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Q Doctox, nnve before me a photostat from the

report of December 22, 1950,
A I say that is undoubtedly the report.
Q Entitled "M;Iitary Objectives in the Use of
Atomic Energy"., /s that your report?
A That is right. I would expect that to be the title,
Q Submittod Lo the Atomic Energy Committee of the
Research and Developuent Board of the Department of Defense,
A Yes.
Q I will read 21l the excerpt paragraphs I have here:
"l. Victory in a general war in the near future is
likely todepend on hrinzing to bear in all aspects cof our
miiitary oper::ions the maximum application of atomic weapons.”
"3. The most urgent requirements for research and
developwent lie :n the field of fission weapons."
"12, Intensive study of thermonuclear warheads
as has been estal lisiicd that they are more uncertain and
much more difficul: of dovelopment and if achievable, much
more costly in nuclear materials than were thought a year ago.
"13., The determination of the feagibility of
thermoanuclear wenpons is an importanmt but very definitely
long range undortaking (more than five years)." |
This ha= boen extracted for security reasons.
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9. that is there, Those statements
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'ho would know, as nuclear physicists
be Bacher, Alvarez, and Dr. Oppenheimer,
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