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1. Reference is made to  your memorandum of I Septenber 19M). tran6- 
n i t t i n g  f o r  m y  comments, the report  o f  the RW Study Group of the Joint AEG 
DD Panel on Radiological Warfare. 2 
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' .  :.. . . not compete  casefull fully in the @nerd Benee with other methods of demon- 
'. 

.- ' ': its development and adoption f o r  a specific plrpose .  

2. 'phs report of the Study Group is a notable contribution t o w d  
thc aolution of this difficult and controrsraial'e-ubject. It place8 radio- 
logical  warfare in i ts  proper perspective as a method of warfare w h i c h  ten- 

s t ra ted  worth, but which poseesser unique characterist ics which may j u s t i f y  . .  '.% 

3. I concur in the conclusions contained i n  Section I of the report 
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and recommend that they be accepted by the Panel as the ba r i r  of a final 
report and recommendations t o  the Atomic Energy Commission and the Depart- 
ment of Defense. 

o m v 1 4 ,  
-22tBg Z!'"ZO 4. I do not concur in the recommendation contained in paragraph1 of 

Section I1 fo r  the reanon that it pro?oses t o  diapose summarily of a Wor 

i n  tha event of  var w i t h  tho USSR. Specifically. I do not agree that tho 

necesearily, and with absolute f i n a l i t y ,  eliminates fur ther  consideration 
of RW as applied t o  the USSR. In my opinion the unique properties of RW, 
wherever they may be applicable, should be the basis of a J o i a f  Chiefs o f  

t h i s  method of warfare may be applicable t o  enemy occupied o r  aa t e l l i t a  
countries o s u .  scord ingly ,  I reconmend tbat the Panel substi tute the 
following recommendations for those contained i n  F a g r a p h  

po l i t i ca l ,  economic, and mil i tary matter which may be of real ei&nlficanca 

superiority of the atomic bomb for denial of  tha use of  e n s v  instal la t ions 

Z 
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S t a f f  decision on i ts  development, ra ther  than an arbi t rary conclusion that  

L _  

. .  I. 
and 2 of Sec- 

t i o n  I1 o f  the report: f-h -, 

w 
''1. That the JCS be advised that: 

N A T I O P ~ A L  s c . c , , : f i l ~ y  a. RW has re la t ive ly  l i t t l e  value for t ac t i ca l  employment; 
and the destruction or denial of the nee o f  enew 
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b. RW ha8 the unique property o f  denying the uae of 
important e n e q  instal la t ione without &struetion 
thereof snb without the necaeaity of extansiva 
caeualtics t o  the inhabitants. X l S l s r n C ~  

c. In the opinion of the Joint Peael .  Radiological 
Warfare would appear to be partirmlarly applicablo 
to  important i n s td l a t ione  in enemy occupied o r  
s a t e l l i t e  countries, e.&. f o r  the deni61 of  major 
centers of communication and manuiaatming inrtdla- 
t ions in s a t e l l i t e  ccuntriea o r  Weetern Europe . 

T h a t  the JCS be requaated to decide uhether this uniqw "2. 
character is t ic  o f  Radiological Warfare j u s t i f i e s  the development of a 
special weapons system f o r  that purpose.' 

of the report on the condition that the captions fo r  a l ternat iver  A, B. and 
C,  be reworded as followr: 

5. I COTLCUZ. in the remaining recommendations contained in Seation I1 

giternat ive A 
"Should the decision on recommendation in paragraph 2 be in 
the affirmative." 

Alternative B 
"Should the JCS be unable t o  give an unqualifiedly &irmati?U 
or  negative declsion on the recommendation i n  p-ph 2.' 

Alternative C 
"Should the JCS decide that the unique character is t ics  of 
Radiological Warfare do not justify its develoyrment." 
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