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Entire Cities to Be Evacuated '
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Soviet H-Bomb Claim Chaiges
U, S. Civil Defense Policy.

Dr. Lapp, & noted nucleor ‘physcist, was formerly a_high
oﬁc,i'al inpghe Government’s atomic bomb project. This is the
last of three articles on the Soviet H-bomb announcement.

By Ralph E. Lapp |

Malenkov's claim that the|to the increasing destructive-
Soviets have the H-bomb hasiness of modern nuclear
produced a drastic change in|weapons? Even before the ad-
policy in United. States civil|lyent of the H-bomb, the threat
defense. While not yet officially posed by bigger’ and bigger A-
announced, the new ~Federal 4 CD leaders
Civil Defense policy s ez:;:ua- gmreixgﬂln?usfhelr pI::ning
ton t‘{f ‘f‘“y populations hefare assumptions about Soviet
B e ool “within the|atomie capability.”

e pollcy' crisls ~Originally, the Soviets were
fri‘:leor:‘ Eg“hgeg;enﬁuﬁg:mgm:; credited with being adble to pr%
aver since President Eisenhower|duce only ﬂIN!lmglsz?,l!‘;g:(:{pteo rl::n':' b
appointed Gov, Val Peters;-‘in dt:- —-—oneineq;:wer.' Qu’i o reoamtio,
head up Or I ove ' dra|FCDA shifted Its sights to a
mati¢ anhouncement, whether
true’ or-false, precipitated- the

Soviet A-bomb 2% times more
powerful. And Just prior to
Malenkov's speech CD plan-

issue in FCDA. 2’ that "still
~-gimply thig:|ners were urging:‘that s
cﬁnﬁ&mb&l’gsw guBOMB.PmO.col.l .
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bigger A-bombs—equal to 100,
000 tong of TNT—be assumed.

As the assumed power of the
Soviet A-bombs was raised-our
clvil defense experts became in-
creasingly worrfed that no cor-
responding change was .being
made in CD plans for our cities.
. Some FCDA officlals recog-
nized that the United States ci-
villan defense was scarcely ca-
pable of coping with the-threat
of oldfashioned 1845 model
A-bombs. Our CD measures
consisted largely of disaster re-
lief operations which were de-
signed to - pick-upthe-pieces
after an atomic attack. In
fect our civilian defense was a
warmed-over version of the kind
which Britain used in the last
war, effective then, ridiculous
now.

The thing which convinced
FCDA that it had to change its
plans was a lengthy study known
83 Project East ® River. Of-
ficlally released to a limited
group. early this year, this re-
port'is a careful analysis of the
vulnerability of the United
States to atomic attack. One

NN

hundred atomic sclentists and
civilian_experts participated -in
the study. -

"Unfortunately, the report is
not really available to- the pub-
lic but it will be published in &
popular :version in the Septem-
ber issue of the Bulletin of the
Atomic Sclentists. :

Project East River had full ac-
cess {o dtomic data.’ As a result
they miade’ their analysis based
upom the:'assumed existence.of
nuclear weapons in the megaton
range—meaning '‘H-bombs, the
equivalent of more -tian one
million tons of TNT. - This was
a big break for FCDA for it pre-
pared the agency for Malen-
kov's ‘Hibomb apd its impact
on Unitéd States civil-defense.
It is impossible to attempt
any summary of.the voluminous
East 'River report -but a few
“target” statistics on United
States vulnerability may indi-
cate how the experts viewed the
over-all problem. . ;
In 11 of our cities which are
highes: on. the H-bomb target
list there are some 36-million
people, Over two-thirds of these
urbanites live within direct,
striking distance of an H-bomb
accurately dropped on’each elfy.
Some 76 million-people live in
our 100 ‘- largest metropolitan,
areas, Not all these 100 targets
would be worth an H-bomb—at
least 2 big H-bomb. Most of them
in fact could “be thoroughly
smashed by very' powerful A-
bombs. . Some could be deva:
stated by bombs not much larger

‘Ithan that dropped .on Nagasaki.

However, the astonishing von-

two Ameriean lves in a city
which quialifies militarily as’'an
A! or Htarget. ==* -
* It Is an ironie
‘“best targets” for H:bombs are
found in the United States, not
in Russia. Only two Soviet cities
—Moscow and Leningrad-—com:
pare with some dozen United
States cities on the H-target list,
the criterion being concentra-
{ion of people and Industry.
" These.dry statistics suggest the
extreme peril which modern

|nuclear weapons-pose for the

United States.” Project Kast,
River analysts concluded that a
full-scale attack on 100 United
States targets could produce
almost 20 million deaths and an
equal number of casualties. :

Little imagination is required
to visualize the effects’ of such a

Key sclentists’ working on)’

clusion {s that one out'of avery)

T l’ne.
fact that the|"“'ry . o oaning of the H-bomb|

. |everyone's having good shelters

blitz. Even if our factories still

had roofs they would be-ghost
plants—without workers, with-
out power, and without supplies
to feed the production line;
. "The United States could be
knocked out by a savage and sus-
tained atomic attack, This -con-
clusion’is conflrmed by cold sta-
tistics” compiled by expert
analysts, .~ -

What, then,- do we do about,
this unprecedented threéat? How
do we manage to' survive?

.Qur. first line ,of defense is
clearly’ 4 military one.” In yes-
terday’s " article in this series
the need for a strong air defense
to intercept enemy bombers was
emphasized. © However, air de-
fense cannot be perfect. Some
bombers will always get through
—and this s where civilian de-
fense comes in. .

Civil defense has one prime
objective—~to protect your life.
You are the least common de-
‘nominator of our civil defense.
Reduced to its simplest terms
the problem ‘confronting clvil
defense is your individual sur-
vival, and that of your family,
and of the millions of people
our target cities.

How do you survive an A-
bomb? Or an H-bomb? -

Three different answers have
been given but to date one of
these has been only whispeyed
about. -

1. One philosophy proposed

has been “stay put and take it.”
This concept akin to “Damn the
torpedoes, full speed ahead”
| might work for TNT blockbust-
ers but it won't work for city-
busters. -Still, up i{o last week
some local CD directors
stoically maintained that civil-
iang should take their chances
just as do soldiers on the front

and of the big A-bomb is that
it you stay put and take it you
will probably stay put perma-
nently,

+ 2. A second school of.civil
defense thinking is based upon

to which they can retreat in
time of attack There is no

by the die-hards of civil defense|’

Arctic (ground-based radar and
search rader carried by*B-36
patrol aircraft flying across the

* |North” Pole) we can get early

warning. We do not have this
early warning now because our
radar installations are tgo close
to home. . -

The Federal Civil Defense
Administration was driven to
adopt a new policy—evacuating
our cltles—because its 'experts
recognized that . you " simply
cannot stay in the city and have
much tiope of coming” out un-
scathed. Getting out of the'city
is the ‘only way out foreivil
defense. Cooot

Just when FCDA will officially
anpounce i3 new civil defense
policy is problematic, It is a
highly touchy subject.” * ~

For one thing it flatly contra-
dicts previous FCDA policy. A
former director .laid down the
policy, “Don’t take to the hilig.”

‘Furthermore, and most basic
to the issue, FCDA {3 pot
‘to talk about the H-
bomb. . This fact above all
stymies anything the . agency

in tries-to do. Any civil defense

plan worth the’ paper it is
written on bas to be backed up
with facts. How do you plan
without the facts? OrF without
being able to tell the facts?™ °
This is the enigma posed by
our near-blind policy of atomic
secrecy. S

will grow. Thése rumors will

exaggerate the power of the H-|"

bomb until s assumes the pro-

portlons of a weapon against|
'which you cannot hope to planj.

a defense.
happening. B

Consider, for example, the
statement made by one Senator
that ‘apn H-bomb :burst over
Chicago would wipe out Mil-
waukee. This statement is- not
based upon fact. It demands
official refutation. Unofficially,
one can calculate how big such
a bomb would be, It would be
a monstrous confraption—-if it
could by some weird stretch of|
the imagination be constructed
at all—weighing much ‘more

This s already

than 100 tons, ' No airplanes are|
doubt that shelters can provide |.

protection from A-bombs and
even H-bombs.

However, there are some big
IFS. If you have the shelter, if

you are not too close to the

*|bomb burst, and if there is no

firestorm to sweep the city,
then you stand a good chance of

. The biggest IF is
constructing the shelter, Good
shelters cost money and to date
very few have been built. When
FCDA proposed a big shelter
program {o the Congress it was
flatly turned down.

3. The "third philosophy of
atomic survival iz to GET OUT
OF TOWN. In other words to
leave the target city in advance
of the attack. The big IF here
is getting enough warning so
that you 'have tlme.to put
distance between you and the
bomb.

However, if we- establish an
early warning system in the

In the absence of facts rumors| -
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even>in "the“dréam stage fo
earry such a bomb. e

- “The rony,of the situation is
that: Milwatfkes. is one of the
few cltles to work out a good
civil defense’ plan. - Carefully
made plans have been"drawn to
evacvate Milwaukee eity-dwell-
ers to safe locations outside the
How, is their civil
defense director going to’ as-
sure. his chu’-gel. that any place

will be safe? . . .

There is absolutely no reason
why the Atomic Epergy. Com-
mission and: the - Defense De-

partment should contintie to re-
fuse to release the facts about
what modern nuclear. weapons
can, do. X
needed concern the effects of

bombs, not their internal archi-| H-bomb,

After all, .the ‘facts|hi

tecture’, nor ' how. you' produce
them. AER AR

Qur Federal Government can
no longer ‘evade the jssue. It
must " brealk ‘secrecy on the' H-
bomb,” admif ‘that the weapon
is in existence, and describe its
effects. Otherwise civil defense
will- sink to deeper throes of
apal and we might just as
well forget about it. Likewise,
unless the facts can be told, the
Federal Civil Defense’ 5-
tration may never announce its
new policy- of. evacuation—no|
one will have any -confidence
that it will be effective. *

‘That is why President ‘Eisen-
hower ‘must take matters: into
s own hands and crack the
hard shell of secrecy about the

] ver s -




