


























April 58, 1085
To: H. C. Urey
From: Leo Szilard
In the crisis vhich has recently arisen over the islands
of Quemoy and Matsu, it became evident that the United States was
seriously contemplating the use of atomic weapons if she should
become involved in the fighting that might break out over those
islands. It became known through the remariks made by Aduiral
Carney, which found their way into the daily press, that the use
of atomic bombs might mot be limited to the tactical ares, and
that so called "strategic bombing" was seriously contemplated.
3¢ ‘these ciFaumStances, wé Gan no longer avoid facing squarely
the issue of whether it is right and wise for the United States
to resort to atomic warfare in a local conflict as long 28 no atomic
weapons are used against us and as long as there is still hope
that the confliet might be kept from turning into a world war.
The military vatue ¥ the tactical use of atomic bombs is
very great. There are undoubtedly areas which could be successfully
defended ouly if we resorted to this kind ﬂtnmfm. But it would
secn % there is another overriding ise e akirs.

Shall we, by resorting to atomic wariare in a local conflict,
break down the last psychological barrier which -~ in the next
ten years -~ might be our sole remaining protection against wholly
unimaginable devastation of the countries affected.

We may be able to preserve this barrier only if we do two
things:




(1) The United States must not in case of war wage var against
the civilian population except s : '
(2) The United States must not start an atomic war and sust
not use atomie explosives without the consent of Congress except
if the United States or our Armed Forces are attacked with atomie

0

explosives;
{3) 1f suech a resolution were introduced, I believe it will be

SAALay
important for the Democratic members of Congress to strengthen
their willingness to vote aa additional appropriation if this is

necessary to maintain adequate pational amms, The @nited States

must not be put in a position $hat it has to choose in any loeal
conflict between starting aan atomic war or retreating without
resistance. The strength in conventional arms which we may maintain
must be determined by our economic limitations and not by the
considerations of keeping the budget balanced.



(1) Maintain sufficient strength in conventional weapous to
be able to resist an attack by conventional weapons in certaim
arveas vital to us without resorting te the use of atomic explosives,.
This does not mean that we must be able to hold any one of these
areas by means of conventional weapons against an all out attack
by couventional weapons but only that we must be able to resist
with conventional weapons sufficient strength to discourage an
attack;
(2) Return to the standards generally accepted by the civilized
world up to the Second World War and refrain from waging warfare
against the civilian population and the destruction of cities
by any kind of bombs.

7 (Bucceed in maintaining
the abhorence of atomic war as & barrier against the kind of
destruction which we now koow to be poasible, we shall be lucky.
But we cannot rely on this barrier for long, and one of the most
urgent tasks of the next few years must be to reexamine the
possibility of negotiating with Russia and the other nations
involved, an overall agreement that will settle all outstanding
political issues, provide for the right kind of disarmament, and
create & seding in which the great powers will have a strong
incentive to keep the arrangements agreed upon in force, There
must be an untiring effort to explore this possibility. ki

I wohder whether the Democratic members of Congress migh g\

not be willing to support s resolution that would express the |
sense of Congress to the effect that:
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