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ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

MINUTESOF NINETY-S~iH AEC-MLC CONFERENCE
..

Note by the Secretary

4-
1. The attached minutes’ofthe Ninety-sixthAEC-MLC

Conference,held on February,24,1955, are ProPoB@d for aPProval
.:

at the Ninety-seventhConference,scheduledfor 2:00 p.m. on

March 31, 1955.
.

2. The8e minutes have been approved in draft by the MLC

with several revislone. The revised draft minutes were approved

by the Commissionat Meeting 1071 on March 299 1955,

.
W, B. MoCOOL
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~ar_ch3Q, 1955

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION - MILITARY LIAISON CONMIT~E

MINUTES OF NINETY-SIXTHCONFERENCE

February 24, 1955

The conferenceconvenedat 2:00 p.m., with the follovrlng
persons present:

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

Lewis L. Strauss CO1, Vincent G, Hu9tOn
Thomas E, MUrraY John Mackenzie,Jr,
W.F, Libby Richard Hallinan

William L. Oakley
K,D, Nichols
William Mitchell

W,B, MCCOO1
John H. StumPf

MILITARY LIAISON COMMITTEE

Major Gen. HerbertB. Thatcher,USAF, Acting Chairman
MaJor Gen. HarrY MCKS RoPer) USA
Brig. Gen. Richard T, Coiner> USAF
Rear Adm. George c. Wright> ‘SN
Rear Adm, Paul H. Ramsey, USN

MaJor Gen. A,R. Luedecke,USAF - Chief AFSWP

CO1, Orin S, Richardson,USAF, Executive Secretary,MLC
Col, Robert A, Olson, USAF
Comdr. Nels R, Nelson, USN
Lt, CO1. Clark J, Smith, USAF
Lt. Col. CharlesE. Graham, USAF

1. Approval of Minufes.—-—

The minutes of the Ninety-FifthAEC-MLC ConferenceV!ere

approved with the revisionsproposedby the Commission.
:,‘,

t
RESTRICTEDDA’i’A

; .1, ‘,
This documentcontainsrestricteddata as
defined in the Atomic EnePgy Act of 1954.
Its transmittalor the disclosureof its

.-

contentsin any manner to an unauthorized
psrsor:is prohibited.
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2. Report on the Effects of High-YieldNuclear I%xploslons

Mr. LSbby commentedon the reaction to this report, and

said that it appeared favorableenough so that when future re-

leasesare contemplatedthe general reactionneed not be con-

sidered as importanta factor as In the past.

General Luedecke reviewedactivitiesof AFSWP in revising

the Effects of Atomic Weapons Handboolcand said that It had

reached the point at which discussionswith the AEC on the

classificationof certain informationwere necessary. Mr, Libby

staked that the Commissionfelt that any necessaryaction,to

expedite the revision should be taken,

Mr. Libby commented on his testimonybefore the Sen2te

Armed Forces Committee concerningthe effects of nuclear ex-

plosions. The Commissionersand the Committee then discussed

such matters as the yield-regionof “blow-out”and the need

for emphasizingto the public certain Informationsuch as blaat

and thermal scaling laws.

At this point, Mr. Strauss entered the meeting.

~3.~$loactlve Contaminationfrom ThermonuclearWeapons

General Thstcher said that the Secretary of Defense was

prepared to sign a letter on Department of Defense interestin

developingthermonuclearweapons with various contaminating

J

characteristics. This letterwould state the Department of

Defense positionthat more study on the question of developing

both a redticedcontaminationweapon and an increasedcontamina-

tion weapon is needed before the Departmentwould be in a

position to state a developmentrequirement,but that the

Department is extremely interestedin such weaPons.

Mr. Murray said that he had hoped the Department of Defense

interestwould go beyond merely an expressionof suPPortfor
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preliminarystudies. Inasmuchas the AEC could assure the DOD

that there would be no interferencewith presentmilitary re-

quirements,he hoped that a military requirementfor a “PUre”

weapon would be immediatelyforthcoming, He pointed out that an

intensivedevelopmentprogram, if promptly initiated,should

pe~mit,the testing Of a reduced contaminationweapon at C)pera-

tion REDWING. Otherwise,such a test would probablybe delayed

until 1957,

Mr: Libby said that he felt that such a research project

would cotitrlbuteto knowledge of the whole field of thermonuclear

weapons.

General Thatcher said that he felt the Departmentof

Defense letter was sufficientguidance for the presentand would

enable the AEC to explore thts area activ@lY. When more facts

are known and the Department is able to evaluate their military

significancea developmentrequirementmight be appropriate.

General Thatcher pointed out that all available information

Indicatedgreat losses in yield would result from current design

concepts of “pure”weapons, and that such “costs”need careful

examination.

4. ContinuedUse of the Nevada Test Site

Mr. Strauss informedthe Committee that a letter had

teen rec?ived from the Chairman of the Joint Committeeon Atomic

Energy questioningwhethe?any device except those of very small-

yield should be tested at the Nevada Site in view of the delays,

costs and dangers entailed, He said that a reply was being pre-

pared which would empha~izethe advantagesof continentaltests

over tests in the Pacific,and asked if the members of the MLC

had any suggestionsfor the reply. Members of the MLC pointed

(outthat there were urgent requirementsfor troop participation



which would

involved i.n

not be met In the Pacific, that more

Pacific tests, that it was necessary

forces for Pacific tests, and that quicker results

obtainedat the Nevada site. Nr, Libby added that

exercises could not be conductedin the Pacific.

Mr. Nicho18 informed the Conferencethat the

expense Wotlldbe

to divert naval

could be

civil defense

Executive

Director, JCAE, had consultedhim on the advisabilityof releas-

ing Senator Anderson~s letter for publication. He had told

Mr, Allardice that he would object strenuously,particularly

before AEC answers the letter,

General Thatcher said that the Department of Defense would

be pl”eparedto support the AEC position that the Nevadz test site

is preferableto the Pacific for the type of tests under the

criteria,

MT. Murray said that he was very concernedthat such a

suggestionas moving into the Pacificwith any of’the devices

now scheduledfor “TEAPOT”should even be consideredby the

Chairman of the Joint Committee, It was his view that Senator

Ar.dersontsletter emphasizedth$ need for vigorous defense of

tl~eNevada tests, and indeed of the whole concept of the impor-

tance of testing to weapons development, He observedthat ini-

tially much oppositionhad been encounteredin beginning tests

in Nevada and even in the Pacificand thus it was a setback to

encou~ter such criticismnow, In addition, the great importance

OT testing to weapons developmenthad only been recognizedcom-

parativelyrecently and should now be made clear to everyone,

Questions like those raised by Senator Anderson,even though they

did not cause the loss of the use of the Nevada site, might

cause a loss of impetus in the testing program through tear of

criticismand could have grave consequencesfor the whole
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weapons prograinand ultimatelythe national security. In addi-

tion, the loss or partial curtailmentof the use of the Nevada

site would be even more serious.

MI?.M’-D?rayconcludedthat the AEC should take an aggressive

an~ very firm position that the tests are in the national in-

terest and that any delays, costs or possibledangers in using

the Nevada site are more than justified:he hoped that the

Department of Defen9e would support this position.

General Thatcher said that the Department of Defense shared

Ml”,Mul”ray’sVieVfsand would continue to support the requirement

for use of the Nevada site.

,9. Foreign Observersat OperationTEAPOT——

General Thatcher said that the Joint Chiefs of Staff had

approved the NATC),British and Canadian observer programfor

Operation TEAPOT, and that the Departmentof the Army had been

designatedthe responsibleagency, In response to a question

by Mr. Strauss, General Luedecke said that the Army plans to

have foreign observersquartered outside the Proving Grounds

a?d that they would make only one visit to the Proving Grounds

prior to the “shot” they were to witness. He also said AEC

would receive a copy of any hrieflng given such obsehve.rs.

6, MLC Letter on the Classificationof “Schedulesof Base
‘ncl Base Prices”

General Thatcherasked for the AEC reaction to the MLC

letter of February~, 1955, whia~ expressedConcerfiover AEC -

action In reducing the.classificationof unit prices of special

nuclear material

Mr. Strauss said that he ‘believedit would have been better

for the AEC and the MLC to discuss the matter Informally,rather

than In formal correspondence, He and Ph. Nichols reviewed

the factor8which the Commissionhad taken into consideration
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before determiningthat

to advance the nuclear

dc’,v~?o,dingthis informationwas required

power program as the AEC is obliged to do

by the Atomic Energy Act. Mr. Nichols said that in addition,

cor!sideringcumulativeproductionincreasesand information

already published,productionrates had become less sensittve

and that the classificationof this informationshould be con-

stantly reviewed to insure that we are not being handicapped

by excessive classification.

In the course of discussionon these and related matters,

General Thatcher observed that the letter of February 8 had

been intended to give strength to the AEC position that this

informationshould remain classified,and to Point out that

downgradingof pricing informationshould be carefullyexamined

bezause It is basic informationclosely related to sensitive

productioninformation,

,...
7; General Discussion

a, U,S.S, Nautilus

Admiral Wright commentedon the progressof

testing the U.S.S. Nautilus, He also said that the Chief

of Naval Operationshad approveda visit to the Nautilus

by the Research Subcommitteeof the Joint Committeeon

Atomic Energy,

b, NATO Speech

Admiral Ramsey menttoned the speech he would make

on April 15, 1955, to the military staff of NATO, and

said that inasmuchas the bilateralagreements with NATO

countrieswould not be effectiveby this date he would

not be able to discuss RestrictedData as Field Marshall

Montgomeryhad requested.
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8, Date for Ninety-SeventhAEC-MLC Conference

March 24, 1955, was set as the date for the next con-

ference.

W.B, McCOOL
Secretary

Atomic Energy Commission

ORIN S. RICHARDSON
Colonel, USAF

Executive Secretary,MLC

,.
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