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RADIATION HAZARDS
The available facts o“ tbe hotly debated problem of “Gene-

tic Effects of Fallout” have been p.lled together and their impli-
cations examined by several Pembers of the FA? Cambridge
Bra”cb Their report, submitted to the VA3 Council at its New
York meeting on Feb. 3, is summarized below. At the Council’s
request, the FA? member. \vbo p=epared the report v,ill consti-
tute a“ FAS nztioml committee o“ radiation hazards. consisting
of: L. S. Osborne, chairman; H. Epstein, F. Selove,’W. Selov~,
and R, Weinstein.

The Cambridge group first began collecti~ itiormat ion on
radiation effects about z year aso. The principal objective was
to facilitate m,ider understanding co”cer”i”g the etient of any im-
mediate danger associated !x,itb the continuation of large-yield
weapons tests, The tiewpoint taken was that of investigating% tbe
effects if tbe “prese”t” rate of testi~ should continue for 5 to 10
years; tbe question of the effects of testing for a longer period
can be more adequately evaluated, should the necessity exist,
when the results are awilable from the much more complete
surveys c“rre”tly underway by the United Nations and the Na-

tioml Aczdemy of Sciences committees.
-.

,O~CES This report is devtied primarily to the genetic ef -
OF DATA fects of tbe radiation from fallout, since a rouqh s.r -

vey indicates thlt other effects -- for example, di-
rect biological damage -- are of lesser magnitude than tbe prob-

able genetic effects. Tbe dzta on u,hich tbe Co”cl”sio”s of the

Cambridee zrO.o are based are available Iarcelv in z few recent
issues of-th~ Builetin of the Atomic Scie”ti St~ arid ti _.
Use was made of the articles a“d estimates of H. J. M.ller, S. V.
Neel znd W, J. Sh”R, H. B. Glass, H. M. SIatis, and R. E. Lapp,
Valuable idormatio” was also obtained from AEC Statements a“d
data amilable in “nclassiiied publications.

There xre two important general aspects of the genetic
effects of radfatiow (1) Long-r%We c“muktive effects, and
(2) numbers of inditid”als tifected. While there is still obtio”s

(Cotiin”ed on Page 2, Column 1)

CONTROLS IMPEDE A-USE
A report entitled “meacefl,l Uses of Atomic Enerw’, v,as

issued on January 31, culminating a 10-month ‘study hy a panel

appointed by the Joint Con8ressioml %tomic E“erw Committee.
Under the chairmanship of Robert McKinney, publisher and edi-
tor of the Santa Fe NeY.. Mexican, the panel generally recommende-
d relaxation of centralized controls and the encouragement of a
wider participation of private croups in the development of the
peaceful uses of atomic enero.

6 AREAS Specific recommendations n,ere made in six areas:
STRESSED (1) Atomic po”,er If necessary, the report recoin

mended that the AEC construct “one full-scale dem
onstratio” plati of each major reactor size and type” as a means
of e“couragiW participation by private industry. (2) Controlled
thermonuclear power With,” security limitations, the AEC
should ‘<permit the maximum interplay of scientific and engin-
eering ideas’> as v,ell as making a“ailable to the public sufficient
itiormation about the possibility of pen, er from nuclear fusion to
Pide finnc ial invest metis, (3) Medicine and public health
Wide expansion of traiting a“d research facilities and the means
for the dissemination of <he results of medical research. (4) &-
ric”lt”re Re”e$,ed ?esearch aimed at increasing farm prod”c -
tititv as a means of aiding undernourished countries. (5) and
(6) Maintenance of present levels of research in connection .,ith
food preservation with radiation; and an investigation of the eco-
nomic feasibility of atomic pov,ered ships.

DECLAFSIFICATIPN ~enero~,s s“pp”rt “f resezrch in ““i”er -
RECOMMENDED sities a“d pri,,%te research Centers botb

here z“d in friendlv co””tries zbr”ad
,1... rec.m mended t“ ins~lre the c“”ti”~led ad,rlncem ent of fu”dl-

me”tal k“””,ledqe in tbe nuclear field. Such sup”c>rt micbt in-
clude the protisio” of technological assistance a“d nuclear fuels
to allo~,, for the installation outside the US of at Ie%st “ne million
kilox,xtts of ztomic Ee”erlti”g capacity by 1960, Tbe report

(Continued on Page 4, end of C ol”m” 1)

F. A.S. -- TENTH ANNIVERSARY
On Febr”ary 5th, FAS completed its first decade -- a decade i“”,bicb the m,orld has faced and

grappled with an awesome array of crane and complex issues. When these issues have been p%rtic”la?ly
relevant to science a“d scientists, FAS has earnestly endeavored to understand zndto clarifv, to stxte

the vie,.,s of the scientist -- both as scietiist and as citizen -- tbt they micht be v,eicbtedbv those re-
sponsible for decision. The record will shou, how real and useful the contribution of FAS has bee”,

This debate should not pass without a trib”te, s beinp aeain that the PeoP1 *s’ vOic. . can b. heard i. the United Nations.
paid to the effOrts of the Federation of American Scientists,
It maywellha”e been the Federation,. ProPosal, made Public
on 6 March last, which for the first time anywhere specif ical - ,,Thc PeoP1es speak, and democracy works. The United

lY ,ug”es*ed a united NatiOns cOmmis. ion to study and as,.,% Nations and o“, government. back home list. ” to the PeoP1es.
the radioactive contamination res.lting from atomic bomb We want their hopes; we want thetr thoughts. Diplomats too
tests. So far as [Wow, this proposalwa* made before any often become deadlocked. Let the peoples, thinking help us to

government anywhere had espOu,.d such an idea. The Feder - break the deadlock. .,,
ation of American Scientists, therefore, should be commended
for its initiative in this regard.

/

-- Carlo. P, Romulo, former President of

,Cff, indeed, the scientists thus inspired the thinking of gov - the UN General Assemblv, speaki~ be-

ernments here a“d elsewhere, let this debate underscore once fore the U“ited Natio”s, November, 1955
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(Continued from Page 1) ‘
disagreement on the exact magnitude of these hazards, prominent
geneticists have gi”e” indepe”de”t estimates narrou,inz the r.nse
of uncertainty to a factor of 10. Mu.h Of the apP2rent disagree-
ment results from the differing terms in “>hich the results are
presented.

CUMULATIVE The human race already carries a Certain num -
EFFECTS ber of deleterious mutations. These are added

to bv soontaneo”s mutations and decreas~ by
deaths of seriously affe~ted individuals who have nti reproduced.
It is estimated tht a 1070 increase in the overall number of dele.
terious mutations v,ould require over 1000 years of testing at the
rate of 50 megatons fission yield per year. (Roughly this amount
of yield appears to have been involved in tbe 1954 tests by the
US and Russia. All tbe previous years of testing put together
probably totalled less. ) Thus s“cb a tetii”g level involves a
mnishingly small Io”g-ra%e genetic kzard, at least o“ a per-
centage basis

N~BER The number of individuals affected may be stated
AFF.ECTED in. se.veral difierent ways. If axain we cOnsider the

effects of the world-u>ide fallout from 50 megatons
of fission yield in tests, then the mOst prObable magnitudes ‘f
the effects mav be described as follovs: (a) It may be expected
that the offspring appearing in the following years u,ill include a
cetiain small “umber of mutations so deleterious as to cause’
death and in tbe process disappear from the population. This
number will be of the order of 100 per year for the US and 500
to 1000 per yezr v,orld-wide. (b) This number is eq”inleti to
one seriously affected tifspring in about 50,000. (c) The effects
of this amount of testing “,ill continue to appear for a “e~ lonE
period, eventually tifectinz some hundreds d thousands of peo-
ple. (d) Stated i“ terms of percentage increase over the number
d mutations appearing d“e to tiber causes, tbe effect of fallout
is very small. 50 megatons of fission yield from tests will pro-
duce in the next generation an effect amounting to an increase of
only one part in 1000 over the uncontrollable natural spontaneous
mtiation rate. For comparison, it should be noted also that tbe
average genetic effect of X-rays, at the current rate of medical
use, is in each year about the same as, O, perhaps twice as much
as, the genetic effect from fallout resulting from this amount of
testing. This rate of X-ray eqosure has existed, of course, for
many years.

These estimates have been give. fOr the effects ‘f 50
megatons of fission yield from tests. While the radiation from
this amount of fission yield decays relatively quickly, the 8ene -
tic effects utiold over mav years and will be cumulative. Thus,
for example, if one year’s tests amount to this yield and produce,
world-wide, in the next generation 30,000 heatily affected indi-
viduals, representing an increase of one part per thousand over
the Spontaneous rate, then 10 years, tests at this level w,ill pro-
duce 300,000 heavily affected i“ditid”als, correspond% to an
increase over the spontaneous rate of 10 parts per thousand.

MARGIN It should be realized that the masnit.de Of the ef -
OF ERROR fects cannot be k.Own PreciselY from the Present-

ly available data. The fiml numbers invol”ed, for
the effects discussed above, are agreed on by a number of gene-
ticists to within a factor of 10 either way, but these are not abso-
lute limits. Tbe correct numbers are simply nti kno.,n and the
estimates may be in error by even more than this factor of 10.
But at the same time it should be noted that one of the most re-

spected geneticists, H. J. Muller, attaches to bis fiml estimates
of radiation effects a nrobable ranqe of .“certai”ty rather smal-
ler than th,s.

The exzct mechanisms by “,bicb a mutant gene tifects hu-
man beings are also Subject to “great “nCertainty but \x,ould prob-
ably include organic troubles in the form of disease, suscep-
tibility to disease, and pre-mtal death. Tbe effects in terms of
human suffering Co”er a wide range, from tragic to unnoticeable;
moreover, one mutation can manifest itse~ over many genera-
tions before disappearing.

HOW SERIOUS Suppose we consider the effects of a yexr’s
ARE EFFECTS? testi~ at the rate of 50 megatons fission

— —

yield. The number of of fsprinz serio”slv tifected as a result
will then be about 100 a year for a long period; or .,ithin the un:_
certainty given, 10 to 1000. These numbers are for the US; tbe
world-wide effect is about 10 times larger. Do these numbers
constitute a “large” effect, a “small” one, or a “negligible” one 9
The Cambridge group offers the following conclusions on tbe
matter.

C ONC LUSIO~ “AS individuals we are Sensitive to the value of
the individual, and from this tiewpoint tbe num-

ber affected can hardly be called negligible. At the same time,
to make a just eml”atio” as to the seriousness of the effects, it
must also be recognized that tbe effects of weapons tests at tbe
present level do represent only a negligible percentage increase
in the number of mutations carried by the human race.

“Compared to all the health hazards which man’s present
form of Iiviny itilicts on man (e.g., medical X-r.Ys, smOE) One
CZ” make an effective arcume”t to the point that this additioml
effect from “,eapons tests is really a small effect, and if we want
to make a lzrge improvement in the overall matter of health haz-
ards x,. might .’ell concentrate first 0. sOme Of the ~rzer ~f -
fects -- for example, o“ tbe rather larzer effects resultinc from
the use of medical X-?avs at the current rate.

“The question Of ,.hether a SOVernment 0. a PeOP1e can
properly continue to conduct tests in vie~z, of the resulting gene-
tic effects can be answered only On balance a~zain$t the reasOns
for continuing weapons development. Regardless of one’s posi-
tion in this respect, however, the first requirement for meaning-
ful discussion is the u“derstandi”g of the magnitude of tbe effects.
Theavail.ble data doindicate the probable magnitude and any
governmental decisions a“d statements should be made with
clear understanding dtbis number.

“Although, as the AEC has stated, theamO~,nt ~ radiatiOn
exposure from all “uclea? weapons tests to &t. is very small in
comparison to the radiation received from natural sources (not

tomention medical X-ray s), andalthOughtbe magnitude Oftbe
deleterious effects of nuclear tests must be judged also in the
light of the presumed advantages of continuing weapons develop-
ment, we n,o”ld suggest that it is mislead, %for the AECto call
effects of weapons tests “negligible,’ontbe grounds that theycon-
stitute a statistically undetectable increase in the normally oc-
curring sponta”eo.s rate of mutations. 100 seriously tifected
of fspri~per year may indeed be a statistically undetectable in-
crease in the 100,000 or so ‘normal’ serious deleterious muta-
tionsappe.ring eacb year among the over 4,000,000 births intbe
US. But a certain number of individuals is involved; and the num-
ber may be not 100 (u,orld-wide, 1,000) but 10 times that larqe. Al-
tho.gh these numbers represent onlya small percetiage i“crezse
over mtural effects, use feel they are large enough tobi tiven
v,eight in making policy decisions regardix nuclear tests.,’

PERSPECTIVE Perhaps the most meaningful and.nderstand-
ON RAZARDS able u,ay of p.tting the magnitude of the fallout

rxdiat ion hazard in perspective is to compare
it with less discussed radiation sources to u>hich .,e are contin-
ually exposed. The average dose from cosmic rays and other
mtural sources is about 100 mill~roentge”s per year. A typical
Iuminous-dial u,rist m,atchdelivers to the gomds a yearly dose
of the order of 5to 20 mr. The averaee US citizen receives 100
mr annually from medical use of X-ray s,according to S. H. Clark
(Bulleti” oftbe 4tomic Scientists, Ja”,, ,56). Tbe Cambridge
gro.pestimates an.verage ann.al dose of 20mr. These fipres
sbouldbe compared with the 10to 30mrtime -integrated dose
per individual resulting from 50 megatons of fission yield in
weapons tests.

It v,ould appear then that use of medical X-rays is respon-
sible for z considerable number of deleterious mutations. l. ad-
dition to their genetic effects, and of more immediate importance,
some diagnostic X-ray exposures are intense enough to be decid-
sdly hazardous i“ terms of ski” burns or radiation sickness.
Relatively simple precautitins and modifications i“proced”res
are available, but legislation or rewlat ion may be necessary in
some cases to i“s”re their adoption, I“any case, it is clear
that there are very real sources of genetically damaging radia-
tion other thnfallo.t.
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PASSPORT PROCEDURES PONDERED

The State Department has u“tilrece”tly been avoidinga

% passport showdov,n in the courts because of its u,ezk position in, ~-
the first fe., s.itsfiledacainst it. 3urinc the last six months,
at least a dozen passports have been granted after lezal action
was instituted, and apparently passport denial to persons ac-
cused of Communist affiliations “OV, requires etidence of serious
i“vol”emeti u,ith the Communist mo”eme”t. No., under contro-
Versy is rhlt co”stit”tes acceptable evidence for such involve-

ment, and whether the government must reveal the etidence.

B~ The J”stice Dept. appears now to have chosen the case
c- of New Ycrk attorney Leonard B. Boudi” to test these

questions. Boudin’s passport !“>as refused o“the
grOund. that he has been andco”ti””es to be. a” acti”e supporter
of the Communist movement; he bas denied present membership
in a s>z,orn affida”it. B“udin claims that the Co”stit”tional ct,ar -
antee of due process requires the State Dept. to reveal the evi-
dence a~xi”st him so that he mav have an OPPOrt.nitYfOr rebut-
tal. Tbezovernment arsues, asithas consistently done in all
security matters, that it cannti reveal its etide”ce u,ithout re-
vealing sources of itior mation which seriously weaken its inves-
tigative methds. The case is now at the Appeals Court level.
The Coufi has been u”successf”l in obtaining details from tbe
State Dept. concerning the sources of derogatory itiormation
about Boudin, Whatever the outcome, the case u,ill probably be
reviev, ed by the Supreme Court..

~~ Other passport cases toreceive attention last month
CASES_ were those of screen writer Carl N. Foreman and cos-

mic ray physicist Bruce Dayton. Foreman is an ad-
mitted ex-comm.tist u,ho appeared as an’’. ncooperative,,, itnes s>’
be fore the Ho”se Un-American Activities Committee i“ 1951 a“d
u.ho I,ost his passport in 1953. He filed -Uit last $eptemberto

req%in the passport xnd, i“Jx”uary, the State Dept. reversed
itself and returned bis permit to travel.

r Dayton v,as linked bytbe State Dept., inacircumstantiaf
way, with persons suspected of being involved in Communist es-
piomge. He denies the charses made against him, bllt v>a. re -
f“sed a passport tolndia i“ order tov,ork with Bernard Peters
at the Tatalnstitute. Tbe fact that the State Dept. already re -
garded Peters with suspiciondld not help ~ayton’s case. Dayton
filed suit to force tbe issuance of bis passport on the <rounds
that due process had not been follov,ed. District Court J.dce Mc -
Garraghy ruled last month that the State Dept. is not required to
revezl the evidence on v~hich the passport refusal U,IS based.
Si”cetbis ruling is indirect contradiction to an earlier one by
Judge Yo””gdahl inthe Bo”din case (see m56-l), there u,ill
certainly be an appeal by Dayton.

APPEAL USE The State Dept. has been criticized onthezrounds
EXTENDED that its procedures were paradoxically rivinz

privileges to Comm. ~,nist. in that they may appeal
passport denials. On Jan. 1~, tbe Departmeti announced etien-
sion of its current appeal and hearing procedures to cases ~,,hich
do not involve charges of Communist involvement. The basic
issues of procedure and of the underlying power of the Secretary
of State to refuse @ssports remzi” unchanged and are being
challenged in current court actions.

NSF FOREIGN TRAVEL FUNDS

Inaneditorial i”= Qan. 27), the AAAS reminds the
scientific public that the time is approaching for the z“n”al con-
sideration of the National Science Fo””d.tio” foreign trzvel grant

2PPr0Priati0n by Congress. The editorial points out the serious-
ness of the handicap placedon American scientists and on the US
Scientific effort by the complete deletion of these f“nds from last
year’s NSF budget. It contrasts this sit”atio”witb that existing
forother mtio”aUy representative grouDs, s“chas members of

- CoWress, a”dfor such c”lt”ral ~roupsas the cast of Porgya”d
Bess. As suggested by the FAS before last years budget cut, an
elpressio” of vieu, s by letter or ,,,ire is “OU, i“ order. (Address

Se.. Carl Hayden and Rep. Clarence Ca”no”, chai.. men of the
Semte xnd Ho”se Appropriations Committees, respectively, Sen-
xte or House Office B“ilding, Washington ?5, D. C.)

Page 3

Cl VII. IIBERTIES AT ISSUE

Recent months have seen more emphasis onindivid.al
ri~hts and less cn ‘security at all costs., However, abuses cOn-

tinue andtbe courts have yet to rule unequivocally ontheprob-
Iem of security a“d tbe rights of tbe individual.

P- The US Co.rt ti Appeals i“ Washington announced
EXPOSU~ Feb. 20tbat its full bench of 8 j“dgeswouldrecon-

sider the cotiempt of Congress case aminst John
T. Watkins, Rock island, Illinois labor organizer. Tbis case in-
volves the important question of the right of Coxressiomlcom-
mittees to expose past Communist affiliations purely for the sake
of exposure. In a 1954 Ho”se Un-American Activities Committee
bearing, Watkins revezled his ov,n Communist tifiliatio”s and
was willing totalkabo”t persons be believed were stiU Commu-
nists, but, without using the 5th Amendment, refused to discuss
people u,bohebelieved ~~,ere long removed from Communism.

Watkins, earlier Federzl District Court Conviction of con-
tempt of Congress had been reversed on Jan. 26by a 3-judge
panel of the appellate court which ruled 2-1 that <lnorder to con-
vict, tbe Government must plead and prove that the questions the
v,itness v,o”ld not ansv, er v,ere pertinent to an i.q”iry Congress
had authorized.” Tbe rehearing OftheapPeal bYthef.l~ bench
of the appellate court has been gratied in response totbe Govern-
ment’s petition that the ruling of tbe 3-judge panel ranco.nterto
previous rulings of the same co. ti on similar issues of law. How-
e“er, a Washin@o” Fost editorial of Jan. 29 quoted. 1936 ruling
of Judge Groner of the same Court which appeared similar to
that of the 3-judge panel.

“GENER41 Tbe exchange bet,., een Albert Spra%ue Coolidge and
FIT NESS,, tbe LibraQ of Congress has further brightened pub-

lic a!z,are”ess of the extent to v,hich unreasonable
securitv considerations have crept into areas ...here their justifi -
catio”is at best obscure andtbeir presence offensive. Coolidse
is a lecturer in chemistry at Harmrd and a“ amateur mt, sician
of .&e. His mother, E1izabetb Sprag”e Coolidee, financed the
Coolidce Foundation of the T.,ibram of C~nzress, UVhich sPOnsOrs
unambitious program of chamber music as ap”blic ser”ice, Q.
Feb. 1, Coolidse disclosed that Librarian Of COnEres~ 1. ~uinc~
Mum ford, on the basis of security co.sideratiOns, had ~>ithdrawn
aninvitation to Coolidge to replace his mtiher, v,ho diedin 1954,

o“the 3-member advisorv committee of the Foundation. The in-
titation had hen made in 1954, b“t because of a nominal salary
of $250 per vear the appointment was subject to federal employ-
ment procedures, includine a security check, This in”estication
t“rnedup’’dero<atory i” formation”of which ma”y people could
not see tbe si~nificance to the appointment. M.mford, hov,ever,
Considered them’’partof aperson,s general fitness,” and quashed
the appointment -- even tbo.gb he conceded they did”ot neces-
sarily constitute a basis for a “security risk,, finding.

*****

The FAS is anational organization of scientists and engin-
eers concerned with the impact of science on national and
world dfairs. Tbe Newsletter is edited by mtiers of the
FAS Wasbin@on Chapter.
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H-BOMB EFFECTS MINIMIZED
A thoro”~h amlysis of se”eral aspects of the radiation

hazard of YT,eapo”s testing “,as gi”e” by AECommissio”er Willard
F. Libby at North!., estern University Jan, 19. He pointed o“t that
the most dzn~ero”s product of n“clea:. explosions is Stro”ti.m
90, which goes into the bones because of its chemical similarity
to calcium. Libby concludes that it v,ould take about 11,090 meq -
atons of fission yield (Ed, - about 1000 Bikini size bombs) to pro-
duce the maximum permissible concentration in humans, and
,’since radiostrontium is absorbed in the bones, it constitutes
essentially no genetic hazard, because its radiations do not reach
the reprod”cti”e Or%a”s .,,

EDEN ON Just prior to tlis talks m,ith T resident Eise”hon,er,
BOMB TESTS Prime Minister Eden discussed the H-bomb test-

inz nroblem in a BBC broadcast Ian. 21, Britain,. .
is making the bomb, Eden said, because it is tbe most pon,erful
existing deterrent to l“,ar, and, tests are necessary &cause a
bomb ca”not beproved until it isexploded (N. Y. Times, Jan. 22).
‘This does “ot mean that Iv>o.ld not like an agreement tore-
strict and regularize them, ” safd Ede”, a“d conceded t~t “de-
terrents are “ot a real, positive v,ay to peace.”

On Feb. 13, i~arcport $c:he Eouse of Ccmmc~ssn his
“isit to the US, Eden said he discussed with Eisenhower’’tbe
possible re~lation or limitation of nuclear weapon tests,>’ He
said the US and British zovernments”at present share the con-
“ictio” that the radiation dose to human beines arisinz from the
testing of memton!.,ezpons at theprese,,t rate is insignificant
complred with the radiation dose received from natural cauSeS .’,

SECRECY IMPEDES A-PRWRAM (Continued from Page 1).
recognized that the effectim prosecution of its recommende~ob-
jectives would req.ire’’less secrecy and a freer flow of sig”ifi-
ca”t itiormatio”, ” Declassification of allrea.ctor technology was
=ecomme”deda”d it was nrooosed that onlv itiormation directlv
related to nuclear weapo~s d~velopment be”re%arded as “born
classif ied. ”

Reaction to the Panel report v,as cenerally favorable. Ina
statement Feb. 4, the FAS Cot,”cil commended particukrlv the
pr~osals for freer flo”, of itiormation, atomic cooperation v,ith
foreign countries, and controlled thermonuclear power development

shortly after the McKi”ney Report appeared, controversy

flaredbet\,.ee”Se”.Clinton Anderson, chairman of the Joint Atom-
ic Eneru Committee, and Le~~is Strauss, AEC chairman, on the
problem of secrecv of thermonuclear po~,,er devel~ments.
Strauss, .tateme”t that dema”ds for lifting itiorm.tion controls
in this area v,ere based on a lack of understanding of tbe situation
was co””teredh the Senator>s demznd that the AEC Ii”e “p to
its responsibility of keeping the Committee fully itiormed.

FAS NEWSLETTER
Federation of American Scientists
1605 H Stieet, N. W.
Washin#on 6,’D. C.
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WORLD DEVELOP~~S ON A-POWER

After aprelimi”zry cotierence i“Br”ssels on Feb. 11, the
fOreign ministers of Belgium, France, Holland, Italy, L“xem - ‘,

bourg and West Germany have recommended totbeir govern-
ments the creation of a continetial atomic energy pool. Plzns
Call for joint “se oftech”iczl personnel, skills, xnd materials to
mainly speed de”elopme”t v,ith regard to the “se of atomic en-
er~for industrial purposes. News of the cotiere”ce was greet-
ed with assurances of US support. Britain, though m,illing to be
“closely associated” with the plan, is apparently “swilling to be-
come tooitiimately involved with .,hat may become a supra-
~tio”al authority.

Meanwhile, steps have been taken by many other utions
to advance their atomic energy programs. UruWay has become
the 28th “ationto sisn a treaty v,ith the US pro%di”g for 2-u,ay
exchange of atomic ftiormatio”. France and Yugoslavia are
pushi”g their programs “igoro”sly and Egypt hasanno”ncedit
mill receive help f,om Russia in setting up a nuclear physics
Iaborat ory.

T“,elve invited “atio”s, i”cludin% Russia, u,ill attend aeon-
ference openi~i” Washin@on Feb. 27toco”sider tbeteti Of .

statute for establishment of the newl”ter”atioml Atomic Energy
Ager,cy ,~r.dex U}~ wtis~;ces. Gee the Izezcy has been estlb-
Iished, 84 nations zre to receive i“vitztionsto joi” it:

McCARR4N-WA1.TER ACT REVISION

O“ Feb. 6, President Eisenho\,er out fined to Congress the
Administration’s proposed changes i“ the Immigration and Na-
tiomlity Act of 1952 (McCarra n-Walter Act). These chances
co”ered four general zreas: (1) establishment of more realistic

quOta ceilings based on the 1950 census a“d allocation of tbe in-
creases in accordance v,ith actual immigration to the US since
1924; (2) relie”in~ Co”eress of tbo”sznds of pri”ate bids for re-
lief of aliens by grantinq the Attorney General ‘<limited discre -
tiomry powers to zrant relief;” (3) remo”a] of unnecessary re-
strictions and administrative requiremetis ,“itb respect to tisit -
ing aliens and travelers th. ouch the US; and (4) remedyinv the.
abuse of Ieeal orocess bv denortable a~,ens (“ho have resorted to
repeated judicial appeal: “

~ particular interest is a proposed special quota of 5,000
to be used without reeard to natiomlity for “those .>hose Sertices
are detern> ined by the Attorney General to be needed .rcently in
tbe US becz”se of the hizh education, technical trai”i”c, soecial -
iz,ed experience, or exceptional zbility . ..” The remo”ai of
“travel obstacles ,’ such as the reciprocal u,%ivine of fingerprint-
ing for visiting aliens is encouraging, but many of the strin~ent
requirements for tisitors’ visas now in force were ignored in
the message, Sen, Watkins R, U.) and Rep. Keating (R, N.Y. )
are expected to introduce legislation to implement the proposals.
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