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Baldwm wrote

In the New York Times of 10 Octobnr 1958, Hanton W.

.. "of the dlleged concern among oﬁichls in the Penta.gon and the Atomic Energy

Commission about the accuracy of Soviat announcamcnts deaung with U, 8

nu.clear tests, He also nta.ted these nme officiala belleve that Soviet

knowledge was derived by leaks or" espionage. T

The Soviet announcement of the detsction of 32 U.8. teste was |

) . : .
undoubtedly based on monitoring of U, 5, communications. A number of the

tests were of twch low yleld &8.-to almost certainly precluda the!.r detoctzon
by Lcmg range detection meﬂxodn. Furthermore. two of the ammounced test.

dates were false with no nuclear test baving occurred., On the second of

. thess dates, a small {12 pounds} High Explosive charge was exploded, On

the othsr date. F'y nnclaar tast was scheduled. but cancelled at the last m@mnent.
Howaver, the J'oint Task Force (J’I‘F) condncting the tests reports that on
both of these datas a norma‘l count-down was conducted, such count-downs
| being carried in the cleax' by rudio commnnicttlon! to all the ships and-
installation: nupporﬁng tlu 'I‘uk Torce. .Fbm othar Lni'orrnation furnished
by the JT¥, it is clear that the Sovieta wonld have cncountared very litth

difficulty in monitoring ths lnkarnal communication system at'ths proving

ground, Searches condncted hy tho JTF to clear tho tost area were primarily
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for safety reasons and werse not dlroctad toward detecting utidersea craft.
Even {f a submarins staysd outside the test xestrictad sone, it could have

‘been well withdn the general range of t.hae local communications synbem. b

~ One additional item ia support of the likelihood that the USSR information

A

‘came from communication monitoring is tln fact that one U.S, test,

conductsd on 26 July, was announced in Moscow within twanty-four hours
after detonatlon. It is doubtful that eapionage could have provided such
rapid transmisaion of information,

As re;‘mrted by Mz, Baldwin, officials in the Paentagon and the AEC
are und.cubtedly concerned a;bout the Soviet announcements dealing wit.h
United Statesn toata.'although ths announcements are partially inaccurate,
but the fufther allegation that these officials believe that the Soviet
k;zowledge wasg derived by leaks or espiona‘ge. is probably not shared by

responsible cfficials of the Pentagon and AEC wko have full kmowledge of

the conditions under which U.S. overses nuclear tests are conducted,

Cur conclusion would be that the Soviet information came from
official U.S. announcements about the test series, open broadcasts made
for safety reasons announcing closed and restricted areas for surface

ships and aircraft at specific times and dates, and finally from monitoring

~ of the JTF count-down commmmications from 2 point inside or immoedlately

ndjacent to the restricted area surrounding the test site.




