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UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA
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November1$ 1956

Dr. CharlesL. D_, Director
Division of Biology and14edic*
U. S. AtomicEnergyCommission
Washington25, D. C.

Dear Chuck:

A little over two weeksagoDr. NathanielBerlinof the Special.
WeaponsProjectdroppedin to see me @ askedfor an evaluationof
the hazardsconcernedwith the accidentalreleaseof a plutoniumbcmb~

He asked me to readtwo reports,LA-1981and LA-20’79.The In-
formationDivisiononly had the first report available bylfright
Langhamand his group. This reportwas somewhatincomplete.Last
week I was at Oak Ridge attending a meetingof the HealthPhysics
group,ad Langhsmwas present. I mentionedthe above to him, and
he said the preliminaryreportwas preparedin greathaste,and he
knew it was not as completeas it shouldhave been. Thesecircum-
stanceswere not of his own making,but ratherdue to questionsthat were
beingaskedat higherechelons. Langhamwent on furtherto say thatLa-20i’9
was a morecompletereport. RecentlyI went over the two reports and sent
to Berlinan evaluationof my opinionsconcerningthe accidentalrelease
of thistypeof nucleardevice. To avoidduplicationof distributionof
classifiedmatertilI am not sendinga copy of my reportwrittento Berlin
to you, but it will be availableat his officeM you care to see it. In
essence; I said I felt that the hazardsinvolvedwere not largeenoughto
justifymakinguse of this particulardetice,and that the calculated
risk involvedwas small. The principalconcernwouldbe promptinznobili-
zationof the plutoniumby use of fire-hosesand otherconventionalmethodsm of containingalphaactive.material.a

c)
I have knownLanghampersonallyfor the past u years,and I feela

he is a soundand conservativeindividualwith good judgments Actually,A
I discussedthe mattervery brieflytith Mm. MY prxcipal concernm—

— to obtah the secondreport.

The reasonI bringthisto your attentianis that if thereare any
questionsaskedof you aboutthismatter,you will understandthat the
opinionswhichI gave to Dr. Berlinwere basedon the two manuscripts
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detaileddiscussionbetweenLanghamand myself.
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