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f o l l o w i n g our t a l k a f t e r lunch 'about the Norden 

bombsight , I s e t down the data which I have so f a r come 

a c r o s s . The Cabinet a t tached great importance to 

secur ing f rom t h e Americans the r e l e a s e o f the bombsight . 

Thus the Prime M i n i s t e r wrote on the 2 § t h August. 1939' to 

the P r e s i d e n t ask ing f o r i t s r e l e a s e - the e f f o r t s o f the « i r 

At tache t o ob ta in t h i s having f a i l e d . The ^res ident 

r e p l i e d re l ease was no t p r a c t i c a b l e . The suggest ion by Mr. 

C h u r c h i l l t o the ^res ident in a message o f 1*6th Oct.1 939 

t h a t B r i t a i n might g ive America* /vsdic i f tamp cd\ild guarantee 

r t S " s e c r e c y , l ed to the idea o f g e t t i n g the Norden s i g h t 

re l eased as a quid pro quo - which was thought might be 

acceptab le provided an adequate s e l f - d e s t r o y i n g cev ice to 

prevent the bombs i jh t f a l l i n g i n t o the hanos o f u t h e enemy 

were a v a i l a b l e . The l a t t e r cond i t ion .seemed to be met in 

December when the Ambassador was t o ld ( t e l . 8 6 0 , C ^ c . 5 t h ) 

tha t the A i r M i n i s t r y had designed such a device* But the 

i«avy Dept. was opposed on the "ground tha t t h i s the most 

j e a l o u s l y guarded "secret might become a v a i l a b l e to the enemy. 

The matter apparen t l y res ted u n t i l a f t e r Dunkirk . 

On J u l y 1st f c the Ambassador put tv/o p o i n t s to the P r e s i d e n t - -

( 1 ) t h a t Br i t i sh" s c i e n t i s t s had s t a b i l i s e d a B r i t i s h 

automatic bombsight which i t was claimed was as goad as the 

Norden, i f no t b e t t e r , but product ion vould take a long t ime; 

( 2 ) the e f f i c i e n c y o f the new German h igh a l t i t u d e bombing 

t a c t i c s seemed to show that they had a s i g h t s i m i l a r to the 

Norden. i'he f i l e end^f on Chat p o i n t w i t h o u t any 

i n d i c a t i o n o f the ^resident s r e p l y . 

The po in t 1 am t r y i n g to e s t a b l i s h was when the 

bombsight was f i n a l l y re leased to u s . I suspect i t must 

have been in 1%1 because the Ambassador's weekly p o l i t i c a l 
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summary for 17th i»ept.19Ul informed London that a spy 
t r i a l had revealed that the jea lous ly guarded secre t / " 
had in fact "been sold to the Germans in 1938/ 

I f without too much trouble you could supply the 
m i s s i n g l ink in the s t o r y I would be most gra te fu l . 

jli am w r i t i n g , as I t o l d you, f o r the Cabinet H i s t o r y 

Comm t t e e the h i s t o r y of overseas supp ly and mo-old l i k e t o 

make a r e f e rence to the bombsight as so much importance 

v/as a t t a c h e d to i t in 1939-UOJbut i t is' d i f f i c u l t to use 

the e a r l y .ma te r i a l v / i thout k n o w i n g and be ing ab le t o make 

a summary re f e rence t o t the end o f the s t o r y . 

H.Duncan H a l l 

June 15th 19U8 

P . 3 . Ne i ther the Green nor White R e g i s t r i e s appear 
to have any th ing on the Norden bombsight f o r the 
second h a l f o f 19U0 and the whole o f 19U1. 

f t 

Mr. Duncan Hall, 

Reference your query regarding the Norden bombsight, 

I am afraid that I have drawn a blank. Our f i l e on this subject 

was destroyed in November, 1947. 

From the very meagre information that I can find on the 

subject among our f i l e s , I think tfcat the sight must have been 

given to us at the end of 1940 or the beginning of 1941. 

I suggest that the people who can give you the correct 

answer are undoubtedly the Air Ministry. 

So sorry that I cannot be of further assistance. 

H.A.F. Attache1 
18th June, 1948. . 
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