogmatism is what we need least."
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declared them to be inconsequential and
denounced Chambers as a pathological liar. One
day I turned to him and asked, "What kind of
evidence would convince you that Chambers was
telling the truth?" To which he replied: "Even if
Hiss himself were to confess his guilt, I wouldn't
believe it."
The rare exceptions among those who knew
Hiss were another Peacham neighbour, a
Professor of Philosophy at Amherst College
(Sterling Lamprecht), originally a strong partisan
of Hiss but reluctantly shaken into belief of his
guilt as the evidence developed; one of Hiss's
attorneys, who withdrew from the case convinced
that even if Hiss was not guilty of all the charges
Chambers levelled against him, he was withholding important relevant truths; and a Sunday
editor of the New York Times who was finally
persuaded that Chambers' dealings in the underground had been with Priscilla Hiss and that
Hiss was covering up for his wife out of conjugal
loyalty. And possibly Felix Frankfurter! After
Judge Frankfurter appeared as a character witness for Hiss at the first trial (which ended in a
hung jury eight to four for conviction) I sent a
message to him through Felix Cohen, the son of
Morris R. Cohen, my former teacher at CCNY
and Frankfurter's very close friend (Felix Cohen
had been named after him). The message was that
I had very good reasons to believe that Chambers
was telling the truth in the light of which it would
be unwise to go out on a limb for Hiss. Felix
Cohen assured me that he had delivered the message. What effect it had, if any, I do not know.
But Frankfurter did not appear as a character
witness at Hiss's second trial. However, both he
and his wife seem to have retained their faith in
Donald Hiss (Alger's brother, also named by
Chambers) to the last. Frankfurter's failure to
appear as a character witness for Hiss at the
second trial may have had nothing to do with my
message.
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that the political
of Richard Nixon would lead to
efforts to revise the judicial decision against Alger
Hiss. It was Nixon's suspicions that Hiss's disavowal of acquaintanceship with Whittaker
Chambers was untruthful that led him as a
fledgling Congressman to pursue the matter
further when his colleagues were prepared to drop
it lest the House Committee on Un-American
Activities fall on its face.
Regardless of Nixon's political fate, however,
the conviction of Hiss never sat well with large
and influential sections of liberal opinion. With
the rarest of exceptions, the members of Hiss's
very large circle of friends, co-workers, former
fellow-students and teachers, political allies and
neighbours refused to accept the verdict that he
was a perjuror; and that he had perjured himself
in the interests not merely of a foreign government but of one of the most terroristic regimes
in human history whose programme called for
the destruction of his own country. In the eyes of
those who beheld Hiss as the very model of a
New Dealer and Rooseveltian progressive, even
to conceive of him as a secret member of the
Communist Party, no less actively engaged in
espionage as part of its underground apparatus,
was to luxuriate in the fantasies of the politically
unbalanced.
Almost all the books written on the ChambersHiss case have been pro-Hiss, some of them
vehemently so. The intensity of the loyalty which
Hiss inspired even among seasonal acquaintances
is reflected in the reaction of a Columbia University Professor, a neighbour of Hiss in Peacham,
Vermont, where both had summer homes. He
had repeatedly scoffed at the convergent lines of
evidence I cited as pointing to Hiss's guilt. He

I downfall

T WAS TO BE EXPECTED

WHEN I SENT THAT MESSAGE to Frankfurter my
judgment was based not only on a close study of
the evidence but on experiences that involved
Chambers and his friends more than a decade
earlier.
Since knowledge of the details of the ChambersHiss case is often inversely proportional to the
degree of emotion it generates, it is necessary to
provide some relevant background. The record
clearly shows that Chambers did not seek to
appear as a witness before the House Committee
on Un-American Activities. He had told his
story at the urging of friends to an American
official in the State Department, Adolf A. Berle
Jr., at the outset of World War II in 1939. The
names on the notes Berle kept corresponded in
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