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1. Reference is made to your memorandum of 1 September 1950, trans-

ritting for my comments, the report of the RW Study Group of the Joint AEC-
DD Panel on Radiological Warfare.
& LOF ARCHIVES

2. The report of the Study Group is a notable contridution toward
the solution of this difficult and controversial subject. It places radioc-
logical warfare in ite proper perspective as a method of warfare which can
not compete successfully in the general sense with other methods of demon.
strated worth, but which possesses unique characteristica which may Jjustify
its development and adoption for a specific purpose,

3. I concur in the conclusions contained in Section 1 of the report
and recommend that they be accepted by the Panel azs the basis of a final

report and recommendations to the Atomic Energy Commisaion and the Depart-
ment of Defanse.,

4. 1 do not concur in the recommendation contained in paragraph 1 of
Section II for the resson that it proposes to dispose summarily of a mejor
political, economic, and military matter which may be of real significance
in the event of war with the USSR. Specifically, I do not agree that the
superiority of the atomic bombd for denisl of the uae of enemy installations
necessarily, and with absolute finality, eliminates further coasideration
of R¥ as applied to the USSR, In my opinion the unique properties of RY,
wherever they may be applicable, should be the basis of a Join%t Chiefs of
Staff decision on its development, rather than sn arbitrary conclueion that
this methed of warfare may be applicable to enemy occupled or satellite
countries only. accordingly, I recommend that the Panel subsiitote the

following recommendations for those contained in paragraph 1 and 2 of Sec-
tion II of the report:

"]l. That the JCS be advised that: % /}/) 0//’/

NATIONAL S5elvttTY a. RW has relatively little valus for tactical employment;
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b. RW has the uniqus property of denying the use of
important enamy installations without destruction
theres? and without the necessity of axtencive

capusltles to tha inhabitants. MKRQHMS

¢. In the opinion of the Jolnt Panel, Radiclogical
Warfare would appear to be particularly applicable
to important installationa in enemy occupied or
gatellite countriss, e.2. for the denial of major
centers of communication and manufacturing installa-
tions in satellite countriea or Western Europe .

%2, That the JCS be requested to decide whether this unique
characteristic of Radiological Warfare justifies the developmeat of a
special weapons systsm for that purpose.® :

5. I concur in the remaining recommendations contained in Section II
of the report on the condition that the captions for alternatives A, 3B, and
C, be reworded as fgllows:

Alternative A

iShould the decision on recommendation in paragraph 2 be in
the affirmative,”

ternative B
fShould the JCS be unable to give an unqualifiedly affirmative
or negative decision on the rscommendation in paragraph 2.%

Alternative C
fshould the JCS descids that the unique characteristics of
Radlological Warfare do not Jjustify its development.®

Brigadier ?’enera.l, GSC




