. 35,596.
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Nine Noted Scien tists Urge War Ban

Warning on N uclear|
Peril Was Signed
by Einstein

By PETER D. WHITNEY
Special to The New York Times,

LONDON, July 9—Nine emi-| §
nent scientists, including the

late Albert Einstein, have ape
pealed to the nations to for-
swear war because the hydrogen
bomb threatens “the continued
existence of mankind.”
Bertrand Russell, British
mathematician and philosopher,

Statements on nuclear warfare
will be found on Page 25.

revealed today that Einstein
subscribed to the appeal in a
letter that reached London the
day the physicist died in Prince-

The appeal called on other
scientists, in both the Commu-
nist and non-Communist worlds,
to join in a conference, Its ob-
ject would be to drive home to
the average man the “very real
danger of the extermination of
the human race by dust and rain
from radioactive clouds.”

Among the signers were seven
One of]
them, Prof. Leopold Infeld of
Warsaw TUniversity, is behind b
the Iron Curtain. Another, Prof.
Frédérie Joliot-Curie of France,

Nobel Prize winners.

is well known as a Communis
sympadthizer, i

PENTAGONIS GO

10 RUSSELL PLA

Assoclated Press Radlophoto
Berirand Russell reads a statement subscribed to by Al-
bert Einstein just before his death and signed by eight
other scientists calling for the renunciation of war.

geneticist of Indiana University,
oth Nobel Prize winners. -
Lord Russell today sent copies

Eisenhower, Premier Nikolai A.
Bulganin of the Soviet Union,

The American signers, besides|Prime Minister Eden of Britain,

Einstein, were Prof. Percy W.
Bridgman, physicist of Harvard,

President René Coty of France,
Mao Tse-tung, Chinese Commu-

and Prof. Hermann J. Muller, nist leader, and Prime Minister

Louis 8. St. Laurent of Canada
—the heads of countries that
have acquired or will eventually

of the statement to President|acquire nuclear armaments..

Lord Russell said the cam-
paign by the scientists grew out
of a broadcast he gave here last
Dec. 23 on the nuclear peril. He
received many letters of con-

Continued on Page 25, Column 2
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Burgess Expresses Dot
That Method Would W
Enough Volunteers

By The Unlted Press.

WASHINGTON, July 9—
ter 1. Burgess, Assistant 8¢
tary of Defense, voiced d
today that a voluntary Res
training program, even with
hornus inducements, would in
the type and size of rese
needed for national defens

He indicated that the Def
Department would oppos
proposal by Senator Richan
Russell that the Administrat
compulsory Reserve plan
serapped in favor of a volun
$400 bonus-incentive plan.
Georgia Mumaanaﬁ\ is chair
of the Senate Armed Sen
Committee. .

Senator Russell's prop
offered yesterdsy, caught
Administration by surprise,
fense officials had expected
compulsory plan would
through the Senate and perl
be stronger than the House
sion,

MNow President Bisenh
finds himself embroiled in
opposition move that may
sult in jettisoning one of
main planks of his plan.

Tiefense officials, headed
Mr. Burgess, will go before
Senate committee Monday
effort to salvage the Preside
program.,
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Texts of Appeal by Noted Scientists for onmmos of <<mz.

Spectal to The New York Times,

LONDON, July 9—Following
are the-texts of a statement to
the press by Bertrand N..m,wmma,

and of a statement on n

sparfare. signed by leading sci-
entists (Albert FEinstein signed

just before his death):
Russell Statement

The accompanying statement,
which has been signed by some
of the most eminent scientific

autborities in different parts oI

the world, deals with the perils
of a nuclear war, It makes it
glear that” meither side <gn
hope'for victory in such a war
and that there is a very real
danger of-the extermination of
the human race by dust and
rain from radioactive clouds.

It suggests that neither .the
public nor the %oqmnunumnnm of
the world are adequately aware
of the danger. It points out
that an agreed prohibition of
nuclear weapons, . while it
might be useful in lessening
tension, would not afford a
solution, since such weapons
would certainly be manufac-
tured and used jn a great war
in gpite of previcus agreements
to the contrary.

The only hope for inankind is
the avoidance of war. ' To call
for a way of thinking which
shall make such avoidance pos-
sible is the purpose of this
statement. | "

The first movg came as a col-
iaboration; ..befween Einstein
and myself. Einstein's signa-
ture was given in the last week
of his life. Since his’ death I
have approached men of scien-
tific competence both in the
East and in the West, for po-
litical disagreements should not
influence men of science in es-
timating what is probable, but
some of those approached hava
not yet replied. X am bringing
the warning pronounced by the
signatories to the notice of all
the powerful governments of
the world in the earnest hope
that they may agree to allow
their citizens to survive.

Scientists’ Statement

In the tragic situation which
conironts humanity, we feel
that scientists should assemble
in conference tp appraise the
perils that have arisen as a
result of the development of
+weapons of mass destruction,
and to discuss a reseclution in
the spirit of the appended draft.
draft.

‘We are speaking on this oc-
casion, not as members of this
or that nation, continent or
creed, but as human beings,
members of the species man,
whose continued existence is
in doubt. The world is fuli
of conflicts; and, overshadow-
ing all minor conflicts, the ti-
tanic struggle between com-
munism and anti-communism.

Continued From Page 1

gratulation, among them one
from Professor Joliof-Curie.

“T was pleased, because he is
not only an eminent scientist but
a noted Communist,” Lord Rus-

today,

stand the great damger.”

changed only in that he consid-

the atomic bomb “like bows and
arrows."”

suggesting that scientists “do

something dramatic,”

ter when it was sent to him be-
fore the others.

The letter wag sent to eighteen
agreed.

cial posts but they were sympa-
theic. Prof. Dimitry V. Sko-

Iy but noncommittal

Li Sze-Kuang, did not answer.

olution.

ments.”

bomb,” he said.

sell said at a press conference
The letter encouraged|
him. to try to bridge differences|
hetween the Communist ang anti-
Communist worlds by an appeal
to the scientists, “who under-

Lord Russell was a pacifist in
Weorld War I, but in 1949 he said
e would prefer a third war with
latomic bombs to world domina-
tion by the Soviet Union. He
made clear today his views had

ered nuclear weapons had made

He said he wrote to Einstein

and got
wholehearted approval. The ail-
ing physicist mominated Lord
Russell to be “dictator of the
enterprise” and signed the let-

scientists, of whom .seven more
Others were unwilling
to sign because they held offi-

beltzyn of Moscow gave a friend-
4 reply.
Others, including China's Prof.

Professor Jolot-Curie's letter,
last to arrive, contained a res-
ervation limiting the ban on
war to its use “as means of

Professor Joliot-Curie to pre-
serve the right of internal rev-

Professor Muller also entered
a reservation making plain that
disarmament. should not be sole-
ly in nuclear weapons but a bal-
anced reduction “of all arma-

Asked if he did not fear that

Scientists Ask Abolition of War;
Einstein Among Signers of Plea

his campaign might be exploited
by the Communists, Lord Russell
said he was sure he could pre-
vent that.

“Their line is to prohibit the
“I am mnot in
favor of prohibition, but of mak-
ing it quite clear what will hap~
pen if it is used.”

The scientists’ appeal says the
hope for safety by prohibition is
“iilusory,” It argues that both
sides would consider agreements
no longer binding when war
broke out and would set to work
t¢ manufacture hydrogen bombs.
The only solution, it declaved, is
the abolition of war itself,

The significance of the ad-
herence by Professor Joliot-Curie
and Professor Infeld to a state-
ment so thoroughly at variance
with the Communist line of the
last ten years wag being dis-
cussed today.

Lord Russell said the state-
ment meant that all nine signers
dissented from the official esti-
mates put forward in the Tited

radioactivity. He said he thought
“some” of these had been “not
strictly accurate.”

'Mhe statement declared that
“the best authorities are unani-
mous in saying that a war with
H-bombs might quite possibly
put an end to the human race.”

“Here, then,” the statement
declared, “is the problem Which
we present to you, stark and
dreadful, and inescapable: shall
we put an end to the human
race: or shall mankind renounce
war ?"

Vatican Praises Appeal i

settling  differences between .
states”” This was construed by ROME, ..w&% 9 an d‘wmmm.w.
Tord Russell as intended by|SOurces tonight praised Einstein's

warning against the danger of
atomic war as a ‘noble appeal”
and recalled similar warnings by
Pope Pius XII.

“Any warning in this field is|
always welcome, the more so as
Bw:w who unfortunately would
not listen to the voice of faith
and revelation do listen to scien~
tists,” the sources said,

States of the limited danger of}

Almost everybody who is
olitically conscious has strong
eelings about one or more of
these 1ssues; but we want you,
if you can, to set aside such
feelings and consider your-
selves only as members of a
biological species which has
had a remarkable history, and
whose disappearance none of
us can desire.

We shell try to say no single
word which should appeal to

one group rather than to an-

other. Al, equally, are in
mﬁ.:. and, if the peril is un-
erstood, there is hope that
they may collectively avert it.
We have to learn to think
in a new way.. We have to
learn to ask ourselves, not
what steps can be taken to
give military victory to what-
ever group we prefer, for
there no longer are such steps;
the guestion we have to ask
ourselves is: what steps can

bhe taken to prevent a military

contest of which the issue must
be disastrous to all parties?

: The general public, and even

‘many men jn position of au-.

thority, have not realized what
would be involved in a war
with nuclear bombs., The gen-
eral public still thinks in terms
of the obliteration @f cities.
It is understood that the new
bombs are more powerful than
the old, and that, while one
A-bomb could obliterate Hiro-
shima, one H-bomb could ob-
literate the largest cities, such
as London, New York and
Moscow.

No doubt in an ii-bomb war
great cities would be obliterated.
But this is one of the minor
disasters that would have to be
faced, If everybody in London,
New York and Moscow were
exterminated the world might,
in the course of a few centuries,
recover from the blow. But we
now know, especially since the
Bikini test, that nuclear bombs
can gradually spread destruc-
tion over a very muech wider
ares than had been supposed.

The Power of New Bombs

It is stated on very good au-
thority that a bomb can now be
Ynanufactured which will be
2,500 times as powerful as that
which destroyed Hiroshima.

Such a bomb, if exploded near
the ground or under water,
sends radioactive particles into
the upper air. They sink grad-
ually and reach the surface of
the earth in the form of a dead-
ly dust or rain, It was this dust
which infected the .Japanese
fishermen and their catch of
fish. ’

No one knows how widely
such lethal radioactive particles
might be diffused, but the best
authorities are unanimous in
saying that a war with H-bombs
might quite possibly put an end
to the human race. Tt isfeared
that if many H-bombg are used
there will be universal death—
sudden only for a minority, but
for the majority a slow torfure
of disease and disintegration.

_Many warnings have:been ut--
fered by eminent meén of sci~’

"ence and by authotities in mili-
tary strategy, None of them
will say that the worst results
are certain, What they do say
iz that these results are possi-
ble, and no one can be sure
that they will not be realized.
‘We have nét yet found that the
views of experts on this ques-
tion depend in any degree upon
theit politics or prejudices. They
depend only, so far as our re-
gearches have revealed, upon
the extent of the particular ex-
pert’s knowledge. We have
found that the men who know
most are the most gloomy,

Here, then, jig the problem
avhich we present to you, stark
and dreadful, and inescapable:
shall we put an end to the
humean race: or shall mankind
renounce war? People will not
face this alternative because it

‘Senators Call War Ban
. Futile Unless mieqn&

WASHINGTON, July 8 @P)
—Congressmen and Govern-
ment officialg today happily
endorsed the plea of Albert
Einstein and eight other re-
nowned scientists that the
world renounce war rather
than risk atomic annihilation.

Two Democratic Senators
said, however, that ah agree-
ment against war was a lofty
ideal, but something that de-
fied enforcement.

Senator Henry M. Jackson,
‘Washington Democrat, a2 mem-
ber of the Senate-House Com-
mittee on Atomic Energy, said
“for the past thirty years we
have had people suggesting
that we renounce war and
make agreements to do so.”

“Phig declaration from Lon-
don is a pioug hope,”” he added,
“put it will have very little
meaning in this atomic age
until there is means of enforc-
ing it* -

Senator Albert Gore, Ten-
nessee Democrat, also a mem-
ber of the atomic committee,
said he agreed with the decla-
ration “as an ideal” “But,”
he added, “there remains the
practical problem of dealing
with aggression in its devious
modern-day forms — subver-
sion, infilfration and revolu-
tion."”

is so difficult to abolish war.
The abolition of war will de-
mand distasteful limitations of
national sovereignty. But what
perhaps impedes understanding
of the situation more than any-
thing , else is that the tferm
“mankind’? feels vague and
abstract. People scarcely real-
jZze in imagination that the
danger is to themselves .and
their children and their grand-~
children, ahd not onmly to a
dimly apprehended humanity.
They can scarcely bring them-
selves to grasp that they, in-
ividually, and those whom
hey love are in imminent dan~
ger of perishing agonizingly.
And so they hope that perhaps
war may be allowed to con-
tinue provided modern wea-
pons are prohibited.

An Dlusory Hope

This hope is illusory. What-
ever agreements not to use
H-hombs had bee nreached in
time of peace, they would no
longer be considered binding
in time of war, and both sides
would set to work to manufac-
ture H-bombs as soon as war
broke out, for, if one side man-
ufactured the bombs- and the
other did not, the side that
manufactured them would in-
evitably be victorious,

Although an agreement to re-

nounce nuclear weapons as part
of a general reduction of arma-
ments* would not afford an
ultimate solution, it would serve
cervtain important purposes,

First: any agreement between
Fast and West is to the good
in so far as it tends to diminish
tension. Second: the abolition
of thermonuciear weapons, if
each side believed that the
other had carried it out sin-
cerely, would lessen the fear of
a sudden attack in the style of
Pearl Harbor, which at present
keeps both sides in a state
of nervous apprehension. Wa
should, therefore, welcome such
an agreement, though only as a
first step,

Most of us are not neutral in
feeling, but, as human befngs,
we have to remember that, if
the issues between East and
West are to be decided in any
manner that can give any pos-
sible satisfaction to anybody,
whether Communist or anti-
Communist, whether Asian or
Furopean or American, whether
white or black, then these is-
sues must not be decided by
war, We should wish this to be
understood, both in the HEast
and in the West,

There lies before wus, if we
choose, continual progress in
happiness, knowledge and wis-
dom, Shall we, instead, choose
death, because we c¢annot for-
get our quarrels? We appeal,
as human beings, to human be-
ings: remember your humanity
and forget the rest. If you can
do so, the way lies open to a
new paradise; if you cannot,
there lies before you the risk of
universal death,

Resolution

We invite this congress [to
be conveged]l, and through it
nWm scientists of the world and
the general publie, to subscribe
to the following resolution:

“In view of the fact that in
any future world war nuclear
weapong will certainly be em-
ployed, and that such weapons
threaten the continued exist-
ence of mankind, we urge the
Governments of the world to
realize, and to acknowledge
publicly, that their purposes
cannot be furthered by a world
war, and we urge them, conse-
quently, to find peaceful rmeans
for the settlement of all mat-
texs of dispute between them.'”
Prof. Percy W. BRIDGMAN,
ALBERT EINSTEIN.

Prof, LeoroLD INFELD.

Prof. HIERMANN JosepH MULLER.*
Prof. CeciL F'. PoWELL,
Prof, Joserx ROTBLAT.
BERTRAND RUSSELL.
Prof. HIDEKL Y UICAWA.
Prof. FREDERIC JOLIOT-CURIE.**
“professor Muller makes the reserva-
tion that this be taken to mean “&

of all
armaments.'

*Frofessor  Jollot-Curle makes the
reservations that governments should ree
nounce war “as a_means of settiing dif-
fercnces between states'™ and that “limi-

tatins of nationat mo«.ﬁnziw shoyld be
wmzm_n:a by all, and be in the Interests
ali.
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