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Q Dr . Szilard, h t ve your attitude hack in 1945 on 

the question of dropping the atomic bo b on Japan? Did 

you oppose the idea? 

A I opposed it really with all . pover, but I'm afraid 

not as effectively a I should have wished. 

Q Yet eren't you one of th persons vho s instrumental 

in etting the United Sta es to e bark on this project? 

A ~ • But Yhat I did at that ti~• -- in the spring of 

19.39 -- wee baaed on the folloving pre 1se r I, and rry 

of ~ friends with e, thought that the Germans vere try

ing to develop a bo b , and tb only y to keep them fr 

using the bo b on us vas for u to have a bo b r dy 1 o. 

This vas our r.otiv tion. 

v, ~1 the spring of 1945, s def t d, and 

at that point, it s oert inly cleer that Ja n could not 

possibly win the Yar . 

Q Were you privy at all to any of the intelligence ve 

re getting on the st te of collapse within the J p nes 

e ir t that time, or as thi bas d on your ovn d due-

tiona fro pr ss articles and so forth? 

A I he no inside in£orrmtion,f but it wa quit obvious , 
C.· 

it seems to , Japen alon , after Germany s out of the 

wr, ooulti no+ have won the war . And it was obvious to 

e that thy t know it lso. 

And, you see, when the en my knows it cannot win the 

I I 

J 1 ~f) 

. ' 
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war, then the war can be ended by negotiations . 

Q In other words, you felt it ght have be n need against 

Ger ey, but not Japan in it present condition? 

A t after t rld War II we von. 

Q Did ~ other scientists feel the y you did? 

A Very ny other cienti t felt this wy . In rticu-

lar, I could t t pr ctically -- with a few notable 

exceptions , practically all those who vere ere tive , who 

were cr tiv sci ntiets nd not just ngin ere or chemi ts , 

felt thi y • And thi vns particularly clear a cak 

Ridge nd in Chicago. 
'-the / 

I do.n ' t think I have any knowledge bout howldJID 

scientist felt t Los Alamos. 

t t at Oak Fidg end Chic go per ps a 

jority of scientists sher sgiving ? 

A I ' 11 y t hi 1 Almo t w1 thout exception, ell the 

cr tiv physicists had sgivings . I would not be ebl 

to y t e sa bout th ch st • Nov the biologist 

felt very ch like the phy ici t did. 

Q ben did these misgiving fir t eri e? 

' 11, I started to talk bout th se things in the spring 

of '45 . But giving bout our v y of conducting our-

selves arose when ve first 1 arn d that v used , on very 
.... 

large sc le, 

of Ja n. 
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This , of OO\.U"se , vas none of our responsibility . Ther 

nothing v could do bout it, but I do re mber that 

people in th project w re disturbed bout it . 
scientific 

Q 'Whs bout the pan 1 , Oppenh i r, Fairmy, 

I.e.wr n e, and ArthtU" Co ton? ren ' t they supposed to 

scientific opinion g ner lly in th ir reports? 

A They were appointed . Th y vere not el cted . 

Q And you fe 1 that they did not represent the jority 

opinion of scienti ts . 
(J 

A ell, look - I oe.n se.y this much/ about it . The 
v 

choio of this scientific nel -- Oppenheimer, Compton, 

le:wrenc and Fei a logical choice . 

But there vas one conspicuous ssion, nd f lt 

very dly about it . And that was tha H. c. Urey would 

hev b en an eq lly logical choice, and we felt that H. 

C. Urey wa omitted becaua h s th only on among 

tb pro nent soienti t who could not be counted on to 

play ball . 

Q Do you happen to know vho 1 t s in particular who 

ppoint d th four n? 

, but they st have been appointed either 

reco ndation of General Grov s or on th reco nd tion 

of rti r Bu h. one else could have r co nded 

tb • 
d /! 

Q In (, retrospect, , do you think the vi eva of you and 
{/ (.. 
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those ho relt like you got full hearing. 

A I' quite certain t t did not t a full earing. 
(1 

Q \r.'hy ws that? J \Jhy do you fe l that? 

A Well , first of all, at vha 1 vel n you get full 
.---

h ring? The . o-c lled Interim Co t t e, before 

~cb th scientific panel ppeared, s already rather 

obviously selected committ e. 

st prominent n on this co ttee had 

vest d interest t t the bo b b used, b c use it we 

in ense their baby and they got c edit for having pro-

due the bo b . 

So , I think, tha in the !,nt ri g,o tt e the card 

eked . it is quite tru that I talked to 

Byrnes vho a at t t t ala d to be .._. Secretary 

of S te , ~d vitb i his conver tion we H. c. 
Ur y and lter rtki who the s ociate dir ctor ot 

the proj ct . 

Q n s thi ? 

A I think this conv r tion took plac on y 28 -

Q ~or the Interim Co tte t? 

A Jus about the t t t it first t. And it 

abut tbi y - that I had prepar rand • which 

I wrote in th pring of '45 in vhich I tried to dev lop 
sh uld 

the poin s or view vhic gavernJii th u ing or not u ing 

th bo b. 
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I tried to ke it clear that the exiete ce of th 

bomb vould change the vorld, and that the decision of 

using the bo b gainst J pan should b de in the light 

of hov this will effect postwar poe1 tion. 
Did 

Q ~you adv nee definite alter t1ve then to litary 
uoh as a 

use of th bo b de nstration or rning? 

No, I did not , nor wa I even enthusiastic bout it, 

even though demon tration vould have be n feasible . 

And, in retrospect , I am even less enthusi tic about 

demonstration. 

I 'Ll. tell you why: You see , I see in r trospect re 

clearly than I se.v at the tim that e. fUnd ental mistake 

s to de d unconditional surrende • 

It you insi t on uncondi t onal surrender, t you have 

to nd th war ;. by litary ns . 

Q Did you e.dvanc that ar nt in that pecif'io to 

b c in those days - as scientist~ did you point out 

the proble of unconditional surrender? 

A No, I did not . I s not explicit about it . The 

position I too wa t t obviously the war was won. The 

Japanese must knov 1 t . Therefore, 1 t hould b po ible 

to end th war on th b sis of r sonable peace te • 

Now, I at y that a demonstration would have be n 

preferable to Biros , and I must also say that a demon-

str tion would have been f sible -- and ve can discuss 
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Q You y you prepered this 

you deliver this? 

A ·~11, th vritten for Roo evelt , nd I 

d a date 1dth Mr • Roosvelt vho I vanted to giv this 

me~norand for tr nami sion to Pre ident Roosevelt . 

·hen I reached tbi point, then I vent to see A. H. 

C ton, vho director or the project, to tell hi t t 

I rand • I didn ' t v nt to 

ask his pe ssion to trans t this , but I wanted to 

know abou it. 
t1 

And Iva little apprehensive abou~ hov b would 

r o • I gr tly r lleved when he r d 1 t then 

aid to , "I v.lsh you get this to the President, and 

I w1 h that thi get attention. " 

I vas gr tly r lieved and I nt ck to office, 

and I vasn ~t in offic for five nute when Dr. 

Herter, ho s at th t ti ssistant to Compton, knocked 

at the door and opened the door nd there Dr. 

le and h was st nding ther in the door 

and he aid, e just b rd over the radio that Roo velt 

h died . " And now we had no way to get it to the resident . 

Q And then ·hat did you do? 

A Then scouted around , tt7ing t :rind y to Presi-

dent Truman - finally w found way, and I had an appoint nt 
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wi tb Truman •s executive secretary, t Conn rly, and I 

v t Connerly - Ba.rtld s with • Connerly read 

thi and he va omewha t prepared though he didn 1 t know 

vba.t 1 is -- 1 t would co , but 1 t no quite unex-

pected. 

And he 1d, "\-'ell, I e e this is serious business, 

nd the Pr sident e asked to put you into touch with 

Mr. Byrnes. Would you be villing to go down to Spartans

burg, South Carolina, nd ee Mr. Byrnes?" And I s id 

ve wuld be happy to do tba t, but ve vould like to take 

Ut- y long. 

Q This 

A Thi 

eo ti e in lat y, was it? 

s in late M!cy . Connerly id tha if ve v n 

to take long Urey there uld be no objection. I phon d 

Urey and he e to abington, and then we vent down to 

see Byrnes. 

I s ny of our troubl with B.yrnes oa 

tha ve did not knov precisely hov B,yrnes got into this 

picture, bee use h had not been appointed SecDetary 

of St t , wuld out of the gover nt, and was 

private cit izen. And v didn •t know by were asked to 

talk to rne • 

So, t hought hat perhaps the Presiden intend to 

appoin him to b in char of the whole uranium var, so 

ve spent half ot our time t lki about th use of the bo b, 
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nd th o her lf ve alk d about somethin ls about 

vhich w vera concerned, na ly, that the projects should 

not be p rm1 tted o fall apart after the r . They should 

be kept together for th developing th cetul application. 

And, therefore, we wer not a err ctive w would 
bad _,/ 

hav b n if ~iwKk«fi known that h is th next 

S ere ry or S te nd we hav to t lk to hi about 

tb politic 1 busine • 

Q ~ ou could ve born dawn on th poll tical pects -c 
A We would ve concan t on that lone and wouldn ' t 

\divided 
have lit 1MI our t -ention betY en t se :wo problems - of 

hov to keep on with this vork after the war . 

So that s nobody's f ult. The Presid n couldn 't 
· Byrnes . 

tell us bat would be the Seer tary or State and 

couldn ' t ve gues edit . 

But I "1 that fro th very beg1nnin there 

w just no eting of the mind with Byrne • 

~ 11, n I told B,yrnes of concern of what this vill 

do after the war nd said that no doubt Ru si will 1 o 

v id, "Yes, but Gener 1 Groves tell 

t t th Russians have no uranium. 

And I id that I ' so ew t surprised about that , be--
cau e the known ur n1 mines, the know urni ores 

were the or6s which vere origi 111 urani nd vhieh could 

be mined for th s ke or producing r di - but poor uranium 
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no one knew where 'they wer • And it was difficult to 
~ 

bellev tba in the a v st expan e of Russi there could 

not be poor urani ores , vhich are just as good , as f r 

s finding ureni s are the rich ore oo expensive 

for producing r d1 , but not too expensive for producing 

urani • 

So thi was false pr e whi h I could not accept . 

Q Did you bink t n t t the Russians probably w re 

working on the b, or on atomic pov 1 
A This I have no knowledge of - I just don •t knov any

thing bout. But th i su vas , should we think 1n te 

of a bomb hich will be a onopoly after the war or for 

th whole predictable future , or i it short nopoly 

·-This issue I couldn't go t all, b c use 

caught by the the i t t Russia he. no ur n1 

don't hav to vorr.y about that , " you see 

Q w this e ting vith Byrn s took place on y 28, you 

think? 

A The lllllx 28th, s far as I ca.n re ber . 

Q After th Inter1 C ttee t and sked th ci nt1fic 

dvi or,y panel to consider the various alternative , vere --any of you sk for your opinions by the panel? 

A There ort of poll t the Ch1ca o proj ct, 

but I thought th questions were badly phrased, nd it s 
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impossible to g1 e a clear answer to the proble because 
alr 

asking the question implied the answer to so extent . 

It was not fwJJI car fully draft d poll . 

Q 'Ih re s no discussio w1 th you or oth rs iDx by -

A Oh, ther ere di cussions but only in the proj ct . 

Yell , let put it also this way: I think a poll is not 

very indicative, b caus this is not n issue wh re votes 

should be counted - this is an issue wher opinions hould 
b weighed . 

The votes n no1bing. It is the sa argu-

ents which are behind the vote. 

Q 'er you e re around this tim that Mr . Eard 

havin isgivings? 
./") 

A No./ We did not know it . l-le wer given no infor -

tion. 

Q r did you have ey knowl dge of Mr . timson • s-

givings. 

A I knev t t Mr. Stimson \m. thoughtful n vho must 

:tt giv th thing so consideration. He s the most 

thoughtful n in the Truman c bin t . But, in retrospect, 

I do not gr with the position tha Mr. Stimson has 
he ~ ~ 

taken, which on r cord by writing n article in 

"Atlantic nthly. " 

And you see, there h vrit on the issu whether the 

bo b could have be n de nstre. t d th t 1 t couldnot have 

be n de n tre. t d, caus we hnd only two bombs, and we 



SZILARD IVU - 11 

couldn •t risk, i£ •1 ther or th bad been duds -- if both 

of th had b n duds - w would hav lost face . 
r""7 

Nov this 1 wholly irrelevant rgument . It f 1 
\.: 

quite tru t t t that ent we had onlJ two bomb • Mr. 

Stimson doe not s y how ny veeks 1 t would ha~ b en 

it until we had 10. Th n the ar nt 

won't hold. 

Q Do you think you could have bad , say , several more in 

a period or a .... month or so or two nths7 

A Look - I don 1t know what th s crecy rules are . I 

c n say that it would not have been neoes ary to it 
..,..-.-, 

long until we iuDt would have had 10. 
You weren't . (.Jh n/ 

Q re or Bard's attitude or Mr. Strauss' 

morand ? 

A No. 

Q So, in rr ct , the scientists were rking off her 

'~~~-.'"•·re with their sgiving , and oth · r p ople were 

e tt red around with their sgivings , so ther 

va no concerted -

A So far as I know there s no contact between hose 

tliO group • 

Q Do you thin}. that was factor in the fail ure to get 

cross the ide -- the fact that you couldn't get 

together vi th various people to ork this out? 
-., 

A Yes , but you ee - perhap , iDI:S I cannot say that, 
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but 1 t vould have been impossible to get togeth r b cause 

of the se~ecy rul s . Th Army vas lready exceedingly 

excited and thought I co tt d breech of secrecy b,y 

talking to Byrnes even though I s ent to Byrn JD by 

the Wh1 te House - th y till thou ht this s breech 

of seer cy .. ~ 
------""" C Row, I could go wher the Pr sident nt - I couldn't 

ve gone to Str u s . 

Q Do you f el that Mr. Truman and those immedi tely b -

lov hi in this deci ion g ve full nd carefUl conscientious 

study to all the alternatives? 

A Not at ll . I think that they never r aliz d the r son 

that ve y have to end t war by 11 tary our 

stipulation of unconditional surrender . 

It is not cueto ry to end wrs by unconditional 

eurrend r . '.Ib re no end to do t t in the cas of 
Japan . 

Japan. I ean, if ve had given th p ce tr ty 

vhich ve ctually gave her -- if ve bed given her these 

s the conditions or terms of surrender -- she vou1d have 

surrendered . 

I don 1 t think Jape.n vould have surrendered unconditionally 

without the use o *kB force . 

Q Do you think t t the decision to us th ato c bo b 

agains Japan, th vay ve reached that decision, points -to fund n 1 shortcoming ,ither among thos vho 
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de the d cision or in America gen rally? Wa there 

s thing wrong vi th th ntellty involved in reaching 

deci ion of this kind? 

A I think there , but I think this vaa du to the 
iv~ 

varti setup, th kind of xceaS""'"d secrecy vhioh at 

thi point no longer de ny sen e . You binet 

ber - I think thi should ve been the bin t 's 

decision. 

The vhole poatvar policy vas ffect by it . 

Q Fr what you seen in your tr vela and vhat you 

know of other people , would st oth r nation hav done 

pa the s thing ve did, confronted w1 th the 

I could y this : 

that by and large, gover nt are guided by conaide~tions 

of expediency rath r than by rel considerations . 

And this , I think, is universe! v of hov gov rnments 

act . 

Q rould Ru si have dropped the bo b, for instance, g1 en 

the opportunity? 

A WelJ , I llould not go beyond this gen 1 stat nt ----tha gover nt are guided by •••i•~• considerations of 
/ 

expedienc;y • 
t. 

Q So •re no different from any other in t t respect? 

A I think ve are no different fro ny other , but , you 
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see , we had the illusion up to this point that ve 

different . And it wee this illu ion the.t was gon fter 

Hiro hi • 

Q Do you think it's gone for r? 

A I think it's gone f or s long s ve r e ber w t we 

did . 

Q Do you think it ' s good thing that it is gone? 

A Well, it ' s lvays b tter to have no illu ions , yes . 

I.oo , let tell you this beoaua I f el trongly e bout 
/l 

i~ fter Hiroshima . 
c. 

You see, I a 18 y rs old end I lived in Hung ry 

t the t wh n the United St te declared war on 

Ge • And , if you re ber, the occa ion far declaring 

we.r on Ge ny wa the sinking of th Lusi tania by Ger n 

su rines . 

The United ~t tes gave the r on for declaring war 

t t 
t: 

submarine vhioh cannot ve th passenger of a 

hip s no right to sink that hip. And this va regarded 

such a horrible misdeed that uch nation must be 

destroyed as a pover. 

Now even thought I s only 18, I s not poli tioally 

naive. I knew v ry well t t this s not the real r son 

for goin to r , but the r on vas tba t if Germaey- had 

won the First 'orld r , he would become o strong that 

t n xt war she vould have fought against America and 
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ri might n t have been able to win it . 

I d no illusions . rthe1e s , I thought 1 t wa 

p r~ otly fitting to us this as n occasion. I thought 

tha this thing rather good ev n thought I vas on 

the otb r ide. I aw th moral valu of using this 

occasion to declar , and in givin thi r son for deo1ar-

ing v • 

In 19.39, you r ber p rheps that President Roosev 1t 

~ d th bellig r nts 

A o1 ties, and this I thought 

natur 1. 

inst using bombs ag in t th inhabitants 

perf ctly t1 ting and 

But, vh n during th var, without any jor proc1 tion, 

ve began to use inc ndiary bo b inst th citie of 

J p n, it va disturbing to -- it s disturbing to 

oth rs. 

Q • 11, sn •t th1 tb end of th illusion? 

A Yes , this y. the end of tb illusion. But, you see, 

tber s still a difference etve n using incendiary 

bo bs nd usin nev force of tur for purposes of 
~ destruction. There vas still a step ber,f. 

v 
Q Tbi is point which s been brought up quit often: 

t pr oi 1y 1s th burning 

100, 000 - "Well, burned 80, 000 o d th in one night in 

Tokyo in a fir rai - nd w inciner t , roughly , 100,000 

t Hiroshima . Is re a difference in kind or in degr ? 
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A Well , th r is . differene , I think, in kind . Fire 

1 n old th to us nd atomic energy w s o thing 

nev. 

IBt put it this y: It 1s difficult t say vhen 

you have 

f.~t is the dividing line? It 1 not sy to y. BUt 

it is e sy to y t t ther is a 

Q ould you y, tb n, that it i a historic 1 dividing 

line ther , that the atomic e we born with a stain ot 

guilt on it? 

A I hink to v set a precedent for using atomic 

en rgy for purpose of de truction s setting a very d 

precedent . And I think it has gre tly affect d th post-

war history. 

Q Do you think it de people more cynic 1? 

A I won ' t say cynical -- no. No, I think it de it very 

difficult for us then to take the position that we nt to 

g t rid of a to c bombs, becaus it would be 

us the . inst a civilian population. We lo t the 

ar ent vi th which we could hav perhaps gott n rid 

of the bomb right ft r th war . 

Q Do you think Russia might have been forced then to go 

long vi th proposal that w 

A I think she ght not have b en foro d because you 

cannot force Russi to anytting, but sh might v been 
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quite villing to do that . You se , vh n th bo 

on Hiroshi fright ned r . 

leo , sino you raise 't h or 1 r nt, 1 t s y 

80 thing that i v imple, and bout which I ve less 

doubt t n any other n era I gav you to your st few 

que tiona . 

gine the folloving: Suppose Ge ny d d lo d 

two bomb fo had ny bo tls. And uppoe Ge ny 

d drop d on bomb on P.us ian terri tory nd he other 

on Buffalo, if you h. Then she r n out of bo bs nd 

los r .. 

qyon doubt t t w uld v defin d the -.z 

dr ping of to c bo b on cities a r or ? And 

ns vho wer guilty 

d nged t • I think th r is 

no seib doubt about this . 

Tb1 n w rs your 

th rs.l or to th nt to call it . 
(! 

Ju t sk ho' I ould 
I;· 

if v had been on the 

other sid • 

But, g in, don't und rstand • The only conclusion 

w can dr w i hat gover nts in er!ti 1 si tio s r 

guided b. eonside tions of xpedi noy. 

carry ery littl weight in this, nd 

fro cy o h r tion in thi r speot. 

ral consider tion 

ri is no different 
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Q You ntion so tim ck that yo he.d o very 

8fini t though s on th rious proposals for d monetration 

or rning. What v re our id s? 

A I di not hav v ry definit tho ts . You e , 1£ 

you had asked e.t the tim "How should we produc a 

de nstr tion?" I vould ve said don' try to c cate 

~th the Japanese over the r dio . Go thro h r ar 

diplo tic ehann ls . Go through tzerland, ~end t 

a note and say that it is our intention to d nstret 

a new bo b, but we do 't nt to kill anybod1 . That ~ 

propose th eveo tion of one ei t y , Hiroshi • Only 

one single bo be will eo end drop only on bomb and 

return. 
...., 

Q Well, ·euldn ' t If. the 
'--

ve been zardou for th pilot? 

Suppose that th Ja ne th n cone ntret their force 

against th bo ber, o uppos th y d POW into that 

ar ? 

A I think tb Japan e had no cone ption our n bo 

vould be so thing like Hiroshi - th y wuld ha e 

thought p rhaps 1 t is a bo b which is jor b ockbuster 

They voul ve been urpri , and I think t t if th y 

had ccepted 1 t, they uld ot ve shot do\om the plene. 

It would bav ined the othi , you know. If hey d 

eho down this pl n , the next plan ould ve co • 

' would say, n All ri · ht, of course, you y 
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shoot down the plan , but then e are going to bo ib noth r 

city without warning and kill large number of people . 

Now why should they not co-operate? 

They re just s curious about the ib - they could 

be if ve d told th th re wa a new bo b . But look, 

gain I don't b lieve this is really the ri bt ppr oh 

to the proble b use, in e sense, it 1 just s immoral 

to n b,y thr tening violence t n by using violence. 

or course, 1hr tening violence doesn't kill e~body vhile 

he thr or violeno i just 

as d 
!':' 

violence. This would )( not ve been nee ss ry 

if v h d been willing to negotiate , becaus you know t t 

Japan sued for peace . aw thi e know only od.ay. 

Q Supposi the Japanese ha.d turned down an invi tion 

of this kind7 !fhst then should ve ve done? 

A I think that in any cas v should ve engotie.ted 

p ce vh n they sued for p ce ther than insist on un-

conditional surrender. 

Q hat I' tcyin to get t is thi : Did you feel 

t t t tbe.t the use of the ato o bo b onder any 

ciroumst nee would be a wron thin to do? 

A 'ell you with the question of 

u ing 1 t in regard to any eire tanoe 1 wro • I llld 

no doubt that using to c bomb ag inst n i bited 
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city t the t r a von already was wrong. 

Of this I had no doubt, and no other question xi t d . 

Tb re vas no n o di cuss it or ~thing else but the 

ct 1 sit tion exist d. 
1 

Q ' You ~ere not opposed to h id once every other 
v 

possibl ns of negoti tion d b en ex usted of vinning 

the r -

A I w not faced with t t qu stion. '!bat question 

neve a rose. 

Q Becuase th argument is de that the bo bing of 

Hirosh e.nd ki verted th million casualties in 

th 1 nding of Japan --

This is not o. You s e, gain, if you ass that 

you st ve unconditional surrender , it's i possible 

to negotie. te p o • Then you at end the r \d. th 11111 tary 
r-·-

ns . And f perhap then you have to ••••• invade Ji pan, 
v 

and per ps hen you lose million n, but thi is all 

based on the £, lse pre se that you st hev uncondi ional 

surrender . 

lhy hould you have uncond1 tio 1 urrender? 

Q But suppose tion 1 f orced to , for its very 

existence, to u e the bomb • ck in 1939 vhen you wer 

in favor or s arting up a progr to develop the bo b, 

did you foresee a ituation there xxx. were we ght 

have to use it? 
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J. Well, all consider d at that ti ~he Ge ns 

r dev loping the bo b, and th only to s e our 

citie i to v bo bs lao nd ke a counter-thr t. 

By the time we d tb bo b, G r ~zy bad lost the r, 

o w never f oed the question. You see, ,you y k the 

qu stion, "w t would I ve id if it d b en po sible 

to vin the war g inst Ge ny?" All right? 
' I 

I don't know 'What I would he.ve said, bu I think if 

had bo b , )of could have won th var ny 

by bo bing evac d cities. re could v t·9~ th 
f I ' 

Ge n that ci y nd we will be tisfi d vi t 
\; 

it . don ';t you shoot down the only plan t t will 
( 

e ? 

But this is all hypothesis . '1'h1 1 t tion ne,ter aros • 

The a questions we never t cad -- never thought bout 

it . 

Q IDoking b ck, have your view on this subj 

t all inca 1945? 

A No, except th t I can say much re clearly what I 

thoug t nov tha~ I ws ble to say it then - even though' 

I thought th thing. 

unconditional suprend r. w I would s y that w got into 
/ / 

thi trou~1e or.· having to consider th "foree" lt rnative 

I 
of invadi J pan or using the bo b a inst h r cities 

rl 
~' 
i 

I ' 
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because we'd been thinking in te of KKix&x unconditional 
,..,...... 

urrender, ecen though a we now knoY, Japan had 

alr dy sued for peace. 

Q Have you r d Mr. Sti on's and • Or irs on 

this subject of Japanese surrender? 

A No . I have re d sti on ' rticle in the "Atlantic 

MOnthly.n I did not r d th emoir • But I don ' t know 

v t they n Y• 

The Japanese ~ted to n gotiat and we did not 

negoti te . What can they say? 

Q • Grew point out that he and Mr. Sti on prepared a 

rand for Mr- . 'l':rtlmn and Mr . Byrn s that we should 

g1 ve a def1n1 te te. t nt to Japan to ret in their dynasty, 

Vhioh see d to be the in 1 sue involved in surrender, 

and thi vas never incorporated into the Potsda ult tum. 

A look, I c n accept that, bu this doe n ' t go far enough, 

I think. The Jspane e sued for peace and we should have 
L-

negotiated not unile t er lly nnounee what w ar going 

to give th m, but rather to negotiate as you negoti t a 

p ce aft r a r is won. -Q You ould agree general ly, tbun, with Ralph :iirxd 

Bard' proposal. First of all , he proposed a warning, 

and then he propo ed that we arrange , through neutral 

1nte edi rie , t1ng \d tb J J:e,ne em#ssaries so -

vh re perhs.p on the coast of China nd talk about this 
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nd produo so definite talks on urrender . 

A li , but h still want d to use the b b as thr t 

f or surreDier. You see, this doesn 1t go far nough . t 

I a nov ying in retrospect is c The Japan ee sued for 

p ce - you know, the Jap3.nese a ba e dor vent to the 

Russian governm nt in Moscow nd the Russi n told us 

about this at Potsde. - and the correct newer is to 

sit down with them and negotiate. 

If w had promised th the peac wich 'W ctu lly 

gave th , th r would ve ended then and there . 

Q You didn ' t know that run, at this time - you only 

suspected that • 

A .All I knew t the ti e va that we had von th war, 

that Japan h d not the ghost or chance of winning 1 

and that sh knew this . I did not know how f r gone they 

er , but 1 t doesn 9t tter how far gon they were, but 

it does tter hov far one they are if th y cannot vin 

the war then they ~11 lose it in the nd . I did not 

know if the r -would la t tw re y rs or six nths . 

You see, this I did not know if we tried to push it to 

unconditional surr nder . 

So I se today re clearly how this concept or uncon

ditional urrender block d our thinking of this . I did 

not ee it that cl rly then. -Q How would the vorld of today have been different it 
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we d not drop t e.to c bo b on J pan? auld it 

batt r world? 

J 7 11, I do •t know, but I think if he.d not drop 

th b b at t nd hen de nst bo b after 

th ve.r , t t if th n d wanted to or te vorld 

"ithout bo :ts, I think w ould ve gotten it . 

ow, wh ther this would he.v be n b tter world or not, 

I don •t kno • But it ould ve b n orld , certainly , 

very diff r nt f'ro w t we have now. 
/{ 

Q Do yo think it would hav bypas d a nuclear e. r ce/ r 
(,/ 

I think it would void the t , you 

a e , this might still ve be n v ry bad world . 

ould th Russi na have d c and the 

hydr o n bo b as quickly if Ye d not drop tb bo b? 

J LDo y~ think t y vere d n iii frighen in o speedin 

up b ir e pio e nd res reb by th evidene t Hiroshi ? 

A Th re' no doubt that th y 

tter of £ ct, th r for d to ape d u b a us they 

could not toler te t t should bav nopoly of th 

bo b. 

Not only that, b t you s 

th bo b then it wouldn ' t have been know for long time -

vhether th bo b wuld \.·ork or not . or course, if" this 

is what w w nted to do, th n we would have had to avoid 
" 

not only th dropping or the bo b ven the testing 
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of it . And I discuss this - I rai ed th qu stion 

with Byrn r 1 t vould not b lds r not to test 

the bo b. Aft test d it, the n that b exist 

could not hav b en kept fro th world -- it would ve 

Q en Al gordo vould have 1 ed out ventuall.y? 

A That's wh t I' ying, yes . But I rais thi io 

qu stione Since v do not know, w heve not b foggiest 

notion, v t kind o vorld this will be when the bo b 

e.re out -- ho ve ere going too ope \dt h th proble the 

bo b raises -- wuld 1 t not b good to win t 

not en t ting it -- therefore, 1 ving it und eided 

wh th r it orks or not . 

Now, I think today t t probably thi would not ve 

worked - I've co pletely changed DW' mind . I think that 

tb eer t would not ve b n k pt ev n if had not 

had Alamogordo. f could ve won yb a year at most . 
d 

Q 'by 'W8 that - b caus f!IVery sdvanc nation -
So 

A ny peopl knev bout tb work and so nation 

wou .... d have 

Q \1 11, or cour~ turned out la t r. th Russian 

wer aware of the work we were doing nd had so id of 

it . 

A Yes. This I did not know t h ti , but I would ay 

in retrospect, not te ting th bomb pro bly ould not 
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have gained us very much t • 

-~' Q Do you think that the "Missile Age" vould 

have oo as quickly 1Ji thout the a to c bo b? Did that 

set in tion a whole chain of events? 
---:;7 

A No, tb missiles would be oo 1 tely useless ,/ 'long-range 
.I.:. 

mis ile vould beco co lately usele without the bo b, 
"1 

because 'they re too expenaivfe • 

A long e.a your rocket carries nothing but 10 pounds 

of TNT, you know, that is too expensi • 

Q Vall, what about the pace race in general? Has that 
indefinite 

also been put off into the ~~~a..---~~Ure? 

missile that brought on tbe "Speoe Age . " 

A I vould think so . 

8 it 

A So 'that th whole tter of space xplor tion, missiles, 

hydrogren bombs, all th rest of it was 
-!!f ,.~, 
~the atomic bomb? 

tur 1 outgrowth 

A I think so. But you ee, I 'm in no hurry to get to 

rs or Venus, because I don't lu pace explor tiona 

much ybe s you do . 

Q Then whet you might be.ve had t most, you think . vould 

have been a conventional e.r race with Russia , or perhaps 

a world-wide ato ic control agreed to the jor countries . 

A Well, I think we could have d ~-\lid to c 

oontPola, Now you y ay t~epite oft t there 

would have been a power conflict -- the sa power conflict 



SZI LARD IVU - 27 

t t yo saw 1 1946, '47, '48 , end this v in 1 .self 

nger • rbaps this might v 1 to war. This 1 

poesibl • 

ve th Ru ian v r given ny indi ti n in the 

pe. t t t they would v agre d und r ey con ition to 

, y, inspection control? 
,...,..., 

A I think/ th Russi n - or cours , their po i tion s 
(,.. 

in e Stelin 's time - I think that 

inspection vill b uneceept eble to Ru 1 long 

rtant 

litary ecret 1 rt that n ed to b f' guard d. As 

long s you bnve ecr ts you at feguard , n inspection 

1 a disagr ble thing to cc pt . 

Q 'ouldn; t t have be n tru in 1945. even if' dn •t 

dropp t ato c b b? Ru sians then 

reject d insp ct one bee use they bad crete or th ir own? 

A Yes , except th Rue ian didn't lik th id of th 

bo b at 11. ow on this I h ve insid info tion on. 

And, you s e, I thought at the t th 

n gotia ions er a t t Russia uld n t gre 

nd t t she ould ju t rej ot thi no tt r what kind 

or propo 1 we 

~r ia a ~ r, 

ke, b c use if ther er no bombs nd 

ve c n brin th 

through our LJClg ... o;o on th imlttlm Cantin nt, 

n 1t bring the r to our terri tory . 
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If there a bo bs , the ei tuation is more s trio 1. 

On t b sis, I 1 ys thought the Russia 'WOuld not be 

interested in con rolling th bo b. 

Lat r on, I got so insid info tion to h ff ct 

th t this wa not o . 'hilt I w s ying quite locgical, 

but it did not ren ct the Russian thinking in 145 and '46. 
\1 t~ 

nd I was told nd w t I bellev to b tru is 

th folloving: 

That 1n '45 - '46, Ru sia thinking in ol f hion 

ter abou a var . She hed ~on t wars 

r tr ting, nd h thought of th Third rld lar 

something in which sb vould ve 11 th se buffer tates 

across which she can retr t . And she was not ur he 

could ke th bomb . 

I nov have the impression that if w d propo 

eo re tenable to Rue ia than the Peruch Plan, 

she The Baruch Plan zzled them. 

As a tter of fact, th jus did not b li v th t 

he Baruch Plan would be coeptabl to us . Th Rue 1 ns 

*i did not beli ve -- Oro o told so one who I personally 

knev , I t him later. 

And Gro ko thi 'W s n who 

loved Russia who bad Gro ko 's confid nee . And G~ ·o 

said this to hi • " ow . you have 11 v d among th s people 

longer then I hev and you know th • Per ps ou o n 

I 

\ 
I 

\ \ . \ 
I \ 

\ 
i I 
\ I 
I 

., 
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..--
SIIid explain them to 

~ 

• · What I don't understand is 

vby Mr . Baruch propose a plan which you know and I knov 

that rioens vill not a oept • t 1 his ga ?" ...... 

acceptable to Americ • I think h t y be right. It's 

quite possible that if he Russi na d co pt it, the 

nete vould not h v ti£1ed it. 

So, I think if I he.d to b t today, I vould bet that 

had v not thr tened Russia by using the bonb a ainst 

Japen, end had w th n proposed so bing r sonable 

for the eonrol or th e v uncomfortable new w pon, 

th Russians '\."'uld have o long • .. 
Becaus there ere ther sources for pover conflict 

he.ve collapsed. If 1o1e g t into a really serious conflict 

about other things in th world we'll find that no agr e

nt in he \>rorld can t nd up. 

o, this ~4-h ve soled our probl , 

Q Do you think American ve a guilt co plex o er the 

bo b? 

A I'll tell you w t evid nc I e.ve her • I wouldn't 

call it e guilt compl x , but you re ber perhaps Herschey's 

"Hiros , " tor whieh the New York "Herald" mptied 

"Hiroshi " a r garded a very greet pi oe of art 
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nd ev ry ody we.a r lly impressed. "Hiro " in ilfl•lli 

England w not uccesa . by? 

Bee use using the bo b s our KxKt d cision, and the 

gllsh felt it a none of their business . So this in-

die te t there 1 so feeling here, ubconscious 

stake in tb bo b, vhich the nglieh don't ve . Bu I 

wuldn •t call it guilt complex. 

Q It's n uncomfortabl consciousnes ? 

A I don't know what word I should use . I don•t think 

it' guilt complex. I do think t t th disillusio nt 

the.t used the bo b unnecessarily shakes he con-

fidence of ny scientists in th government ' bili ty to 
llv up to the 

You see, gr t power i ses h obligation of exer-

cising restraint, and this obligation w did not fulfill . 

I think this ffeoted ny of the oien i ta in th 

subtle sen e that they just bad no desire to continue to 

wor on this thing . 

Q Do you think the. t d an fteot on our own develop ent 
/1 

of the hydro en bomb and other ? 
l. 

A I would say it d 1 yed it five y rs . I think if we'd 

xeroi r treint in thi case, the 1-iln ttan Project 

would v gone right now. O""'-

Q Purely as a hypothetic 1 ques ion, do you think that 

n A rican gover nt tod y, confronted with th 
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s et of choices nd pproximetely the sa degree or 
mill ry intelligence th y had tb n - do you think en 

American gov r nt t 

rest int . Do you think \tTe 'v 

A I think it depends on the person of th President . --n deleg ted ess nti lly xtB this d ci ion. 

n was nev r ble to und Bstand what w involved . 

You could see that tro the language he used. T n 

nnoune the bo bing of Hiro h vbile he on bot 

-
J nd u his nnounce nt contained 

the phrase - I quot - " ' gambled 2 billion collars nd 

von . " End of quote . 

1 To put~ the ato b b in ter o£ having g bled 
V M~ 

2 billion dollars and won offended s nse of proportions , 

nd sho d that n did not underst nd at the tie 

w t was involved t all . 

Q Do you think that Henry St 

accurst ly th nxieiti a of 
vork this 

out in his mind? 

,// 
son f r fleeted re 

li' 

per on who 1 trying to 

A I do not knov enough . I ' sur the. t Henry Stimson s 

far mor t houghttul person t n, but I don ' t 

really know vhat is wrong with this n bee us the 

You ee the rea ons 

--~~)wJto~W 

•wi•••xnxw•!Jd1d::Jci&x because we only 

and we could not risk to xplode s ething t t could 
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fnls r son, because it Yould 

v taken a very short 1 until we vould hav d 10 

bombs . So I don't know what to think. But , you se , the 

""" s thet t that ti St on s very old end 

t tigu d 
, he/ 

- so day w v ry good nd so days Jaat 

·u t got tired very ta t . 

his best . 

s no longer Sti on at 

• • • 
A You see t that time , we did discu s d onstrations --

the possibilit7 of a de nstrat1on, nd I think it is clear 

that you can't d monstrat a bo b over n unin bited 

island . You have to de lish city. So d onstration 

wuld bev n approaching Japan through a diplo tic 

channel , proposing a d mon t tion, y , over 

with the inhabitant removed fro Hiros • 

In r trospeot , I think that th discu sions of the 

d nstration over mpbasized th n for de onstration. 

t v did not d1 cu s enough was t t sine J pan s 

def ted , the r o n be ended by poll ti 1 ns and need 

not be ended b,y milit ns . 

Q ~s that a failure on the part of scientists well? 

A ot really - in sense, d no busines to 

t 1k bout political things . This was really not our 

bu 1ne 

Q But .from a pratic 1 t ndpoint , you gbt hav gotten 
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turth r if you had . 

A It 1 quite possibl th t we should 

bout t p ce te , of giving 

t e ace ptabl pe ce ter - but this still is not 

negotiations . 

Q One thing t 1 pres ed in r ding a dozen or so 

books on this subject is t t, aa I ntion b for , you 

and t . los Alamo people, the k Ridge people and a fev 

peopl in · shington, all of had givinga v r 

re or les ac tt red. Tber was never any concentrated 

strategy or ed out . 

A Tb different projects? 

Q Bet en the n who d tb se agiving • 

A On t different project u Chicago quite 

unified . knew pr cisely o tood wher in Chi go. 

You knov w drafted tb petition to the President vbich -sign by so ft:t.t 50 or 60 peopl • 

But he contacts \lith th o her project were ditficult . 

or in tance , I sent t ext of the petition to be circu

lated in Lo .Al s , and I couldn't get it circulated 

ther • So it s difficult to keep contact with Lo 

Ala s at t t ti • 
idea of why 

Q Do you va eny you didn't hit it off 

vi h Seer tary ~nee? 
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A hy I think ther r two r sons . First, our ovn 

contusion a to what hi rol s so that we didn't con-

c ntr t on th singl is e, but talked bout tvo different 

thing which onfusad Byrn • t 1 on r son • 

But th eoond is th t I hink t Byrne didn't think 

on th 1 vel on 'Which I was thinking. Take th 

b ginning -- when he 

Ru sian bo s because I' info 

This i hov 1 t tarted. 

I n, you art w1 th t h1 pr m1 e, vhiob I bought 

wa just utterly wro ! t is very difficult , you know, 

s arting with wrong pr mi e to r ch th right conclusion. 

But there w s o thing else ther --

Q Per onall ty -

A o, i t wa not per or£11ty -- I can give you details 

bout thi • 

You ee, wh n I went to Byrn , w t we were disturbed 

bout at tbi point s t t w didn't see t ny level 

or gov r ent , higher level, any politic 1 con id ra tiona 

of vbat the bo b nt. we did.n • t we know - when I 

vent to see B.yrn a , I didn't ven know or h appoint ent 

of the Int rim Co ttee . The Intari Co tt e bad just 

b n ppo1nt • 

No it wa r t.h r late in the d y to begin to think 

t to do vith the bo b -- t the end of y - and b caus 
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I s v that th r was no consideration in h gov rnment 

on th level ~ here 1 t should be, I ery fi eon-

vine thet sci ntis s ou ht to b h rt in thi • 

I don •t think Byrne lik d t t so very uch. 

He kn t t we nt d to b heard. But part fro that , 

it s r lly the level of thinking. 

or instanc , Byrnes e quit villi to xamine what 

vould happen if e didn't d nstrate th bo b, if we 

didn't even test it . H wa willing to o along and y , 
~ 

~· n 11 right now, ~uppose w don't test it . " Then h 

id th t if you don ' t test the bo , you have nothing to 

how for the 2 billion dollar which you pent . Hov are 

you goin to justifY this to Congress? 

ow thi ag in sort of shocked • But th n he d, 

"Klau , you see to b cone rned bout d veloping e.to c 

energy, and u 'Will n d ney fro Congress for that . 

How do you got it unles ou hav so thing o sho for it . " 

H had a point there, you kno'W. But then what r lly 

shock d and whn t r ally ho\ d \+1er no thinking in 

the a te e the following 1 
8 

H thought tb t demonstret~n our milit ry might, ~eoially 
\ 

th bomb, ould k Ru sin ore neg ble. You seet, 

he s concerned about Russi having ed in o Hungary, 

into ni , into Poland. 

Q He told you this? 



SZILARD IVU - 36 

A Oh yes. And b thought t t it we re strong, but 

gain he v t t Russi could not catch up, Ru si 'Will 

be mor g ble • 
.-:1 

This t · shock becau I thought tbi just the 
u 

wrong psychology - to think that just because ve sit on 

a bo b which we cannot u e a ins Russi will ke Russia 

nag bl • I thought that w s politic 1 naivit 

which, even I s e pqysici t would not have co tted nd 

it shooked that Byrnes did it . 

And th n what ven shocked more 'We the followin g: 
~ 

1d1 ~ow th Russi n have moved i nto Hungary. Now you 

st b cone rned . You ere Hungarian so you must be eon-

cerned about wh t happens in Hungary . Nov hov ere the 

Russi ns ever to be dial dged tro Hung ry unless by 

ric building up an osing mili ry might. 'ov 

\~bat shook e here, ag in o f r fro any ensibl pro-

portion, is tru that I oa fro Hungary . I have a p r

f'eotly nor 1 concern whet happen to Hungary, but what 

t at ke her s so ething infinitely large than 

Hung ry. 

And a that point , I r lly shut up. This s n 

una a ra ble r If you put on side of the balance 

the !I te of th vorld and on t other side the fate of 

Hungr y, then fUrther argument i useles , and I r lly 

didn ' t say anything there fter . 
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And I rme ber xey feelings when I le.ft Byrnes' house . 

And this is what I to t t suppo ing Byrn had been 

born in Hungary end become a physicist , end I had been 

born here end beca politician. How much better off 

the world vould beve been on two counts . First, there 

vould be no bo b, and secondly , if there had been bo b , 

there vould have b en o intelligent politicians . 

I was really quite dejected e.nd depressed . And also, 

when I then returned to Chicago, I knew that ther wuld 

be no rea onable po11t1 1 consideration from the arguments 
int 

which I h rd of this iJIJI issue, and on that 

that what scientists can do nov is only go ~n record . 

And I wnted the to go on record eignin peition 

to the President . They can't use this bob, and wanted 

that petition to be based only on moral conaid r tion 

vhich were unasverable . 

I did not nt it to be based on conside tiona of 

expedienc.y where you y argue endlessly back and forth . 

You see, the Frank Report , that v s based on consider --tiona of expediency, and I ...S ent along with it . This 

va perfectly all right, but tba t we supposed to go to 

the Secretary of War ~here considerations of exp diency 

are in order . 

I thought the petition to the President should be b sed 

on r 1 considerations, and should serve the pr ry 
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purpose for scientists to go unmistakably on record in 

this issu • 

Q Do you think that Presid nt Roosvelt would have acted 

differ ntly? 

I not convinced of t t . I do not know how he 'Would 

have cted . 

I don ' t think b would bav dele ted the d cision to 

ttee, and I don ' t know vhet he would have don • 

y on thingz t's the use of d nding un-

conditional surrender? You'll see that it s only one 

use. If you de nd unconditional urrender, you don •t 

ve to negotie. e with your allies, and I think llhat 

pushed us into unconditional surrender is our unwilling-

ness, our reluctance to negotiate with your allies --

-and not only our own allies. Even •shington t•XXX% 

did not know what peace ter J pan should get . 

So first you have to negotiate inside r. abington, 

which 1 the various government departments -- t t is 

11 very nnoying - and fter you've done t t, then 

you've got to negoti t with your allie • Tha is also 

annoying. It's much ria ch p r to drop a bo b, you know. 

And I think that once we follow that when we dropped 

th bo b, imply w followed the line of 1 st resist nc • 

let leo y t 1iss It o out partiouarly badly. 

Th re son is th!lt ve did warn 12 cities of J pan that 

they'd be bo bed after the ~ Potsamn eat Declaration. 
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Hiroshi ws not aJ!k)ng the • i:an , this is rather under-

stand ble bee usa it i th Str tagio ir Co nd ij 

which issued the warning did not know of" the atomic bomb. 

Q Do you think t t our position in the world, our st ture 

anm prestige 8 terially hurt by the use or the bomb? 

A I think in th Far East, yes . Prob bly not in Europe . 

Q You think in the Fer st there's very definit 
u ? 

resentment still bout the fact t t this Jf:D:8j 

A I have no doubt about it, and I have no doubt about 

it that the p opla in the Far Fast believe t t w would 

not have used this bo b g inst vhit people . 

Q So ve paid for this , or v paid in so e degree. 

A Ye , but I think that once you do th right thing 

because 1 t is the right thing you cannot possibly cal-

culate in dvance ell th future con equences of your 

actions . That's i possible 

Q So va ve paid for this , or have paid in so degree 

A Ye , but I think once you do the right thing bee use it 

is the right thing, ~ you c nnot possible 
consequences of 

c lcul te calculate all the future confiecne of . 

your action. But this i impossible . 

And this is wh7 we have rul s of dern conduct, be

cause the futur is so difficult to predict . If we could 

predict the future, then we could be guided by considers

¥. tiona of xpedi nc,. But a can't pr diet the future, 

nd this is why 
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mor 1 onsider tions ought to be given a certain unt 

of velght. 

(END SZILARD IVU) 
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