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A September 25, 1945
e
The President I'-,,f
The Mhite House

Dear Mr. Preasidanty

You have asked that merbers of the Cabinet glve you sugpestions
as to what your course should bte in connection with the disposi-
tion of the mecrat of atomic energy. I understand that this 1=
distinct from revealing to any of cur allies, other than thosze
who already know it, the secret of the mamufacture of the atomle
bomb .

I can only repeat the suggestions that I made in the Cabinet meet-
ing, namaly that I do mot feel that we are under any obligations
at this tipe to reveal commercial secrets soch as the secret of
atomioc energy, nor are we under any cbligations to reveal a mili-
tary secrat developed independently by the Undted States, United
Fingdom, arnd Canada, at a cost of at least §2,600,000,000 to ths
Urdted Statess _

I I Jiatensd carefully to ths testimory that the Fussisns might be
gbls to make En atomic bosh in five yesars. I have my omn doubts
about this, It is not a queation of cold science, or the appli-
cation of certain mathe=atical lsws., We lmow that in the produec-
tion of the atomlc bomb there was a certain slement of American
mathematicel and mechanical gardus which has gliwven us the aubtomo=
tive industry, the great development of the telephcne industry,
and ecountless other imventive processes which are not always
developed in every land, and which seem to be peculiarly the re-
gult of long years of mechamization of industry within the Undted
States. I quoted to you those lines from Kipling which suggested
that thay had copled all they could copy, but they couldn't copy
our minds.
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| Let me remind you alec that the Fussians have besn akillful in
the imowledge of the airplans, snd yet it was our planes which
they needed in great mmbers to defend thelr country. It isn't
Just a question of turning over to them a mechanical formula;
there needs to be certain types of evidence that they possess the
genlus to apply thess laws in & mamufacturing process before they
m ever maks from the knowledge of atomdc energy a proper atomic
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I was, of courss, greatly interssted in the moving statsment of
the retiring SBecretary of War, Mr. Stimson. I appreciate his
fine qualities; he is truly a great man, and I respect him for
the long and distinguished service which he has remdered to the
Amsrican pecple. At the smme time, I am nmot willing to accept

' his statement that Russia has stesdfastly been our friend, and
that, therefore, we should not hesitaté to turn over to Ruseis

i the secret of this bomb. I would ask him who saw Russis from the
inside and understood its military secrets during the war. We
opened up & great many of our things to Russia, and when we fin-
iehed the war wo were almost as much in the dark as to what Russia
was duiut.:d; what Rusels was plarming, as the day we entered it on
thalr .

i If the Fussians did not trust us in time of war when we were their
allies and when we were standing by their side protecting their '
homsland as they were under invasion, what reascn do we have to
believe that they would be cur friends in time of pesace when they
were in no partjcular danger?

| I think we need to remember the story of 1921 and 1922. Wa wers
persuaded to sell our battleships after a former war. We did it
in the cause of peace. Did we get psace? No, we got a 5-5-3
ratio, with the Eritish and the Japanese, and when the time came
under Fresident Roosevelt to start our program of rearmament, we
found that the 5-5-3 ratio did not apply; that England had a
greater pavy than we had; that Japan, whoee ratio mumber was 3,
had a greater navy than we had, and we begfn to retuild from an
inferior position rather than from a poaition of equality. We
ought not to make that same mistake twice in succeeding ra-
tions, Has Russia always besn friendly? Was she frie hen
she signed a neutrality pact with Hitler when the back vi-
lization itself was against the wall? I would remind you t
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that pact was broken by Oermany in its lust for further world
conquegt. It was not broken by Ruossis in fervor of her zeal for
the demooratic nations. Russla was quite content to ses Oermamy
mweep over svery small nation in Europe, and never raleed a fingar
until Hitlsr invaded its own homeland., Then Fussia became indig-
nant against the Nasles and against the principlss of the Hazl
State. Bat as long as she was getting her swag in Foland, as

long as she was immine from attack, Russia saw nothing wrong in
the sntire program of the Nazl govarnment. I want our country

to remenbar that, when Russia now wants o part of the atomic bomb.

And then I think I would ask this question of the War Department;
why didn't the War Department gambls om Russia while it was da-
veloping the bomb? Why didn't we take Russia into our confidence
whils we were doing the actual work in connection with the develop-
mant of atomic ensrgy? The answar is we could not trust Russia
whan sha was our ally in the war. I wonder why wa feal we can
trast her when she is cur competitor in the peace. But the great
and to me the persuading argument is the feeling of the American
pecple. Some how I cannot help but fesl that the pecple, in thair
instinctive trust of certaln peopls and distrust of certaln others,
usually have sbout the right answer. They do not know all the
reascns, but they come out with some surprisingly good answers. '
In this particular instance, I think I can say to you that every
person I talked to in the two weeks that I was in Hew Mexico felt
that the United States should not at this tima release to the
Russians the secret of atomic energy or of the atomlc bemb.

I got still more convincing proof while I was at Decatur, Illinois,
making a speech to the tombined Chmmber of Comeerce and the Farm
Bureaus. It was a splendid banquat, with scme 675 pecple drewn from
every eection of Tllincis. I made it my point to ask svery person
I could get to what his opinlon was on the quastlon of how far we
should go toward releasing the bomb, or the secret of atomic energy,
to Russia., The answer was completely unanimous. I did not meat a
singls person who thought that Russia should be glven any part in
this seeret. I did not meet ona singls scul who balisved t we
should now be frank toe Russia when they recognizsd that B,
throughout the period of the war, had not been frank with|us/ To
bea smare, they wantad us to get I.lnng with Russia, but not at thl
cost of revealing to them the secret of atomlc energy.
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Now gy polrnt ia this: the President is the lesder of the American
pacpla, TYou have a responalbility to all classes of peopls in the
Urdted Jtates. Tou now have thalr complate confidenca. It 1=
astonishing to people all over this country the development of
support which you have from all classes. Republicana, as well as
Democrats, tell me on the strests, and write me latters to say,
that they trust you, and that they ars delighted with the way you
are golng. I think you have a responsibility to hold that trust
by =hatever psana 12 necassary. I think you ars obligated to de
those things that will preserve the confidence of the American
pation in ita presant Executive, sven though some of the thinga
you have to do mey run slightly against your judgment as to the
wise thing over a course of a hundred years. It is one thing to
plan wisely for a hundred years; it is another thing to steer this
govermeent and its world associations safsly through the perlied of
the next ten or twelve years when many of the nationa of the world
will bs in fermant.

I am not satisfied with conditiona in France. I am not happy over
the development of certain political sentiments in many labds. I
think, however, that thoss peopls heve a right to the selsction of
the type of goverrment that they may prefer. But somewhere in this
world there needs to remsin soms of thoss strong quesbdde qualitiss
of govermment and of representative govermment which we in Amsrica
delight to point to as flowering best within ocur own land. As long
as you hold the confidence, love, and respect of the kmerican peo-
ple, you can pareuada them to take thelir part in & Undted Nationas
orgmisation. You can persuade them to assune thelr share of nec-
eseary monstary and economic reform. You can persuade them to
sacrifice 4 their stocks of food in order to prevent chacs and

in the world. But the day they think you are slipping;
tha day they belisve you are yislding to Russia on important mat-
ters like the atomic bomb, then you are likely to sacrifice some
degrea of thelr confidence and respect, an? you might sventually
be macrificing encugh so that you no longer could sucossafu
lsad the Amarican psoples into the proper paths in the years
QO

That i my blg and ablding copcerns I think it far out-shadows the
importance of petting on with Russia in the next few momths. Aftar
all, primarily, you are the Executive of the Amsrisan people. Your
responaibility 1a solely to this nation, and as long as you can hold
its confidence, I belleve you are assured of eventual success, not
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only for your programs, but for the programs which have besn
fostared by this nation over a long pericd.

Respectfully yours,

& *
Secratary
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