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SURJTCT:  Conzressional Hearing on Panrl larlor }? *{ , 'gf{
Ty Chiaf, Army Security Arency

1, According to a report aprearing in the Washington Evening Star
for 1 December 1945, at the Joint Congressional learing on “earl Harbor
4¥ajor General Miles is qucted as having rede the following explanation
fer the fallure on thae part of {the Tar Departmenf to send to General
Short 2 certain vitel piece of information (Japrnese order of 1 Decem-
ber 1941 te destroy codes}s

"Genernl Miles replied that the majn reason wes 'the code
experts geid the lavy's ecode wes much more asecure than
ours =nd sc wa preferred for messtges to go out through
the Mavy,'% ‘

2, This is Lhe first time I, or any of my nssociates with whom
I have coneulted, Leve cver heard such an allegation of inseeurity of
the Amy's prineipel eryptographic system in use between the “ar De-
partment snd the Mwersens Department:, ‘= a mutler of fact,

a, the Army's cryptograplic machine, Converter !1-1348, was
in use for these communications from 1938 ic and through the date of
the Prarl Herlor atflucky

b, the svcurity of “hket rechine as ot Teast equel to that
of Converter He13.0 (Sigaba) whieh replaced 1t;

¢, the security of the M=13/A was nt the very least as
great 23, end probebly fer greater than, that of the mechine the Navy
wes using at that time (the HCM)j and finally,

d, the Navy adopted an Army crypltographie invention when it
placed ita criginal development contrset with the Teletype Corporation
for the construetion of the machine which later became known as the
FCM (Sigaba),

3. The Kawaiian, Fhilippine and Panama Canal Departments each
had at least two Converters M-134i4 in everylay use in 1941, since
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they were sent nnd pleced in service in 1933; they were in continuous
use between the Jar Department and those Departments from 1938 to the
latter part of 1941, end rendered good service, They weres then re-

pleced by a more sturdy, a more rapid, a more relisble mechine - but

not & more secure one,

4. 1t 1a pomsible that what General Miles had in mind, but did
not convey too clearly is thet the Navy at thet time allowsd only
commissioned officers to serve as cryptographera, and that therefore,
the chences for inadvertent leakage of highly secret informatlon were
less than night, perhaps, be the cese in the Army, which did not have
such & restriction, If this is what he intended to convey, then in
my opinion an opportunity for elarification should be made, in order
th ¢ an ir ression so derogatory to Army cryptographie achlsvements,
and so widely publicized, may he corrected,

WILLIAM P, FRIEDMAK
Nirector of Coammmunications Research
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