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Dear R binow~tch: 

/ 
/ v~ 

E.1closeu is tbt: fL1al copy of my article. As ;ou 'l'ill 
sse, ev€rytlung has b,>en removec: which C.)uld b<S ~~u:J.strued 

as a criticism oi' Oill' for ·ign ~;Jlicy. 

I am very RUxious to get et ~ n earl] .Jat€ p. n 'SSifl:t 
tr.<~asl<ttioil frow you. SL1ce you <1on' t bwe 11 ty~JUiTi ter, 
l would plan o. L,:,v:ug photo cop~cs rnH:-:c of J-'Our mA 'l.U-

scr:i ,,t. . 'd1e. the article ap?Ears in ths !3ulldin, thE 
~·u.11 text .. ill imJn&diatel_y lJe. r<.)ri:t+c-_: i :1 Hussi 9.~ i ~ 

B'lf!~Y=G·Jlo€--tbe :.iFW l:ork Hussian ne· spr.:)er. I'r. Krimk£n, 
i s director, was exceEdi..!gl;r entl usiastic abo u+ e-_~, 

r:,rticl<:: ami T;ants w carry it. I'.J·Jeth!:T it will b: pos.1fble 
for , e to ml" ... :CE B.:'lJ o Uu r: USf of your trv.·1sl:c>tioc1 I ~o 

'lOt k'lOW. I a:a tr-j.i.tl;S to cler..r u·,e sitUAL .. O:l with thE. 
gover;1we~lt, but I conr t ueli€VE t::-rai.. the a:&SWE.r l"ilJ 
corM' t hrough eer..Ly e.wugt to ju;_ ti.:.'y £ur'tl-: - r posipo e-
ment of the ,:·ublic:ation i1 the Sulle.tin. rht-~r~.l.1..;, :;: 
am a..1x::.ous to fi:tl. a ira.1slalj,v.l nL.'ch does ao~ los€ tl--.e 
fine points at1d doc- ~3 :1o t of,stroy tt,e balance of tJ1e 
a.rticlc. 

I h c:.v e writ ten soraet! 1 g 
will ann.1;:: you, and l am 
soon n::. I have it. ty;.1ed. 
criminal a" e:- the thirti 

~lsc; , not for i ublicaU ."l , "''i:c.ich 
goi- £ to "'end you ~ copy ".!.S 

lt nescrihe9 ffiY tTiql ac ~war 
worlc1 war • 

.uf·o Szil~trd 



THE UNIVERSITY OF CHICAGO 
CHICAGO 37 ·ILLINOIS 

INSTITUTE OF RADIOBIOLOGY AND BIOPHYSICS 

Dr . Eugene abinoT:i tch 
·:iardsboro1 VGrmont 

Dear abinovri tch: 

1155 ~ast 57th Stree t 
C 1icago 37 1 Illinois 
June 29 1 1949 

I am enclosing a copy of a letter Tfuich I v.rrote to 

H. J. I,J.lller. .Snclosed also is a copy of the Interrogatory to w...ich 

my letter refers. Please let me knovr what action you have decided 

upon. 

n 
::ncl. 

Sincerely yours, 



THE UNIVERSITY OF CHICAGO 
CHICAGO 3 7 • ILLINOIS 

THE ENRICO FERMI INSTITUTE 

FOR NUCLEAR STUDIES 

Professor ~ gene Rabinowitch 
Department of Botany 
University of Illinois 
Urbana ., Illinois 

Dear Rabinovd tch., 

July 26., 1957 

I am in the process of exploring what kind of 

reactions others might have to a proposal of holding in the 

future a sequence of meetings somewha t similar to the Pug

wash meeting . ttached you will find a memorandum which I 

have written on the subject and sent to a number of people 

whose names are attached. This being vacation time., I do not 

expect an early response but ·when there is a significant 

response that is worth discussing I shall write you again . 

In the meantime ., could you jot down just a few 

lines and give me your own personal views on the subject of 

the memorandum ? 

m 
.Cncl . 

With kind personal regards ., 

Very sincerely yours ., 

Leo Szilard 

P . S. Enclosed you will also find a copy of a covering letter 

to the memorandum that I sent to Professor Topchiev . 



Dr. Eugene Ra inowitch 
Dep:irtm nt or Bot ny 
University of Illinois 
Urb rk., Illinoia 

De~r Rabinowitch: 

August 22, 1957 

I believe you ~rc one of thos esign· ted at Pug. ~ n 
to serve on a continuino committee. I should ppreciate your re ding 
the ~ttaohed note nd letting me h ve your re etion s soon con-

venient. 

m 
Enol. 

~!1 th kind regards, 

Sincerely, 

Leo Sz11 rd 



Dr . Eugene Rabine itch 
Department of Botany 
University of Illinois 
Urbana, Illinois 

Dear Habinowitch, 

Derlin, 
24 October 1957 

You remember the success the bulletin had in printing a 

nurober of case histories of men who were refused visas by the 

~tate epart1ent . I onder, whether the same technic could not 

be applied no to another problem . If one could get some ten 

to fifteen physicists, each one to state in their own case 

sincerely why they deciced not to work for the government,then 

there would emerge a far truer ~nd ore colorful Jicture than 

coul e obtained tbrou·L articles tha L may express in a more 

abstract manner wh,y scientists may be in general reluctant to 

join c overnment projects. According to my proposal each man 

would describe the various considerations mich led him finally 

to say: "To hell vlith it 11 • If each 111an ·ould say how he arrived 

at t~is decision including why and vhen they ar1ived at it, the 

"aut.orities" coul le·rn a lot from this , if they indead anted 

to learn. 'il1ether this ropooal is feaciblc ill depend ~ hether 

there will e enough men ho are ri llin(· to say th truth about 

their o ~ fe lings and motivations in connection with t is issue . 

You may as- Ure;y, ei tz and p rhap£ li ·ncr (who i 1cidently 

is at pre~ent in Chica o _or t~o montho) hether they 7ould be 

illing to tell their story if you decide that "case histories" 



Letter to Dr . Eugene Rabinowitch 
Department of Botany, University of Illinois, dtd . 24 Oct . 57 

is, what is needed . 

7ith kind regards 

Sincerely 

Q£:.2.. Dr . ftd ard Shils 
(Leo Szilard) 
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Leo Szilard 
c/o Hrs. Norene Mann 
RI 282 

Dear Szilard: 

May 20, 1958 EUGENE RABINOWITCH 
Editor 

As ~ told you ove r the phone, I have tried to compress your 
long article into something the Bulletin could handle . I enclae this 
draft about S, 000 words long, ;v-hich covers about 8, 000 words of y ours 
(the sections' "The Strategic Stalemate' II ltThe Bas ic Pr emise of American 
Military Policy," nHow Either America or Russia Could Insure the Stability 
of the Stalemate," and "Halting the Arms Race, lNhen and How?'t). I think 
the condensation c ontains most, if not al~ of what is essential in the 
original, avoidin~ the repetitiveness of the latter, and some tangential 
matters. 

I think these sections form a unit in themse lves. ·The rest 
could perhaps be c onverted into a second part of the article. 

University of Illinois :::'allowing y our ex~Jlanation in our telephone conversation, I 
PHILIP M. MoRsE 
Massachusettslnstitute rewrote the Turkey-Syria example so as to make clear that the off er of 
ofTechnology "exchange of citiesrr is rrade by Russia to preserve the status quo and not 
H.J. MULLER . to chan"'e it· so that the alternative for Amerlca in t his case is to stay Indtana Uruverstty o ' 
J. RoBERT OPPENHEIMER out and compel Turkey not t o interfere in the affairs of Syria . On 
InstituteforAdvancedStu~age 7 (in my text) you have another ambiguous statement about 11 unfore-
LCINl~PAULiniNG seeable c ont ingenciesn where Russia nmi 0"ht- want t o invade a territory a nornta stltute 
ofTechnology which America is committed to protect." Does t his, too, imply that 
G. B. PEGRAM . this "protectorate" is engaged in a ggr ession a gainst a territory pro-
Columbia UmverSity t t d b h . . . 
I. I. RABt ec e y t e Sovlet Unlon? If so, thls wuld be made clear. 
Columbia University 
jULIAN SCHWINGER 
Harvard University 
FREDERICK SEITZ 
University of Illinois 
CYRIL S. SMITH 
University of Chicago 
LEo SziLARD 
University of Chicago 
EDwARD TELLER 
University of California 
HAROLD C. UREY 
University of Chicago 
V. F. WEISSKOPP 
Massachusetts Institute 
of Technology 
HUGH C. WoLFE 
Cooper Union 
SEWALL WruGHT 
University of Wisconsin 
jERROLD ZACHARIAS 
Massachusetts Institute 
of Technology 

Professional affiliations for 
identification purposes on ly 

I assume now that y our whole system is intended to stabinze 
the status . uo, and to 1revent its violation--by Russia, AmerlCa or a 
satellite of eith~r one of them. If this is so, the prerequisite for the 
s3rstem to become aH5Licab le is an explicit (or silent) agreement by both 
sides that what they really desire is universal maintenance of status 
quo . ( This \vas t,.e s ubject of my paper at Lac Beauport ~) If such an 
agreement should exist, would there be need fo r the kinj of security 
system you propose ? If both sides should decide not only not to a ttack 
each other, but also to prevent their respective satellites from aggression 
against each other , should not a ~ar-reaching disarmament (including abolishion 
of atomic wea~ons) become possible--particularly if one accepts your 
viewpoi.nt that what stands ~ .n the 1vay is the desire to disarm, md not the 
diff i culties of c J ntrolling it? Since I disagree with the latter, I can 
envisage a situation in which an a greement on political aims i r8~c~s d, 
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b~t n~clear disarma~ent still r e mains impossible, because neither side ca. convince 
the other that t~is disarmar•!ent has been actually carrie~ut . Under these conditions , 
an agree rrent on strategy of the type of that suggested by you co ul d perhaps add in 
reconcil i ng nations to t he existence of atoTtic IJt=apons on the other side; 'out the 
r ally important stabilization '•Tillpe the result of a e;reement on comr'lon political 
aims - -preservation of the status 1uo-- r1ther than that on 11 how nuclear weapons v-rill 
be used . " 

'·Jhat seems to be the gr eate . 'iifficulty :L"'1 the •·rorld situation no1-r is 
that neither siie 11as t'1e aim of preservin · the status quo , but both hope to 
nibole a1vay the influence sphere of the other . True , the Soviet government has 
made it u..n."~erstood that it •.vou.lri like t o reach agreement on stabilization of the 
present situat ion; but does it mean that they r.vould be willing to join America , f or 
example, jn. 0 uara nteeing the present fron~iers of Israel? 

I t hi nk the most valuable ast1ect of your article is that it points out 
the i mpossibility of enforc ing t he 1<:ind of 1 · . ited stragegy i 1 local con.f~ icts one 
side ma.1 consider most favorable , because the other side Hill be able to threaten 
a limited nuclear action a gainst its ene"'l.Y ' s territory, shifting the responsioility 
for unleashinb an unlimite d , all- out mutual destruction t o its antagonist . 
Unfortunately, this possibi ity c ould be used to support local aggression, as wel l 
as a defense of the status quo . This is why ·ocr original exar'l~le of S:Tia and 
Turkey co uld be s o easily misinterpreted as an offe r to America to pay a price for 
pres~~rino Turkey fro m becoming a Soviet satell ite , instead of as a price to be 
paid for preventing · urkey fro~n converting Syria int o a ·Jestern satell i te . 

The se are my main oubts abo ut your proposal . I have marry mi nor criticisms . 
? or example, why do you always present t he ussian leadershi) a s reasonable and 
America as bein in the wrong and unreasonable? Do you really belHre this to be 
the case? Or do yo u think it ' s " good tactics" to sell your program to the Russians? 

I am :roing awav for three '·reeks ; T,Jill be in Champaim June 8 - 20, and 
again July 16 - 3epterrber l. ··Te c1.n talk then about the possible use of your article 
by the Bulletin. I am return·· '11}- the "\·lhole of your ariginal article, including ihe 
parts not i ncluded in my conrlenflation . 

-R :ljg 
enc: (2) 

Yours , 

'7~ ~.,;_,_c_L 
I:ugene Ra Jinowitch 

!:) 



Leo SzUard 

'1r. Eugene Rabinowi tch 
e/o Bulletin o£ the At rilic Scientists 
5734 University Avenue 
Chicago 37, Illinois 

"ear Rabinowitch: 

Bethesda, ~aryland 

June 5, 1956 

!any thanks for your letter of May 20. I appreciate all the 

trouble \Jhich yuu have taken in this matter, but I still think 

the paper has to be expanded rather than shortened. 

Concerning your question of why I alMays present the Russian 

leadership as reasonable and ~merica as being in the v~ong and un

reasonable, my answer is as follows. I do not believe that this is 

the case, nor do I believe it is "good tactics" 1n order to sell 
•"Vttf:t 
voV}' program to the l ussians, but what I believe is rather this:' 

In civilized society it is customary for an individual, when con

versing ldth another, to assume all tbe bla."!le and to give the 

other credit both for real and imaginary virtues. In the past ten 

years these rules of courtesy have been grossly violated in inter

national conversations, and I believe that we~ to introduce 

this type of courtesy, ~t[,"4~f into the conversation which ight fl6t ~ 
be starting up among individual ricans and Russians. I propose 

to express and stress this point when I wr ite an expanded version 

of the paper and thus to give an e.xplici t answer to the question 

which you raise. I shall attempt also to answer explicitly in the 



Page 2 

revised version of my paper, on which I am beginning to work today, 

the other questions which you raise in your letter. 

With kindest regards, 

Yours, , 
.I 

~--?t__ 

Leo Szilard 

LS;mt 
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"A Magazine of SCIENCE AND PUBLIC AFFAIRS" 

5734 UNIVERSITY AVENUE· CHICAGO 37 ·ILLINOIS 

MIDWAY 3-3056 

June 12, 1958 

Dr. Leo Szilard 
c/o Dr. Robert Livingston 
National Institute of Health 
Bethesda, Maryland 

Dear Szilard: 

EUGENE RABINOWITCH 

Editor 

From our conversation, I have not received a clear impression 
as to whether you would like to have a "short version" of your paper 
published in the September issue of the Bulletin, or not. I understand 
that you are preparing an enlarged version, which you hope to publish 
in full, but this should not make the publication of a condensed 
version in the Bulletin impossible. Please let me lmow at once what 
you think, s inca the septe!IDer issue has to be put together by July 18, 
and I will be in the East between June 20-July 14. 

We probably will publish in the Septellber issue the Lac 
Beauport papers by Leghorn, Wiesner, Skobeltzyn, and perhaps my own. 

I will send you the proposed draft of the statement for Vienna 
as soon as it is typed out. 

Yours sincerely, 

I{~;J:;-l._ 
Eugene Rabinowitch 

ER:ljg 

PUBLISHED BY EDUCATIONAL FOUNDATION FOR NUCLEAR SCIENCE • INCORPORATED 



September 13, 196o. 

Eugene Rabinowitch, ~ 
Department of :a!"icgy, " · 
University of Illinois, 
Champaign, ill. 

Dear Eugene, 

Please read the enclosed memorandum which is addressed 

to Leghorn, Wiesner, Doty and Harrison Brown . 

I am also enclosing for your information an exchange of 

letters with Khrushchev, a letter from Topchiev and a memorandum 

addressed to 'whom it does concern', which gives the background of 

the exchange of letters with Khrushchev. Please keep all this 

material confidential. 

As you will see from this correspondence, I am not assuming 

any responsibility for making arrangements l~th Topchiev. I am pr pared, 

however, to do my share in explaining to the advisers of both Nixon and 

Kennedy what it is that we are attempting to accomplish and in what 

manner we hope to accomplish it. 

If you ever get to New York, please do contact me at 

extension 133, TRafalgar 9-3000. 

Sincerely, 

Leo Szilard 

Enclosures 
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