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« . . CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY

14 April 1946

INTELLIGENCE MEMORANDUM NO. 158

SUBJECT: Soviet Press and Radio Reaction to the first Public
Announcement of the Atomic Bomb. ‘

We have been requested to prepare a comparative
study of Soviet press and radio reaction to the first public announce-
ment of three items concerned with unconventional weapons of war:
the atomic bomb, the Merck Report, and Mr. Forrestal’s press
release of 13 March 1949 on bioclogical warfare. We have been given
to understand that the purpose of this report is to afford guidance in
the release of information on subsequent developments in these and

other fields.

. Close investigation of the scientific periodicals Priroda
and Nauka I Zhizn’ to the end of 1946, and Moscow papers frora 3
January to 6 February 1946, and monitoring of Soviet broadcasts
from 3 January to 28 Febreary 1946, have revealed no press and
radio reaction whatscever to the Merck Report. Current processing
of Soviet newspapers and radio broadcasts has as yet revealed no
reaction to the Forrestal release. We are, therefore, unable to
provide the comparisons requested. The single item on BW (Appendix
D, p. 8) cannot be directly related to the release of the Merck Repart

or Mr. Forrestal’s statement.

Our report, which is attached as Appendix A, is based
upon careful scrutiny of Soviet press and radio material. It examines
in some detail the reaction to the first announcement of the atomic

bomb. Appended also are

Appendix B - Chronology of Coverage
Appendix C - Digest of Press Reports
Appendix D - Digest of Radio Broadcasts

SECRET—

/
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APPENDIX A | \\
ANALYSIS AND CONCLUSIONS \
. om

A. Press and Radio Coverage.

Announcement of the dropping of the first combat atomic bomb

on Hiroshima was made in a White House communigue on 6 Augusi;

- the announcement was printed immediately in the Moscow papers of
7 and 8 August as a news item paraphrasing the communigue. It
appeared in similar form in the provincial papers the following few
days. There was thus no attempt to delay the first announcement,
but editorial comment was withheld for more than a week. 1/ On the
other hand, no announcement was made of the Nagasaki bomb (dropped
8 August) until 1 September, when it appeared in a periodical of limited
circulation. It was not further mentioned until after the end of the
year. 2/ References to the Nagasaki bomb which appeared in US
statements and speeches were apparently deliberately omitted in the
Soviet summaries, at least up to the beginning of 1946. Press and
radio silence on the Nagasaki bomb is attributable possibly to the
immediately prior Soviet entry into the Pacific War and possibly to
a desire to conceal the US capacity to preoduce more than one atomic
bomb, or possibly to both.

B. Phasing.

Soviet interest in the atomic bomb was not transitory, and atomic
energy remained a subject of continuing interest in the Soviet press
and radio. Its treatment appears to fall into three phases:

(a) Initial phase {from the first announcement to the arm-
istice on1l September;: In this phase, reporting was largely in the
form of brief news items, given little prominence, and generally sub-.
ordinated to news of the victory in the Far East. There was littie

1/

2/ An early Soviet mention of the Nagasaki boxb appeared in a small
book on nuclear energy by Ya. 1. Frenkel’, published in 1946; its
preface was dated October 1945 This almost appears to have been

an oversight.
' A1
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editorial comment. Articles (as distinct from news items) tended
to stress the entry of the USSR into the Pacific War and directly
or by implication to minimize the 2ffect of the atomic bomb as a
factor in the collapse of Japan. The general impression is that
the announcement of the atemic bomb was submerged by the mass
of reports on the Soviet victory over J apan. Dozens of articles
reported military operations, mostly of local importance, men-
tioning many perscns even of lower rank.

This handling of the question appears to indicate (a)
initial uncertainty as to how to treat it; and (b) an early recogni-
tion of the military significance of the bomb and the need to minj-~
mize it.-

The predominant effort of the Soviet press and radio
in this phase appears to have been to belittle the importance of
the weapon, not only through the space allotted to the items on it,
but also in the content of editorial comment and articles.

(b) Second phase (from the end of the war to the end
of November 1245): In this phase, the increasing but stil} inter-
mittent and scanty references in the press consisted largely of
articles on the scieatific aspects of atomic energy and the wider
political implications of the bomb. Articles dwelt on the secretive
attitude of the US respecting production techniques, and gave rela-
tively large coverage to the Molotov speech of 6 November and the
statement of the Western leaders that they were determined to
preserve the secret of the atomic bomb. Popular interest in atomic
energy appears to have ocutrun material available in the Russian
press. Two numbers of British Ally (a Soviet Ministry of Informa-
tion publication) dealing With the Subject were commanding a black-
market figure thirty times their list-price in October. In the follow-
ing month a public lecture on atomic energy was announced.

During this phase the fact of secrecy was freely depre-
ciated, and the theories upon which the atomic bomb was based were
claimed as common knowledge. It was optimistically promised that
the secrets of production could not long remain in US hands. Molotov
declared that, ‘‘We shall have atomic energy and more. *> Soviet
research in atomic energy and in cosmic rays was stressed, with
the emphasis always upon the peaceful uses to which these would
be put.

A-2
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On the other hand, while depreciating the fact of ,
Secrecy, the Soviet press and vadio belabored the 1S for keeping
the secret, reading into this an intent to use the atomic bomb as
a diplomatic weapon, and perhaps vltimately as a military weapon
directed against the USSR itself. In comments on the foreign press,

- both the press and radio disparaged articles which urged the reten-

tion of the secret and exiolied those which advocated its being shared

Up to this point, the Soviel attitude may be summarized
as follows:

(a) The atomic bomb is not a decisive
wezpon in warfare;

(b) Atomic energy and its use are not
a secret;

(c) Use of the atomic bomb ag an instru.
ment of coercion by one nation cannot
be ailowed;

(d) The monopoly of the secret of produc~
tion poisons international relations.

{c) Third phase (beginning with the Forelgn Ministers
Conference in Moscow in Decerber 1945 and continuing o the pre-
sent): This phase, only partly covered by this report, shows the
Seviet press and radic concerned with problems of the international
control of atomic energy. The Soviet press and radio generally fol-
lowed world press coverage, reflected the appearance of the guesticn
before the UN, and covered US annouwncements in the field. The Biki
tests (A and B) were reported in somewhat critical and at the same
time flippant terms; the Eniweiok tests were not mentioned,
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APPENDIX B

CHRONOLOGY OF COVERAGE , | \ 25X1

a-nm@-cﬂ-ol.---"—-D-nm—ﬂa@—mo-m‘u-I.v-’-ls"’ﬂe’-v

T Aug. PRAVDA, IZVESTIA, RED FLEET, TRUD, ¥OUSOMOISK AYA PRAVDA, carried
announcement (President Truman's official statement ).
8 Aug. PRAVDA again carries brief announcement.

.9 Aug. voscow Radio commentary criticizes foreign press reaction.

1l Aug. President Truman's broadcast of 9 Aug. reported in all Soviet
papers. Speech reported in full except for last seven para-
graphs, which are omitted.

12 Auge. Moscow Radio -— brief reference to Truman speech and the
atom bomb.

16 Avg. 1.VESTTA editorial containing brief refer=nce to bomb.

Moscow Radio =- first reference to military significance of
bonmb. -

17 Auvge Moscow Radio commentary plays down atom bombings.

19 Aug. NEW TIMES article quotes British article re atom bombings.

‘21 Auge. SOVIET NEWS quotes Mouritbatten's statement on the atom bomb.

26 Aug. NEW TTMES again quotes British article. |

__ Sept. SPUTNIK AGITATORA ~ scientific article on atomic energy. .

1 Sept. NTW TINES, lengthy article (six pages).
NOVOYE VRRMYA (Periodical) - two long articles (several. pages)
minimizing atomic bomb.

2 Septe. NEW TIMES, No. 7, statement re capitalistic use of atomic
’ energy.
i

B-1 -
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1945
i Septe

5 Sept.
8 Septoe
9 Septe
11l Sept.

15 Sept.
20 Septe

21 Sept.
22 Sept.
30 Sept.

9 Oct.

10 Octo
12 Oct.
16 Oct.

18 Octe

19 Oct.

Moscow Radio commentary on political implications of bomb.

toscow Radio broadcasts shortened version of NEN TTIES
1 Sept. article

TZVESTIA - scientific article - brief referznce to atomic
energy

PRAVDA and Moscow Radio ~ refercnce (approx. ona para.) to
atomic bomb as diplomatic "lever'.

oscow Radio broadecasts RED STAR article playing down the /
bombings.

NEW TIMES, short article re sharing atomic bomb sscret.
KOUSOLOLSKAYA PRAVDA - scientific article on structure of atom.
PRAVDA quotes statement by Eaker on continued YS research work.
Moscow Radio commentary - atom bomb as & subject to arcuse
split in Allied unity

KAZAKHSTANSKAYA PRAVDA - scientific article on the atom.

RED STAR and RED FLEEP carry translation of British article on
S - UK atomic defense

PRAVDA and IZVESTIAAreport American scientists? protest against
secracy surrounding bomb.
Moscow Radio - brief commentary on secrecy of bomb.

RAVDA and IZVESTIA - li-line report on Truman stabement that
America was not prepared to disclose secret of atomic bowb.

vioscow Radio ~ short commentary on US-UK slandercus attacks on
USSR. (atom bomb instead of international coopsration.)

NEW TTIES quotes British editorial on secrecy of bomb. (Three
paragraphs.)

TZVESTIA - short, tart coament on Turkish article re use of
atomic bomb on Balkans.
Moscow Radio broadcasts same article.

RED STAR article playing dowm psychological effect of bomb on
Japanesa.

SRR
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25 Octo Moscow press carries Trumsn messege to Congress. Text in
part. No comment.

26 Octo Moscow press carvies Trumsn Navy Day speech with four omissions
(all references to the bumb). No comnent.

29 Qcte. Moscow radio - brief commentary on influence of atom bomb on
US foreign policy.

30 Octs Moscow Radio - short reference to bomb and the Turkish suggestion
of its use on Balkans.

1 Wov, NEW TIMES article - thiee and ons-half pages - analysis of
foreign press reaction to Trumants 3 Oct. messags to Congress
re secrecy surrounding bomb.

Nov. Moscow Radio repetition of 30 Oct. broadcast mentioned above.

HNove Moscow press and radic carry Molotov speech {one hour).

Nov, } Moscow press and radic carry selected couments on Molotov'is |
Nove.; speach (approximately seven paragraphs).

L0~ o A

g Nov.y Moscow press carries summaries of Bevin and Churchill speeches
10 Nov.) 1e atom bomb, Moscow Radic broadcasts similar summarles.

L

11 Nove Moscow Radio cdmmentary on Molotov speech.
PRAVDA = lengthy attack on British ECONGMIST article which re-
ferred to Molotov speech.
Moscow press - brief TASS report on atomic energy discussions
in Washington,
12 Nov. LITERATURNAYA GAZETA armounces lecture on atomic energy.
1L Nov. NEW TIMES = articles (two - five pages) dealing with atom bomb.
15 Nov. Moscow Radio reports building of astrophysics laboratory.

16 Nov. Moscow Radio — brief Washington TASS announcement of Joint
Communique.

17 Nov. ~ Moscow press publishes Washington Joint Communique in part;
SCIENCE and LIFE, No, 7 - seven-page srticle on construction of aiem.
20 Nove TRUD carries comments from US press on Truman-Atlee~King statemsnt.
22 Nov. Woscow Radio broadcasts two NEV TIMES articles (see lh'ﬁov. above ).
aion—
B-3
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23 Yov.
25 Kove

26 Nove
30 Hov,

28 Dec.,

1546
3 July
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Moscow Radio_w sumnary of Attlse’s speech on Joint Communicue.
KOMSCMOLSKAYSE PRAVDA article - brief reference to atom bomb.

Moscow Radio commentary on Turkish suggestion to use bomb on
Balkans.

TRUD quotes a US labor union letier to Truman re the atom bomb.
Moscow press - full page - final statement on Conference.

Chapter VIT dsaling with establishment of Commission given
special notics on another page.

Moscow press repcrbs Bikini test (based on N.Y. TASS report).

g
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APPENDIX ©
SOVIET PRESS HEACTIONS TO THE FIRST
ANNOUNCEMENT OF TIE ATOMIC BOMD
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APPENDIX C
TRUMAN AINNOUNCES NEW ATOMIC BOMB — Trud, 7 Aug 19LS

The White House has released an announcement by President Truman.
The announcement reads: ©"Sixteen hours ago an American airplane dropped
on the important Japanese base, Hiroshima (on the Island of Honshu), &
bomb, the destructive power of which surpasses that of 20,000 tons of
explosives. The destructive pc er of this bomb is 2,000 timea greater
than that of the British bomb "Grand Slam™ which was the most poweriul
bomb ever used in the history of war."

#Until 1939," Truman continued, "scientiste considered the use of
atunic energy only theoretically possible, since no practical methods
for such use wers known. By 1942, however, we learned that the Germans
wefe working intensively to find a means of us;“Lng atomic energy as a
supplement to other weapons of warfare with wﬁiéh they hoped to enslave
the wdrldg They did not succeed.®

Pruman further disclosed that in duly 19Lh6, even before Pearl
Harbor, the US and Oreat Britain had pooled whatever scientific knowledge
théy had which might serve for military purposes., The experimental work
for the atomic bomb was done in'accardance with this policy of common
exchange of sclentific knowledge.

Truman revealed that at present there are in the US two large
plants and a mmbér of smaller enterprises connected with the production
of atomic weapons. During the period of most intensive atomic bomb
production, 125,000 workers were employed in these plants, and over

65,000 still are employed. MNany workers have spent two and s half years
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in this work. Only a fow of them knew what they were produeing.

#at the present time," said Iﬁfwnan_, tews are debermined to destzoy
as rapidly and campletely as possible all industrial enterprises which
Japan may have in any city. We shall destroy their docks, factories and
communications. There may De no mistake: we shall destroy her war
petential completely. The wltimatum made at Potsdam on 26 July was
"delivered with the intent of saving the Yapaness people for utter
destruction. The leaders quickly rejected this ultimatum. If they
will not accept our conditions now, they can expect gsuch tremendous
destruction from the air as the world has not yet seen.

PThis air attack will be followed by atiacks from sea amd by 1am§.,;
with forces of such number and power as the Japaneae have never sSecn,
and with the same fighting ability wit._h which the Japanese have alreasiy
‘been acquainted.®

In econclusion Truman declared that he will gecommerﬁ to the US
Congress that a study of thg quastion of a ﬁanmii;tee for control ar;d’
utilization of atomic energy in the US be made immediately. Trumar:
said that he mill make further recomnendations to the Congress on the
question of “how atomic energy can becoms a powerful and esffiéient.

factor in the maintenance of universal peace.m

6-2
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Trud — 11 Aug 19kS

(Extracts from President Truman's speech on his return from

Berlin)

"One of the secrets was disclosed yesterday when the Soviet Union
declared war on Japan, The Soviet Union agrsed to participate in thn
Pacific war before i% had been informed of the existence of our new
weapon.. | |

"It has been agreed upon in Berlin that the dspanese will soon
learn some other military secrets. Trey will learn aboub these from

the original source, and they will not like them.®

mye have defined the conditions under which Japan may capitulate.
No attention was paid to our warning, and the Japanese have since
learned what an atomic bomb can do. They can imagine what that boub
will do in the future., <The first bamb was dropped on Hiroshima, 2
military base. This was doné because we wanted that objective in the
first attack. The destruction b:ﬁ' civilien population was prevented as

weh as possitle. But this attack is only & warning of what will happen

in the future, If Japan does not capitulate, bombe will be dropped on
military enterprises and unfortunateiy thousands of civilians will
perish. I advise Japanese civilian populations to leave industrial

cities immediately in order to save themselves from destruction,”

c-3
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Izvestiya = 16 Aug 1945

It is true that scme American newspapers are trylng to minimize
the contri‘butioxi of the Soviet Union to the common cause of the Allies.
For example, the New York paper Daily News boasts: "We conid win the
war with the help of the atom bomb,"® The sensation of the atom bcﬁb
has indeed obscured the minds of some people, They are prepared to
transform science into a shamanistic invocation, It is worth while
t0 remember the very sound remark made by Lord Mountbatten in London.
He stated at a press conference on 9 Auguét: Tt would bs the greatest
mistake to start with the assumption that the af.om bomb can make an end
to the war." This is not the conjecture of a publicist, amusing himself
with illusions in a field unfamiliax to him, but an authoritative amd
gobering statement of an experienced military leader, Commander-in-
Chief of the Allied Forces in south-sast Asia.

The war will be ended not by sensational miracles, but by powsriul
Joint efforts of all Allies, who have conquered with common weapons

both Hitler Germany and imperialistic Japan.

¢ -L
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Novoye Vremya, No. 7, 1 Sept 1945
END OF THE WAR IN THE PACIFIC, by Col. M. Tclchenov

By the beginning of **ug@t of this year, quite a peculiar situation
had come about in the Pgeific theatre of military cperations. Land
operations ;are being carried on in Burma, on the Islaend of Borneo and
on some other islands in the southern Pacific. But the operations in
these regions were really of secondary importance from the viewpoint

of the war as g whole,

Deécribing the situation prevailing then; the American military
observer Swing wrote: "We are now on the threshold of Japan. Yet did
net penetrate any part of the dapanese 1s;ands .,' . Our air attacks caused
great damage to Japan—maybe even more than we think., However, experience
of previous air bombardments has made sufficiently clear that no war can
be stopped by air bombardment alone.®

Numerous statements by Allied political and military leaders show
that Allied commanders did not expect to achieve victory over Japan by

air raids onlyo

On 16 August, in the House of Cammons, Churchill said, "Nobody
could evaluate the cost in British and 4merican lives that would be
paid for these operationS..... Even less (could be estimated) the time

the Japanese could hold out in conquersd territories and in Japan itself,n

Contentions were made in some organs of the foreign press that any

hold-out resisteénce after the formal capitulation of Japan could be
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overcane with the use of atanic bombs. However, the statensent by
Winston Churchill which we hé.ve gquoted shows that the leading circles
of the United States and Great Britain did not share such an opinions:
only three weeks before the atomic bomb was used against Japan, the
Prime Minister of Great Britain and the President of the United 2tatas
were planning operations which ninvolved efforts unknown in this war®
arxd which would have jncurred great sacrifices on the pard of the

Allies.

{The article goes on to deal with the preparations for invasion,
and states that, according to Secretary of %ar Patterson, the war
could not have ended before June 1946, Col. Tolchenov concludes this

part of the article with the following statementss}

¥nile the Allies would doubtlessly have routed Japan in the end,
the results of the Iwo Jima and Okinawa invasions indicated how
extremely costly the invasion of Japan itself would be. Even after her
defest, continued resistance on the continent could be expected.

" What made the Japanese adventurers give up the idea of *defense
of every inch of territory® and made them accept unconditional
surrender? An overwhelming majority of the foreign press has quite
properly described the entry of the Soviet Union ihto the war as the

major factor which obliged the enemy to surrender.

(The secord part of the article is entirely devoted to the
contributions of the Soviet Union in the war ageinst Japan. Quoting

foreign sources, the author states that the main part of the Japanese

C-6
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Army was on the continent. He stresses the importance of the Kwantung
Amy and noctes the surprise abroad caused by the speed of the Soviet

victories. Conclusion of the article followe.)

The struggle against Hitler's aggression has demorstrated to the
world the firm decision of the Soviet Union to bring to an end the
nocble task oi‘ destroying the imperialism of the Cerman gangsters,
regardless of the enormous gacyrifices and hardships entailed. When the
gituation demanded the Soviet Union's entry into the war against the
last aggressor, imperialist Japan, the Sovieth, people again made this
great sacrifice. By thro*#ing all her might against the largest groﬁp
of Japanese armies, the Soviet Union decisit;'ely gspesded the downfall
and unconditional surrender of Japan, bringing the war to an ernd, and
opening the period of peaceful collaboration among fraedon-loving

peoples.

el
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FORFIGN FPESS HUACGTIOND PO THk ATOMIGC BOME e

Novoye Vremya, No. 7 710, 15h5

woad Rovoye Vrene NooT, 1545, containg an article by

VNSO I AR

The peri

M. Hubinshbeyr on 9§ Seactions to the Atomic Poab%, Tha

fivgt two pages of the arilele piveanlhistorical Cacsewit of the
develoment ard use of the storle bomb, Tt stapts itk Pregldent
Trumanda sonovneement an & Augnst 3ghh m;ﬂmm%nv the new stom bopb whie
had been dropred on Hiresiton. cis further ztated tha the sutsagusis
press publications of verious covotries, and eepeeinlly the statemaots
made by pelitieal and wilitary leaders of the United Sustes and Great
Britein, cive a deballed pleturs of the hi ":r- ariesd developant ’anii
crganization of the wowk L connsetion with the atanic bons, bub at the
sane time they awvold Zhe question of the technical naturs of procssses
applisd in the producileon of these bombs, This, says The artlele, ls

the subjest of puwwooas conjesturss on the part of The jrass,

After giving a descripilon of the ccordinabed word of whe United

States, England,ard U gy and menticiaine the eatablileb-
mend and leocatica of rarlcus atonie bordh plants and leornbories in the
United Statae, the aridlele nentiouns that the zeec 21 atomie bomb was
dropped on Nagasakd on § Au ust L5LE, and that subsequantly a lakoratory
vas csbabtlishsd on the ¥srienus o the asgserbly oF baibs Irom perts
shisped from the Undioed States.

The article furlhwr stabtesg: ®Ceytain ovrgans of the foreign presa,
partly dus to sensationalism, and paytly becavge of thely ri.amr’e .o
mindleise the lamportsnce of a Joink sbeuggle of the fllieg 'agains‘i; the
foroes of agg:rsszssic:zr:;; hastened o declars thal the prospt capitulation
of Japan was the resuit of the sntion of the Tirst siomic bombe.
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However, this version did not become zny more pleusible even when tbe
former Japanesé imperialists subscribed to this opinion, after the
capitulation of vlfapan., Their aim in this comnoction was Juite obvious.
It is connected with the vain attempts of Japenese militarists %o

save face and to justify befcre history the disgracsful collapse of
their adventurous undertaking.

"Such a version is definitely rejscted 'by competent circles. Thus,
for instence, Commawisr of the Air Forces of the United States, Arnold;
definitely objected to the announcement that atomic bombs had caused
the surrerder of Japan, when speaking at & Press confersnce. He stated
that the situation of Japan had bteen hopelesz even before ths use of
atcemic bhombs.

*Major General Chennault, former chief of Mm'ikcan alr forces in

China, told a correspondent of New York Times:® The entry of the Soviet

Union i}qt& the war against Japan was the decisive factor, which
precipitated the end of the war in the Pacific; this would have happaned
even if no atom bombs had been used., The sudden blow given to Japan by
the Red Army coupleted the encirclement, which brought Japan to its
knees.

»Tt stands to reason that the two bombs droppad on military sblects
in Yapan do not provide suffieient grounds for a general appraisal of
the importance of atoumic bombs in military affairs as a whole and their
effect on the further development of military tec}mique; Nevertheless,
the foreign Press contains premature conclusions, diclated by celﬁ;aj.xt:

political calculations. For example, the well-known fascisbic theoriast

L . .
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on tank war, Fuller, made statenents o this effect; howefers his
prophecies regaxdiné small, comyietely mechanized "robot* srmies were
definitely proven false by the experiences of the World War. In the
pages of the London Daily Mail, Fuller declares in his usual
voclferous mamer that *the Army, Navy, and Air Forces hava‘gone out of
the picture’; that tthey, figuraiively gpoaking, have heen buri&d unclar
the wreckage of Hiroshima.t
‘ #There 18 no need to prove that Fullerts latest prophecies ars asg
unfounded as hia previous prognoses. The expsrience of the second World
War, and in particular the unriveled experisnce of the Red Army victoriea,
has clearly shown that success in wer is not achieved by a onewsided
development of one or the other form of weapon, but by a perfection of
all types of forces and a skilful organization of their comhined effect.
"The first reaction to the annbuncement of atomice bombe in the
foreign Press is characterized Ly a "stunned feeling, mixed with relief
over the fact that this new weapon was used by the Allies, ard not 4y

their enemies.® Howewer, as Manchester Guardian peints cuty, *the fesling

of satisfaction over this latest achievement of the Allies is obscurad by
fear of its future consequences.* This Pfear", is appsrently fanned by
certain circles who strive to use it for their own interests.

"In the Press of the Urdied Stateé»and England, various tendsnciss
appear as to the estimation of pesgitle consequencea of the ctomic bhowb
discovery.

%"The progressive Fress emphasizes that the enomous pateﬁtialiti&s

of military utilization of atomic energy make it all the more imperative

«=HRinit
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for the United Nations to work for the conservation of peace and pwows b

the possibility of future wars. The Labor Party organ,; Daily Hemsld,

stated in a lead article entitled 'The last warning's 'The stomic bord
1is the last warning to r:z,ank:!.ﬁd.o Humanity now has £he neans of solf-
destruction. The inventlon of the atomic bomb raises the question: should
we not make all efforts to impart a real meaning to the fourdations of
international cooperation,v which were laid 2t San Francisco: Can our
Judging capacity and our knowledge develop a# rapidly as techniczl
progress is dgveloping?'

"The last question of the Labor newspaper seems to be direcied
against those people in the Urdted States and England whe have mads new
attacks against cooperatiqn of the Inited Nations in conn*ectioﬁ with
discovery of atomie bombs. The opinions of such people prove a lack of
understanding of the real international situation. However, these
oplnions deserve some attention because they reflect the desires of
certain cireles, pursuing their selfish interests and oppoged to a firn
peacs between the nations., |

"The reactionary part of the #merican Press insists that the United
States should keep the manufacture of atomic bombs as a secret, in
anticipation of future warsa“ Same isolationist circlea frankly state
that inasmuch as the United States split the atom, they can also gplit
the United Nations,

"The isolationist Daily Wews writes: 'The 1az°gést known depozits
of uranium are found in Canada {which, as a matter of fact, doss not

correspond to the facts.-M.R.) This means that Caneda will serve its cwn

¢ « 211 .
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interests, besides ours, in suppiying ‘us with the required quantity o~
uranimm and not sﬁpplying; it to other gountries.., With regard Lo wsrdum,
Canada must become our complete znd only aliy. If she refuses, we aiilil
have advantages int he field of atomic banb orodaction as compared with
the rest of the world, and one could probvabiy find encugh patrictie
Americans to force Cionade to act carrsctly with regard to their uransis.!
"This statement of & profascist newspapser nseds no coamment., However »
what would be the reason for ‘patriotic Amcricans® to lay hands on
Candaian uranium? An answer to this question is contained in the weelkly

paper United States News, which states that the monopolistic ownershiyp

of atomic bombs gives the Unit.ed States the possibility to feonguer tiw
world and riﬂ.e over it, if they so desire.s

."Marv other newspapers of learst, MeCormick and Fatterson, have
published articles written in the same vein, They openly demard that the
United States should guarantee its world rulership by threatening other
countries with atanic bombs, Thess outspoken imperiaiists do not think
of the failure of Hitler's plans for world rulership, which aliso were
based on temporary advantages in the develcpient of military technique

and nevertheless suffered a complete collapse.®

MAnn MacCormick in Hew York Times writes: 'For a short period of

time, the United States will contrul the waapon, which is more dangercus
as an instrument of politics than the vietory itself,' Fram this she
draws the conclusion that the United States should ’tale over the Jesdior

ship of the world.!

C =22
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#Life Magazine states that the aztomic bomb strengthens the
diplomatic positian of the United States » making it possible to eniorce
universal peace ‘on the bagis of true cooperation.' To eliminate ail
doubts as teo what 18 meant by “true cooperationt!, the magazine
accompanies its statement by directing violent attacks against the
Soviet Union,

"Similar opinions were voiced in the English Press, The conservabive
newspaper Observer declsres thdt the possession of the atomic bord seored
guarantees American and English superiority, at least at the preseat
time', According to many English newspapers, all details on the produe
tion of atomic bombs are to be found only in the United States.

¥Emery, former Mirister for Indlan and Durmese AfTairs » £oes sven

further, In the pages of the Sunday Chronicle he states that al present

the United States of America *from the point of view of pomar politics,
czn rule the world. In coawparison, the Soviet Union is only & valnershls,
secondary power.' In spite of the fact that the majority of the English
people has clearly supressed their views of the Munich policy, their
representatives continue to repeat the foolish statements of Fitler
regarding *‘vulnerability? and ‘secondary role of the Soviet Union, I+
is true that the 'judging capacity! of some political representatives i
definitely unable to kesp up with technical progreast,

®In all fairness it should be said that such views on utilizing tha
atomic bcﬁlb for establishing Anerican (or Anglo-Smerican) world rulership
are expressed by canparatively nm*ww,‘although very louvd-voiced groups

of reactionaries., lore widely oxpressed are vague Ciscussions on the
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subject of the atomic bomb, stating that with its invention it has hecome
necessary to re-~formulate internatiocnal problems, as the lormer agreemcrnts
between powers have become obsolete. Statements of this kind can b
harmful only because of their ambiguity. Without finding out why the
former agreements have becone "obsclete?, such statements csn only nause
unnecessary confusion in the minds of trusting peopie. Eowewer, one must
not forget that questions of world defernse are political guestions. They
must be not considered only from a military-technical angle, without
considering political, econanical and soclal factors.

"It is evident that esund-minded politicians snd jJournalists wrlersiand
this fact, as it gupears from ¢ertain publications which are opposed Lo

imperialistic propaganda. Thus, for instance, Daily llerald, in conira-

dictlion to Daily Mail, points out that in meny other ccuntries besides
Englarnd and the United States, there are sclentists who have studied
the provlem of splitting the atom and who will now work with doubled
energy, in an effort to produce a weapon which is equal, or even
supericr, to that of the English and Americans, This newspaper is of the
opinion that 'the atmosphere of smecrescy and suspieion btrings discord into
international relaticns,' and asks for an immediate agreement on intere
national control of produstion and utilization of atom bombs betwean
representatives of the RBig Five.

#The greatesﬁ English physicist Chadwick, who took active part in

the development of the atomic bombs, stated:

c wu ]‘l‘_ e
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"Phe utilization of atomie energy in one form or another will
require international control. The basic technical principies of
atomie bombs have become so well known that from now on it 1s only
a question of time necessary for any country to produce atomie boubs
(even without publication of tre secrets of England ard the United
States).?

wPhe London weekly paper Tribune rotes that thers are psople iu
England and #merice who rejoice at the thought of Anglo-fmexican
monopoly in the production of stomic bombs, as they have hopes of &
conflict arising between the Scviet Unlon awd the western powers. Howe-
aver, _'._t‘_gim states that ‘any attempls to maintain this monopoly will
1lead to disastrous consequences.’ Therefore, Tribune suggzests that
production of atom bombe should e under international conbrol .

©The progressive crgans of Lnglish and American Press emphaszize the
fact that the agreements bebtween the big powers are oW even nors

jmportant than before. tanchester Guardian writss: .. the ideal

guardian of the new wcapon and its means of production csn only be an
international organization, whose duty it 18 to uphold the peace.®

#The American radio commentator Steel states t.hét Suviet sclence
has surpassed English and American selenee in many fie€lds, and draws
the conclusion that the salvation of humanity does not lie in the
competition of science of various countries. Only the development of an
international system makes it ;;éssible for 21l the nations of the world

to use the advantages of this overwholming discovery.
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¥The progressive representatives of the American public demand
immediate action in strengthening tha United Nationz as a stronghold
against the danger of a new agression.

wpccording to Assoclated Press mews from Washington, mary Republican
and lemocratic Senators have expressed the opinion that after the way in
the Facific has come to an end, the United Stabes should share thelr
knowledge of atomic energy with cther countries through thes United Nations.

¥The foreign Press also discusses the guestion of the posgibililie:
of world utilization of atomic ensrgy. A number of American papers ars
fillad with sensationsl articles on miracles to be performed in the wery
near future with a few grams of ‘atomic fuel'!, etec., However, most of the
seisntists who have worked on the development of the atomic bomb, oppose
these sensationsl articles and warn against the illusiong of an immediste
practical utilization of atomiec energy in industztsr.,_ A numbay of cersony
who had a leading part in the scisntific research work point out that
this work wae almost conpletely davoted to qQuestions of military
utilization. ZTherefore, the probilem of using atomic energy in imdustyy
will require a long period of intensive research. On a small secale,
resesrch work on the ubilization of atomlc energy in peace is beiung dons
by the scientific research departusnt of &« college in Jowa. However, this
éammt ba compared in any way 'wi:bh the work done oﬁ the development of
the atomic bomb,

"Ye see that the reneral attitude towards world utilization of

atomic energy is very restrained. HRadio commentator Allister Cook

¢ - 15
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remarked that business men in the Uxﬁited Statea, especially heads of
- petroleum concerns, mining industry, power industry, ste., ave prestly
worried over the latent possibilities of the new inventlon,

nThe Workers' Press of the United States warns agalnst the dangey
which w1l arise if the utilization of scientific achisvements in the
field of atonmic energy should be entrusted to monopolistic corpovations.

"The invention of atamic bombs makesit more imperative to mobilins
all progressive forces in crder to guarantee world peace amd securibty for
great and small nations. Hovever, it is obvious that this inveniion dues
not solve any political problems either ﬁit}'im individual countries or on
an internationdl scale. Anyone who has 1llusions in this repard will be
greatly disappointed.

“Prus international cooperation in the field of science should be
crpanized on a large scale as soon as possibley which is one way of
developing mutual understanding of all freedoﬁ»lmring nations of the

world.®
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Pravda « 9 Sept 19u5 (International Review)

In reviewing the questionof the democratic davelormert of Bulpar i,

Qoo

Rumania, and Hungary, the newspaper New York Times places great hopes

on "the strength of American democracy, which showed itsell in the

role the United States played in the victories over gurocpe and Asia, the
apotheosia of which was expressed in the atom bomb*, Therefore... ths
atom bomb and the future help from the United 3tates, is like a poweriul

hamner held over the peoples of the Balksn countries? This is what tns

Hew York Times has finally succeeded in saying.

Signeds The Observer

Approved For Release 2005/04?1MDP78-01617A000400230002-7



_ApprO\{ed For Release 2005/04/12 : CIA-RDP78-01617A000400230002-7

Pravda == 21 Sept 1945

Deputy Chief of the U.S. Air Forces, Lt. Gerersl Ecker {sic}, msie the
following statement to the Commission on Military Affairs of the Hous:
of Represéntatives. "The United States must maintain a comparatively
small but very highly efficient air force. It is necessary to continua
the research work.?

In regard to the question of the future aiv force, Fcker statea
"one should fully take into account the new, extremely imporiant

military inventions.”
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Izvestiya —- 9 Oct 1945
Pravda  -= 10 Oct 1945

“In comection with an amounccment from Yashington that United
States scisntists are protesting against the gecrecy surrvouniing the

atom bomb, the English newspaper Evmki.ng News published an article

stating that English scientists were also being organized in the fight =
against misuse of the great discovery, One of the well-lnown scientists,
who had been working on the atom bombt, told a newspaper corraspordent ;
"The scientists of Engiand feﬂlgthat inasmuch as neither the politicel
nor the military powers are apparently inclined to take charge of this
discovery, the scientists themselves should come out into the open and
widely inform the publie of the socizl and international importance of
ths atom bomb., We do not intend to stay in our laboratories and keap
silent, Yherefore, the scientists who feel a responsibility, intend Lo
‘prepare a joint declaration regarding the atom bomb. They have split tha
atan for the purpose »f haiving this discovery used to the benefit of
mankind, and not in order to cause a catastrophe, Now is the time when
e should definitely decide how to express in the best possible way all
of our present experiences and i’eelings; Many outstarding scientists
will participate in the declaration.®
The newspaper assumed that the declaration would be pubiished in

one or two weeks,

!
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dzvestiya, 3 Sept. 1945.

S. Vivilov, Pres. of Academy of Seientes.

fScience and the New Five~Year Plan."

"The war strikingly hastsned the technical realizabion of radiolocatinn,
physical mines (magnetic, acoustic, hydrodynamic, photeslectric),
guided shells and aircraft, and finaily the uvranium tomb.®

"In the forthcoming Five~year plan it is necessary, undoubiedly, to
radically reconsider questions of fuel and energy. Aside from the
problen of the use of energy within the atom, whieh became a completle
reality sinee the development of the atomic bomb and which promisss
an unheard-of technical revolution primarily in the field of energy,
it is necessary to indicate many incomparably mors unpretenticus, but

actually extmme]y inportant energy probvlems.® - gas, coal, coke, ete,
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Pravda - 10 Octobe: 1945

According to the correspondent of Associated Press, Fresident
Truman delivered a gpeech at a speciel press conferonce in Tiptorvilits,
Tennessee. Truman stated that the Uns ted States does net intend to
reveal the seeret of the atom bomb to any country wiatsosver. He
also stated that he did not consider the Conference of Foreign Minishars
to have been a failure and pointed out that the interests of the
United States did not collide with the interests of the Scviet Urdon,
but that sometimes the differencea in language and trenslation caussd

difficulties.
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Trud ~- 28 Oct 1945 |
In & speech delivered by President Truman on Navy Yay, he made i

the following statcments. In regerd to the aszertion that the invention

of the atomic bomb elininates the necessity of the Navy, &rmy, and Aip

Force; Truman stated that at the present time all these di‘scussﬁ.ons

are 10C percent in error and thet there is no substitute whatsoover for

the Navy. He stated further: "4 Navy equipped with all forms of weapons

provided by science ia stlll dedicated to its historic tasiks to keep

guard over the ocesn approaches to our country and the sky above themeo

The atomic bomb doos not change the principles of United States foreign

poliey. 1t only makes the development and realization of our policy

more imperative snd urgent than we could have expected six months ago.®
Truman declsrsd that the discussion of the atomic bomb question

with Grealt Britain and Canada, and later on with other cowntries, can

not be postponed until the official formation of the United Nations

Organization. "Thiz discussion, which aims at a free; sxchange of basic

selentific information, will begin in the near future. lHowevery 1

emphasize once more; us I have done in the past, that this discussion

#1l} not touch the production processes of the atomle bonrb or any

other milltsry weapon.®

C-23
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Pravda - 7 Nov 1945
(From Molotovts address at the useting of the Moscow Soviet,

& Nov 1945)

% .esogTaat secrets cannot remain the monopoly of any cCouniryVeon s
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Pravda — 3 Nov 1945

British and US comments on Molotov's speech,

Provde — 9 Nov 1045

US comments on iblotov!s speech.

(Most of the US articles quoted in these two numbers of Pravda
nention the paragraph dealing with aﬁamic energy and comment favorably

on the statement by the Soviet Foreign Minister.)

C-25
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Pravda — 9 Nov 1945
In a speech delivered by Churchill in the llouse of Comrons, he

made 'bhe‘ following statements regarding discoveries in the field of

~ the atomic bombz *I hopa that England, Canada, snd the United States

®ill follow the policy arnnounced by President Truman and will considesr
their’ Imowledge and their methods as & seoret; pledge." Churchill
added: "I also agree that it would be & 100 percent error to think
that the sxistence of the bomb eliminates the necessity of the Army,
Navy, and Adr Force.®

C--26
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Pravda — 11 Nov 1945 (International Review)

%s.0the secret of the atomic bomb as a means of pressure on the
USSRe %

".ocatomic diplomacy,."

C27
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Trud — 17 Nov 1945
Text of joint statement by 'Ifrwnan » dttles and loKengie King
(Two paragraphs: first deals with necessity for keeping atomin
bomb production secrets second discusses establishment of a Contrsl
. Commission, )

| . (Total, 24 lines)

C-23
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Trud - 20 Nov 1945

{Comments from the fmerican press on the Trumwn-dtilee-VcKenzie
King statement) ‘

New York -— 16 Hov 1945 (TaSE)

Piis  "The establishment of a comnission under the United Nations
contrbl will place the USSR on the same ievel with that of Poritugal

and Argentina, leaving the US and Great Britain in lead positions.”

Smith, a radio commentator, declared that the Anglo--Amsricen
statement "provides for the release by the Allies to Russia of & secvel
which actually is not a sscret, md requires that Russia follow a policy
outlined by Washington end Iondon. It is doubtful that Russiz would
accept such a deal.® | ‘

Daily Viorksr: ®...atom club.,.atomic blocwo.Sacmt traded for
the acceptance of the Anglo-American dictatorship...Everybody knows
that only unity between the United States and the USSR can prevent

war,®
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ARTICLE BY B.Z., BELEN'KIY

"FISSION OF THE ATOMIC NUCLEUSY

As reported in

Nauka 1 Zhizn, Wo. 14,
October 1545

Page 12

Extracts

on 6 ‘August 1945 the world learned of the use of the atom bomb
against Japan by the USAF. The havoc wroaked by this bomb was colossal.
The explosion of uranium is 20 million times more violent than the ex-
plosion of a similar amount of the most powerful exnlosive known
heretofore. The pillar of smoke and dust over the target arsas rose
to an alvitude of 12 kilometers., Thrse fifth's of the town, whose
population was about 300,000, was reduced to a virtual graveyard.

Facts gleaned from foreign press reports lead one to belisve that
the atomic bomb operatess on the principle of a “chain reaction” bymeu-
trong in the light uranium isotope -~ U - 235, FEnglish and U éo
scientists have discovered an efficient method for isolating the U=235
from ordinary uranium. The explos:’we substance appears to be a combing-
tion of U=235 and heavy water. Heavy water is necessary in order to
bring about the “chain® reaction by slowing down the speed of neutrons.

The study of intra-atomic forces is@&new field. There is no doubt
that some day nuclear energy will be utilized for peaceful aims. It is=
difficult to forecast the changes in our civilization which will be
brought sbout by the use of this energy.

Above extracts which contain all data kpertain,ing to subject requira-
ment comprise 10% of the total article and are the last three paragraphse
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SPEECH BY V.M, MOLOTOV

GIVEN AT THE TRIUMPHAL SESSION OF THE H0SCOW COUNCIL

Ag reported in

Nauka 1 Zhizn, No. 1l=12
December 15LS

Extracts

The entranics of the forces of the USSR brought sbout a rapid con-
clusion to hostilities in the Far East.

Peace can be maintained by well organized armed forces. Th:i;s is
particularly true in the case of those nations who have to guarantee world
peace. Bul safeguarding the peace is in no way related to the political
imperialistic designs of certain foreign naticns. In thls connection it |
is necéssary to mention the development of atomic energy and the atomic
bomb; the use of which in the struggle against Japan revealed its great :
destructive power. Atomic snergy, however, ha.% not proven itself in the
attempl to stop aggression or to guarantee the peace. However, under
present, conditions there are no techniological gscrets which can be meno-
polizad t;y' ary one couniry for any lenghbh of tims., Therefore the dis-
covery of atomic energy can not be used effectively for any considerable
length of time either as a factor in the power pcs}.i'bics, or as a future
threat to peaces loving peoples. |

At the present time with a remaxrkable technological achievement such
as utilimatian‘of atouic energy, & great deal can be accomplished for ths
people's economy. The war has destroyed a largs percentage of cur induse
try, bubt with hard work our industries will once again flourish. We will
even achieve the utilization of atomic .energy and much else. (loud, pro-

longed enthusiastic applause).

C-31
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(The above extracts which conbain all data pertaining to subject
requirement comprise approximately 5% of the total article, and were

interspersed in the beginning, middle, and end of the speech. )
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SPEECH BY G.I. KOSITSKIY

ATOMIC EWERGY IN BIOLOGY AND MEDICINE

Reported in

Nauka i1 Zhizn, No. 7

July 1946

Page 12 - 15 N
Exbracts

Intra-atomic energy has been utilized long before the discovery
of the important reaction and its utillzation for military purposes.
The slower processes of atomic fission have been used for many years
in medicine and other sciences for humanitarian PUrposas.

The atomic nucleus has opened a large new field of endeavor.
Only under conditicns of Soviet Socialism can the possibilities in
this new field be fully utilized for the advantage of humanlty.

(The above datay, an oblique reference to subject requirement,
comprise a small part of the article and are the first and last para-

.

graphs. )
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Biiini tests |
The first Bikini test was reported by the 3 July 1946 edition of

all newspapers in a TASS story from New York, based on Associated Press
and Reuters reports. The coiments by T4ASS minimized the effect of the
bombing. On the same day a feature article on the Bikini test appesrod
in Pravda, which criticized the expenditure on the test, the results,
and the alleged non-gclientific nature of the test, and commented upon
plans for control of the bomb. No further reaction apoesred until
July 26, when a TASS report of the underwater test of July 24 was
published, again based on an Associated Press story. The effect of

the explosion on the ships and the atoll wes minimized.
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Initisl Soviet'reacfibn to the atomic bombing of Hiroshima and Nagasaki
gave the appéarance of casual and unexvited observation. The first monitored
reference to the military significance of the bomb did not appeér until 16
August 1945, nine days after Truman's first announcement of the atom bomb's
use. From this date, and continuing until Molotov's 6 November 1945 address
on the anniversary of the October Revolution, the relatively few Soviet
comments on the atomic bomb fell into two phases, The First phase, coin-
ciding with Soviet propaganda efforts to build up the Red Army's campaign in
Manchuria, consisted of brief but pointed references which implicitly be-
liftled the military effectiveness of the Ysensational® invention, in com-

parison with the Red Army's "erushing blows.®

These references declined markedly at the end of August 1945, and were
superseded in September and October by a sccond phase, in which the political
implications of the atomic bomb were considered. Commentaries pointing out
the increased need for "international collaboration" as a result of "this
greatest discovery of science™ ecknowledged, by implication, the destructive
power of the bomb.. However, it was not until Molotov's 6 November 1945
address (in which the phrase “tremendous destructive power" occurred): that.
this fact was giéen explicit expression, together with statements to the
effect that the bomb cannot remain the exclusive property of any one
country.” Except for a fleeting reference to the fact that President Truman
"indicated that the Soviet Union had agreed to enter the Pacific War before
he had meﬁtioned the existence of the new Wéapon," Soviet broadcasts did not
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touch on the question of the bomb in relation to Allied military collabor-

ation.,

No feférence to the Merck leport has appeared.in available Soviet
radio news releases or commentarles for the relevant periods of 1946; and
to date, no notice of Forrestal's 12 March press étatement on biclogical
warfare has eppeared. Vague allusions to‘the potentialities of biclogical
warfare do appear in a recent commentary by Ilya Ehrenburg. Ehrenburg's
statements, however, depart from tlie characteristic Soviel propsgueds
pattern which has tended to avoid concretereference to the development of
new mﬁlitary tactics and weapons either by the Soviet Union or by other

countries.

25X1
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I. INITIAL SOVIET REACTION 7O THE ANNCUNCEMENT OF THE ATOMIC BOMB

a. Reports of President Truman's 7 August (1945) Statement: On 7 Auvgust,
Radio Moscow reported that "all papers" had published President Truman's
statement on the first use of the atomic bomb; and the Soviet radio's morning
news programs included the President's statement in full. The FBIS DAILY
REPCRT “"Survey" noted, however, that attendant publicity was "ynexciting and
unspeculative.! The statement itself did not receive news-priority in
Soviet broadcasts of 7 August; for example, a press review placed ‘the state-
ment last in a series of four news items, and it ranked thirteenth in a series
of TASS news releases beamed to the Soviet provineial press. (On the other
hand, a CBS commentator reported from Moscow that "everybody is talking about
the atom bomb.") ‘ :

b, The Bomb and Soviet "Precipitation' of the Japanese Surrender: There

was no mention of the becmb either in the Soviet declaration of war against
Japan or in any monitored Soviet broadecasts of 8 August, which were almost
entirely devoted to the latter event.x* The Soviet-controlled Berlin radio
broudcuys a press review, however, which featured TAEGLICHE RUNDSCHAU's
comment that "the U.3. Government will teke all requisite measures to prevent
the misuse of the atomic bomb" and that “the release of energy by atomic
fiesion is to serve, firsd and foremost, the cause of peace." (8 August 1945)

1
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The first récorded reference to the atomic bomb in a Radio Moscow commentary¥
appeared in Mihailov's 9 August 1945 reply to an American commentator who
disparaged the Soviet declaration of war against Japan. As the following
excerpts indicate, Mihailov deprecatingly alludes to, but does not develop,
the issue of the bomb's effect on the balance of world power--an issue said
to have been ralsed by the "ill-wishers":

"Two or three voices have been heard uttering the thought that 'after
all, Russia's taking part in the war against Japan can alter practically
nothing.! ... Mr. Gurney of the National Broadcasting Company...
declared right away that the invention of the atomic bomb considerably
lessened the influence the Soviet Union's entry into the Pacific war.
would have. He went on to say that the atomic bomb was a weapon for the
dissemination of democracy and that its creation sharply changed /nglo-
Soviet-/mericen relations, as it deprived Russia of that influential
gituation which she formerly enjoyed.

174 seems to us that Mr. Gurney, on whom the Berlin Conference decisions
apparently had a distinetly adverse effect, has misunderstocd the
significance of the atomic bomb. Judging by the way It is being used,
it_is meant for the enemies of democracy, the enemies of America,
Britain. the Soviet Union, China, and the rest of the United Nations.
After an antl—Allled od statement like that, it is hard to believe that Mr.

Gurney is a democrat by conviction.”

A few days later, Soviet Prof. Yerusalimsky barely touches the question
of the effect of the atomie bomb upon Allied military collaboration. In an
approving review of President Trumen's 9 August radio address on the Potsdam
conference, he notes that the President "underscored the 1mportance of close
oollaboratlon between the three great democratic powers.”" The President
emphasized, Moscow's commentator continues, that the "fighting partner-
ship" had been "further sealed" by the Soviet declaration of war against
Japan; and the President also "indicated that the Soviet Union had agreed to

enter the Pacific war before he had mentioned the existence of the new
weapon. '

It was not until 16 August that a recorded Soviet broadcast appraised the
military significance of the atomic bomb. Against a background of heavy
propaganda emphasis on the Hed Army campaign in Manchuria, an IZVESTIA
"International Review" implicitly belittled American press claims for the
effectiveness of the "sensational atomic bomb." IZVESTIA's article began by
stressing that the Red Army's operations against the Kwentung irmy were

of the '"greatest 51gniflcance" in bringing about the Japanese surrender, and

®As distinguished from a news Teport .
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it concluded with the following "reminder" to those who, it implies, over-
estimate the effectiveness of the atomic bomb:

nSome American papers sttempt to minimize the contribution of the
Soviet Union to the common Allied cause, Thus the New York DAILY NEWS
blustered: 'We could win the war with the help of atomic bombs.! The
sensation of the atomic bomb has truly obscured the world from the

eyes of some people. They are ready to turn science into Voodoo witch-
craft., It is worth reminding them of the very sober remark made by
Mountbatten in London. ... He said (on 9 August): 'It would be supreme
stupidity to base oneself on the presumption that atomic bombs could
put an end to war.' The end of the war was not produced by sensational
miracles but by powerful combined efforts of the Allies. M

Following IZVESTIA's lead, a minor flurry of similar references to the
prelative merits of the atomic bomb and the Red Army appeared in Soviet broad-
casts of 17 and 18 August 1945. In a Spanish-language broadcast of a
Viktorov commentary, the Red Army's overland drive in Manchuria was again
lauded., The Japanese reserves, Viktorov asserted, "could not properly have
been touched by naval forces, flying fortresses, or even by the sensational
atomic bomb." (17 August 1945) For Soviet audiences, Gen. Chennault was
quoted as having said "that the Soviet Union's entrv into the war against
Japan proved to be a decisive factor which speeded up the war in. the :Pacific,
That would have been so even if no atomic bombs were used." (ifelnikov,

¢. The Political Implications of the Atomic Bomb: With this vindication

of the Red Army's "decisive" exploits, the Soviet radio turned its attention
from the Japanese wa [No further reference to the atomic
bomb appeared until 4 September; and Pegirming with this date, the context
shifted from the militery to the political implications of the bomb. TASS
implicitly reopened the subject of the atomic bomb with its official denial
of a VASHINGTON POST report that uranium shares in Canada "were bought up,
allepedly at the instructions of the Soviet Government."

I | .
On’ the same day, an English-language broadeast paired two implicitly
contradictory viewpoints on the atomic bomb; a NEW TIMES military expert
noriticizes" attempts to “exaggerate" the bomb; while a commentary by
Rubenstein,on the other hand, "demands" inereased Vinternational cooperation”
as necegsitated by "this greatest discovery of science': ‘

Col, Tolchanov's article entitled 'The End of the War in the Pacific!
convineingly eriticizes the attempts of various circles abroad to
exaggerate the significance of the atomic bomb." (NEW TIMES)

iGN :
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"A special review, !'The Foreign Press on the Atomic Bomb,! by Rubenstein,
is also devoted to this question. Basing this review on a rich arsenal
?f fa?ts{ Rubenstein shows that the reactionary forces and out-and-out
imperialists are attempting to utilize the atomic bomb for their own
dgrk ends. Progressive humanity, on the contrary, demands in connection
with the invention of the atomic bomb the strengthening of international
coopgration. The author of the review states: !The invention of the
atomic bomb glves even more reason for mébilizing all progressive forces
to guarantee a lasting and stable peace, and security for all nations,
both large and small., At the same time this greatest discovery of science,
the very poseitility of utilizing the boundless forces of atomic energy,
demandg international cooperation in the field of science--a highly
effective means toward the development of mutual understanding between
all freedom-loving peoples the world over."

A fuller version of Rubenstein's article, broadeast in Italian, referred to
Fhe "Hearst and McCormick" press as advocatiug that "the U.S. should secure
i1ts possession of the whole world by menacing other nations with the ‘atomic
borb." But other segments of the Anglo-U.S. press were said to have con-
demned thi§ "short-sighted" viewpoint"; they point out that "'apart from the
fact that fp Anglo-UsS. monopoly, in the best of cases, is temporary, any
dttempt at preserving this monopoly would bring catastrophic consequences.!"
Equally short-sighted, Rubenstein stressed, is "the opinion that the invention
placed all international problems on a different basig, with the result that
all agreements previously reached ... are obsolete," (6 September 1945)

A further allusion to the bomb as a political weapon appeared in & PRAVDA
a?tlcle whlc@ mildly reproved the NEW YORK TIMES for its "stubbornness" in
misrepresenting the "democratic development" of Bulgaria, Hungery, and

Rumania, In illustration of the paper's lack of Judgment, PRAVDA cited the
followings C

"The MEW YORK TIMES places great hopes on the strength of American

democracy, which found its expression in the role played by the United

States in the victory in Earope and Asia, +the apotheosis of which is -

the atomic bomb, It also bases its hopes om the fact that the whole

world expects to receive aid from the U.S. (regarding) the atomic bomb;

(1t hopes) that U.S, aid (will be used) as & lever of pressuré against

the peoples of the Balkenm countries, This is how the NFW YORK TTMES

revcals itself," 25X1

Emphasis on the necessity for "international collaboration' continued zs the
pgttern of recorded Soviet references to the atomic bomb until Molotov, in
his address on the 28th amniversary (1945) of the Revolution, refers to its

a8
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"¥remendous destructive power." All recorded references to the subject uade
curing October 1945 are included in the following excerpts:

"London, October, 7 TASS--In connection with reports from Washington
which say that U.S. scientists are protesting against the secrecy which
is surrounding the atom bomb, the EVENING NEWS published & report which

. said that prominent British 501entists are also organizing themselves
for a struggle against abuse of the great discovery. One of the well-
known scientists who worked on thz =iom'¥-mb steted...; 'British

N scientists feel that as long as no polirticeun or military authorities
' are apparently inclimed to ocoupy themselives with this discovery, the
. gcientists themselves must speak and inform the people of the social and

international significance of the atom bomb. We do not intend to sit
silent in our laboratories. ...Scientists.,.intend to make a.joint

» declaration on the atom bomb. Thev split the atom so that this discovery
may be used sor 08 honefit of humenitw and nat o make a onest: 45 gagter
of it.tv 25X1

(The above report is also summarized in a Soviet Home Service press
review, 9 October 1945)

An FBIS summary of a commentary by "Analyzer" of 12 October, stated

that "Analyzer" stressed the importence of the 'problem of atomic -
energy" in view of the failure of the London Foreign Ministers' con-
ference. He criticizéd Anglo-U.S. press commentators who "envisage the
atomic bomb as a weapon that will safeguerd the interest of thelr
country better than any international cooperation,' and makes the
following points in rebuttal: (1) Need one point out that atomic bembs
and other terrific weapons of war such as, for instance, those mentioned
the other day by Gemerals Marshall and Arnold are 11able to be used
under conditions of war not by any one side alone? (2) The expectations
of humanity craving for a really 2asting peace can be satisfied only if,
as the BALTIMDRE SUN put it recently, all efforts are applied for a
friendly ¢ , e ; 3 : oY) ,ollaboratlon. ‘

25X1

Osipav, advertising Soviet policy as 'the mainstay of international
collaboration," made the following references to the atomic bomb; "Every
, pasgsing day makes the wermongers more cynical and outspoken. It is

. already being proposed that the atomic bomb should influence the foreign
policy of the United States. Yalchin, a Turkish journalist, urges the -
U.S. not to waste this opportunity but to take advantage of time while it
hag 4 monopoly of the atomic bomb secret He demands from the Anglo-
Saxons ultimatums to Bulgaria, Rumania, and Yugoslavia, based on the. threat
of the atomic bomb. Obviously, you cannot build a stable and lasting
peace on. & basis like that, That is why the USSR has been calling so
persistently for Great Paower collaboration, whizh It regards as the
principal factor in maintaining peace and friendiship among netions,"

25X1
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d. Comment oh Molotov's 6 November 1945 Reference to the Atomic Bomb: In
his address on the 28th dnniversary of the October Revolution, Molétov noted
"the tremendous destructive power' of the atomic bomb. As may be seen from
the foregoing account, this was the first explicit acknowledgment of the
bomb's destiuctiveness to appear in recorded Soviet radio commentaries.
Molotov's estimate of the bomb was coupled with a reminder that it cennot
"remain the property of any one country":

"The interests of safeguarding the peace have nothing in common with

the policy of an armaments race between the Great Powers, which is

being preached abroad by certain...(imperialists). Reference should

be made, in this connection, to the discovery of atomic erergy and the
atomic bomb, the use of which in the war against Japan demonstrated its
tremendous destructive power., However, atomic energy has not as yet been
tried in the task of preventing aggression and of safeguarding the peace.

"On the other kand, there can now exist no such large-scale technical
secrets which can remain the property of any one country or any narrow
grouping of states. For this reason, the discovery of atomic energy
should not encourage either enthusiasm regarding the use of this
discovery in the interplay of foreces in the sphere of foreign policy, or
1ight-heartedness regarding the future of the peace-loving nations., ...

#In our era of high technical achievements and wide application of science
in production, when it has already become possible to utilize atomic
energy, our plans (sitress raising the technical level of Industry and the
training of) highly qualified technical cadres. ... ’

"The enemy has interfered with our peaceful creative work, but we will
make up for it all and we will achieve the flourishing of our country.
We will have atomic energy, and much elsel ..."

The theme of subsequent Soviet radio comment on Molotov's address was the
ndetermination to achieve a stable peace that was expressed (in hig) speech."
Comment ¢n the portions of his speech dealing with Soviet economic plans
similarly generalized on the '"tremendous creative energy that will have to be
expended,” without explicit references to the development and use of atomic
energy. :

A few broadcasts, however, noted Molotov's remarks concerning atomic energy,.
utilizing foreign press comments to emphasize the wisdom of the Foreign
Minister's words. A Soviet "radio analyzer," for example, pointed out that
"Molotov's words (about) the discovery of atomic energy" as a force in world
politics were "in line" with the "Soviet policy to maintjin and safeguard
peace."
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Explicit reference to the atomic bomb itself appearéd only in quotations from
foreipn press comments on Molotov's speech. Recorded Soviet broadeasts on
his speech cite the following:

“ "REUTERS comments that, since Molotov's mention of atomic energy, the
atomic bomb has again become the main topic of discussion throughcut
the world, Molotov was undoubtedly right, say the DAILY TELECRAPH and
» MORNING P W hat Rusad i 55X1

F=kal=Nalent il

"lolotov's speech was given wide publicity by the U.3. press., Most of
s the papers regard the speech as an important contribution to the cause
of peace. In speaking about Molotov's references to the atomic bomb
and in regard to blocs, the UNITED PRESS political ovscrver points out
that many observers consider Molotov's frankness as parvicularly timely,
since it will aid in removing the atmisphere of snwhicior and 1av the
fonndation fom hadter mutual relations.!

25X1

25X1

On the other hand, a negative comment from the Londcn ECONCMIST is employed
to point up the "embarrassmeni" of those who had hoped to use the atomic
bomb as an instrument of political coercion:

"The ECONCMIST, ...one of the most zealous supporiers of the notorious
Western Bloc, reveals great embarrassment at Molotov's statement on
atemic energy. The ECONCMIST gives away what it obviously wanted to
hide most of all} that is, its desire to use the atomic bomb as an
instrument of policy, as a means of bringing pressure to bear upon

the Soviet Union. ... The tendency showed bv the ECONCMIST and
gimilar papers canngt serve peace,! 25X1

25X1
]

It is of interest to note that at the time of Molotov's speecil; one of the
most explicit discussions of the problem of atomic energy appeared in the
form of a review of a speech by Bevin to the British Hiuse of Commons on
- the subject of President Truman's 12 points. Bevin, the Soviet Home Service
¢ reported, expressed skepticism regarding the exploitation of atomie
energy in the Immediate future. He is said to have added:

: "'I belleve thet so fer the use of atomic energy in industry is costly,
but 1t gives ue time to create the orgenization of the United Natione
for peecetime efforts, and es this energy is sbsorbed into indistry the
‘necossity for using i1t for atomic hombe will dissppear with the crention

£ ‘ ; nal security orgenization,'" 25X1

25X1
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II. EHRENBURG'S ATYPICAL REFERENCI TO BIOLOGICAL VARFARE

'As previously noted, no Soviet radio reference to the Merck Report or to

Forrestal's statement of 12 March 1949 on biological warfare has been
obtained, (Available monitored Soviet broadecasts have been examined for the
perlods 3 Januery 1946 to 28 Februery 1946; 25 Mey 1946 to 15 June 1946; and
12 March 1949 to 6 April 1949. However, Ilya Ehrenburg, in g recent
commentary on the North Atlantic Pact, alludes to biological warfare and to
other developments of military significance., His reference to specific
military developments is in contrast to the propagande pattern, noted over

the past two and a half vears, which has avoided discussion of a possible

war situation in concrete terms, Decrying the claim that the North Atlantic
Pact is not aggressive, Ehrenburg cites the following evidence to the contrary;

"They repeat it on all wavelengthe, short and long: 'Cur pact is strictly
of a defensive nature!' But why, if they think of defense, does

Mr. Shafer, the Vice President (sic) of the U.S, Congress Armed Services
Committee, ammounce quietly: 'War with the USSR is inevitable, ...!

Why do the Americans feverishly erect military bases in the Neor East and
Greenland, in Japan and in the Philippines? \hy does the American-
published French periodical SELECTION write: 'For the last 3 years the
best American flyers have been trained to drop bombs on the industrial
centers of an assumed enemy.' Why, in other words, are they studying
possible Russian objectives and suitable routes?

- "Why does Gen, Le May, commander of the long-range air force, say; !'We
shall be able to drop the atom bomb cn any place in the world! We shall
be able to arrange it in such a way that the bonmb will fall before any-
one will know that the bomber has taken off'?

“In their bloodthirsty frenzy, the iwperialists are reminiscent of that
man (whom the gods made mad in order to destroy). ... William Vogt
writes: '..,The only way out is universal birth control and the
destruction of the surplus of people with the help of starvation and
epidemics.' However, the American military have no confidence in such a
home-made method as hunger; as to epidemics, they intend to cause them
artificially,

Ehrenburg makes another allusion to “artificial epidemics" when he denounces
the State Department's refusal of visas to prospective French delegates to the
recent New York peace conference. He says:

WAny‘American, whether he be comnected with atomice research, or just an
ordinery gangster, a breeder of Plague microbes, or a swindler, the
trainer of a mape called "Wonder Lady,' or even the mare herself. can
freely enter into France, ...’

(Ehrenburg, it may be noted, has in the past deviated in a number of ways
from the standard pattern of Soviet propaganda, as if he is given a degree
of greedom not granted to his colleagues,)
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III, MOSCOW'S GENERAL AVOIDANCE OF SPECIFIC MILITARY DEVELOPMENTS

The Soviet radio's marked avoidance of both the atom bomb and biological
warfare, during the periods specifically covered by this report, is in line
with its treatment of the same topics during other periocds also,

Throughout the two years during which FBIB has been reporting systematically on
Soviet radio broadcasts (since April 1947) there have not been more than

three or four monitored references to biological warfare, and these have

been of the vaguest and briefest sort, comparable with Ehrenburg's comments
quoted above, Since monitors have been congistently alerted to any mention

of biological warfare, the monitored references probably represent in this
instance all or nearly all of what has been broadcast on the subject,

As for the atomic bomb, the typical policy has been not to avoid the subject
completely but to play it down wherever possible.

|
| 1he One seealng excepltion 1o iais generar-

Ization was The very strenucus but short-lived campaign to "outlaw" atomic
weapons during the U.N. meetings in the fall of 1948. Even this campaign,
however, was characterized by an enormous concentration on the simple slogan,
"outlaw atomic weapons," as a basis for asserting that the United States was
refusing to do so; there was a continuance of the Soviet radio's character-
istic evagion of the actual basis of disagreement within the Atomic Energy

[N
£

25X1

As far as the dangerous character of the bomb is c¢oncerned, attention has been
focused on its necessarily "aggressive" character (as one more proof of the
agegressive intentions of the "ruling circles" in the west) rather than on

the effectiveness of the weapon as such, One broedcast, for instance,
denounced it as "not & means of defense but of piratical attack, & means of

o LU ] 2 37 -1“

When

~ L The question of the bomb's destructive power has been directly touched upon at

all, it has been in brief ridicule of the idea that a war could now be won by
any "wonder-weapon"; this theory is compared with Hitler's Blitzkrieg 1deas,

and is dismissed as equally fallacious,

e
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It may also be noted that the typical absence of conerete reference to an
atomic danger threatening the USSR is paralleled by iwo other general
characterisiics of the Soviet propaganda output: -an absence of any material
which might frighten the Soviet audfence with the prospect of imminent war,
and an absence of gpecific discussion of military strategy, tactics or
teshniques as developed either by the Soviet Union or by the west. For

- instance, the initial Congressional controversy over a 70-group air force was

not reported; the strength of Soviet land forces as compared with the land
forces now in western Europe has been barely mentioned; in recent discussion
of Norway and the Atlantic Pact, there has béen'little or no strategic
discussion of Norway's special advantages as-an air base against the Soviet
Union; and the recent round-the-world flight of 'Lucky Lady II' is not
mentioned even by Ehrenburg, who quotes, in another context (see above), from
Gen. Le May's statement in which he reported the flight.
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